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Asymptotic blow-up for a class of semilinear wave equations on
extremal Reissner—Nordstrom spacetimes

Y. Angelopoulos, S. Aretakis, and D. Gajic

July 23, 2022

Abstract

We prove small data global existence for a class of semilinear wave equations satisfying the
null condition on extremal Reissner-Nordstrom black hole backgrounds with nonlinear terms
that degenerate at the event horizon. We impose no symmetry assumptions. The study of
such equations is motivated by their covariance properties under the Couch—Torrence conformal
isometry. We show decay, non-decay and asymptotic blow-up results analogous to those in the
linear case.
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1 Introduction

We consider equations of the following form:

{ Oyt = VD - A()g™? - Dat - g0,

¢|§O =ef, n§0¢|§0 =g,

(1.1)

where g = —Ddt? + D7 dr? + r?vyg with D = (T’_M )2 is the metric of the extremal Reissner—

T
Nordstrom spacetime and [, is the d’Alembertian operator with respect to the metric g. Fur-

thermore, 3o is a spacelike hypersurface in the domain of outer communications of the spacetimes
that crosses the event horizon. We assume that A is a function that depends on both v and the
spacetime metric and it is bounded along with its derivatives, i.e.

|A®)| < ay, for all k € N.

These equations are typical nonlinear wave equations satisfying the null condition, but they have an
additional /D weight that degenerates at the event horizon of the extremal Reissner-Nordstrom
black hole spacetimes. They arise naturally when studying the transformation of nonlinear wave
equations satisfying null condition (introduced by Klainerman in [19]) in the far-away region under
the Couch-Torrence conformal isometry, which was introduced in [15]. See Section 3 for more
details.

We study the problem of global well-posedness for small and smooth data for equations of the
form (1.1). The present paper sets the stage for addressing the more challenging problem of proving
small data global well-posedness for classical nonlinear wave equations satisfying the null condition
without the additional v D weight. The latter problem is studied in our upcoming [4]. Our work
is motivated by the stability problem for extremal black holes.

2 Linear and nonlinear waves on extremal Reissner—Nordstrom
spacetimes

The Reissner—Nordstrom family of metrics is the unique 2-parameter family of spherically symmet-
ric and asymptotically flat solutions to the Einstein—-Maxwell equations. The two parameters are
(e, M) where —M < e < M denotes the electromagnetic charge and M > 0 denotes the mass of
the spacetime. The metric is given by:

g = —Ddt?> + D7 dr? + r?ye,
with t € R, r € (M, 00) and g2 the standard metric on the round unit 2-sphere, where

2M  é?
D=1-"4+%.
r r
In ingoing Eddington—Finkelstein coordinates (that we will use throughout this article) the metric
can be expressed as:
g = —Ddv* 4 2dvdr + r*yg

for v =t + r* where CZ"—; = % and we can take r € [M,00). We will denote from now on T' = 9,

and Y = 9, in the ingoing Eddington—Finkelstein coordinate system.
Extremal Reissner—Nordstrom solutions make up a 1-parameter subfamily of Reissner—Nordstrém
satisfying |e| = M. In the extremal case we can compute that on the event horizon H* = {r = M}



where T is Killing, null and tangential (hence there exists some smooth function  called surface
. / _ 2 .
gravity such that VT, = xT|,4) we have that VoT'|,+ = %T e 0,as D = (ﬂ) . Soin

r
the |e| = M case, the event horizon is a degenerate horizon (as its surface gravity vanishes), which
is a geometric defining property of extremal black hole spacetimes.

We note here that on extremal Reissner—Nordstrom spacetimes we will work with the spacelike-
null foliation ¥, that covers the the domain of outer communications {r > M}, which is defined
as Xy = S; UN; for S; = {t* = 7} N {r < Ry} for some large enough Ry > 2M (note that the
photon sphere is situated at r = 2M) and for t* = v —r, and N, = {u = ur,v Z v} N {r > Ry}
for u=t—r* and v =t +r* (where (u,v) are Eddington-Finkelstein double null coordinates, that
we will use occasionally), and with the spacelike foliation of the domain of outer communications
Y, = {t* = 7} in the case of the local theory.

