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ABSTRACT. It is proven that for smooth initial data with compact support outside
the event horizon, the solution of every azimuthal mode of the Teukolsky equation
for general spin decays pointwise in time.
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1. INTRODUCTION

In this paper we prove linear stability of the non-extreme Kerr black hole under per-
turbations by gravitational and electromagnetic waves. More precisely, we consider the
initial value problem for the Teukolsky equation of general spin s € {0, 5, 1, 3,2 3
for smooth initial data with compact support outside the event horizon. Thus, rewrit-
ing the equation as a first-order system in time, we analyze the solution for initial
data ¥y € C§°((r1,00) x S2%,C?) (where 7 is the event horizon, and the two compo-
nents of ¥y describe the Teukolsky wave function and its first time derivative at time
zero; for details see Section [2). We decompose the initial data into a Fourier series of
azimuthal modes,

(r,9,¢) Ze_“w \I/ (r,9). (1.1)
keZ
Since the Kerr geometry is axisymmetric, the Teukolsky equation decouples into sep-
arate equations for each mode. Therefore, the solution of the Cauchy problem with
initial data Wy is obtained by solving the Cauchy problem for each mode and taking
the sum of the resulting solutions. With this in mind, we here restrict attention to the
Cauchy problem for a single mode, i.e.

(0,7, 0,¢) = ™ Wl (1, 9) € C§°((r1,00) x §2,C?) . (1.2)

We derive an integral representation of the solution which involves the fundamental
solutions of the ODEs arising in the separation of variables. Moreover, we prove the
following pointwise decay result:

Theorem 1.1. Consider a non-extreme Kerr black hole of mass M and angular mo-
mentum aM with M? > a® > 0. Then for any s > 0, the solution ¥ of the Teukolsky
equation with initial data of the form (L2) decays to zero in L ((r1,00) x S?).

This theorem establishes in the dynamical setting that the non-extreme Kerr black
hole is linearly stable.

In general terms, the problem of linear stability of black holes can be stated math-
ematically as the question whether solutions of massless linear wave equations in the
Kerr geometry decay in time. The different types of equations are characterized sys-
tematically in the Newman-Penrose formalism by their spin, taking the possible val-
ues s = 0, %, 1, g, 2,.... From the physical point of view, the most interesting cases
are s = 1 (Maxwell ﬁeld) and s = 2 (gravitational waves). The case s = 0 of scalar
waves is a major mathematical simplification. The black hole stability problem has
a long history and has been studied by many authors. For brevity, we only men-
tion a few recent results and refer for the broader context to [14] and the references
therein. Despite many results for scalar waves in the Kerr geometry (see for exam-
ple [12], 13,32, 31, 27, 8] ) and for higher spin waves in spherically symmetric space-times
(see for example [18, [B0L [3], [7]), only few results are known for higher spin waves in
the Kerr geometry. There are results for the Dirac field [I1I] and for the Maxwell
field [28, 2, [1], all of which use the specific structure of the respective equations. Also,
we would like to mention recent nonlinear stability results in the related Kerr-De Sitter
geometry [24]. A general framework for analyzing the equations of arbitrary spin in the
Kerr geometry goes back to Teukolsky [33], who showed that the massless equations
of any spin can be rewritten as a single wave equation for a complex scalar field ¢,
referred to as the Teukolsky equation. If s # 0, the coefficients of the Teukolsky equa-
tion are complex. The Teukolsky equation has the remarkable property that it can be
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separated into a coupled system of a radial and an angular ODE (for details see for
example the textbook [6]). The only known stability result in the Teukolsky framework
was obtained by Whiting [34], who proved that the Teukolsky equation does not admit
solutions which decay both at spatial infinity and at the event horizon and increase
exponentially in time. This so-called mode stability result is also a key ingredient to
our analysis of the long-time dynamics of solutions of the Cauchy problem.

We now outline our method of proof (a more detailed overview is given in the
survey article [23]). We first bring the Teukolsky equation into Hamiltonian form by

employing the ansatz
)
V= <¢atc1>>

0,0 = HU

and writing the equation as

where H is a second-order spatial differential operator. Using suitable PDE estimates,
we show that the resolvent R,, := (H —w)~! exists if w lies outside a strip enclosing the
real axis (see Lemmald.T]). We then derive an integral representation for the solution of
the Cauchy problem which involves a Cauchy-type contour integral over the resolvent
(see Theorems 5.1l and [5.2)). Next, we decompose the resolvent on the contour into an
infinite sum of angular modes (see Theorem [T.1]). These angular modes arise from our
previous paper [22] where we derive a spectral decomposition of the angular operator
into invariant subspaces. After employing this angular mode decomposition, Whiting’s
mode stability [34] makes it possible to move the contour integrals of the separated
resolvent onto the real axis.

At this point two major problems remain: to show that the separated resolvents have
no poles on the real axis, and to control the infinite sum of angular modes uniformly
in time. In order to resolve these problems, we write the radial part of the separated
Teukolsky equation in Sturm-Liouville form

(-dd—;-i-V)X:().

By a careful analysis of the potential V' and of the solutions of this ODE, we show
that we can approximate X in different regions by WKB, Airy and parabolic cylin-
der functions, with rigorous error estimates. Here we rely crucially on our previous
work on special functions [20] and on the ODE estimates developed in [19], 21]. These
results also give rise to corresponding estimates for the separated resolvent (see Propo-
sition [I0.1T]).

For smooth initial data with compact support outside the event horizon, we thus
obtain an integral representation of the solution ¥ of the Cauchy problem for the
Teukolsky equation involving an infinite sum of angular modes (see Theorem [2.1]).
We prove that this infinite sum, for large n is uniformly small, and that the remaining
finite sum decays using the Riemann-Lebesgue lemma (see Corollary [2.2)). This gives
the above theorem.



4 F. FINSTER AND J. SMOLLER

2. PRELIMINARIES

We consider the Kerr metric in Boyer-Lindquist coordinates (¢, 7,9, ¢) with r» > 0,
0<9<m 0<¢<2r (see for example [6]). Then the line element takes the form

ds?® = Jik dad 2*

2 202
_ B gt—asn?0dp)? —U <dr d192> - S”;]ﬁ

i N + (adt — (r* + a?) dp)? ,
where

U(r,9) =12 +a? cos?¥  and A(r)=71%—2Mr 4 a*. (2.1)
Here the parameters M and aM denote the mass and the angular momentum of the
black hole, respectively. We shall restrict attention to the non-extreme case with non-
zero angular momentum, i.e. M? > a?> > 0. In this case, the function A has two
distinct zeros,

ro=M—+\M2?—-a2 and ri=M++\VM?2-a?, (2.2)

corresponding to the Cauchy and the event horizon, respectively. We shall consider
only the region r > ry outside the event horizon, and thus A > 0.
Our starting point is the Teukolsky equation in the form given by Whiting [34]

2
<§A2—i{(r2+a2)g—kai—(r—M)s} —4s(r+iacos79)g
”

0 A ot 0 ot
T 9 9 190 o 9 2 &9
.2 .2 .
0 Y=+ — Y =0.
+acosz9 S 800519+sin219{asm 8t+a(’0+zscos } >¢
We restrict attention to a fixed p-mode. Thus for a given k € Z/2 we make the ansatz
o(t. 1.0, 0) = e R(t,r,9). (2.49)
Moreover, we introduce the Regge-Wheeler coordinate u € R by
du _r’ta® 0 _r’td 8 (2.5)
dr A or A Ou
and introduce the new function ® by
O(t,u,9) = \/r2+a? R(t,r,9) . (2.6)

Using the transformation

o .0 7‘2+a2£

2 = A au" t9)g,

_r*ta /12 + a2 (8_2,/r2+a2_ <53,/T2+a2>>’

A ou?
we find that
PRI R VT
or—0r  r?2+ a2 A Ou? V12 F o2 '

Then the Teukolsky equation takes the form
T® =0, (2.7)
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where

T =

(P +a®? (0 P+ a®
A 811,2 \/7‘2 + a2

—i (r2+ 2)2—2' k—(r—M) 2—4 (r+i 19)2
a 5 a s s a cos T
2 1 9, 0 ?

+ Soos T sin“ ¢ Teos D +sin27§‘ {asm 19_875 — ik +iscosV

3. HAMILTONIAN FORMULATION

In order to write the Teukolsky equation (27)) in Hamiltonian form, we make the

ansatz
d
EA 1)

iU =HU, (3.2)

H— (El é) , (3.3)

whose matrix entries are the operators

Then the equation takes the form

where H is the Hamiltonian

2, 2 2 2. /72 2
i A S (3.4)
p ou Vr? +a?
A 0 . 9 d (—k + scos1)?
_ 9 .
+ p (12 + a2) < dcos St Ocos sin? ¢ (3:3)
_ (ak +i(M —r)s)’ (3.6)
p(r?+a?)
B = g — <ak‘ +i(M — r)s) + <ak‘ — 2irs 4+ as cos 19) L (3.7)
P T2 +CL2
A
2,2 2.2, B
p=r"+a"—asin 197"24—(12' (3.8)

As the domain of definition of H we choose the smooth wave functions which are com-
pactly supported outside the event horizon. Thus, working with the Regge-Wheeler
coordinate u throughout (see ([2.5])), we choose

D(H) = C°(R x §2,C?) . (3.9)

We remark that in the limiting case a \, 0, the above Hamiltonian reduces to that

in [I8, Section 4]. In the case s = 0, on the other hand, our Hamiltonian coincides with

that in [12 eqn (2.25)], except for the factor v/r2 + a? in the transformation (2.0]).
The next step is to introduce a scalar product. Our starting point is the bilinear

form .
= o p A 0 ~
<\P, \I’>— /_OO m du /_1 dCOSQ? <\I’, ( 0 1 > \P>(C2 . (310)

This bilinear form has a structure similar to the familiar “energy scalar product” used
for example in Minkowski space. In our setting, however, this bilinear form does not
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have the symmetry property <¥i, ¥o> =<W,, 1> (because the term (B.6]) is complex)
and is therefore certainly not positive definite. Our strategy is to modify ([BI0) in such
a way that it becomes symmetric and positive definite. We first verify the sign of the
zero order term in (B.4]).

Lemma 3.1. Outside the event horizon, the zero order term in ([3.4) is non-negative,
i.e.

02+/r2 + a? S

Vr24+a? T

Proof. By direct computation, one finds that
022 +a® A
Vrzta2  (r?+ad?)

We want to show that the function f is non-zero outside the event horizon. To this
end, we first note that its derivative

0 for allr > ry.

7 f(r) with f(r) :=a* —4a®>Mr + a®r? + 2Mr3 .

f'(r) = —4a*M + 2a®r + 6 Mr?

is obviously monotone increasing. Therefore, a direct computation using ([2:2)) gives

f(r) > f(r) = (12M? — 8a®M) + (12M? + 2a*)v/ M2 — a2 > 0,

where in the last step we used that a®> < M?2. We conclude that f is monotone
increasing. Therefore,

f(r) > f(r1) =8M?*(M?* —a®) + (8M® — 4a*M )/ M2 — a2 > 0,

where we again used (2.2)) together with the inequality a®> < M?2. This concludes the
proof. O

In view of this lemma, the term (3.4]) gives a positive contribution to the bilinear
form (BI0). Obviously, the same is true for the term ([B.5]). In order to get rid of the
troublesome complex term (B.0]) we set

(ak +i(M — r)s)2

=1
O T T @)

and introduce the scalar product (.,.) by
o) 1
- p A+6 0\ =
Taking the completion of the domain (B.9]) gives rise to a Hilbert space (X, (.,.)). Using
that A+ 6 > 1 and that the weight factor in (B.I1]) written as
P A a?sin? 9

a2 (r24a?)?

is clearly bounded uniformly from above and below in v and ¥, the corresponding
Hilbert space norm ||.|| is equivalent to the Sobolev norm on (H% @ L?)(R x S?,C?).
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4. RESOLVENT ESTIMATES

Obviously, the Hamiltonian H is not symmetric on (K, (.,.)). But, as is verified by
direct computation, we obtain a symmetric operator by modifying the Hamiltonian to

0 1
Hy = <A+5 Re5> !
where we again choose the domain (8.9]). The difference of H and Hy is a bounded
operator. Namely,

0 0 4 .
- trwl = (% o) () | =10+ immp v
< sup (10 + |1 8l) ([ @lz2 + [Wallz2) < sup (8] + | 1m B]) 0]
Rx S2 RxS2

implying that
|(H ~ Holl < e:= sup (6] +|Tmg]). (4.1)
Rx.S2

Now we use a method similar as in [I2] Lemma 4.1] to obtain resolvent estimates.

Lemma 4.1. For every w with

| Imw| > ¢, (4.2)
the resolvent R, = (H — w)™! exists and is bounded by
1
R, < ——7—. 4.3
IRl < s (4.3

Proof. The inequality (41 gives rise to the bound
\H = HY| = || (H = Hy) — (H — B
<|[H—-Hyl|+|[(H—-Hy)"||=2||H - Hy| < 2c.
It follows that for every normalized vector ¥ € D(H),
[(H —w)¥| > (¥, (H —w)¥)| > [Im (¥, (H —w)P)|
1 *
> me] )7 — 3 |(¥, (H — H))
> (Imw| — ) | ¥]%. (4.4)

It follows that the operator (H — w) is injective.

In order to show that this operator is also surjective, we first note that the esti-
mate (L4 implies that the image of (H — w) is a closed subspace of H. Therefore, it
suffices to show that the image of the operator H — w is dense in H. If this were not
the case, there would exist a non-zero vector U € H such that

(H —w)¥, \if) =0 for all U € D(H) .

In other words, U is a weak solution of the adjoint equation (H* — w)\i’ = (0. By the
interior regularity theorem for elliptic operators (cf. [0, Section 6.3.1]), every weak
solution of this equation is a solution in the strong sense. On the other hand, repeating
the estimate ([4.4]) with H replaced by H* and w replaced by w, we get the inequality

|[(H* ~@) ¥ > (mw| ) ||

This is a contradiction.
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AImw

F1GURE 1. The contour Cg.

The above arguments show that the resolvent R, exists. Applying the inequal-
ity (@4) for ¥ = R, ® gives the estimate (£3]). This concludes the proof. O

5. CONTOUR INTEGRALS AND COMPLETENESS

Given R > 0, we consider the two contours C; and C5 in the complex w-plane
defined by

C1 = 90Bgr(0) N {Imw > 2c}, Cy = 0Br(0) N {Imw < —2¢},

both taken with positive orientation (see Figure [Il). We set Cr = C7 U Cy. We can
now state the following completeness result. The proof uses similar methods as in [18],

Section 7] and is based on an idea which we learned from A. Bachelot [5, Proof of
Theorem 2.12].

Theorem 5.1. For every ¥ € D(H), we have the representation

1
¥V =—— lim (R,Y) dw . (5.1)
271 R—oo Jop,

Proof. Given w satisfying the inequality ([4.2)) and ¥ € D(H), we know that

R,(H-—w)¥ =0. (5.2)
Solving for R, ¥ gives the identity
rRov—-YiLp (mu,
w o ow

Clearly, this identity also holds for W replaced by HW. This makes it possible to iterate
the identity to obtain

U1 1
WV = —— — = (HU) + — R,(H?7) . :
R, — 3 (HY) + " Ry ( ) (5.3)
Integrating over the contour C'r gives the estimate
v d|wl|
/ (Row + =) dw| < <||H\If\| + HRw(HQ\If)H)/ T
CR w CR |(U |
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Using the resolvent estimate (4.3) and noting that the length of the contour grows
only linearly in R, one sees that the right side tends to zero as R — oco. Hence

d
lim (RyV¥)dw = -V lim T omiw ,
R—o0 Cr R—o0 Cr W

where the last step can be verified by computing the integral explicitly or by using the
12¢
< %€ R—o0 0.

estimate
foode [
9BRr(0) W cp W | R

This concludes the proof. O

The integral representation in Theorem [5.1l has the disadvantage that the integrand
decays at infinity only like 1/|w|, making it impossible to work with unbounded con-
tours (because these would not converge in the Hilbert space). In order to avoid this
problem, we use the method introduced in [I8, Section 7] to subtract counter terms
which do not change the value of the contour integral. We thus obtain the following
result.

Theorem 5.2. Choosing C' as the contour
C’:{w‘ Imw:2c}u{w| Imw:—Zc}
with counter-clockwise orientation, the following completeness relation holds for ev-

ery ¥ € D(H),

1
U= C(RW\I/—F

omi W+ 3z‘c> o (5-4)

Moreover, the Cauchy problem for the Teukolsky equation with initial data V]—g =
Vo € D(H) has a unique solution given by
1

i VA
U(t) = —— wt (R,W dw . .
(*) 21 Ce <R 0+w—|—3ic> v (5-5)

Proof. Since the resolvent is holomorphic in the region {|Imw| > ¢} (see [25, Sec-
tion I11.6.1]), we may continuously deform the contour Cg in (5. for any R. In
particular, we may deform the contours to new contours Cr which all lie inside the
region | Imw| < 3¢. Then the function 1/(w+ 3ic), having its poles outside this region,
does not contribute to the contour integral in the the limit R — oo, i.e.

1 v
V=——1 W — ) dw . .
27 Resoo /@R (R + w+3zc> w (56)
Using (5.3) and expanding, one finds
v HY R,(H?V v _ v _
RV =—— "o + (2 ):——+O(w2):— — +0(w™?).
W w w w w + 3ic

Hence the norm of the integrand in (B.6]) decays quadratically for large |w|. Therefore,
in the limit R — oo the integrals converges to the unbounded contour integral (5.4]).