In the works [6] and [7] of the second author, several instability results were proved for the linear
wave equation on extremal Reissner—Nordstrom spacetimes. Specifically, it was shown that there
are conservation laws on the event horizon which imply non-decay results for first-order derivatives
and blow-up (asymptotically along H™) for higher derivatives. A general theory of conservation
laws on null hypersurfaces was presented in [12] and [9].

Additionally, [11] illustrates how these instabilities can be used to prove finite time blow-up on
HTt for a certain class of semilinear wave equations (it should be noted that in the subextremal
case, the nonlinear wave equations of the type studied in [11] do not exhibit any type of blow-up
for small data).

In [2], the first author showed that if the nonlinearity satisfies the so called null condition and
the initial data are spherically symmetric, then there is no finite time blow-up for small data, yet
on HT there exists a quantity that is almost conserved (so in particular there is no decay for the
derivative Y9, which is transversal to the horizon). As a consequence, it was shown that all the
asymptotic blow-up phenomena from the linear case do occur. A major difficulty in all nonlinear
applications arises from the fact that close to the horizon one is forced to work with energies with
degenerate weights, since as it was shown in [5], the integrated energy without any degenerate
weights on the horizon generically blows up.

The precise influence of conservation laws along the event horizon on the late-time asymp-
totics of fixed frequency solutions to the linear wave equation in extremal Reissner—Nordstréom was
investigated numerically in [20]; see also the related heuristics in [25, 27].

Decay estimates and conservations laws have also been obtained in extremal Kerr for axisym-
metric solutions to the linear wave equation [8, 12, 10]. See also [21, 23] for generalisations of the
above conservation laws along the event horizon to higher-spin equations and higher-dimensional
spacetimes, respectively.

Precise late-time asymptotics and decay estimates for the linear wave equation in the domain of
outer communication of extremal Reissner—Nordstrom and Kerr play an important role in the study
of the regularity and boundedness properties for the linear wave equation in the corresponding
black hole interior regions, as was shown by the third author in [18, 17]. Regularity properties
in extremal black hole interiors were first investigated numerically in [24] in the context of the
nonlinear spherically symmetric Einstein—-Maxwell-scalar field system of equations.

3 Motivation for our model

By considering equations of the form (1.1), we are incorporating a degeneracy at the event horizon
into our nonlinearity. As we will see below, the leading-order terms in the nonlinearity remain
covariant under a conformal isometry that is special to extremal Reissner—Nordstrom: the Couch—



Torrence conformal isometry. This discrete conformal isometry, denoted by ®, is given in (¢,7,6, )
coordinates by the transformation

@ ; M?
(t,r,0,0) = <t77” —M+7T_M797¢>7

and in ingoing Eddington—Finkelstein coordinates

@ ) M?
(v,7,0,0) — (u—v,r —M—Fmﬁ,qﬁ) ,
so in particular, H* is mapped to ZT and vice versa (where Zt = {(u,o0)} denotes future null
infinity). This conformal isometry was introduced in [15] and further explored in the context of the
linear wave equation in [20, 13, 25, 27].

In [14] the authors used this transformation in order to study the Yang-Mills equation within
spherical symmetry on an extremal Reissner—Nordstrom background. Note that the Yang—Mills
equation is conformally invariant. Here we pose a more general problem: consider a nonlinear
wave equation that satisfies the classical null condition at the infinity of an asymptotically flat
spacetime, what is the equation that we get after applying the transformation, close to the horizon
of an extremal Reissner—Nordstrom spacetime?

A simple computation shows that the equation

Oyt = g% - Oat> - 99,
close to ZT (i.e. for r > R, with R > 0 sufficiently large), roughly corresponds to the equation
Ogtb = VD - g% - 9at) - I,
close to HT, and vice versa. More specifically after setting

0_ M _r—M
=M M

for v’ the radial variable near infinity, and r the radial variable close to H™, due to the fact the
extremal Reissner—Nordstrom spacetime has vanishing scalar curvature, we have that for a wave
1o near null infinity, we obtain another wave near the horizon ¢; = Qo through ® by the
equation

ngqzz)f = Q_3Dgo¢07 (31)

where g7, go is the metric close to the horizon and infinity respectively, which are related by
91 = Qgo.

Note that in ingoing Eddington-Finkelstein coordinates, gr has the standard form g; = —Ddv? +
2dvdr + r?yg2 and go has the form go = —Ddu? — 2dudr’ + (r')*qs2 where (u,r,0,¢) are called
outgoing Eddington—Finkelstein coordinates. If 1o solves a nonlinear wave equation where the
nonlinearity satisfies the standard null condition, we then have from (3.1) that ¢ satisfies the
following equation

) 2 2D VD
Ogrtor = Q- g)" - Outbr - Obr + o7 - Tobr b1 + 57 - Yobr - br — S o7 (3:2)



Since we have that Q = "MM ,and VD = T_T,M , we can easily see that up to some extra terms (that
present no additional difficulties for small data global well-posedness questions), equation (3.2) is
of the same form as (1.1), demonstrating therefore the covariance of (1.1).

This explains on a heuristic level why the analysis of nonlinear wave equations satisfying the null
condition without any weights on the horizon cannot be performed using solely classical methods

as the following difficulties have to be dealt with:

e The null condition has to be exploited not only at infinity but also at the horizon, where we
also need a combination of energy estimates and of L! estimates provided by the method of
characteristics (as it was done in [2]).

e Without the assumption of spherical symmetry (as in the upcoming [4]) we need extra decay
at the linear level (see the upcoming [3]). Moreover we need to separate the wave into its
spherically symmetric part and its non-spherically symmetric part, with a different analysis
for each case.

e Some of the above additional difficulties of the analysis cannot be removed if we increase
the degree of the nonlinearity (see [1] where nonlinear wave equations were studied with
nonlinearities of quartic degree satisfying the null condition and without any weights on the
horizon).

Remark 1. It is also interesting to perform a computation similar to the derivation of (3.2) but
in the opposite direction. Let us consider a wave ¢y that satisfies a nonlinear wave equation with
the classical null condition close to the horizon. Since ® = ®~!, we now set

M r'— M

0 = =
r—M M

and we relate again the metric g7 close to the horizon to the metric go close to infinity by
go = Qg;.
The new wave o = Q197 now can be seen to satisfy the equation
Ogoto = Q30,01 =
!

, P 2D - M
Ogot0 = Q- 95 - Outbo - utbo — Mﬁuwo o — ﬁ&ﬂbo o — Wﬂ%-
(3.3)

When we performed the opposite transformation and arrived at equation (3.2), we were interested in
identifying the extra factor of » — M in front of the nonlinearity. In equation (3.3) we are interested
in identifying the decay with respect to powers of r’ of the nonlinearity. With the classical null
condition we expect the following behaviour in 7’ (using the estimates provided by the linear theory)

v 1
gg '@ﬂ!)o -~ 0o ~ W

This can be seen more clearly after writing the null form in terms of o = 7’1o instead of 9o
where we have that

v 1
96 0o - o =

2
D- (&«wpo)z—W@qu - Oo + W\Vs@o\Q
2D 2 D
+ W&ﬂpo “wo + W&Mo “ Yo — W‘Pé

1
(7")2

5



By the following expected behaviour in v’ towards infinity: ¢o ~ 1, dypo ~ 1 and 9o ~ ﬁg,

we can see that the term that imposes the 7})3 decay for the classical null condition is the term

N~

W&Lsﬁo * PO-

The rest are of the order G )4 and better.

Using the asymptotics of the classical null condition described above, since 2 = ’J]T/[M ~ 1’ close

to infinity, the nonlinearity of (3.3) seems at first glance to be of order ﬁ

However, after rewriting the nonlinearity in terms of 900 we notice that

Q- g -0u0 - 5u¢0——5u¢0 200—2— OrYo - Yo —

Z%D'(&wof - (ig; 0uP0 - 00 + 5 o ) S |Yeol?