In order to prove (B, we insert one more counter term (which again does not
change the value of the contour integral) to obtain

1 U H )W
0 (H + 3ic) 0>d

Wy = <R v
0 2mi Jo N 0+w+3ic (w + 3ic)?

(5.7)
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A direct computation using the identity

\/ HU H2U R, (H3V
Rw\IlO:_UO_ w20_ 0+ w( 0)

w3 w3
(obtained again by iterating (5.3])) shows that the integrand in (5.7)) decays even cu-

bically for large |w]|. Clearly, the additional counter term can also be inserted in (5.5),
so that the function ¥(t) as defined by (5.3]) takes the form

1 » Uy (H + 3ic)¥
(1) = 1wt Rw\I’ d
®) Ce ( 0+w—|—3ic (w + 3ic)? )

27
Setting ¢ = 0 and using (5.7]), we find that ¥(0) = ¥, showing that the initial
conditions are satisfied. It remains to show that W(t) satisfies the Teukolsky equa-
tion (i0; — H)W¥(t) = 0. Using that the integrand in (5.8]) decays cubically for large w
and that the time derivative generates a factor w, Lebesgue’s dominated convergence
theorem allows us to interchange the differential operator with the integration. We
thus obtain

(i) — HYU(t) = — /C et (H — w) (RW\IIO +

(5.8)

\IIQ (H + 3iC)\I’0>

2mi w1 3ic (w + 3ic)?
1 it (H—w)¥ (H —w)(H + 3ic) ¥

= wt (@ dw =
omi Jo © (°+ wt3ic | (w + 3ic)? ) w=0,

because no poles are enclosed by the contour. This shows that U(t) as given by (5.5)
really is a solution of the Cauchy problem. Uniqueness follows immediately because
the Teukolsky equation is hyperbolic. O

We now derive alternative integral representations for the solution of the Cauchy
problem which will be useful for our estimates.

Corollary 5.3. For any integer p > 1, the solution of the Cauchy problem for the
Teukolsky equation with initial data ¥|i—g = Wo € D(H) has the representation

1 , 1
U(t)=——— —wt (R, (H ic)P U . .
(t) 271 /. e CEETE (R (H + 3ic) 0) dw (5.9)
Proof. Rewriting (5.2]) as
1 1
R,U = — U+ R, (H + 3ic) U ,

w ~+ 3tc w + 3ic

we can iterate similar to (5.3]) to obtain

B . p_l
R oL UL g
w + 3ic (w + 3ic)? (w+ 3ic)P
1
— R, (H ic)P W . A1
+(w—|—3z‘c)PR (H + 3ic) (5.11)

Using this identity in (53], the first summand in (5I0) cancels. For all the other
summands in (5.I0), one can compute the integral in (5.5]) with residues to obtain
zero. Therefore, only the summand (511 remains, giving the result. O

For negative times, the integral representation of the solution of the Cauchy problem
can be further simplified. This is the representation which we will use in the remainder
of this paper.
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Corollary 5.4. For negative times, the solution of the Cauchy problem for the Teukol-
sky equation with initial data V],—g = Vo € D(H) has the integral representation

1 . Uy _
G R Yo Gift<0).
( ) 211 R—2ic € R o+t w + 3ic v (Zf < 0)
Moreover, for any integer p > 1,
1 , 1
Ut)=—— [ (Rw H + 3ic)’ U ) dw . 5.12
0="55 /R_Qice 5 sigp \fl (H+3ic) o ) du (5.12)

Proof. Starting from (5.5]) and (5.9]), we take the limit where the upper part of the
contour R + 2ic is deformed towards Imw — oo, making use of the fact that the
factor e=™“! decays exponentially in this limit. ([l

6. SEPARATION OF VARIABLES AND JOST SOLUTIONS

Our methods rely on the fact that the Teukolsky equation is completely separable
into a coupled system of a radial and an angular ODE. We now recall this procedure.
Let w € C. We make the separation ansatz

O(t,u,9) = e “ X (u) Y ().
This gives rise to the coupled system of ODEs
RuX(u) ==X (u), ALY (9) =AY (9) (6.1)
where the radial operator R,, and the angular operator A, are given by

R (r? + a?)? (82 83\/@)

v A ou? V2 + a?
1 2
—|—Z<—iw(r2—|—a2)—z'ak‘—(r—M)s) — disrw + 4k aw (6.2)
A, = 4saw cos ¥ — 4k aw
0 1 2
~ o5 sin? 505t sm2y ( — djawsin® ¥ — ik + is cosﬁ)
= —L sin? ¥ 0 — <iaw Sin219—z'k:+i800519>2
0 cos dcos?  sin?9
___9 sin? 9 + ! (—awsin279+k—scosﬁ>2 (6.3)
~ Ocos? dcos?  sin?9 ' .
The operator A, coincides with the angular Teukolsky operator as studied in [21] 22]
(with the aspherical parameter {2 = —aw). Note that in order to get this agreement,

we added and subtracted the constant 4kaw.
The radial equation can be written as the Sturm-Liouville equation

d2
where V is the potential
AA 2Vr? +a?

4w A .
m (ak‘—zrs) — (w—l—

V() =
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Near spatial infinity, the potential has the asymptotics

V(u) = —w?® — 215 +0 <10#> if u— 0. (6.6)
u U
Likewise, near the event horizon, we have the asymptotics
V(u) = -2+ 0(e™) if u— —o0, (6.7)
where .
Q=w+ ak ;%(:1_ a2M) i , v= :% n :g (6.8)

(and 7o and 7 are again the horizons (2.2])). These asymptotics are the same as in
the Schwarzschild geometry, if at the event horizon we replace w by w+ (ak)/(r? + a?)
and r? by r? 4+ a?. Therefore, we can proceed exactly as in [I8, Section 3] to construct
Jost solutions gz/bi and éﬁi with prescribed asymptotics at © — do0o. Near the event
horizon, the following result was established in [I3, Theorem 3.1]:

Theorem 6.1. For every w in the domain

- M
D_::{w‘lmw<%+z}
ri+a 2

there is a solution qg_ of ([64) having the asymptotics
o o !
lim e ¢ (u) =1, li)lll (e_m“ o— (u)) =0. (6.9)

U—>—00
These solutions can be chosen to form a holomorphic family, in the sense that for
every u € R, the function ¢_(u) is holomorphic in w € D_. Similarly, on the domain
(ry — M)s 7}

D ::{w‘lmw>7——
+ 7‘%—1—&2 2

there is a holomorphic family of solutions ¢ of ([G.4) with the asymptotics

: iQu . iQu [ !
Jdim @) =1, lim (i (w) =0.
Loosely speaking, the method of proof is to use a Picard-type iteration on the un-
bounded interval (—oo, —ug) for sufficiently small and negative ug, taking a plane
wave as the starting point. For a general introduction to this method we refer to the
classical text book [9].

At infinity, one must keep in mind that the potential is of long range, making it
necessary to modify the plane wave asymptotics by factors u®*. The following result
was obtained in [I8, Theorem 3.3]:

Theorem 6.2. On the domain E; = {w |w # 0 and Imw > 0}, there is a family of
solutions ¢4 (u) of ([64), holomorphic in the interior of E, having the asymptotics

] ) : s —iwu ) !
uh—>Holo ue o (u)=1, uh_)ngo (u e ¢+(u)) =0.
Likewise, on the domain E_ := {w|w # 0 andImw < 0}, there is a family of

solutions ¢_(u) of @A), holomorphic in the interior of E_, with the asymptotics

lim v e™" ¢_(u) =1, lim (u_s et g (u))/ =0. (6.10)

U— 00 U—00
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7. SEPARATION OF THE RESOLVENT

Our strategy for getting more explicit information on the solution of the Cauchy
problem in Corollary B4 is to express the resolvent in terms of the Jost solutions.
We now explain how this “separation” of the resolvent is ca be derived based on the
spectral decomposition of the angular operator as derived in [22].

For any w € R — 2ic, we choose the Jost function as

=4 and  s=9¢y.
These functions all decay exponentially in their asymptotic ends. We now apply the

results of [22] on the spectral decomposition of the angular operator. According to [22]
Theorem 1.1], for any w in the strip U defined by

U :={w € C with Imw| < 3¢}, (7.1)

there is a family (Q%),enugoy of idempotent operators on L?(S?) whose images are
invariant subspaces of the angular operator A, with the following properties:

(i) The Q¥ are complete in the sense that

dy=1 (7.2)
n=0

with strong convergence of the series.
(ii) The operators ) have rank at most N, where N can be chosen uniformly in w.

The operators Y, Q% , ... have rank at most two.
(iii) The Q% are uniformly bounded in L?(S?), i.e. there is a constant cy such that
1Q%] < co forallm e NU{0} and w e U . (7.3)

We now choose w € R — 2ic and let n € NU{0}. We point out that the range of the
operator ()% need not be an eigenspace of A, because there might be Jordan chains.
However, since the length of the Jordan chains is bounded by N, we can write A, on
the invariant subspace as

where A is a nilpotent operator with NV = 0. Let us consider the Teukolsky equa-
tion (Z7) with separated time dependence ~ e~*! on the invariant subspace. Us-
ing ((C4)), the resulting equation is obtained from the radial equation (6.4 and (G.3)) if
the separation constant \ is replaced by the operators A 1+ . This gives the equation

d? A

where X (u) is now vector-valued, taking values in the invariant subspace. We want to
construct a Green’s function g, (u,v) of this equation, defined by

2
<_%+V+ﬁ/\/>%(“=”>25(u—v)1- (7.5)

If the nilpotent operator A is absent, this Green’s function is given just as in [I8]
Section 4] by a function which we now denote by s, (u,v),

) Su) D) itv>
sl v) = . { d(u)dv) ifv<u. (7.6)
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Namely, a straightforward computation yields

( _ dd_; n V(u)> su(u,0) = 8(u—v) .

We also regard s, as an operator with corresponding integral kernel s, (u,v). Then
we can multiply (73] by s, to obtain the operator equation

A
(]l—FSme)gw:Swl.

Since N is nilpotent, this equation can be solved by a finite Neumann series,

ngi(—sw%/\fysw. (7.7)

1=0 (
The existence of powers of s,, is proved exactly as in [12] Lemma 5.2].
After these preparations, we can now decompose the resolvent into angular modes:

Theorem 7.1. For any w € R — 2ic, the resolvent R, = (H —w)™! has the represen-
tation

o
Ry=7 RunQi,
n=0
where the operators R, , can be written as integral operators,

00 ’19
(R ®)(u, 8) = /_ T(’;()Zﬁ R (1, v) U (v, ) dv (7.8)
with integral kernels given by
r2 + a2 00 w— B(v) 1
s (] o) vt (L G0y o)

Proof. 1t is obvious from (B.3]) that

-0 " 5w () 0)@r = w0 (), 0) @2 (0)

Run(u,v) =

We next compute the operator product

(Hy — w) go(u,v) (w ‘("w__ﬁﬁ(i(’z)) i) w (7.11)

where the index u at the Hamiltonian clarifies that its derivatives act on the variable u.
If u # v, we know from ([Z.0]) that g, (u,v) is a solution of the radial Teukolsky equation.
Moreover, using the fact that the second row in the matrix is w times the first row,
one sees that every column of this matrix is of the form (B.I]). This implies that (Z.11))
vanishes. If u = v, the only additional contribution is obtained when the operator 92
contained in H acts on g,. In view of ([B.3]) and (B4]), we obtain

P e

2 2 (w — B(v)) w
T a w— B(v 1
et e

= o) <w_ﬁ(v) ?)Q;j
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Adding (7I0)) and using (7.9]), we conclude that

7“2—|—a2

(Hy — w) Ryn(u,v) Q) = o(u—v)Qs .

Summing over n and using the completeness relation (7.2]) gives the result. O

We conclude this section with a lemma which shows that the vector Q%W decays
rapidly in the corresponding angular eigenvalues.

Lemma 7.2. For any q € N, there is a constant C(q) such that for all U € C>(S?)
of the form U = e~ Y (19) as well as for alln > 1 and all w € U in the strip (T1)),

Cla)

inf [A
0£NET (A Q)

Q0 ¥l r2(s2) <

|q Z HQWA \I,HLZ S2) -

Proof. As shown in [22 Theorem 1.1] (see also (ii) on page [3)), the operator Q%
with n > 1 has rank at most two. If it has rank two, we denote the nonzero spectrum
of A,Q% (counting algebraic multiplicities) by A and A. Otherwise, if it has rank one,
we choose A = A as the nonzero eigenvalue of A,Q%. Then

QZ (-Aw - )‘)(-Aw - 5‘) =0.
Multiplying out and solving for @Q)7’, we obtain
MQE=Q0 (- A2+ A+ VA)

Next, we multiply by the phase factor |AA|/AX to obtain

- AN -
MQ=Q" (- A2+ AN+ VA, .
QL= Q55 (= Ab + (D)
As a consequence,
AN < .
(1+|)\)(1+)\|)Qn_Qn<m<—¢43+()\+)\)¢4w>+|)\|+|)\|+1>.

Iterating gives the identity

n 1
%o = T e e (5%

A\
AN

( A2 4 (A M)A ) w+m+>q.
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We now apply this operator to the wave function ¥ and take the norm. Multiplying
out and using the triangle inequality, we obtain

)\a2+a4 )\a3+ao
R S O B s ird (it

> Z C(Q) _ HQZA?UM—HLQ—FGS\I’H
a1+--+as=q (14 |A])a—a2=aa (1 4 |A|)9—a3—9s
C(Q) n g2a1+az+a
S Y —a2—a3z—a4—as QwAw 1 2 B\PH
a1+~--§+:a4:q (1 + mln(|)\|, |)\|))2q 2 3 4 o
C(q) n A2a1+az+a
S 1 Y QwAw ! 2 31’
a1+.2+:a4_q (1 +m1n(])\], x))° | I
< nAZ \I,
(1+m1n |)\| |)\| ) ZHQ |)\| |)\| ZHQ H
with combinatorial factors c¢(q) and (q). This gives the r esult. -

8. CONTOUR DEFORMATIONS

Using the result of Theorem [.1]in the integral representations of Corollary B.4], we
obtain an integral over an infinite sum of angular modes. Since it is not clear a-priori
whether the integration and summation can be interchanged, our method is to first
analyze the partial sums defined by

\IIN(t 27TZ Z/R 2ic _Zwt ( wmn Qn \IIO + Qw w + 3ZC> dw (81)

—iwt

N,p w \p
v Tor Z /R vie (@ +3Zc (Rw,n Q% (H + 3ic) %) dw (8.2)

(where again p > 1 and t < 0). After getting suitable estimates, we will be able to
prove that the limit N — oo of the partial sums exists, both with the summation
inside and outside the integral (see Section [T0.5]).

We now use Whiting’s mode stability result [34] to move the contour for the partial
sums up to the real axis:

Lemma 8.1. For any Vg € D(H) and any integer p > 1, the partial sums (8.1
and B2) can be written for any t <0 as

N
1 . U
V)= ——N" 1 —wt (R QYW w_ "0 3y 8.3
(*) 2m’ al\% Re—ic € ( n @ Yo+ Qy w + 3z'c> w (8.3)
N e—iwt »
TN (¢ li = (R, Q% (H+3ic)" Ty) dw . 8.4
2m al{% R—ic (w+ 3ic)P ( n @n ( * ZC) 0) w (8.4)

Proof. We first verlfy that the above integrands decay so fast near w = oo that
the integrals (81]), (82) and ([B3]), (84) converge. To this end, given n, we need to
analyze the asymptotics for large w. In this asymptotic region, the angular eigenvalue A
scales like |A] < |w| (see Lemma [A3] in the appendix). Therefore, for large w the
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summand —w? dominates all the other terms in (6.5)), so that the potential goes over to
a constant potential. In this limiting case, the solutions gb and gb go over to plane waves.
By direct computation, one verifies that in this limiting case, the kernels s, (u,v)
and g, (u,v) in (.6) and (7)) are bounded, uniformly in w and in u,v € R. Using
that the matrix entries in (7.9]) involve w at most quadratically, we can estimate the
integral in (7.8) with the Schwarz inequality to obtain

(o @) (0.9)] < C(msupp ¥) (14 ) s (@2 0| rgsey - (85)

Next, we can use Lemma as well as the lower bound for |A| in Lemma [A.3] to
generate factors of 1/|w|,

H(Q:L) \I/)(U)HLz(SZ) 5 mf |)\|q Z H Qw ‘AZ U)HLZ(SZ)
Ao (AuQY) (86)

1 _|_ |w| Z (@ ALV ”)HL2(S2) :

Choosing ¢ sufficiently large, we obtain the desired decay for large |w|.

Since the angular operators % as well as the Jost solutions are holomorphic in w, the
integrand in the above contour integrals clearly is meromorphic in w. In order to rule
out poles of the integrand, assume the integrand has a pole at some wy € C\ R. Then
the operator R, , has a pole at wy. Consequently, its kernel R, ,, in (Z.9) has a pole
at wg. This in turn implies that the kernel g, has a pole at wy. Using (7.7), it follows
that the kernel s, has a pole at wy. Using (Z8)), one sees that the Wronskian w(¢, @)
vanishes at wg. This gives rise to a mode solution at wyp, in contradiction to Whiting’s
result [34]. We conclude that the integrands in (8J) and (82]) are holomorphic in
the strip —2¢ < Imw < 0. This makes it possible to deform the contours, giving the
result. O

9. ESTIMATES OF THE POTENTIAL

Before entering the detailed ODE estimates, we give a brief outline of what needs to
be done. Generally speaking, our task is to show that the Jost solutions gb and <;5 are
well-approximated by functions obtained by “glueing together” WKB, Airy and para-
bolic cylinder functions. To this end, we need to construct the approximate solutions
and derive rigorous error bounds. For the construction of the approximate solutions,
one needs to identify regions where the different approximations (WKB, Airy and par-
abolic cylinder) apply. For the choice of these regions, one must distinguish different
cases. This analysis is carried out in this section. The following section (Section [I0)
is devoted to the derivation of the error estimates.