+ 22 (00 1) (2 2 N\, (2D, 2> oM
(7") M PO * PO (7"/)3 M(r’)2 uwPO * PO (,r./)4 M(,r./)3 (7"/)4 ¥o-

Again the term that seems to impose worst decay of order ﬁg is the one involving the term

<>2 S

Ou®0o - o, but now we notice that

2Q) 2 5 B 2 5

(7"/)3 M(’I"/)2 u()DO ()OO - (7"/)3 U(JDO ()007
so we can conclude that the nonlinearity of equation (3.3) should in fact be of order , —r=, which is
consistent with the observation above in the case where the nonlinearity satisfies the standard null

condition. Still though, there is the diﬁerence that in the nonlinearity of (3.3) many terms that
in the classical null form are of order G ,)4 are now of order G })3 and this poses several difficulties

in dealing with questions of small data global well-posedness with equations of the form (3.3) on a
spherically symmetric and asymptotically flat spacetime. Such equations, along with more general
nonlinear wave equations where the nonlinearity satisfies the null condition but carries also growing
weights in the radial variable will be investigated in future work.

4 The main theorem

The main results of this article are summarized in the following theorem.

Theorem 1 (Main theorem). There exists an € > 0 such that if 0 < €' < e, then for all compactly
supported data (€' f,€'g) on a spacelike hypersurface Yo that crosses the event horizon and that ends
at spacelike infinity that is of size € in the sense that

H(E faEQHHs(EO)XHs 1(20) Eye,
for some s > 20, s € N, and for Ey defined by

Bo = /S (@ T19)? + @ TV 9)? + 19" TV ) dﬁgs]

k<5,1<4 [

+ Z |:/SO < Qle+1Y1[))2 + (Qley2w)2 + |QleWY¢|2) d/flg,g:|

k<5,1<2

b X | (@ ep @y + 00 di |

k<5,1<4



there exists a unique global solution 1 of (1.1) that is in H¥(S;) x HSY(S,) for any T > 0 in the
domain of outer communications up to and including the event horizon of an extremal Reissner—
Nordstrom spacetime.

The solution has the following asymptotic behaviour.

1) (Decay estimates). For any T > 0 we have that

vV E(]E’ vV E(]E,

91| oo Wa [V oo (2 W,
1T oo s,y S RESLEk VDY 9| oo (s, m

2) (Asymptotic instabilities on H™ ). On the event horizon H* the quantity

/82 (W(m = M)+ %w(v,r — M)) dw

is conserved, while if initially we have that

1/1( )dw>0and/Yw( M) dw > 0,

then we observe the following asymptotic blow-up phenomenon

YEyp(v,r = M) dw 2=2% oo for all k > 2 along H.
SQ

Several comments are in order.

1. As in [2], we only use the hierarchy of energy estimates provided by [6] and [7] (which in our
situation gives us only the weak pointwise decay of order ﬂ% close to the horizon which presents
an additional difficulty in our analysis) combined with the rP-weighted method at infinity as in
[28], with the minor refinement that we are able to close all estimates for p = 2 without any « loss,
after closing an extra bootstrap assumption.

2. We commute 5 times with angular derivatives (something that is standard), and four times
in total with respect to T" and Y derivatives (where the number of commutations of Y is always
restricted to 1). The four commutations with the 7" derivatives take place in order to take care
of the trapping effect at the photon sphere. As it is standard in such situations (see [22]), the
top-order energy is allowed to grow, although in our case this is even more complicated as there are
different decay rates within the terms of the form 7% due to the use of the T'— P — N hierarchy
of degenerate energy estimates (see the next section for details on this hierarchy). The consistency
of the all the energy decay statements depends crucially on Step 1. and our ability to close certain
bootstrap estimates for p = 2.

3. The most problematic commutation is with Y. The upshot in our situation is that the
continuation criterion involves the global boundedness only of v/D - Y4 and not of Y1) itself (for
which we have no estimates). We are able to deal with VD - Y only through the use of some new
degenerate weighted energy estimates, and without relying on the method of characteristics (as it
was done [2] and [1], and as it will be done in the upcoming [4]).

Remark 2. As our continuation criterion involves only v/D - Y1), we believe that our method
carries over to the study of axisymmetric solutions of nonlinear wave equation of the form (1.1)
on extremal Kerr backgrounds. Note that on an extremal Kerr spacetime the boundedness of Y
itself is not even known for linear waves.