Recall that our equations involve the parameters k, s, w and A\. We always keep k
and s fixed. The parameters w and A\, however, may vary in a certain parameter range
to be specified later on, and we must make sure that our estimates are uniform in
these parameters. In order to keep track of the dependence on w and A, we use the
same conventions and notation as in [22]. Namely, we adopt the convention that

all constants are independent of w and A
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(but they may depend on k£ and s). Moreover, in order to have a compact and clear
notation, we always denote constants which may be increased during our construc-

tions by capital letters Cq, Co,.... However, constants with small letters ¢, c¢o,... are
determined at the beginning and are fixed throughout. We use the symbol
< ... for é C---

~

with a constant ¢ which is independent of the capital constants €; (and may thus be
fixed right away, without the need to increase it later on).

When increasing the constants ©;, we must keep track of the mutual dependences of
these constants. We adopt the convention that the constant €; may depend on all pre-
vious constants Cp,...,C;_1, but is independent of the subsequent constants C;y1,....
In particular, we may choose the capital constants such that ¢; « Gy <« ---. This
dependence of the constants implies that increasing €; may also make it necessary to
increase the subsequent constants C;11, Cj19,.... For brevity, when we write “possibly
after increasing C;” we implicitly mean that the subsequent constants C;y1,Cya,. ..
are also suitably increased.

9.1. Different Cases and Regions. In Lemma [R.1] we could deform the integration
contours up to the real axis. With this in mind, it suffices to consider the case that w
is real. Then the potential in the angular Teukolsky operator A, in (6.3]) is real.
Consequently, its eigenvalues are also real. They have the properties as worked out
in [22, Sections 5 and 7] (see also the appendix of the present paper). In particular,
the angular operator has simple eigenvalues, which we order as

A< A1 <--- .

In view of [22, Theorem 1.1] (see also (ii) on page[I3]), we know that the spectral points
in the image of the operator )y are in the range

o(AuQ) C { Ans- s AongNt1} - (9.1)
Moreover, the imaginary part of Q as defined by (6.8]) is a negative constant,
- M
ImQ=-—w with w = % >0. (9.2)
ri+a

In preparation for proving convergence of our sum of contour integrals (see Sec-
tion [[0.5]), we need to estimate the behavior of the fundamental solutions of the Sturm-
Liouville equation (6.4]) for large A and |w|. With this mind, we now restrict attention
to the parameter range

w?>Cs and  A>Cy. (9.3)
Expanding the potential in (6.5]), we obtain
AA 2wak 2A
V=-uw - -
Wi (12 + a?)? r2+a2< T2+a2> (0.4)
2iws 0 0 ’
e (M—r+7r2+a2> +O(w ) +O(/\ ) .

From this formula one sees in particular that the potential is almost constant if |w| is
large. This implies that the WKB conditions are satisfied, as is quantified in the next
lemma.
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Lemma 9.1. Assume that ,
A< Cs \w[i

for a given constant Cs. Then for any € > 0, we can arrange by choosing the con-

stants Cg and Cr sufficiently large that

[V (w)| [V (w)]

V()2 V(WP

<e forallu e R,

uniformly in w and .
Proof. From the form of the potential (3.4) it is obvious that
V4w SA+|wl  and V| V'] S A+ |w|. (9.5)

As a consequence, |V| > w? and thus
_1
\V’l < A+ |w] < Cs+ w2 _ Cs
V=

WP el Ve

" -1
VI el €l h_er1
14 |w] |w|2 el
This concludes the proof. O

In view of this result, in what follows we may assume that

A> Cslwl? (9.6)

because otherwise the potential is nearly constant and can be treated easily with the
WKB approximation. Then, choosing C5 sufficiently large, we can sometimes work
with the simpler approximation

ﬁ +0(w) +0(X). (9.7)

Discussing the form of the approximate potential immediately gives the following
result:

Lemma 9.2. For any w and X in the range ([Q.3) and (©.6]), we have the bounds
| Im V|, [ Im V'|, |Im V"' | < |w| . (9.8)

Moreover, for sufficiently large Cs, the real part of the potential has a unique maz-
imum at a point Up., with 15—2m < 7(Umax) < 3m. The maximal value is bounded

by

V=—w?+

ReV(tmax) S .

The function ReV is concave near near uy... More quantitatively, there is a constant ¢

such that \ ) )
" < —ReV"(u) < cX on [umax ~ 5> Umax + 3] (9.9)

Proof. We substitute the formula for A, (21), into ([©@.7) and compute the first and
and second u-derivatives with the help of the formula (see also (2.5]))

9__4 9
ou  r:+a®or’
Then the result follows by a direct computation. O
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The value of the real part of the potential at the point uy,., distinguishes different
cases:

WKB case if Re V (tmax) < —Ca VA
parabolic cylinder (PC) case  if —C4 VA < Re V(tmax) < Cs VA (9.10)
Airy case if Re V (Upmax) > Cy V.

In each of these above cases, we estimate the solution by considering different regions,
which we now introduce. To this end, we work with the zeros of the function Re V'
characterized in the next lemma.

Lemma 9.3. By increasing the constant Cs in (Q.0) we can arrange that when-
ever Re V (umax) > 0, there are unique points ué,u(}f € R with

ReV(ul) =0=ReV(ul) and  ul < ey < ull

Furthermore, the function Re V' is monotone increasing on (—00, Umayx), and it is mono-
tone decreasing on (Upax, 00).

Proof. Since w? enters the potential (6.5) only as a constant, for large C5 the deriv-
ative Re V' is dominated by the term A9, (A/(r? + a?)?). An asymptotic expansion
shows that Re V' is positive near © = —oo and negative near v = oo. Moreover, the
function A/(r? + a?)? is monotone increasing up to a turning point where its sec-
ond derivative is negative, and from then on is monotone decreasing. This gives the
result. g

If Re V (Umax) > 0, we denote the zeros of ReV by ul and uf’. If Re V (Unay) < 0 (as
L/R

is always true in the WKB case and may be true in the PC case), we set uy" = Upax-
We introduce
[ ul in the WKB case
_1
ub = ub —CsC] % w2 in the PC case (9.11)

1
ud — C3max ]w\_g, (C1ReV (Umax)) © ]w\_%) in the Airy case

(ull in the WKB case
_1
ull + €3¢, ° \w]_% in the PC case
w={ 0 o (9.12)
uy + C3 A5 w| 73
1
{ X max (\w]_%, (C1ReV (Umax))  © \w]_%> in the Airy case.
Moreover, in the Airy case we set
1
ul = uf + €3 max (\w]_%, (€1 Re V (Umax))  © ]w\_%) (9.13)
1
uft = ulf — ey AS \w[‘é max (]w\_g, (C1ReV (Umax)) © ]w\_ﬁ) . (9.14)
We thus obtain the following regions:
WKB regions (—oo,ul), (uf 00) in all cases
PC region (ul, u®) in the PC case
Airy regions (ul,ul), (uff,u®) in the Airy case (9-15)
WKB region with ReV >0 (ui, uf) in the Airy case .
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9.2. Estimates in the WKB Regions. In this section we shall prove the following

results:

Proposition 9.4. For any € > 0, we can arrange by choosing the constants Cq,...,Cy

sufficiently large that for all w and X in the range ([Q.3)),
vV L
— i < e on (—oo,u”).
‘V’% ) |V|2 ( ) )

Proposition 9.5. For any € > 0, we can arrange by choosing the constants Cq,...,Cy
sufficiently large that for all w and X in the range ([Q.3)),
R

V/ V//
"V‘SI’ }VP’ <e on (u,0) .

Proof of Propositions and in the WKB case in (9.10). From (©.7) and ([0.6]), it

is obvious that

V[, IV <. (9.16)
Therefore, using (@.10), we find that
"
Vi1
VPR
Moreover, using ([0.8) and (©.6]), we get

N

3 .~ 3 3 4 8 3 .~ 3 3 1°
2 i 2 4 a 2 4 a 2 4 16
CiAa Ci €5 |wl8 Ci €5 |wls €i C5 Cq

V'] |
vz

w|

~

In order to bound |Re V’|/ |V|%, we consider the three different cases

(A) |u— Upay| < % and |u — Upay| > (‘30)\_%

(B) |u — tmax| < CoA T

(C) |u — Unax| > 3,
where the constant €y will be specified below. In cases (A) and (B), we can use (9.10])
and integrate the inequality (©.9]) to obtain

[Re V'(u)] S X |t — Unax| (9.17)

ReV(u) < —C4 VA — 2% (U — Unax)? - (9.18)

In case (A), we drop the first summand in (Q.I8)) and use ([Q.I7) to obtain
/
|Vl 5 3 A 5 3 A 1 LQ )
V2 T ONZ (1= uma)? A2 C3AT2 GG
which can be made arbitrarily small by choosing €y sufficiently large. In case (B), we
drop the second summand in (9.I8)) and again use (Q.17)),
/ J—
’V§’ < )\]u§ u;naX\ A<J€'_g7
V12 G2 A e;
which can be made arbitrarily small by increasing C4.
In the remaining case (C), we know from the monotonicity of ReV on the inter-
vals (—00, Unax — %) and (Umax + %, o0) that

ReV(u) < ReV(umaX + %) N
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where in the last step we used ([@.I8]). Hence, using again (0.16]),
Re V' A 1
| . 3 | NE) 5
vE U

S

Ver
This concludes the proof. O

It remains to prove Propositions and in the Airy and PC cases in (@.10). We
distinguish the two cases

(a) w?> €1 ReV (Unax) and (b) w? < CiReV (Unax) - (9.19)
We begin with two preparatory lemmas.

Lemma 9.6. In the Airy case, by increasing C; we can arrange that

AZ WP (9.20)
Moreover,
A < w? in case (a) . (9.21)
Proof. From (@.10) and the form of the potential ([@.4]), we obtain
— C4 VA < ReV (Upax) < —w? +c). (9.22)

Applying ([@.3]) and increasing C7, we obtain ([©9.20)).
In case (a), we know that

w? > € Re V (tUmay) > € ( o %)
implying that

1
)\§<1+—)w2§w2.
C1

This gives ([@.2]]) in case (a). O

Lemma 9.7. In the PC case, by increasing Cs and C; we can arrange that we are in
case (a). Moreover, the inequalities (9.20) and (O.21) again hold.

Proof. The inequality (9.20]) again follows from (@0.22)). Moreover, we know from (@.10)
that \
CuVA > Re V (tmax) > —w? + o
Choosing the constant C7 in (Q.3)) sufficiently large, we obtain (@O.21]).
Next, by combining (@.10) with (@.21I]) and (@.3)), we obtain

C1Cy 5
Gy ReV(umaX) < 6164\/X§ C1C4 |w| < — w".
Vv Cs
This concludes the proof. O

The next lemma gives an alternative characterization of the cases in (@.19)).

Lemma 9.8. The maximal value of ReV satisfies the bounds

ReV(tumax) S = in case (a)
¢
R (9.23)
ReV (Umax) = =
C1

in case (b) .
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Moreover,
1
(tmax — ud), (U = Umax) S e in case (a)
9.24
o (9.21)
(tUmax — ug)s (Ug' = Umax) 2 NG in case (b) .
Proof. In case (a), it follows that
Re V (tmax) - w? <1
A CtA "~ ey

where in the last step we applied Lemma Likewise, in case (b), from (©@.I9)
and (@.7) we have the alternative estimates

2

A
ReV (Umax) 2 cé— and Re V (Umax) = —w? + o
1

Multiplying the first inequality by €; and adding them, we obtain

(1+C1)ReV (tumax) = i

~ )
giving ([@.23).
In order to derive (@.24]), we approximate the function ReV near its maximum by
a parabola. More precisely, integrating (@.9]), we obtain

_ A

A
5 (1 — Umax)? < ReV(u) — Re V(tUmax) < —=— (1 — Unax)? » (9.25)

2¢

valid if |u — Upax| < % In case (a), applying ([©.23) and increasing Cp, one sees

that the function ReV has zeros ué and ué% in a neighborhood of u,.,, as is made
precise in (0.24]). Likewise, in case (b) we find that the function Re V' has no zero in
a 1/4/C1-neighborhood of .y, implying (9.24]). d

For the remaining estimates, we consider the regions (—oo,u”) and (uff, o) sepa-

rately. We begin with the region (—oo,u”) as considered in Proposition We treat
the PC case and the Airy case in the two subcases in (9.19]) after each other.

Proof of Proposition in the PC case. We first consider the region |u — Upax| > %
Since we are in case (a) in (@.19)), the inequality (0.25]) gives

1 w2 @20
)< = _— <
ReV(umax 2) <=+ e D AL (9.26)

Using the monotonicity of Re V' on the interval (—o0, tyay — %), we conclude that

ReV < —A on<—oo,umax—%).

Hence, using (Q.16]),
/
71 <
V=

Si-

@3) "
21 v

2
V& WERX

< (9.27)

>| =

S
Cr



24 F. FINSTER AND J. SMOLLER

On the remaining interval [ty — %, ul), by integrating (@), we obtain for any u <
L

uz,
|Re V'(u)] < e |t — U]
—ReV(u) > —ReV(u) + Re V(uOL) > 2% ((u — Upay)? — (ué — umax)2) i

Setting v = Upax — U and Vg = Upax — ué, we obtain

| Re V'(u)‘ <cAv (9.28)
—ReV(u) > 2% (v =) = 2% (v —0)(v+vg) . (9.29)

Moreover, from (Q.I1)) we know that

v—vg =uf —u>ul —ul 26361_% |w|_%.
Combining these inequalities, we obtain
|Re V'|? < A2y? < v?
V1B~ A (v —w)*(v+v0)® = A(v—wo)*(v+vp)?
2 05 @) 3
= )\(vivo)‘1 = w)\gg s Cé_%'

Similarly, using (9.8]),
| Im V'|? w? < w?
V2 Y X (v—v9)3(v+wp)? = A3 (v—wp)S
e lw BDe, 1 ¢
- oA3eS ~CS |w| Y eV
This concludes the proof for the term involving the first derivatives.
The second derivatives can be handled similarly by using ([@.16),

2 2
Vil < A P S = 4.
VR~ N (o— )t w)? ~ Av—w)! = A€l ~ €
This concludes the proof. O

Proof of Proposition in the Airy case in subcase (). If |u — Upax| > %, we can
again use the estimates in (0.20)—([0.27)). Therefore, it suffices to consider the re-
gion [Upax — %,uL ]. Then, by integrating (0.9]), one finds exactly as in the PC case

that ([@O.28) and ([©.29]) again hold. Moreover, in case (a), equation (@.IT]) reduces to

1
ul = uf — C3(C1Re V (Umax)) ° Jw] 75 . (9.30)
Combining these inequalities, we conclude that
1
|Re V' (u)|? < A2 2 < (€1 Re V (Upax)) 2 |w| v?
V()3 ~ X (v—uv)3(v+uv9)® ~ AC3 (v +vg)?

Next, we can estimate Re V (upax) by
A

0 =Re (V(ué“)) > Re V(tumax) — “ va and thus Re V (Umax) S A0E . (9.31)

2



LINEAR STABILITY OF THE NON-EXTREME KERR BLACK HOLE 25

We thus obtain
ReV'@l? _ V& ol wv? _ V&
V(WP ~ e VX (v+w) ™ €’

where in the last step we used (@.20). The imaginary part of V' can be handled
similarly. Namely, from (@.8]) and (@.20]), we know that

| Im V' (u)]|? < A < 1
V@P N0 —w? 0T 0f = % (0 o)2 (ot o)l
Applying again ([0.30) and ([@.31]), we obtain

3.3
‘Imv/(ug)F 5 (el ReZ(umax))4|w|2 5 (61§U8)4|W|2
[V (w)] A2 2 (U—l—vo)% A2 €2 (v _|_U0)%
3 3 3
(€) w2 ED ¢ i
9 ~ 9 = 9
A2C2 vae:  eqe:

This concludes the proof of the term involving the first derivatives.
The second derivatives can be handled similarly as follows,

V" (u)| < [Re V" (u)| + | Im V" (u))| mém c(A+|wl) (%D A
(

V()] _ A § |
[V (u)]? ~ A2 (v —v9)% (v+10)2 ~ A(v—10)3 (v+ vp)

1 1 1 1
(IE<EII) (61 Re V(umax))2 |w] @ID (61)\1)(2])2 |w] @ 6‘_12 v 6‘_12
- AC3 (v + ) ~oAC(v+w) G vt T €3
This concludes the proof. O

Proof of Proposition in the Airy case in subcase (b). In this case, equation (O.11))
reduces to

uE =k — ey lw| 7 (9.32)
Expanding the potential (0.7]) similar to (6.7]), one sees that for sufficiently large A,
our potential satisfies the inequalities

V' (u)| <cxe™ on (—00, Unay) (9.33)
|V”(u)| <che’ on (—00, Unay) (9.34)
A 1
!/ S u _ o
ReV'(u) > e e on ( 00, Umax €1> (9.35)

for a suitable choice of the constants ¢, C2 > 1. Using (6.7)), (9.33]) and (9.35), it follows
that

L

L
Uu, Uu, )\
Re(Q2):/OReV'§c)\/Oe“’”dvzc—ewé

— o0 — 0o ’Y
ug AUl XV .
Re (Q? :/ ReV/Z—/ e dyv = —— ™o
() —oo Co /o Cay
and thus
Ae 7 cA

P <Re(Q?) < e
Coy () Y
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According to (6.8]), the imaginary part of Q is uniformly bounded. Combining this
fact with the first inequality in (@.3]), we obtain

e 7 L 2c\
VU < ? < 8 e 9.36
2Coy - Ty (9.36)

Combining the above inequalities, for any u < ué we obtain

L

L
u A A
—ReV(u):/ ORevlze—z/Oewdv:@(ewé—ew)
A

uk u—uk u—uk
= @ew 0 (1 Tl o)) > G (1 pT( o)) W?

where in the last step we applied ([@.36). Using (0.:32)), we conclude that for any u < u”
and for sufficiently large |w|,

165
CGQ

1
—ReV(u) > Tyl w2z 28 w5, (9.37)

- 2c 62 2
It follows that

3
V| _eAe™ _ede™ _ cCoy|wf _ ey <cez>§

viz T e T o Tovi 7€
L 2
[V cXe™o ¢ Cy _2
< SeCoy | — ) w73
A ve)
Obviously, the right side of these inequalities can be made arbitrarily small by increas-
ing Cs. O

It remains to consider the region (u%®, 00) as considered in Proposition 1.5l We again

treat PC case and the Airy case in the two subcases in (0.19) after each other.