5 Energy estimates

In this section as well as in the one that follows we prove certain L? estimates for solutions of the
following inhomogeneous wave equation

Og¢ = F. (5.1)
For future reference we define the following regions for any given 7y, 79 with 7 < 79
A2 =R(m,72) N{M < r <rg < 2M}, (5.2)
for some fixed rg, and
CP =R(r,72) N{M <2M — 6 <r < 2M + 6}, (5.3)

for some § > 0 which is sufficiently small. The volume forms that we will use are the ones that are
naturally induced from g, we just note that between two N, and N, hypersurfaces we have that
the volume form is Dr2dwdvdu for v between VR, and infinity, and u between u,, and ur,.

We present here the T'— P — N hierarchy for 1. Recall that T is a Killing vector field, while
the P and N vector fields were first introduced in [7] and [6], and they have the form

N ~T —Y close to H" and N ~ T away from H™,

P~T—+vD-Y close to H' and P ~ T away from H*.

For the energy momentum tensor of the wave equation

1
T [Y] = a,u¢ “ O — §g,uu -0 - O
we define the energy current for a vector field V' by
J;‘l,/ [1/}] = Tuu[w] ’ Vyy
and we can compute its divergence as follows
Div(JV[]) = KV [¢] + Y [¢] where KV [¢] = Ty [¢] - (VAV)” and £V [y] = Oy¢ - Vap.

We now recall here that for 7' we have Jg[w]n% ~ (TY)? + D(Y)? + |Ve|? and KT[¢)] =0 (as T
is Killing), while for P and N we have the following estimates close to the horizon

TY Wk ~ (TY)? + VDY) + [Vo?, TN [Wnk ~ (T9)? + (Y¥)? + Y92, (54)
KP[] ~ J7 [Ind ~ (T9)? + DY )2 + V92, KN[W] ~ JF [Ink ~ (T9)? + VDY) + |V,

Let us also recall the standard Hardy inequality (see [6] for a proof) in extremal Reissner—
Nordstréom spacetimes given by

1 . o
| i 5 [T i, (55)

which holds for any function f that decays fast enough towards infinity. We state here energy
estimates that come from these 3 vector fields combined with integrated energy estimates for a
bounded region in r that passes over the photon sphere.

First we state the Morawetz estimate that implies a boundedness estimate for the degenerate
energy.



Proposition 2 (Morawetz and degenerate energy estimate). Let ¢ be a solution of (5.1).
Then for all 71, To with 71 < T2 and any n > 0 we have that

(QleTw)2 D5/2 . (QleYw)z \/EIQleVdJP i -
)c 7*1+77 7«1"1‘77 + r IR ~Ro

L ﬁm%%ww%+/ X2

o R(T1,7m2) n

SRo /
=,

(5.6)
T2 T2
JﬂMﬂmM@ﬂ+/‘/ mW@V@%+/)/ QR R 2 dfi g, +
T1 7! T1 s

1
f/|WW“ﬂ%%f%sw / QT F P djigy,,
C:——% T’G[Tl,TQ] ET/OC:——%
for any k € N, [ € N, where C was defined in (5.3), and where X(c2)e 18 a smooth function that is

equal to 1 on the complement of C and 0 around the photon sphere.

Proof. We will show the proof for the case of k¥ = 0 and [ = 0 (nothing changes in all the other
cases due to the fact that both 7" and 2 commute with ).
First from Theorem 1 of [6] we have that

T1/1)2 D2(Y1/1)2 \lez . . .
\/D<( + + dp 5/ JEpIntdfig,+ sup / F2dfig,. +
/72(7’1,7’2)\(37-% it it r " o 1Y) i) szch’ iy,
(5.7)

+ [ IrFPdige + [ P Tuldig + [ PP
cr? R(71,72)\Cr?

n T1,72)

for any n > 0, where we separated the inhomogeneous term fR( F - T4 djfig, into two terms

T1,T2)

fR(n,Tz)\CIf F -Tvydfig, and fR(n,rz)mCIf F - T4 dfig, and for the second term we integrated by

parts with respect to T' (see also the related computation in [22]).
Moreover from Proposition 9.2.5 of [6] we have that

(00)?  VDIVY]? . / T . 2 70
+ Ay, < J, [Yntdfg, + sup / F|“djig, +
/72(7'1772)\(3:% ( ritn r IR ol N[ ] 7= T'€[T1,72] ET/OC.:% | | e
(5.8)

+/\ﬂ#@%+/ \FJW@%+/ |Fdfig, »
cr? R(11,72)\C7? R(71,72)
for any 1 > 0, where we recall that 9, =T + DY, and where we used (5.7).