Proof of Proposition in the PC case. If |u — Upax| > %, we can again use the es-
timates in (@.26)(@27). Therefore, it suffices to consider the region [u®, umay + 3].
In this region, we can proceed exactly as in the proof of Proposition in the PC
case. O

Proof of Proposition in the Airy case in subcase (a). If |u — Upax| > %, we can
again use the estimates in (9.26)—(Q.27). Therefore, it suffices to consider the re-
gion [uf?, Upa + %]

In case (a), equation (O.12) reduces to

1
ulf = u(If” + C3 ((‘31 Re V(umw))_g e ]w\‘g .
Using Lemma [0.6], we know that R w%, so that
1
uf' = ult + €5(C1Re V(umax)) © |w|_% .

Therefore, the identity (9.30) again holds up to a uniform constant. This makes it
possible to proceed just as in the proof of Proposition after ([0.30]). O
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Proof of Proposition in the Airy case in subcase (b). In this case, equation (0.12))
reduces to

uf = ul + @y A6 |w| L. (9.38)

Using the form of the potential (6.5) and (6.6]), we obtain the estimates

A
ReV 4+ w? = 3 on (Upax, 00) (9.39)
~1
A2
= uf ~ [ (9.40)
, A
—ReV'(u) S 3 on (Umax, 00) (9.41)
" x
V()] S — On (Unax, 0) (9.42)
A 1
_ () > —
R‘ev (u) ~ e2u3 on (umax + el bl OO> b (943)

where we introduced the abbreviation
5\::)\+82—|—2ak‘w@)\.

Setting ug = ué%, for any u > uf we obtain the estimates

At A1 1 A ud —u?
V(u) — < 2 st (2L Awow 44
ReV(u) —ReV(ug) < & ) @ UNGQ <u2 u%) & wEud (9.44)
N w2 -2
— |ReV(u)| 2 & S (9.45)
9 u?ud
. 3 3 3
| Re V| < A6 ud u _ 6 ul _ 6 ul
IReV |z ~ v X3 (uz—ug)% A2 (w2 —u2)? X2 (u—uo)3(u+ug)?
3 3 3 g 3 3
<Z_w TG AW G (9.46)
Cx (u—w)z T AT fwlzezal e

In order to estimate the imaginary part, we first note that if s = 0, the potential is
real, so that there is nothing to do. Therefore, we may assume that s # 0. We again
use the form of the potential (6.5]) and (6.6]) to obtain

v <2 v < (9.47)
3 3
[ImV'(w)] _ |wl €5 wPuf €5 |w] i
3~ 2 38 5 PR 3 3 (9.48)
|[ReV(u)lz — U" Az (u? —ug)2 A2 (u—wug)2(u+ up)?
3 3 3 3
@20 o2 : EI.EE ;AT || 2
S R LD )
A (u—up)? Awlz eiai ez VA
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This gives the desired estimate provided that u < ¢ (for a constant ¢ > 0 which is
independent of the parameters A and w). For large u, on the other hand, we know that

[Tm V (u)| = | | for u > ¢ (if s #0) (9.50)

<Mu%< 1 @m 1

V)] _ (o) = (9.51)

V@E vl @ bl T g A |

The second derivatives are estimated similarly:
A

[ReV"| = = (9.52)

|Re V| m A2 owtud < C3ud (lﬂﬁb @3 2 N w? 3
ReVE ~ ul 32 (u2—ud)? = X (u—up)? SR - 2N @b
T V| = ';"_?J (9.53)
V" o] € wlup 2D Cuug EMEW € w oo

IReVIQ’“u3 A2 (W —ug)? YR (u—wg)2 T @A VA

giving the desired estimate if u < ¢. On the other hand, if u > ¢, we again use (3.50)
to obtain (again it suffices to consider the case s # 0 because otherwise ImV = 0)

|ImV”| |w| u < 1 @m 1
|Im V|2 S W w2 T |w|ug It

This concludes the proof. O

9.3. Estimates in the WKB Region with ReV > 0. In this section we shall prove
the following results:

Proposition 9.9. For any € > 0, we can arrange by choosing the constants Cq,...,Cy
sufficiently large that for all w and X\ in the range (Q.3]) where we are in the Airy case
(see ([@I3)), the following WKB estimates hold:

L R)

v v
e = ol

For the proof, we again consider the cases (a) and (b) in (@.19) after each other.

Proof of Proposition in case (a). We proceed similar as in the proofs of Proposi-
tions and in case (a). It suffices to consider the region (Umax,u%), because
on the interval (ui,umax) the proof is the same with obvious changes. In case (a),
equation (@.I4]) reduces to

W =l €3 o3 (€1 Re V()

o=

(9.55)

Moreover, in view of the inequality (@24]), on the interval (umax,uf) the second
derivative of ReV satisfies the inequalities in (@9]). Hence, setting v = u — Upax
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and vy = u(}]% — Umax, We obtain for all u € (Upax, uf)

A
Tv < —ReV’' <c)v

UR
ReV (u) = ReV(u) — Re V (ul’) = —/ " Re V'(u) < X (v — v?)
= %(v% — v2) < ReV(u) <cA (v% - v2) .

Combining these estimates with (@.55]), we obtain

1
[Re V'(w)]” _ A2 0?2 _ (C1ReV (una))? 0
VP~ 30— o (0t 0F = A€ (vp + o)
Next, we can estimate Re V (upax) by
A
0 =Re (V(u(}f)) > Re V(tUmax) — % Ve

implying that

Re V (Umax) S AVE . (9.56)

We thus obtain

|ReV’(u)|2<\/G_1w_2 vo V2 <\/G_1
V(WP ~ e X (v4+wv)® ™~ €37

where in the last step we used ([@.20). The imaginary part of V' can be handled similar
as in the proof of Proposition Namely, from (@.8)) and (@.20), we know that

| Im V' (u)]? < A 1
V()P ™ A3 (v = v)? (vo +v)* = A2 (0g — )2 (vg +v)?
Applying again (@55) and (56), we obtain

3 3
| Im V’(ug)]2 < (€ RegV(umaX)) 1 w|? < ((‘31);11%) 1w
|V (u)] A\2e2 Ai (U—i—vo)% AT €2 (v+ o)

3 3 3
EEE ST I
A e vie;  Vere

This concludes the proof for the first derivatives.
The second derivatives are estimated similarly by

N[

[V"(u)] < |Re V" (u)| + | Im V" (u)] améam c(A+ 1+ w]) @?D A
[V ()] < A < 1
V()2 ~ A% (vo —v)? (vo +v)* = A(vo —v)3 (vo + )
_ (©1ReV () lof? @3B (€1005) fof? €2
Az C3 (vg + ) Yoz (v4w) T € vt
This concludes the proof. O
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Proof of Proposition in case (b). In this case, the identities (O.I3]) and ([@.14]) sim-
plify to

ub =ub+eslw 3, uf=uf—CyAd w7t (9.57)
We first consider the interval [Umax — €7 ", Umax +C1 1] (according to (0.24) and (9.57)),

this interval is contained in (uf,uf)). Combining the estimate (0.23)) with the upper

bound in ([@.9]), we know that on [ty.x — 61_1, Umax + 61_1],

Ao 9 A cA A
> 2 - > >
ReV(u) > e 2 A (U — Upax ) > TR TR

where in the last step we increased C;. Moreover, from the right of (@.5]) we know
that [V'[,|V”| £ A+ |w|. Hence

V' (w)? 3 A+ w))? B9 ¢ B e}

P AP < 1
V(u) ~ A3 ~a Y e
V()] o o2 A || B9 e @ ¢2
VP2~ a2~ X Y oer

Choosing C7 sufficiently large, we obtain the result.

It remains to consider the regions (ui, Umax — 6'1_1) and (Umay + (‘31_1, uf) In these
regions, we can proceed similar as in the proofs of Propositions and in case (b).
Namely, on the interval (u, uy. — C7") the inequalities (133)—(©35) and (2.36) hold.
As a consequence,

v A A
ReV(u) = / ReV’ > (‘3_/ e’ dv = o (7 — evué) (9.58)
uf 2 Juf 27
Vw2 T ey e

= VWP Y N (e e

By computing its u-derivative, one sees that the last fraction is monotone decreasing
in w. Hence

VieP? e et e et
V()P ~ A (ewi - 6'7“5)3 T A g (v (uk —ué))3 7

where in the last step we used the mean value inequality. Applying (0.30) and (©9.57)),
we obtain

|V’(u)|2 _ e_% o2 (uk —uf) _ e% A B e%

V(@) ~ A e (ul —uf)3 ™~ A 2 (€3 \w]_%)?’ R

which can be made arbitrarily small by increasing Cs (note that, in view of (.57,

the factor ¢2/(¥~u0) is uniformly bounded). The second derivatives can be estimated
similarly as follows. First, using (9.34]) and (9.58]),

V" (u)] _ €3 e .
V)P~ A (e — erub)?
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This is again monotone decreasing, implying that

V' € g g )
VR ~ X (0 — k)2~ X b (uk — uf)?
< g A < S -3
~ 2 ~ Y
A w? (€3 |w|_§)2 C3

where in the last line we again applied (9.36]) and (@.57).
In the remaining region (umayx + C; ', uf), we can again use the estimates (2.39)-
(@43]). Again omitting the index R, for any u € (Upax + 61_1, uf) we obtain

“o @) N /1 1 A uZ—u?
_ _ / _ 0
. 3 3 3
|Re V'(u)] <A G wud €3 ud G5 ud
[ReV(u)lz 70 X (uF—u?)z  As (w§—u?)> X2 (up—u)?(ug+u)?
3 3 3 <3 3 3
_e o ememel 5ol e
— ~1 3 ~ ~1 3 3 ~ 3
X (ug—u)? 3wl el el
For the imaginary part, we again use the estimate (0.47) to obtain
3 3
\ImV’(u)i < @ % udud __ C'Qi\;u] wud 3
ReV@s ~ 2 X (-] AP (u— )
3 3
gl ST R )
A (wo—w)E(ug+u)z " ez VA

This gives the desired estimate if u < ¢. On the other hand, if v > ¢ we again
apply ([@.50) (again it suffices to consider the case s # 0 because otherwise Im V = 0).
This gives
/ 3
\ImV(u)lSJ@ u:s 11'
[Im V()2 ¥ jwlz  |w[?

The second derivatives are estimated similarly using ([@.52) and ([@.53),

|Re V| <i€'_§ utug < €3 ud M<M)€'_%i w? G5
[ReV[> ~ut 32 (uf—u)? = X(up—u)?  ~ XA w A5 C2As
[Im V"] _ |l 3wy < CIuud (Im)<m G

ReVP w32 (=2 " 3w~ @GAF VA

giving the desired estimate if u < ¢. On the other hand, if u > ¢, we again use (O.50])
to obtain (again it suffices to consider the case s # 0 because otherwise Im V' = 0)

7] ol 1
[Im V|2 ~ w3 w2 ™ |w

This concludes the proof. O
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9.4. Estimates in the Airy Regions.

Lemma 9.10. In the Airy case, one can arrange by suitably increasing the constants
(‘31,...,64 that
sup |V (ui —ub)?<ey.
[ul uf]
Proof. We consider the two cases in ([@.19]) separately. In case (a), we know from (9.24))
and (@.II) that the interval [u”, ui] is contained in the interval [u,., — %, Umax + %]

Therefore, we can integrate the inequality (@.9) to conclude that for any u € [u”, ui],
Re V (thmasx) = A (tmax — ) (9.59)
|Re V(u)| S |Re V' (uf)| (ul — ub) +)\(ui—u£)2 (9.60)

and thus
IRe V(u)| (uf —u2)? < |Re V' (ud)| (u — u)® + A (uk —ub)*. (9.61)

Moreover, similar to (9.30]), the identities (O.11]) and (@.I3)) imply that
_1
ul — ol = 2C5(C1Re V (Upax)) © |w|_% .

Using this equation in (©.61]), we obtain two contributions, which can be estimated as
follows,

@23)
| Re V’(ué)! (ui — uf)3 < Avp €3(CRe V(umax))_% |w| 7t

@59 )
< A €3(CrAvg) 2wl

_1 @20 _1
=eje a5 eje;
Ak —ul) S ACECTT ReV (tp) 3 |3
(u+ - u—) ~ 3 v Re (umaX) 3 ’w‘ 3
@.10) _2 _2 @zD 2 2
< ejetetAiw s < oelete?,
where we used the abbreviation vy := Upax — u. The imaginary part of the potential
is estimated similarly with the help of (0.8)),

_1
sup |Im V| (uf —u?)® S o (uf = u?)* S w] €3 €™ ReV () 75 || 75
L

ful uk]

e , 1 1, 60 1 1
< C3C %G ATE|wB S C3C,°C, 0.
This can be made arbitrarily small by increasing C4. This completes the proof in

case (a).
In case (b), similar to (@.32), the identities (O.I1]) and ([@.I3]) imply that
ub —ul =206, |w|_§ . (9.62)

We integrate the inequality (0.33) to obtain for any u € [ul, ul]

(@.38)
[ReV(w)| SAe™ (uf —ul) 5 Cre? (uff —ul)

@52
= [ReV(u)| (uf —ub)® S €u? (uf —ub)® < e
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Moreover,

2 2

@3)
\ImV(u)](ui—uf) < wl (ui—uf) < @%]w\_%.

This concludes the proof. O

Lemma 9.11. In the Airy case, one can arrange by suitably increasing the constants
(‘31,...,64 that

sup |V] (uf — uf)? < €5
[l uf)

Proof. We consider the two cases in ([@.I9) separately. In case (a), we can proceed
exactly as in the proof of Lemma [0.10l In the remaining case (b), similar to (0.38]),

the identities (O.12]) and ([@.14)) imply that
uB — B =265 A5 jw| L. (9.63)
Integrating (3.41), we obtain for any u € [uff, uff] that
A
(uf)’
— |ReV(u)] (uI_D” — uf)2 < |w|13 (u§ — uf)3 (I%{D Gg .
3
Similarly, using (0.47),

©0) 2
T V()] (= 12 g ST -ty

~ ~ 1
2

jw|®
Az

|Re V(u)| S (uf —uf) <

~

(u® — )

>

s

jwl?
A
This concludes the proof. O

< ST @A WP S eaTs

N

9.5. Estimates in the Parabolic Cylinder Region.

Lemma 9.12. In the PC case, one can arrange by suitably increasing the constants
61,...,64 that
sup |V (uff —uk)? 6%,
[ul ull]
Proof. We first estimate uft —u”. In the case Re V (umax) > 0, we know that Re V (ul)
vanishes. Hence, using (0.10) and again integrating (9.9]), we obtain

A (Upax — ué)2 S ReV(tumax) < Cy VA

and thus
(U — UE) < ¥ (34 : (9.64)
~ )\Z
Now we can use (Q.I1) to obtain
Ve _1 @20 /e,
(Upmax — %) S Y2 4 @360 |72 < X2 (9.65)

i i
In the case Re V (upax) < 0, on the other hand, we know that uOL = Upmax, S0 that (0.64])
and consequently also (9.65)) again hold.
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Combining the last inequality with ([@9) and (@.10), we obtain for any u € [u”, u%]
the estimate

V()| (uf = ul)? <V ()| (0 —u)2 4+ sup V7] (uff —uk)?

[l uf?]

SCivVA (uff —ul)? 4\ (uff —ub)t < el

This concludes the proof. O

9.6. Estimates of the Zeros of Im V. For the T-estimates introduced in [21] Sec-
tion 3.2], the sign of ImV is of particular importance. More precisely, if y is in
the upper half plane and ImV > 0 (and similarly if y is in the lower half plane
and ImV < 0), then we can use these estimates setting g = 0 (the “good” sign). If,
however, the imaginary part of V' has the opposite “bad” sign, then the estimates ap-
ply only if |Im V| is small in a quite restrictive sense. In the next lemma, we identify
the regions where Im V' has a “good” sign and estimate Im V' in the regions where the
sign is “bad.”

Lemma 9.13. Assume that we are in the Airy or PC case. Then by choosing the
constants Cs, Cg and C7 in ([O3) and ([Q.0) sufficiently large, one can arrange that

_1
wImV(u) >0 on (— 00, Umax — €4 2] (9.66)

_1
wImV(u) <0 on (Umax + €1 2,00) .

Moreover, on the remaining intervals, the function ImV satisfies the inequalities

1
wImV(u) 2 —|w on (Umax — Cq 2, Umax
(u) 2 —|wl ( 1 _1] (9.67)
wImV(u) < |w on [umax,umax + ¢ §) .
Proof. Using the form of the potential (6.5]), one obtains the expansions
2w?s 9 9
wImV = <r (r=3M) +a® (r + M) ) + 0(w) (9.68)
d d A
—ReV=\A——5—-=+0(\)+0
dr ¢ dr(r2—|—a2)2+ (\%) +0w)
A (2 (= 3M) +0* (r+ M) + O(X) +Ow) . (9.69)
(r2 4+ a?)3

Comparing these formulas, one sees that the leading contributions to both functions
have the opposite sign as the factor 72(r — 3M) + a® (r + M). In order to control the
error term, we denote the zero of the function r%(r — 3M) + a? (r + M) by us. Then
the zero uj, of ImV and the zero u,,., of the function 9. ReV are given by

1 w
Uim :uf—Hf)(—) and Umax :Uf—‘l_O(—) .
w A
This proves ([0.60). In order to derive (0.67]), we need to take into account two con-
tributions: First, the error term in (9.68]), which is uniformly bounded and thus un-
problematic. Second, we need to take into account that the deviations of the zeros uy,
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and Uy, from us may have the effect that the leading contribution to w Im V' in (9.68])
has the wrong sign. This contribution scales like

1 w
/ . _ < _ _ —
T V'] [tign — thgmae| < ] <o<w) + o(A)> 0(1),
where in the last step we used ([@.3) and (@.20). This concludes the proof. O

10. INVARIANT REGION ESTIMATES

10.1. Estimates of qﬁ We again restrict attention to the parameter range (0.3). We
consider the solutions ¢_ constructed in Theorem For ease in notation, we shall
omit the index —. We denote the corresponding solution of the Riccati equation by

i) = 2

7

d(u)

According to Proposition[@.4] the WKB approximation holds on the interval (—oo, u”),
meaning that

’
~
~

1 u
T exp (iz/ \/—V> and g~ +iv-V — W (10.1)
with an arbitrarily small error, where the sign is chosen such that
EIE] +V-V =0Q.

Moreover, the integration constant is chosen in agreement with the normalization
convention in (63). The goal of this section is to estimate the solution ¢ all the way
10 U = Upax-

We begin with the parabolic cylinder case:

Lemma 10.1. In the parabolic cylinder case, there is a constant Cg such that on the
interval [u” umay], the solutions § and ¢ are bounded in terms of its values at u” by

[9(u)] < € [g(u")] (10.2)

m g (ul
I () > 2200 ye(g -) (10.3)

b UL , ,
2O < )] < e bt (104

Co

Proof. Our strategy is to estimate y using the T-method as introduced in [2I, Sec-
tion 3.2]. More precisely, we shall apply [2I, Theorem 3.3] for a suitable function g.
Moreover, setting

v= sup [V],

[U£7Umax}
we choose
a =2 and B=0. (10.5)
Then V and U are given by

V=0o?=2w and U=ReV-0?<—v. (10.6)
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Moreover, the error terms E1, ..., E4 are bounded by

Re V' <Ji4 Re V'

| Eq |ReV —ReV| +

| Y]
\/_
FEy=0, |Es| + |Es| <

10.7
|Im V] (107)

N{
The integral over the error term FEj can estimated by

Umax R V/
/ |E1| S \/;(umax_ue)<1+ sup ‘ e3 ‘>
ul

[UE 7Umax} vz

(1+g).

The factor /7 (Umax — u%) was estimated in Lemma The factor Re V'|/ V3, on
the other hand, is bounded at the left end point u” because of the WKB estimate
in Proposition This bound can be extended to the interval (u, uma.) by using
that Re V"’ is monotone decreasing according to (@.9), i.e.

0 <ReV’'(u) < ReV'(ul) for all u € [u”, Upay] - (10.8)

From Lemma [0.13] we know that Im V' and Im ¢ have the same signs, except for the
error estimated in (0.67]). We choose

(W) = 0 ifwImV >0
=YV ifwImV <0.

Then the function g Im V' vanishes unless w Im V' < 0, in which case ([@.67) gives the
estimate

g Tm V] S [g S V. (10.9)
Moreover, using the inequality
vz (umax — uf)z

(obtained again by integrating (0.9)), we obtain

Umax Umax ’ImV’
|Es| + |Ea| S l+g
/UL UE \/7( Umax — UZ ) ( )
“max [Im V| Umax lg Im V|

<

_|_
~ UL \/X (umax - UE) UE \/X (umax - 'LLE)

R
= 1
<V / S,
~ UE \/X (umax - UE) ~
where in the last line we used (@.8]), (9:20) and (I0.9).

Combining the above estimates, we conclude that

Umax
[, BB Bl + Bl 5 s
u

As a consequence, the function 7" is bounded by e®8. Tt follows that the inequality
g>T -1 ifImV <0
is satisfied for large A.
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Having verified the hypotheses of [2I, Theorem 3.3], we can apply this theorem
to obtain ([0.2) and (I0.3). The inequality (I0.4) is derived as follows. At u”, this

inequality clearly holds in view of the WKB approximation (I0.I]). Expressing QS(u) as

d(u) = ¢(ul) exp </uz y)

it remains to show that the integral in the exponent is uniformly bounded. To this
end, we use (I0.2)) to obtain the estimate

/L ‘y’ < 69 ‘y’(UEH (umax - UE) S.; 69 ‘V(UE)‘ (umax - UE) S_, 69647

where we employed the WKB approximation at u” and applied Lemma @121 This
concludes the proof. O

In the remaining Airy case, we need to consider the Airy region and the WKB region
with ReV > 0. We begin with the Airy region.

Lemma 10.2. In the Airy case, there is a constant Cq such that on the interval [u”, ui],

the solutions 3 and <;5 are bounded in terms of its values at uZ by

[9(u)| < € |g(ul))|
Im ¢ (ul
Imy(u) > 7my(u_)

Cy
o(ul)|
Cy
Proof. Our strategy is to estimate y using the T-method as introduced in [21] Sec-

tion 3.2]. More precisely, we shall apply [2I, Theorem 3.3] for a suitable function g.
Moreover, setting

< [(u)] < € |d(ul)] .

v=sup |V],
ful k]

we again choose a and /3 according to (I05). Then V and U are again given by (I0LG).

Moreover, the error terms Ej, ..., E4 can again be estimated as in (I07)). The integral
over the error term F; can estimated by
ui Re V'’
/ \El\gﬁ(ui—u£)<1+ sup | . |>. (10.10)
ul [ul ,uﬂ v2

The factor /v (u} — ul) was estimated in Lemma [0.10. The factor Re V'|/ V3, on
the other hand, is bounded at the left end point u” because of the WKB estimate in
Proposition This bound can be extended to the interval (u”,ul) again by using

the estimate (I0.8)).

In order to control the error terms F3 and F4, we again distinguish the two cases
in (@I9). In case (b), we know from Lemma [0.13] that Im V' and Im 3 have the same
signs, making it possible to choose g = 0. Hence

L L
“r Y+ [Im V| e lw| 1 L || L L
/uL |E3|+|E4|,§/uL e USRI LERaY
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The factor /v (u¥ — ul’) was estimated in Lemma 010l Moreover, the factor v can
be estimated with the help of (@.37)) by

It follows that

L

uy
E3|+ |Ey| S —- N
/uL Eal + 154 5 Seg wls ~ €3

which can be made arbitrarily small by increasing Cs.
The remaining case (a) is more subtle. We begin by proving the inequality

cCy |w| < ) 1

wl 73,

3 1
—ReV(ul) ZC3C " V. (10.11)
To this end, we integrate ([@.9]) to obtain
Re V (Umax) ~ )\vg .
As a consequence, using (Q.11)), (@.13]), (2.20) and (@.21)), we obtain
1
vg — v— = C3 (€'1 Re V(umax))_g ]w\_%
1 1 _1 -1 1.1
~C3C; A6 |ug| 7B |w| T3 = C3C; % |up|TBATS
and thus
1 _1 1
(vo —v_)|wo|3 =~ C3C, % A7 5.
Hence
—ReV(v_) = Avg —v—_]| [vo +v_| > N|vg — v_]% lvo +v_\%

3
2

3 3 1 _1
<A (v —v) ool i) T = AG et aTE —eie VA,
giving (I0.IT]).

Next, we know from Lemma [0.13] that Im V' and Im ¢ have the same signs, except
for the error estimated in (9.67). We choose

(u) = 0 HfwImV >0
g\ = VA ifwImV <0.

Then, using ([@.67) and (I0.7]), we obtain

y
[, 1B+ B S Vi ) <[s
u_

Uﬁvuﬂ v 14

ImV A
up m V] + \/_> . (10.12)
The prefactor /v (u} — u®) was estimated in Lemma (.10 Moreover, using (I0.11),
we find that the factor v/A/v in (ILIZ) is bounded by a constant. In order to estimate
the term | Im V| /v, we compare the equations (0.68]) and (@.69)) to obtain

V] _ el /o
5 (\Revy+0(w)>.

The error term is uniformly bounded in view of (9.20]) and (I0.I1]). The other summand
can be estimated by

l goy < 1] g 1RV E2Y ¥ [Re V]
eV'| < v 3 < T -
VA A vz \/X V2
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Here the factor v/ can be estimated with the help of ([O.8]) and (6.5]) by
L _,L

1
V<> sup |ImV|—|—u+ sup |ReV’|
AT A bt Akl

which is uniformly bounded in view of ([@.20) and (@II]). In order to estimate the
remaining factor | Re V'|/ V3, we first note that this factor is uniformly bounded at u*
because of the WKB approximation (see Lemmal[9.4]). In order to extend this inequality
to u € [ul, ul], we make use of the monotonicity (see (@.24), (@.11)) and ([@.9))

0 <Re'V(u) <ReV(ul).

We conclude that (I0.12)) is uniformly bounded.
Combining the above estimates, we obtain in case (a),

L

Ut
[, VB Bl + sl + EA S €5
u_

As a consequence, the function 7" is bounded by e®8. It follows that the inequality
g>T-1 ifImV <0

is satisfied for large A.
Having verified the hypothesis of |21l Theorem 3.3], we can proceed exactly as in
the proof of Lemma [I0.1l This concludes the proof. O

Lemma 10.3. There are constants Cip and ¢ = ¢(\,w) such that in the WKB region
with ReV > 0 the following inequality holds on the interval [ui,umax],

S _ _c(Aw) i RV
Clo = (ReV(u))t

Proof. In Proposition it was shown that the WKB conditions are satisfied on the
interval [uJLr, Umax)- Thus the solution is well-approximated by the WKB solution

, 1 VY [ VY
¢z7<01 VY oy e > (10.13)

< Cip|d(u)| -

(Re V)1
with error terms which are under control in view of the estimates in [2I]. Choosing
the sign convention for the square roots such that Re vV > 0, the first fundamental
solutions in (I0I3]) is exponentially increasing, whereas the second is exponentially
decaying.

It remains to show that the quotient Cy/Cs is bounded away from zero. To this
end, we compute the derivative of (II.I3) at u to obtain

CL—Cy V!
A% e B
gluy) ~ VeTo,

again with an arbitrarily small error. On the other hand, the estimate of Proposi-
tion implies that the WKB approximation (IIL1) holds at u” with an arbitrarily
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small error. Moreover, the estimates of Lemma give uniform control of the so-
lution on the interval [u’,u%]. The resulting estimate shows that y(ui) is not well-
approximated by —+v/V. This gives the desired lower bound for |Cy/Cy|, concluding
the proof. O

10.2. Estimates of ¢. We again restrict attention to the parameter range ([@.3). We
consider the solutions ¢_ constructed in Theorem For ease in notation, we shall
omit the index —. We denote the corresponding solution of the Riccati equation by

\ ¢ (u

y(u) := ( ) .
o(u)

According to Proposition [I.5, the WKB approximation holds on the interval (uf?, o0),
meaning that

b~ 1
v 4V
with an arbitrarily small error, where the sign is chosen such that

lim £+v-V = —w.

U—00

u !
exp <i1/ \/—V> and Y~ +iv-V— v (10.14)

Moreover, the integration constant is chosen in agreement with the normalization
convention in (6.10). The goal of this section is to estimate the solution ¢ backwards
in u all the way to ©u = Upay.

We again begin with the parabolic cylinder case:

Lemma 10.4. In the parabolic cylinder case, there is a constant Cg such that on the
interval [Uumax, u?], the solutions iy and ¢ are bounded in terms of its values at u* by

9(w)] < Cg [y(u)]

Im ¢ (uf
Im () > V02
Co

o(ulh)]
Co
Proof. Follows exactly as in the proof of Lemma [[0.11 O

< [¢(u)] < Co[p(ulh)] .

In the remaining Airy case, we again need to consider the Airy region and the WKB
region with ReV > 0:

Lemma 10.5. In the Airy case, there is a constant Cg such that on the interval [uf, uf?]

the solutions y and <;5 are bounded in terms of its values at uf by

9(w)] < Co [y(ul)]

m UR
tmj(u) > 2
SR \ .
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Proof. Our strategy is to estimate y using the T-method in [21, Theorem 3.3]. We set
v= sup |V]

and choose a and 3 again according to (I0.5). The function g will be specified below.
Then V and U are again given by (I06)). Moreover, the error terms Fji, ..., Ey are
again estimated by (I0.7). The integral over the error term FE; can be estimated
exactly as explained after (T0.10).

In order to control the error terms F3 and E,, we again distinguish the two cases
in [@I9). In case (a), we can proceed exactly as in the proof of Lemma In
the remaining case (b), we know from Lemma that Im V' and Im ¢ have opposite
signs, making it possible to choose g = 0. Next, from (9.45]), we know that

A (uf = ufl) (uf + o) (IEIID(IISED A ulf — ol

1/2@— R\2(, R\2 R Cq R\3
1 (uf) (ug) L (uf)

It follows that

R
Y= Im V| (m< VASE R R R
/uﬁ N |w|—\/u0\/u_—u+

(©40), @38),[@57) \/C
S |w \/fl ’)\‘4 Ve AT [w] 77 = /€185 A TF
w

which can be made arbitrarily small by increasing C;. This concludes the proof. [

o

Lemma 10.6. There are constants Cio and ¢ = ¢(\,w) such that in the WKB region
with Re V' > 0 the following inequality holds on the interval [umax,uf],

p) o cOw) LRV
Cio ™ (Re V()

Proof. We proceed similar as in Lemma [[0.3] According to Proposition we know
that on the interval [tpax, uf] the WKB approximation

N — [“R VV
¢w%<0 SV +Cye L >

< Cig|d(u)| -

(ReV)1
holds with an arbitrarily small error. By combining the results of Proposition and
Lemma [I0.5] we conclude that Co/Cy is bounded away from zero. O

10.3. Estimates for Bounded w and Large ). In Section @ we restricted attention
to the case that |w| is large (see (@.3)). We now consider the complementary region
that w is in a bounded set, but again for large \. We exclude the case w = 0, which
will be considered separately in Section [[0.4l We thus consider the parameter range

0#w?<C and A>Cy. (10.15)

Choosing C; sufficiently large, the potential looks qualitatively as in the Airy case
in Section @ The real part of the potential is negative both at ©u = £oo with the
asymptotics (6.6) and (6.7]). Since the summand involving A in (6.4]) is non-negative,
for large A the real part of the potential will be non-negative on an interval (uf,ul)
whose size tends to infinity as A — oo. We now work out the resulting estimates in

detail. The only major change compared to the estimates in Section @ and Sections[T0.T]
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and is that for large negative u we must approximate <;5 by Bessel functions and
must derive suitable error estimates.

Clearly, the real part of the potential again has a unique maximum u,,,. We begin
with the estimates in the region (uy.., 00). Expanding the potential (G.5]) gives (see

also (6.6) and ([@.39))

A

2 -3

ReV = —w —i—ﬁ—i—(f)()\u ) (10.16)

IV = 2% L 0(u™?) (10.17)
u

The connection to the situation of large w as considered in Section @ can be understood
directly from the following scaling argument. Suppose that ¢(u) is a solution of the
Sturm-Liouville equation (6.4]). Then, introducing the new variable & = wu and the
function ¢ (@) = ¢(u), we obtain

d2
di?

3(i) = 5 ¢"() = =5 V) 6() = V(@) 6(2)

_w2

where the new potential V(@) has the asymptotics

Re V(i) = % ReV(%) = _1_1_%4_@(2_05)

Im V(i) = —% +0(a?).

This means that the potential looks just as before, but with w replaced by one. Hence
the above scaling argument makes it possible to change w arbitrarily. This explains
why the methods in Section [l and Section again apply. The situation is even a bit
easier because we are in case (b) in (@.19). For clarity, we summarize these estimates:
According to ([I0.I6]), the function Re V' has a unique zero for large u,

A
ReV(ull) =0, ull = 5 +0(1).

2
As in (938)) and (@.57) we set

ult = ull T e5 AS |lw|7L.

Then the results of Proposition and Lemma remain true for all w and X in
the range (I0.I5). As a consequence, the fundamental solution ¢ satisfies on the in-
terval (uft, 00) the WKB approximation (I0.14)), again with an arbitrarily small error.
Moreover, the behavior on the interval (uff, u®) can be estimated as in Lemma[l0.5 Fi-
nally, on the interval (Uyay, uf) one can estimate the solution exactly as in Lemma [I0.61

We come to the estimates in the region (—o0, Uyay). Near u = —oo, the potential
has the asymptotic form (see also (G.7]))
V(u) =—-0%+¢ A+v)e’™ +e N 4 (‘)(627“) , (10.18)

where ¢y is the positive constant

T —7To
0 =—=—
a?+r?’
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co is a real constant, and v = v(w) is a linear polynomial in w with complex coefficients.
The real part of the potential again has a unique zero for large negative u,

1

ReV(uf) =0, ub = 5 log (%) (1+O()\_1)) .