We can use Stokes’ Theorem to the energy current JX[¢)] for X = f(r*)0,« where f is a smooth
function that is 1 close to H™ (and away from the photon sphere of course — consider the spacetime
area A defined by (5.2)) and 0 elsewhere. From the formulas given in Section 9.1.1 of [6] we have
that

[, (@02 = 0P = VDIPUE) dige < [

T

JZ[q/J]n”d[lgE—l— sup / . \F\Zd[lgzc—i-
9 r'€lr1,m2] J £ ,NCTE
(5.9)
b [ P+ [ L N
cr? R(T1 77'2)\(::%

5 R(11,72)

for any n > 0.



Combining (5.8) and (5.9) we get that:

[ @Rt s [ Tt s [ R 620
A7 Sy 2,NCE2

7' €[T1,72]

S S %
C72 R(11,72)\C7%

for any n > 0.
Finally combining (5.10) with (5.7) we have that

(Ty)* | D2(Yy)® VDIYyP) . / T o 2
+ + ditg, S J, [Wntdfig.+  sup F|*dfigy.  +
/R(Tl,‘rz)\cif ( it it r " 71 u[ | - T'€lr,m] J N ,/NCT? | Iz
(5.11)

+ [ IrF P+ [ P Tuldige + [ PP
C:z 7—\’,(7'1,7'2)\(3:% R(T1,72)

1
for any n > 0.
The desired result now follows since we can treat the term fR(n \CE2 |F" - T|dfig, through
’ Tl
the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality.
O

Now using the previous estimates and the definitions of the P and N vector fields we state some
basic estimates.

Proposition 3 (Basic energy estimate For Q*T', k € N, [ € N). Let ¢ be a solution of (5.1).
Then for any 11, 7o with 71 < 19 and any n > 0 we have that:

1/2
T2
[T iy, <, /E T ndjig, + / ( /Z \QleFPd[LgZ) i |
- - T -

1/2
T2
/E TP T St djngy, Spy / TP T s djig, + / ( /E |Q’“TlF|2dﬁgZ> i |
T T1

T2 1 !
(5.13)
and

2

1/2
/Z TN QT It dfigy, Sr, /Z \QleFIQd/fcgz) ar' |,

) T/

T2
TV [QFT It djug, + / ( /Z
T1

1
(5.14)
for any k € N, [ € N.

The proof of estimates (5.12), (5.13) and(5.14) are standard. A useful variation of (5.12) is the
following estimate

[T i Sn, [T g+

T 27'1

1/2
T2
+ / QMR dfug, + / / QM R Pdfig, | dr
.ATQ T1 27_/ O(Azi )C

1

2

(5.15)

10



Now we consider an integrated energy estimate using the same degenerate energy as in Propo-
sition 2 which now includes a neighbourhood of the photon sphere as well. This introduces a loss of
a T-derivative on the linear level (a loss which is mandatory as shown in [26]). Its proof is similar
to the one of Proposition 2.

Proposition 4 (Morawetz estimates without degeneracy on the photon sphere). Let ¢
be a solution of (5.1). Then for all 71, 7o with 1 < 79 and any n > 0 we have that

/ <(Qle+1¢)2 . D5/2. (Q’“TlYlb)z . \/l_)’QleWwP)
R(T1,72) r

rl+n rltn d:&gn SRO (5'16)

T2 T2
/Z JLQFT ™M)t dfigy, + / /S QFT™F 2 djuy, + / / r1+"\QkTmF\2dﬁgN) -
T1 g T1 g

1

I+1
SHo Z <

m=l

+1
[ e dige + 3 sup LT P,
/ T1

7 'e[r1,72]

and

rl+n rl4n d:&gn SRo (5.17)

/ <(Qle+1¢)2 N D5/2 . (QleYT,Z))z N \/5|QleW¢|2)
R(T1,72) r

I+1
SR Z/ JT QkTm¢ Jntdjigy, + / / |QkTZF| ditgs + / / 1+17|QI€TIF| dfign+

2

. 1/2
- / ( / \QkT”lF\zdﬁgz) ar' |,
1 -/

for any k € N, and where C was defined in (5.3).