Obviously, ué tends to —oo as A — oco. In order to see the basic difference to the
estimates in Section[d let us consider the situation that u < uf and Q = 0. Then V ~
c1 ()\ + v) 7. Evaluating the expressions in the WKB conditions, we obtain

\4 2 _u V" c3
3 ~ T e 2 3 ~ e
V2 (A +v)e VIE A+
Since the exponential factors increase exponentially as u — —oo, the WKB conditions
fail if u < —log A. In particular, in the limiting case 2 = 0, the WKB approximation
does not apply near u = —oo. This is why the methods in Section [ and Section [I0.1]

no longer apply. Instead, we use the k-method introduced in |21} Section 3.3] to obtain
the following result:

—yu

Proposition 10.7. There are constants cg,¢1 > 0 such that for all w and X\ in the
range (I0I5), the solution §(u) in Theorem [6.1] satisfies the estimate
A
Re(u) > c£ ez —q (10.19)
1
for all w in the interval
log A
2y
Before coming to the proof of this proposition, we explain its significance and work
out an application. To this end, we evaluate the inequality (I0.19) at © = ;.. Then
log A A
AT =Ae M0 = VA : (10.21)

eco

u € (—00, Unin) with Umin = o - (10.20)

which can be made arbitrarily large by increasing A (note that the factor 1/2 in (I0.20])
is essential). As a consequence, at up;, the summand Ae’* dominates the poten-
tial (I0.I8]). This also implies that we are in the WKB regime. The inequality (I0.19])
shows that in this regime, the solution g has a large real part, meaning that qﬁ is well-
approximated by the exponentially increasing fundamental solution. This gives rise to
the following result:

Lemma 10.8. There are constants Cig and ¢ = c¢(\,w) such that on the interval
(Umin, Umax) the following inequalities hold

h(u c(A,w u .
Pl ¢ D)oV < 4 )]
10 (ReV(u))1
for all w and X\ in the range (I0.15)).
Proof. We proceed similar as in the proof of Lemma 0.3l As shown after (I0.21]),
the WKB conditions are satisfied at u,,;,. Moreover, as in Proposition one verifies

that the WKB conditions are also satisfied on the interval (myin, Umax). Thus on this
interval, the WKB approximation

, Y VV — YR VV
¢~ % <Cl efuﬁ +Cse fuﬁ >
(ReV)1
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holds with an error which can be made arbitrarily small by increasing A. The inequal-
ity (I0.I9) implies that the quotient C/C5 is bounded away from zero. O

The remainder of this section is devoted to the proof of Proposition [I0.71 According
to ([@.2]), we know that ImQ < 0. Moreover, it suffices to consider the case

ReQ >0,

because the case Re ) < 0 can be treated in exactly the same way by considering the
complex conjugate equation. Then the solution <;5 with the asymptotics (6.9) starts
at u = —oo in the upper half plane. But, depending on the sign of the imaginary part
of the parameter v in (I0.I8]), the imaginary part of y could change signs. Thus there
might be ugi, € (—00, Umin) such that

<0. (10.22)

Umin) —

Im y|(_oo’uﬂip) >0 and Im y‘ (ugiip:

In order to treat all possible cases at once, in the case that Im y does not change signs,
we again work with (I0.22)) but choose ugi, = Upin.
We choose the approximate potential as

Vuw =-0+c(A+0)e™  with  0=i|lmv|+i (10.23)

and Qe C to be determined below. The corresponding Sturm-Liouville equation
¢"(u) = V(u)d(u) can be solved explicitly in terms of Bessel functions. Similar
to ([6.9]), we want to arrange the asymptotic behavior

P(u) ~ e as u — —00 .

This gives the unique solution (see [29, §10.25])

~ i 2iQ) 2
o(u) = 72"/ I‘<1 + Z—) Ie <— a(A+7) e“/“> . (10.24)

Y T\
This solution is well-defined and regular. It is well-behaved in the limit © — 0. The
corresponding solution of the Riccati equation

. u
P

o(u)

is also well-defined and smooth and has the asymptotics
ull)rzlooy(u) =i0. (10.25)
Next, we choose
~ ~  ImQ

ReQ?=(14+6) Re2>0 and ImQ:m<0 (10.26)

for a parameter § > 0 which later on we will choose sufficiently small. Using these
inequalities in (I0.25]), one sees that the solution § starts at u = —oo in the upper
half plane. Moreover, as Im V > 0 (see (I0.23)) and again (I0.26), we conclude that §
stays in the upper half plane,

Img >0 forall u e R.
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In order to get more detailed information on g, it is useful to again consider the WKB
approximation and expand it for large A,

- 1 w /7
dwkp = e e/ vy (10.27)
~ T - V/
YWKB = _WKB \/;— —
WKB 4V

~ - 1 a(A+p)yer
=4/ +c(A+D)ert —— —
\/ Cl( V)e 4 _QQ_i_cl()\_i_D)e'yu

=ere? —%—i—i’/—g;e% +O(A3) (10.28)
1 1 ~
Re (Jwks) Im (Gwke) = 3 Im (Q%VKB) o Im (V) , (10.29)

where the parameter X depends on Q. Clearly, this WKB approximation only ap-
plies if Ae™ > 1. Even in this regime, it is not at all obvious that gwks approx-
imates . Namely, the function ¢ is in general a linear combination of the WKB
solution in (I0.27)) and the other, exponentially decaying WKB solution. As a con-
sequence, the function § could have a different form. It turns out that, using the
explicit form of (10.24]), the function gwkp does describe the qualitative behavior of
the solution correctly, as is made precise in the following lemma.

Lemma 10.9. There are constants cs, ¢3, ¢4 such that for all w and X in the range

(I0I5), the functions

a:=Rey and B :=Imy (10.30)
satisfy on the interval (—o0, Uyin| (With Uy, according to (I0.20)) the inequalities

—e2 <a (10.31)
€2
1 ~
— <fB<c3 (10.32)
(3 &
2l
% <cge . (10.33)

Proof. Writing the potential V, (I0.23)) as

V) =0+ (14 7) mied -y o

with
log A

vi=u+ and b:=c <1 + Z) , (10.34)

A

one can arrange that the problem depends on two parameters Q and b which both lie in
a bounded set. Indeed, by increasing the constant C7 in (I0.I5]) one can even arrange
that b is arbitrarily close to ¢;. Therefore, it suffices to analyze the perturbation of a
one-parameter problem.

In the variable v, the fundamental solution ¢, (I0.24)), becomes

P(v) ~ Ing <% \/l~)e7> .

~
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In the limit v — —oo, the argument of the Bessel function tends to zero. Using the
power expansion of the Bessel functions (see [29, eqn (10.25.2)]), one obtains

d(v) ~ W (ao + a4 e“’”) +0(e)
P (v) ~ i P(v) + i ~yay eV + (‘)(627”)
j(v) =i+ TN e 4 0(e*),

ao

where the complex coefficients ag and a; depend on © and b. These coefficients are
given in terms of the gamma function, and one verifies explicitly that they are non-zero.
This shows that the relations (I0.31)—(10.33]) hold for sufficiently small and negative v.

For large v, the Bessel function goes over to the exponentially increasing WKB
approximation (see |29, eqn (10.40.1)]),

$(v) ~ — 5 exp </ \/;> (10.35)

)

~Vbezr — e —=———¢e ", (10.36)

where ~ means that we neglect higher orders in e~7". Taking the real part of the last
equation, we immediately obtain

are? (10.37)
giving in particular the lower bound (I0.31]). Taking the imaginary part of (I0.36]),
we can make use of the fact that, according to (I0.34]), the parameter b is real up to
an error of order 1/, so that

~ v 1 Q2 yv 7?22
Brez O(=)—Im|—=|e 2 —Im|—— | . (10.38)
()\) 2\/6 4b
Using (I0.21]), we obtain at vnyi, := Umin + (log \) /v that

S 0(F) =0(E),  eTE o), e =o(AE),

showing that the second summand in (I0.38]) dominates. Combining this estimate with
the upper bound (I0.37]), we conclude that also (I[0.32]) and (I0:33]) hold at v = vp;,.

Since ImV > 0, we know furthermore that 3 remains strictly positive. Using the
validity of the inequalities (I031))-(I0.33]) asymptotically as v — —oo and at v, we
conclude that for every Q and 3, there are constants ca, ¢3 and ¢4 such that (031~
(I033)) hold for all v € (—00, Umin|. Since the constants can be chosen continuously in

the parameters Q and §, it follows that the constants can be chosen uniformly for the
parameters in any compact set. This concludes the proof. O



LINEAR STABILITY OF THE NON-EXTREME KERR BLACK HOLE 47

Comparing (I0.I8) and (I0.23]), we obtain
Re(V — V) = —Re (Q* - Q2) +0(e™) + 0(Xe*)
2
= (26 + %) <Re2 Q+ %) +0(e™) +0(Xe*™) >0 (10.39)
Im(V —V)=—1Im (92 — Qz) +cIm (v —p)e™ + O(ezw)
(s alm(v—p)e™+ O(e%’“)
oz c(Imv — [Imvy| — 1) €+ 0(eP) <0, (10.40)

where the inequalities hold for all © < y;,, provided that wu,;, is sufficiently small (as
can be arranged by increasing the constant C7 in (I0.I5)) as a function of ¢).

We first consider the region (—oo,ug;i,) where Imy > 0. We apply the x-method
introduced in |21} Section 3.3]. Let us choose the function . Recall that this function
is defined by

u
w(w) = 9 1 / oTm(V — V), (10.41)

ou) o0 J_o

(1) = exp < / ' 2a> , (10.42)

and g can be any monotone increasing function. Since Im(V — f/) < 0, we may
choose g(u) as

where o is defined by

o(u) = —/u o Tm(V — V)

—00

to obtain

Then [21) Lemma 3.4] simplifies to

As a consequence, the formula for the determinator [21, eqn (3.27)] can be rewritten
as follows,

D =2a Re(V—f/)—l—% Re(V = V) +BIm(V — V) + (k — R)ImV (10.43)
— Q_M e _ e u 62 U
_<2 27 )R(V V)+0(e™) +0(xe") (10.44)

where in the last line we used (I0.32]) and (10.40]). Next,
ImV 206 —ImV  Im(V — V) 0TI 206 —ImV
—~ =a+ - at+ T —

200 — ——=— = 2 =
23 28 28 26

Im (§2 — ImV J 3 u

=a+ m(y ~mV):a_Im~y :a—i2£6%7
23 23 26~ 202
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where in the last step we applied (I0.31) and (I0:33]) and increased the constant C;
in (I0.I5). Using (I0.39), we conclude that

D= \/TX e <1 +0(e™) + 0(A 627“)> +0(e™) + 0(Xe®)

with a positive constant ¢ = ¢(§). By choosing ¢y in ([0.20]) sufficiently large, we
can arrange that all the error terms are small on the interval (—oo,ug;p). Thus the
determinator is positive. We conclude that the invariant region estimate in [21, Propo-
sition 3.5] applies, giving the estimate (I0.19) on the interval (—oo, ug;p).

It remains to consider the interval (ugip, Umin). Since we want to apply again [21]
Proposition 3.5], it is most convenient to take the complex conjugate of the equation.
This corresponds to the replacements

ImV - —-ImV, ImV—-—-ImV, Imy— —Imy, Imj— —Img,....

Then the solution g is again in the upper half plane. The invariant circle is reflected
at the real axis (corresponding to the transformation 8 — —f). The only difference
compared to the above analysis is that the factor Im(V — V) in (I0.41) is now positive,
so that the integral in (I0.41]) is increasing. Therefore, we now choose g = 0, implying
that x > 0. Using the formula for k — R in [2I| Lemma 3.4], the last summand
in (I0:43]) can be estimated by

(k= R) ImV = WoRV V) oyl Ky BV EV) oy
2(6+ k) 2(8+ k) 2(8+ k)
>_w ImVZ—M ImV,
2(8+ k) 23

where in the last line we used the fact that Im V' > 0 (otherwise the solution y would not
have crossed the real axis), and that Re(V — V) is positive according to (I0.39). Thus
we have estimated the determinator by the expression in (I0.44]), making it possible
to proceed just as on the interval (—oo, ug;,) above. Note that, estimating (10.41]) in
the case g = 0 using ([0.40), keeping in mind that o is monotone increasing in view

of (I0.42) and (I0.31]), one sees that
0<rk<c on (—00, Unin) (10.45)

(where ¢ is again a constant which is uniform in w and X in the range (I0.I5]); note
that this inequality is trivial on the interval (—oo,ug;,) where k£ = 0).

In the above arguments we concluded that |21, Proposition 3.5] applies. It follows
that the solution ¢ lies inside the circle with center m = « + i and radius R, with «

as defined in (I0.30) and
U

R+B=B+K, R-B=——. 10.46
f=Ftn =7 (10.46)
Here the function U is given by (see [21, eqns (3.3) and (3.17)],

U:=ReV—-a?—do =Re(V -V)-p5%. (10.47)

Let us analyze what this estimate means for the radius. Combining (10.46]) and (10.47]),
we obtain

. U -
2R-(6+/{)+B+H—(ﬁ+/€)+ o r —B+H§(ﬁ+m)+~7,
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where we used that the summand S++ is non-negative according to (I0.32]) and (I0.25).
Next, we know from ([0.39)) that the term Re(V — V) is uniformly bounded and can
be made arbitrarily small by decreasing 6. Also using that 8 and k are both positive

(see again ([0.32]) and (I0.45])), we conclude that
~ 0
2R< B+ K+ £
g
Applying the estimates (I0.32]) and (I0.45]), we conclude that
)
R§c<1+5> <c(l+czda). (10.48)

The fact that g lies inside the invariant circle gives the inequality Rey > o — R.
Combining this inequality with (I0.48]), we obtain

Rey > (1—CC35)a—c.

We choose 6 so small that cc3d < 1/2. Using (I0.31]) gives the inequality (I0.19). This
concludes the proof of Proposition [0.71

10.4. The Limit w — 0. In the construction of the Jost solution (b = (\b_ in Theo-
rem as well as in all the previous estimates of (b we always assumed that w # 0. We
now analyze the behavior of these Jost solutions in the limit w — 0, coming from the
lower half plane Imw < 0. Before beginning, we point out that if A is sufficiently large,
the asymptotics for small w is obtained immediately by taking the limit w — 0 in the
estimates of Sections and [[0.3l This can be understood directly by analyzing the
WKB conditions: For w = 0, the asymptotics of the potential in (I0.16]) and (I0.I7])
simplifies to

Vin) = 25+ 0(u).

Hence

!/ 1
|V3| 2 <1—|—O(u_1)) and |V—2|:£ <1—|—(9(u_1)) ,
V|2 \/m 4SNP
showing that the WKB conditions are satisfied for large A and u. Combining this
result with the estimates in Section [0.3] one finds that for w = 0 and large A, the
solution <;5 is well-approximated by the WKB solution. Consequently, the behavior for
small w and large A can be described simply by perturbing this WKB solution.

If A is not large, we can use methods and results in [I8]. For self-consistency, we
now restate these results in our setting and outline the proofs.

Lemma 10.10. Setting

g =

(\/1 AN+ 452 + Sakw — 1) : (10.49)

N =

the following limit exists,

li toh =gy . 10.50
w—0, ImluI.JHSO7 w#0 w ¢ @0 ( )
The limit function o is a solution of the Sturm-Liouville equation (64]) for w =0 and
has the asymptotics
(—=4)"TT(20 4 2)
(20)sT(c+1—3s)

lim (u” ngo) - (10.51)

U—00
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Proof. We proceed as in the proof of [I8, Lemma 8.1]. Again working in the 7-
coordinate and writing the radial equation as

2
- %1/)(7") +V(r)v(r)=0, (10.52)
the potential V has the following asymptotics near infinity:
isw + Mw? A+ 82+ 2akw — 2iM sw — 12M? w?
r + r2
(this differs from the potential in [I8, eqn (8.6)] only by the summand (2akw)/r?).
Dropping the error term, the equation (I0.52]) can be solved explicitly in terms of

Whittaker functions. Satisfying the correct asymptotics at infinity (6.10), one obtains
the unique solution

V(r) = —w?—2 + O(r™3) (10.53)

¢(r) =

% (2iw) S H2M T (2iwr)

where the parameters x and p are given by

1
k=5—2iwM and ,uzi\/1+4)\+432+8akw—8iMsw—48M2w2.
For small w, this solution has the asymptotics

e L )T+
o) = 7% (20 T(o+1—s)

with o as in (I0.49). This function obviously satisfies (I0.50) and (I0.51)).
The error term in (I0.53]) can be treated exactly as in the proof of [I8 Lemma 8.1]

by a Jost iteration, taking the solution ¢ as the starting point. O

10.5. Estimates of the Large Angular Modes. Combining the estimates of Sec-
tions [[0.IHI0.4] we obtain the following a-priori estimate:

Proposition 10.11. For any us, > 0, there is a constant C11 > 0 and N € N such
that for alln > N, the kernels of the Green’s functions s,, and of the operator g.,, ([.0))
and ([T7), satisfy for all w € R and all A > C7 the bound

‘e_w“ S (u, u')|, |e_w“ 9w (u, u')| <Ci1, (10.54)

uniformly for all u < Use and —Use < U < Uso.

Before coming to the proof, we point out that the exponential factor e™** compen-

sates for the exponential decay as u — —oo of the fundamental solution (b(u) contained
in g(u,u') (see (1), (TH), (69) and (@.2)). In order to verify that this exponential
factor really controls the asymptotics uniformly in A and w, we need to estimate the
absolute value of the exponential in the WKB solution (I0.I]). This is done in the next
lemma.

Lemma 10.12. There is a constant C4 such that the following estimate holds in the
WKB region (—oo,u®) for all X\ and w in the range ([@3),

/u (—wqclm\/ﬁ> <.

—00
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Proof. We begin with the PC and Airy cases. Then, in view of Lemma [0.1] we know
that (@.6) holds. We again consider the cases (a) and (b) in (@.I9) after each other.
We begin with case (b), where in view of Lemma we must be in the Airy case.
From (@.8)) and ([@.37), we know that on the interval (—oo,u”) the inequalities

e
|IIm V| < |w| and —ReVZe—3|w|%
2
hold. As a consequence, the real part of V' dominates its imaginary part, giving rise

to the expansion
ImV

Im v~V = EEWasrard (1+O(\w]_%)) .

Using the asymptotic form of the potential (I0.I8]), we obtain the expansions

V—V =0Q-— c_l()\—|—l/) e’ (1+O(e’yu))

20
_ _ C1 U -1 U
Rev—V =Re STk ReQ e’ <1—|—(9(w)\ )+ 0(e” ))

ImV =—-2ReQ2 ImQ + ¢ Imue“’“—i—@(ezw)

and thus
B cp e’ cp e’ 1 _1 ”
Im\/—V—ImQ—l—<—2ReQ Iml/+W)\><1+O(w)\ )+ O(|w|73) +0(e? ))
Using the notation ([@.2]), we obtain the estimate
[Tmv| A A
_ VI < A I 2 e
|~ =+ mv=V] 5 ( o +5)ems (14 5) e, (10.55)

where in the last step we used that the function v in (I0.I8) is a linear polynomial
in w. Integrating this inequality, we obtain

ut AN 1 L
/_Oo (—w:FIm\/j) < <1+E>;e7“—.

Applying the first inequality in (9.36]) gives the result.

In case (a), the last estimates apply without changes in the region (—oo, umax—e_%)
away from the maximum of ReV, and the term \/w? in (I0.55) is uniformly bounded
in view of (@2I). On the interval (umax — G_%,uf), on the other hand, we know
from ([@9) that | Re V”| =~ A. Therefore, the WKB inequality for the second derivative
in Proposition implies that |V| 2 \/A/e = |w|/+/€ (where in the last step we used
Lemma[9.6]). Combining this inequality with (0.8]), we see that for sufficiently small ¢,
the real part of the potential again dominates its imaginary part, implying that
| Im V|

V|ReV|

Comparing the inequalities (9.68)) and (0.69) in Lemma[@.I3]and using that Re V/(tyax)
is zero, we find that |Im V (umay)| S 1. Integrating (O.8), we infer the bound

on (umax — G_%,uf) . (10.56)

—w+Im\/—V‘ <14

Tm V()| S 14 |w| |t — tax] -
Moreover, integrating (9.9]), we know that
[ReV|Z A (u— umax)2 )
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Hence

/“L mv] <; . m>
umax_67% V | Re V| ~ umax_67% \/X |’LL - umax| \/X
< ‘ log(umax - UE)’ M
~ \/X \/X 9

which is uniformly bounded in view of (@I1]), (32I)) and ([@3]). This concludes the
proof in case (a).

In the remaining WKB case, we use the following monotonicity argument: We
increase A until Re V (tmax) = —C4 VVA. Then we are in the PC case (see (@.10)), where
the above method applies. When decreasing A, the absolute value of the real part of
the potential increases, whereas its imaginary part remains unchanged. Therefore, the
inequality (I0.50) remains valid, and the integral (I0.57]) decreases. This concludes
the proof. d

L

(10.57)

Proof of Proposition [I0.11]. Let us go through the different cases, beginning with the
parameter range that both |w| and A are large (0.3)): First, according to Proposition [©.4]
on the interval (—oo,uf ) the fundamental solution qﬁ is approximated by the WKB
solution in (I0.]), up to an arbitrarily small error. From Lemma we conclude
that the asymptotics of |¢(u)| is controlled by the exponential e®*, uniformly in A
and w.

We next proceed by analyzing the different cases in (@.I0). In the WKB case,
the WKB approximation applies on the whole interval (—o0, ty,.). Likewise, on the
interval (Umay, 00) also the fundamental solution (b is well-approximated by the WKB
solution. Moreover, the fundamental solutions g and ¢ lie in different half planes

(see (6.9) and (6.I0)). This implies that

ewu

oo (u, )| < o (10.58)

‘sw(u,u') ,
Next, in the parabolic cylinder case, the estimates of Lemmas [I0.1] and [10.4] show
that (T0.58)) again holds. Finally, in the Airy case, the estimates of Lemmas [T0.2], [0.3]
and imply that qS is increasing exponentially in the WKB region with Re V' >
0, whereas ¢ is exponentially decaying in this region. Hence ‘s(u,u’ )| and | g(u, v/ )‘
decay for large A, uniformly in w. This concludes the proof in the parameter range

If w # 0 is in a bounded set and A is large (I0.15]), the estimates in Section [[0.3]show
that qﬁ and ¢ behave again just as described in the Airy case. Moreover, as by rescaling
one can arrange a compact parameter range (as explained after (I0.34])), it is obvious
that the exponential e”®* in ([L0.54)) again controls the behavior as u — —oo uniformly
in all parameters. Finally, in Section [0.4]it is shown that the fundamental solution ¢
as well as the Wronskian are continuous at w = 0 after the rescaling (I0.50]). Moreover,
since the function <i50 is decreasing at infinity (I0.51]), the Wronskian is non-zero in the
limit. This concludes the proof. O

The estimate of Proposition [0.11] gives us uniform control of the large angular
modes:
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Proposition 10.13. For sufficiently large p and all w € R, the following estimate
holds for all u < U,

H( Ren Q, (H—|—3zc) ‘I’o))( )‘ (oo, ¥o)

2(s2) — (n+1)2 (1 + |wl|)?
Proof. Using Proposition [[0.11] similar to (8.3]) we obtain the estimate

H (RW Q¥ (H + 3ic)” %) (u)‘

lw + 310\1’

< Ctiog, Up) (1 +w?) .

L2(S2)

Using the method in (8.0), one can generate factors of 1/A,

H( Ry Q2 (H + 3ic)? %))( )‘

LQ(SQ)
14 w?
(14 [whP A%
where in the last step we used (@.I]). Since the operator 4, involves w at most quadrat-
ically (see (6.3])), we obtain the estimate
1+ w?

m H (R“’" Qn (H + 3ic)” WO)) (“)‘ TR

Choosing p sufficiently large and estimating the eigenvalues A,, from below with the
help of Proposition [A.2] we obtain the result. O

lw + 3zc]p

< C’(uoo, \If(), .Aw\Ifo, . ,Aiq\lfo)

< C(uoo, \Ifo)

LQ(SZ)

Corollary 10.14. For sufficiently large p, the solution of the Cauchy problem for the
Teukolsky equation with initial data V]i—g = Yo € D(H) can be written for any t < 0
as

w - \P
o Z a\O/R e (W+ 3zc (me @ (H + 326) \IIO) dw -

Here the series converges absolutely in the sense that for any € > 0, there is N such
that for allt < 0 and all u < U,

> . e—iwt y .
n;v N </R_m (Run @3 (H +3ic)" W) dw) (u)

Proof. Our starting point is the integral representation (5.12]) in Corollary 5.4l Sep-
arating the resolvent (Theorem [T.I]), we obtain an integral over an infinite sum of
angular modes. Exactly as explained in Lemma [B.1] for the first NV angular modes, for
each angular mode we may deform the integral and move it up to the real axis, with-
out changing the values of the integrals. Applying the estimates of the large angular
modes of Proposition [[0.13], we obtain the result. d

<e.

L2(82?)

11. RULING OoUT RADIANT MODES

In the integral representation of Corollary [[0.14] we know that all integrands are
holomorphic for w in the lower half plane, making it possible to move the contour
arbitrarily close to the real axis. However, our analysis so far does not rule out the
possibility that the integrands might have poles on the real axis. We refer to such
poles as radiant modes. In this section we rule out radiant modes.
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11.1. Ruling out Radiant Modes at w = 0. For w = 0, the potential (6.5)) simplifies
to

V() = AA +83\/T2+a2_<ak—i(r—M)s>2
Ve T ka2 2 + a2

AA aﬁm (r— M)?%s% — a?k? ak (r — M)

= 21 .o (111
s T Erap o e U
In particular, one sees that the imaginary part of V' has a fixed sign,
ak? (r — M)

Lemma 11.1. For every angular mode, the kernels of the Green’s functions s, and
of the operator g,,, (T0)) and (1), are uniformly bounded in a neighborhood of w =0
(here again Imw < 0).

Proof. In view of the continuity results of Theorem and Lemma [I0.10, it remains
to show that choosing w = 0, the Wronskian w(¢, ¢g) (with ¢o as in ([I050)) is non-
zero. Assume conversely that this Wronskian were zero. Then the solutions qg, <i50 are
multiples of each other. Thus there is a non-trivial solution ¢ of the Sturm-Liouville
equation (6.4]) which decays both as u — +o0o. More precisely, this solution decays
exponentially as u — —oo (see (6.9]), keeping in mind that € in (6.8]) has a negative
imaginary part), whereas it decays polynomially as u — oo (see (I0.51))). In particular,
the solution is in L?(R).

In the case k = 0, the potential (IT.1]) is obviously real and positive. As a conse-
quence, the solution ¢ is convex (for details see [16l, Section 5]), contradicting the fact
that it decays as u — +o00. In the remaining case k # 0, we make use of an observation
made previously in [22, Section 9]. Multiplying the differential equation for ¢ by ¢
and integrating, we obtain

B L d2 (*_) ™ d2? - B ™ o
o_/0 ¢<—@+V>¢—/O <—@+V>¢¢—/O V=V)9¢s,

where in (%) we integrated by parts and used the decay properties of ¢ to conclude
that the boundary terms vanish. We thus obtain the relation

/ ImV [¢]*>=0.
0
Using (I1.2)), we conclude that ¢ must vanish identically, a contradiction. O

11.2. A Causality Argument. In the following proposition we show that the sepa-
rated resolvent has no poles on the real axis. The method makes use of finite speed
of propagation and is an improvement of the method first developed for the scalar
wave equation in [I3] Section 7]. We remark that an alternative method for ruling out
radiant modes is given in [4].

Proposition 11.2. For any n € NU {0}, the separated resolvent Ry, ,,, (T.8), is holo-
morphic in the lower half plane {Imw < 0}. Moreover, it is continuous up to the real
azxis, i.e. the limit

R, W = ;1\1% (Rw_ig,n\ll) exists for allw € R.
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Proof. Let wg € R. We want to show that R, , is continuous at wp. In the case wg = 0,
the result follows immediately from Lemma [[T.Jl In the remaining case wy # 0, for
test functions 71,72 € C§°(R) and a real parameter L we set

O (u,¥,p) =mn(u+2L) e~ thw g=2iL Ouwon () (11.3)
2 2 '
P (w) e O (D) | (11.4)

where O, is an eigenfunction of the angular operator A, in the image of QY.

Moreover, we set
(P B 0
vy = ( 0 > and Wiest = <‘I>test> )

Finally, we let ¥, ; be the solution of the Cauchy problem with initial data V7 g = ¥p,.
Then, due to finite propagation speed, it follows that for sufficiently large L, the
functions U4 and Wies have disjoint supports if ¢ € [—L,0]. Hence for any power r € N,

(I)test (U, 197 QO) =

1 0 W r
0= E/_LG ot <(H—w0) \I’tLa\I’test>L2(Rng) dt . (115)
Corollary [0.14] yields the integral representation
(H - wo)T\I/tL
1 oo . s (w _ wo)T .
= —— 1 wt \*Y U/ an/ w (H 3 p\P d
27TZ n'=0 EI\(I% R—ze (w + 3ic)p ( ) Qn ( + ZC) L) w

where the infinite sum over n’ converges absolutely if for any given r € N we choose p
sufficiently large. Using this representation in (I15]) and introducing the short notation

ELw = % (H + 3ic)’ Oy, ,
we obtain
i [° .
0= gl\né - (Ry . Q%) EL7w,\I’test>L2(RX52) 7 /_L e~ ilw—wo)t gy
= etlw—wo)L _ 1 "
- o ;l{% Rie (W—wo)l (R Qi :L’w’\llteSt>L2(R><S2)' (11.6)

Let 0 > 0. According to Corollary [[0.14] we know that for sufficiently large N,

[e.e]

. i(w—wo)L __ 1 v —
S|t [ o (a0 i V) e
n'= -

<3,
I e\0

uniformly for large L. Moreover, using Proposition [[0.13] we may choose wmyax > 2 |wo|

such that
—Wmax Z w— wo _ 1
w =
/ /wmax C(w—wo)L (R Qi “L’“’\IjteSt>L2(RXs2)

again umformly in L. Using these estimates in (I1.6), we conclude that

<4,

N Wmax —1€ ei(w—wo)L -1

' n,z: lim m <Rw,n/ Q:z)/ EL,wa ‘Iftost>L2(R><52)

=0 eNo —Wmax —1€

<20, (11.7)
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AImw

Rew
' . —>

—Wmax wo Wmax

FIGURE 2. The contour I'.

uniformly for large L.
In order to estimate the remaining integrals, we iteratively apply the identity
1
(w + 3ic)?
1 . Ng—
= m Rw,n’ Q:‘L}/ ((H - O.)) + (w + 326)) (H + 3ZC)q !
1 w 1 . \g—1
=—— QY + ——————— R, QY (H 4 3ic)? . 11.8
@ r 31 O T G siga T e Qu (H o 3ic) (11.8)
Using this relation in (IL.7), the first summand in (II.8]) gives rise to integrals of the
form

Rw7n/ Q(,;LJ/ (H + 37:C)q

wmax—ie gilw—wo)l 1 () — wy)"
W, U es .
/—wmax—z‘s (w—wo)L (w+ 3ic)? (@0 VL, Vrest) 2 )

As the integrand is holomorphic in a neighborhood of wg, we may deform the contour
into the upper half plane (keeping the end points fixed) such that |w — wy| > wWmax/2
along the contour. Taking the limit € \, 0, we obtain the integral along a contour I
which joins the points —wpax and wpax and lies in the upper half plane (see Figure [2]).
Then the bounds /@ ~“0)L| < 1 and |w — wp| > Wmax/2 show that the integral tends
to zero in the limit L. — oco. Therefore, for large L only the second summand in (IL.8])
must be taken into account. We conclude that for large L,

Wmax —1€ e'(w—wo)L -1
Z . r w
oilxn% /_wmax—ie o oL @ w0 (Rumw QUL Wrest) 2 gsn)| < 30 (11.9)

(with r as in (IL3)).

We proceed indirectly. Let us assume that the separated resolvents R, ,  have
poles at wg. Since the poles of meromorphic functions are isolated, there is a small
neighborhood of wy on the real axis where the resolvent has no other poles. Moreover,
we may choose n such that the pole of R, , has a pole of order ¢ > 1, and that
for all n’ # n, the separated resolvents R, ,  have a pole of order at most ¢q. By
choosing r = ¢ — 1, we can arrange that the integrand in (IT.9) for n’ = n has a pole
of order one, whereas all the integrands for n’ # n have a pole of order at most one.

For all modes n’ with n’ # n, we can make use of the fact that ¥, is an eigenfunction
of the angular operator A,, in the image of Q¥ (see (IL3]). As a consequence,
Q¥ =0, and thus

‘<Rw,n’ Q:/ \IJL, \I’test>L2(RX52)‘ = |<Rw,n’ (Q:;’ - Q:‘;Q) \Iij \I’test>L2(RX52)‘ .

Next, since wy is real, the angular operator A, is self-adjoint and has simple eigenval-
ues (for details see [22], Section 7]). Therefore, the operator Q¥, — Q. is given linearly
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in (w— wg) by a standard first order perturbation calculation without degeneracies
(see [25]). We thus obtain the estimate

‘<Rw,n/ Q:‘L}/ \I’Ly \IlteSt>L2(]R><5’2)‘ < 0(771777270-)0) |w — WO‘ .