We state now the energy estimate for the P-flux, that gives us also an integrated estimate for
the T-flux for a region close to the horizon.

Proposition 5 (P-energy estimate). Let 1) be a solution of (5.1). Then for all 11, 1o with
71 < 7o and any 1 > 0 we have that

/ T4 [QFT )0t dfigs, + / / TP T Yt dfig, S / TLQFT ]t djigs+ - (5.18)
b3 NAZ =

T T1

//|QleF| dfigs + // rNORT F2dfig, +

[T P+ s [ 0T PRy
T ! 1

1 T'E[T1,m2] /X

for any k € N, | € N, and where A, C were defined in (5.2) and (5.3) respectively.

This proof follows along the lines of the related Proposition in [2]. The loss of the derivative
around the photon sphere comes from the use of Proposition 2 in order to treat the contribution
of the bulk term K¥[t)] away from the horizon.

The next Proposition gives us an integrated estimate (for a region close to the horizon) for the
P-flux and an energy estimate for the H' norm without any degeneracy on H*.

11



Proposition 6 (Non-degenerate energy estimate). Let ¢ be a solution of (5.1). Then for all
Ty, To with 71 < 7o and any n > 0 we have that

T2
|t [ [ T i Sa, (5.19)
) T Z/ﬂA%

T2

1/2 2
T2 T2
< /2 TN b djig, + / ( / kaTlFPd,zgS) i |+ / / T F2djig, +
kSl T1 ! 1 !

/ [ IR T Py + / D A e
! 1N ]

T'€T1,72]
for any k € N, 1 € N, and where A, C were defined in (5.2) and (5.3) respectively.

This proof as well follows along the lines that were sketched in the related Proposition in the
spherically symmetric case in [2]. As before, the loss of the derivative around the photon sphere
comes from the use of Proposition 2 in order to treat the contribution of the bulk term K™ [1)] away
from the horizon.

We state now a hierarchy of integrated energy estimates close to infinity. They are the so-called
rP-weighted energy inequalities that were first introduced by Dafermos and Rodnianski in [16] (see
[7] for a proof in the linear case), and in order to derive them we also use in our case Proposition
2 and estimate (5.12).

0,QF T ) 1(0,QFT o
o i [ [ O (520

T2

p—1 Qle 2
+ / / TT —p)D —rD') VT Y Pdjigy Sp.ry / Tp(&)7472@d,&91\,+ / TLIQF T Int dfigy,+
N. Nz, T1

+ / QFT P ?djig, + / / QR R 2 dfi,, + / / PN R P dfug -
S

+ / QP F2djig. +  sup / QT FPdjigy,
CTZ NC.

i ' €lr,m] J 8N

T

for any k € N, [ € N, for any 7y, 79 with 7 < 79 and any n > 0.

With the above estimate (5.20) and the results of Propositions 2, 3, 5 and 6 we are able to
prove several integrated estimates whose support is global in space. First we state an integrated
estimate for the T-flux of ¥ and its T" and angular derivatives.

Proposition 7 (Integrated estimate for the degenerate energy of 7'y and its angular
derivatives). Let v be a solution of (5.1). Then for all 7, T2 with 71 < T2, ¢ = 1, and any
n > 0 we have that

T2
/ / JLQFT It djig, Sk, / JE QAT Yt djigy, + / T QFTH It dfig + (5.21)
T1 ! -

1 1
Dy Qle I+1 ) ™ .
+/ ( dugz + Z/ / |QFT™ F 2 djig, +/ / 2 QFT™ F|2djfig, +
N‘rl ! T1 7!

+1
kml+2 kmm 12 g
+/CT2|QT PRdige+ 3 sw [ 10T P,

72 m—y T €[T1,72]

for any k € N, I € N, and where C was defined in (5.3).
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The proof follows by using estimate (5.20), the Morawetz estimate of Proposition 2 and the
integrated estimate (close to the horizon) provided by Proposition 5.
Next we state an integrated estimate for the P-flux of ¢ and its angular derivatives.