Using this estimate in (I1.9]), the factor |w — wp| has the effect that the integrand is
bounded near w = wp. Due to the factor 1/L in (IL.9]), the corresponding summand
in (I1.9) tends to zero as L — oco. We conclude that for sufficiently large L,

Wmax —1€ ZUJ wo) —1
‘/w el (w—wo)? ! (R Q% \I/L,\I/test>L2(RX52) <45. (11.10)

Thus it remains to analyze the angular mode n: The integrand can be simplified
with the relations

<Rw,n Q?L) \I/La \I’test>L2(RX32

)
= (Q} Ouo.ns @wo,n>L2(SZ)/ du/ dv @ (u) (%wm(u,v)); Dt (v)
— (@ Oun Oudrzsny [ du [ dvBLT0) gu(,0) Duc(0).

where in the last step we used the explicit form of the kernel R, ,, in ([Z9)). Since wy
is real, the angular operator A, is self-adjoint and has no degeneracies. A standard
perturbation argument implies that if |w — wy| is sufficiently small, the operator A, is
diagonalizable. Therefore, the nilpotent matrix A in (7)) vanishes, so that g, = s,
with s, given by (7.6]). We conclude that

<Rw n Q;‘; \Iij \I’tcst>L2(R><S2)

_{on ww(’(bf(‘;)’"W(SQ) < /_ o; B00) b(u) du> ( /_ Z Brest (v) H(v) dv) :

Using this relation in (I1.I0)), the integral can be computed with residues. Since the
Wronskian is assumed to have a zero of order ¢, we obtain

Wmax —1€ ei(w—wo)L -1

. -1 w
b Temer @) Ren Q¥ Vi) pacse)

= (i [~ @@ 6 @) ([ 0a) 90 ) (O Oz

L—oo J_ — 0

i(w—wo)L _ 1 _ q—1
x (—im) Resy, <e w C,UO? > +0(L7).
(W-wo)l w(e, )
Clearly, the residue is non-zero. Moreover, the limit L — oo of the first integral exists
in view of the asymptotics of the fundamental solution (69, as is obvious after a
change of variables,

oo

o - o
/ m (u+2L) e=2L 20U gy — / m(u+2L) S0 2h) gy — / m(7) eS0T dr .
—o —o —0o

By choosing the test functions 7 and 7y in (IT.3]) and (I1.4) appropriately, we can
clearly arrange that this limit as well as the second integral are non-zero. We conclude
that the integral in (IT.I0) has a non-zero limit as € N\, 0. Since 0 can be chosen
arbitrarily small, we obtain a contradiction. This concludes the proof. O
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12. INTEGRAL REPRESENTATION AND PROOF OF DECAY

We now consider the Cauchy problem for the Teukolsky equation (23] with smooth
and compactly supported initial data ¥y = (®|—g, ;Pli—o) € CF(R x S%,C?) (we
always work in the Regge-Wheeler variable u € R (see (Z3])) and the function ® :=
V12 + a? ¢ (see ([2.6)). We decompose the initial data into a Fourier series of azimuthal
modes (cf. (24))),

Uo(u,d, @) Ze_“w\lf (u, ) .
keZ
By linearity, the solution of the Cauchy problem for W, is obtained by solving the
Cauchy problem for each azimuthal mode k and taking the sum of all the resulting
solutions. In the next theorem an integral representation for the solution of each
azimuthal mode is given, and it is shown that the solution decays pointwise.

Theorem 12.1. For any k € Z/2, there is a parameter p > 0 such that for any t < 0,
the solution of the Cauchy problem for the Teukolsky equation with initial data

Ulmg = e *e 0™ 9)  with O e CPR x 5%,C2)
has the integral representation
U(t,u,d, 4,0)

—twt

e - o P (k)
WZ/ @i (Bon @2 +310)" () (u,0) de

Moreover, the integrals in ([I2.1)) all exist in the Lebesgue sense. Furthermore, for
every € > 0 and us € R, there is N such that for all u < uo,
dw < €. (12.2)

Z / ' 12(52)

Proof. Starting from the result of Corollary [0.14], we apply Proposition [[T.2] to move
the contour up to the real axis. O

(12.1)

(R @ ( + 3ic) w{) (u)

w+3w

Corollary 12.2. For every k € 7Z/2, the solution of the Cauchy problem for the
Teukolsky equation with initial data ¥|i—g = \I’(k) € D(H) decays pointwise, i.e.

lim W(t,u,9,0) =0 in L% (R x S?).

t——o00
Proof. Given € > 0, we choose N such that (IZ2) holds. For each of the angu-
lar modes n = 0,...,N — 1, the Riemann-Lebesgue lemma gives pointwise decay

as t — —oo, locally uniformly in the spatial variables. We conclude that ¥(t) decays
in leo (RxS 2 C?). Differentiating the equation with respect to t, we conclude that all

time derivatives 9f ¥(t) decay in L2 (R x S?,C?). Using the Teukolsky equation (3.2)
and applying the Sobolev embedding theorem, we obtain pointwise decay in LS. [

For clarity, we point out that, applying the Teukolsky-Starobinsky identities (see
for example [0]), one also gets decay of all other components of the spin s wave.
Applying the above corollary to the lowest component of the spin wave with reversed
time direction, one also gets decay of the Teukolsky solution ¥ in the limit t — +oc.
In the case s = 2 of gravitational waves, the corresponding metric perturbations can
be constructed as explained in [26].
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13. CONCLUDING REMARKS

We close with a few remarks. We first point out that the integral representation of
Theorem [I2.T] opens the door to a detailed analysis of the dynamics of the Teukolsky
waves. In particular, one can study decay rates (similar as worked out for massive Dirac
waves in [I3]) and derive uniform energy estimates outside the ergosphere (similar as
for scalar waves in [I7]). Moreover, using the methods in [I5], one could analyze
superradiance phenomena for wave packets in the time-dependent setting.

We finally comment on the limitations of our methods. First, we do not aim for
minimal regularity assumptions on the initial data, and we do not analyze decay in
weighted Sobolev spaces. Also, we do not study to which extent our estimates are
uniform in the support of the initial data. Moreover, we do not consider whether our
estimates are uniform in the azimuthal separation constant k, and we do not analyze
the convergence and decay properties of the infinite series of azimuthal modes. Indeed,
the analysis of the infinite sum of azimuthal modes is closely related to the analysis
of optimal regularity. Namely, for smooth initial data, the coefficients of the Fourier
series (1)) clearly decay rapidly in k, so that the convergence of the k-series is not
an issue. The question of whether this rapid decay in k also holds for later times is
intimately linked to the question of whether the regularity of the solution (as quantified
by suitable weighted Sobolev norms) is preserved under the time evolution. As just
mentioned, such regularity questions are not addressed in this paper. In order to
attack these important open problems, it seems a promising strategy to us to combine
our methods and results with techniques of microlocal analysis as used in [24] to study
the high frequency behavior in the related Kerr-De Sitter geometry.

Clearly, the next challenge is to prove nonlinear stability of the Kerr geometry.
This will make it necessary to refine our results on the linear problem, in particular
by deriving weighted Sobolev estimates and by analyzing the k-dependence of our
estimates.

APPENDIX A. SOME ESTIMATES OF THE ANGULAR EIGENVALUES

As in [22, Section 2] we rewrite the angular equation in (6.I]) as the eigenvalue
equation

Ho=2p, (A1)
where H has the form of a one-dimensional Hamiltonian

d2
H=—+W
du2+

with the complex potential

1 cos? 1 1
W:__%__+#(Qsm2u+k—scosu)2
4 sin“u 2 sin“u

=

4/ sin“u
Ccos U

sin? u

1 1
=0 sin2u+<k2+32——> 3 + 20k — §2

—25Q cosu — 2sk (A.2)

and u =19, Q= —aw.
We begin with estimates for real 2. Then, as explained in detail in [22], Sections 5
and 7], the Hamiltonian has non-degenerate eigenvalues \g < A; < ---.
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Lemma A.1. There is a constant ¢ > 0 such that
1
An > = (1+1]9)) for allQ e R.
c

Proof. 1t clearly suffices to prove the inequality for the lowest eigenvalues A\g. In the
formulation as an eigenvalue equation for the partial differential operator on the sphere
(see [22 eqn (1.1)]), the angular operator is a sum of two positive operators. Hence
its spectrum is clearly non-negative, so that Ay > 0. Assume that the statement of
the lemma is false. Then there is a sequence (Q%)seny with |Qf] — oo, so that the
corresponding eigenvalues )\é satisfy the relation

A

€]
Let us derive a contradiction. Due to the summand Q2 sin? u, the potential is positive
except possibly at a neighborhood of © = 0 or . Near the pole at u = 0, the potential
has the asymptotic form (see [22, eqn (11.18)]),

—0.

A
V(u) = 2 + Q2w — 250 — p+ O(|Q|u2) + O(|Q|2u4)
1

A:(1<;—s)2—Z

1
u:AO—ZQk+32+Z.

Introducing the new variable @ = /|Q| u, the eigenvalue equation (AT]) becomes

d2
( 72 +V(a )> =0
with the new potential

- A 2s8Q+4p o, <2> <u4>
V=0 -——5—+tu+0 +0
@ |€2] €

1 (k—s)? 5 Ao a? at 1
=t + 2k — -= —
4@2—1- = (k—s)+u |Q|—|—O 9] Q) +0 9]

where the plus and minus signs correspond to the cases 2 > 0 and Q < 0, respectively.
Hence the potential can be regarded as a perturbation of the potential

~ 1 (k — s)?
Vasy ::_4 2+7

For this potential, the fundamental solution with the same asymptotics as <;5 is given
explicitly in terms of generalized Laguerre polynomials (see [29, §18.8.1]),

= +2(k —s) +@>.

a2
Gy () = ce s a0 L2 ()

2
Considering the asymptotics for large @, one sees that this function is strictly monotone
increasing for large 4. A perturbation argument shows that the same is true for the
eigenfunction ¢ if ¢ is sufficiently large (this perturbation argument could be carried
out in a straightforward way for example by performing a Jost iteration, taking @asy
as the unperturbed solution; for details see [13, Section 3] or [9]). This implies that
for any sufficiently large ¢ and sufficiently large [Q],

(b/‘ﬁ:c >0.
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Repeating the above argument at the pole at u = —m, we conclude the the eigen-
function ¢ has the properties that for any sufficiently large ¢ and sufficiently large ||,

¢,(6|Q|_%) >0 and ¢/(W—C|Q|_%) <0.

Moreover, the potential is positive on the interval (c |Q|_% ,T—C |Q|_% ), implying that ¢
is convex on this interval (see for example [16 Section 5]). This is a contradiction. [

Proposition A.2. There is a constant ¢ such that the eigenvalues A\, satisfy the
inequalities

(n+1)?

. <A\ <c|Q](n+1)? for alln e NU{0} and Q € R. (A.3)

Proof. We shall apply [22], Corollary 7.6], which states that if for given )\, we choose
two intervals I, Ir C (0,7) such that potential V' is non-negative on the complement
of these intervals, and if we choose any two solutions ¢ and ¥ of the Riccati equation
on the intervals I}, respectively Iz which lie in the upper half plane {Imy > 0}, then

m(n—15) < / Imy’—i—/ Imy < 7(n+2).
1L In

We choose the intervals as I; = (O,min(ui,umax)) and Ip = (max(uf,umax),w)

(with ui/ f and .y as introduced in [22] Section 10.1]). Then obviously ReV > 0 on
the complement of these intervals.

Thus our task is to estimate the integral of Im ¢ over the interval I, (and similarly
the integral of Im ¢ over I). Here we want to use the results of the detailed estimates
of the Riccati solutions near the poles and in the WKB and Airy regions carried out
in [20] 21} 22]. These estimates apply in the parameter range (see [22, Section 10.1],
keeping in mind that now the potential is real)

’Q‘ > Gy (A-4)
2> es)0). (A.5)

Let us argue why we may restrict attention to this parameter range. First, for { in
a compact set, the inequalities (A.3)) follow immediately from a continuity argument
and Weyl’s asymptotics (see [22] Section 7.3]). Therefore, we may restrict attention to
large ||, (A.4). Next, for proving the upper bound in (A:3), it is clearly no restriction
to assume that (A.5]) holds. For the lower bound, we can argue as follows: Given N €
N, for the first N eigenvalues, the lower bound in (A.3) follows immediately from
Lemma [AJ]l On the other hand, by choosing N sufficiently large, we can apply [22]
Proposition 7.7] to conclude that

An > C5 |9 forallm > N .

Therefore, we may indeed restrict attention to the parameter range (A4) and (A5).
The detailed estimates of the Riccati solutions near the poles and in the WKB and
Airy regions carried out in [20] 21], 22] show that

L L
1 Uy Uy
—/ \/—Vg/ Imgjﬁ@/ V-V,
¢ uZL I, uZL

where uﬁ and ul are the boundaries of the WKB region as introduced in [22 Sec-
tion 10.1] (and similarly for the integral of Imgy over Ir). Thus it remains to estimate
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the integral of v/—V. In order to get upper bounds, we restrict attention to the inter-
val (ug, up) near the pole, where (see [22] eqns (10.8), (11.12) and (11.19)])

Gy 1 1 3
Uy = and up=A1|Q724+0(|Q72).
On this interval, the potential can be estimated by (see [22, eqns (11.14) and (11.18)])
¢ 3 A
<—__22<_Z
Vi ss-7 =73

where in the last step we increased the constant €. Hence

nz/:ﬁzﬁ(uo—w)z<ﬁ> .

N

9]
We thus obtain the estimate
M S 19007,
proving the upper bound in (A.3)).

In order to obtain simple lower bounds for the eigenvalues, we make use of the fact
that away from the pole region, the potential is bounded by

V] o 2 -

uQ,mT
Hence
Ur uo Ur )\n %
nﬁ/ \/—V:/ \/—V—I—/ V-V |—=] +VvV,
Uy Uy uo
€
giving rise to the estimate
An =02
This concludes the proof. O

Lemma A.3. For any given c¢1 > 0, we let U C C be the region
ImQ| < ¢, Q] > €y . (A.6)

Then for any n € NU {0}, there is a constant ¢ = c¢(n,c1,C4) > 0 such all spectral
points \ of the angular operator A, restricted to the image of the operator Q% are in
the range

Q

u < Al < el forall Qe U . (A7)

c
Proof. Tf Q is real, the inequalities ([A.7) were already derived in Lemma [A.1] and
Proposition [AL2l In order to extend these results to complex €2, similar as in [22]
Section 16] we consider the homotopy

W, =7WI[Q]+ (1 —71)W[ReQ] (A.8)

with 7 € [0,1] (where the argument in the square brackets is the respective value for
the parameter Q in (A.2))) Then for 7 = 0, the potential W is real, and the results of
Lemma [A. 1] and Proposition [A.2] apply.

In [22, Section 16] a similar homotopy was considered, and the eigenvalues were
traced in detail. However, as we will become clear below, these estimates are not good
enough for getting the lower bound in (A.6]) for the first N spectral points, making it
necessary to slightly refine the method. In preparation, we now explain an alternative
method for tracking the eigenvalues. Apart from giving a different point of view, this
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method has the advantage that it can be refined to get the required control of the
first IV spectral points.

For families of self-adjoint operators, the change of the eigenvalues can be estimated
in terms of the sup-norm of the perturbation, i.e. (see for example [25])

[Ax| < AW (A.9)

This inequality is not necessarily true for non-selfadjoint operators. But it holds in
our setting up to a uniform constant, if we make use of the fact that the spectral
operators Q¥ are uniformly bounded (7.3)). In order to make the argument precise, we
first consider a non-degenerate eigenspace, in which case the eigenvalue A, (7) depends
smoothly on 7. Differentiating the eigenvalue equation

(H(T) — )\n(T)) On(T) =0
with respect to 7, we obtain

(where we omitted the argument 7, and the dot denotes the 7-derivative). Multiplying
by @)%, the left side vanishes, and thus

Taking the norm and using (73], we obtain the estimate
il < ] = 2 175 (A1)

Integrating this inequality, we obtain ([(A.9]), up to the constant co,
|AN| < o [|[AW]). (A.12)

In the general case with degeneracies, the situation is more involved, because the
eigenvalues no longer depend smoothly on 7. But the spectrum is still continuous
in 7. Moreover, the eigenvalues depend smoothly on 7 except at the points where
degeneracies form and the dimensions of the invariant subspaces change. Therefore,
the inequality (A.IT]) shows that the total variation of the change of the spectral points
can be estimated by a constant times [|AW].

Using the assumption (AL6]) in (A.2), one sees that for our homotopy (A.S)),

[AW]| = [W1 — Wo|l < (€]
Using this inequality in (A.12]), we obtain
Ml — An[Re Q]| < 1. (A.13)

Combining this estimate with the upper bound in ([A.3]), we obtain the upper bound
in (A7). Moreover, the lower bound in (A.3)) gives the lower bound in (A7), but only
if n is sufficiently large and || is not too large.

In order to derive the lower bound in (A.3]), we make use of the fact that for large |,
the eigenfunction is localized mainly near the poles, where the imaginary part of W is
bounded uniformly in |©2|. This is made precise by the following estimate: We choose
a test function n € C*°((0, 7)) taking values in the interval [0, 1] with the properties

suppn C |Q|_%,7T - |Q|_% and =1. (A.14)

) 2102, 7—2]0| 2]
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Clearly, n can be chosen such that supyg - In"| < |Q]. Integrating by parts, we obtain
2 [CuReviofdu= [T (50" + 7o) du= [ (w167 ~nl¢) du.
giving rise to the inequality
[ eV Iof? du s 191 ol
Using (A2)) as well as the upper bound in (A7), we conclude that
Re () [ lof sin udu < 19 0] (A15)

(note that, in view of (A.14), the summands with poles in ([(A.2]) are pointwise bounded
on the support of by a constant times |2|). Moreover, using that the function sinu
has zeros at 4 = 0 and v = 7, we also have

Re (sﬂ/o (1 =) [ sin®wdu < |9 |67 -

Adding this estimate to (A.I5]), we obtain the inequality

0 2
/ 9|2 sin® u du < ”(‘b{HZILZ . (A.16)
0

We now multiply our flow equation (A.I0) by ¢,, and integrate. Omitting the index n
of the wave function ¢, this gives the estimate

AnlllollLe < (@) [|[Wrol| 2 - (A.17)
Next, we estimate the last factor as follows,
Il = [ [ 68 < Wl [ 30 o2 o f0 1762
Again using the explicit form of the potential (A.2]), one sees that
!WT —2i2 Im ) sin2u‘ <1.
We thus obtain
. ™ (&I
1761 <1920 W0lEa + 10 | sintulof au X 10 oI
Using this inequality in (A7), we get
M| S ViQI|@2I < Vial,
where in the last step we again used (Z.3]). We thus obtain the following improvement
of (A.13),
Al — Au[Re Q]| < V]

Combining this estimate with the result of Lemma[A ] gives the lower bound in (A7).
This concludes the proof. O
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