Proposition 8 (Integrated estimate for the P-energy of T'¢ and its angular derivatives).
Let ¢ be a solution of (5.1). Then for all T, 1o with 71 < T2, @ = 1, and any n > 0 we have that

T2 Proked 1o s Nteykrl 1o ¢ (0,5 Tp)* Trokmidl, o ge
S [T pIntdfig, Sk J, [T pInt djfigs, + . —————dfigy+ Ju [T I djigs +
T1 v T T1 1
(5.22)
1/2 2
T2 T2 T2
+ / / M R, | dr | + / / T Fdjig, + / / P2 |OPTLE iy, +
1 S, 1 - 1 N,
+1
+/ QT2 F P djige + Y sup / QFT™ F 2 djig,.
C;—f m:lT’E[ﬁ,Tg} Z,,_/OC;? ¢

for any k € N, I € N, and where C was defined in (5.3).

Similarly this proof follows by using estimate (5.20), the Morawetz estimate of Proposition 2
and the integrated estimate provided by Proposition 6.

Below we now state alternative versions of the previous two Propositions. The difference here
is that we use estimate (5.17) in order to deal with the trapping effect of the photon sphere, hence
losing one less derivative at the expense of dealing with a worse inhomogeneous term.

Proposition 9 (Integrated estimate for the degenerate energy of 7'y and its angular
derivatives). Let 1) be a solution of (5.1). Then for all 71, 1o with 11 < T2, ¢ = ¢, and any

n > 0 we have that
T2

/ / T T b dfigy, <py /E TP T P djig, + / JTOMTH ynbdjig, + (5.23)

T1 i T1 1

8 Qk‘Tl 2 i ™ ) ) ]
+/ Mdﬂgz +/ / |QleF|2d,Ug§ +/ / 7‘2|QleF|2dﬂgN+
N7, r T S 1 N_

T2
+/ |QFTH F 2 djig, +  sup / QT F2dfigy, + / /
cr? T'e[T1,72] ET/OC:% ¢ 1 by

1

2

1/2
|Qle+1F|2d,&g2> ar'|

for any k € N, I € N, and where C was defined in (5.3).

Proposition 10 (Integrated estimate for the P—energy of T and its angular derivatives).
Let ¢ be a solution of (5.1). Then for all T, 1o with 71 < T2, @ = 1, and any n > 0 we have that

T2 8vaTl 2 )
/ Jf[Qlew]n“d/fch <Re /E J;V [QFThpnt djfigs, + / Mdugﬁ (5.24)
T 1

1 27—’

T
+ / JHQFTH pInt djigy + / /
27_1 T1 S

1

1/2 2 .
]QleFlzd,&gs> ar' | + / / (QFT P 2 dfig +
T1 7!

7_/
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T2
+/ / r2|QleF|2d,ilgN—|—/2 QP F 2 dfi .+
T1 g Cr

1

T2
+ sup / \QleFlzd/fcgzc + / /
T’G[T1,T2] ET/OC:——% T1 >

for any k € N, I € N, and where C was defined in (5.3).

2

)

1/2
\QkT”lFFdﬁgZ) dr’

7./

Finally we state a basic inequality after commuting the equation [lj¢) = F' not just with angular
derivatives and T derivatives, but also once with Y. This is the main estimate that will allow us
later on to bound v/D - Y4 for the nonlinear problem.

Proposition 11 (Energy estimate for T'Y1), | € N). Let 1) be a solution of (5.1). Then for all
Ty, To with 71 < 1o, ¢ = 1Y, and any n > 0 we have that

: D32(QFTYY 24\ 2 djig. + /,4 . DX QFTY2y)2dfi, . <r, /E D32(QFT Y 2\ 2dfige +  (5.25)
T2 T1 1

+ [ IV T I dfug,, + / JLQFTH It dfigy + / ZD\QleYFIZd[lgAJr
Yiry T1 ‘Azl

41 2 )
+/ 2 QP TY FPdfig, + > (/ / QT F 2 d g +/ / PN ORT™ B2 djig, +
Cr e \Jm1 S8 . JN

1

- / QFT™ L F 2 dfi,. +  sup / QT F Pdjigy,, |
C:——% 7/6[717’7'2} ET/OC:——%

for k€ {0,1,2,3,4,5}, and where A was defined in (5.2).

Proof. We will show the desired estimate for [ = 0. The case of general [ follows the exact same
lines, since 17" commutes with the [, operator.
We consider the equation for Y, we have that

O,(Yep) = D'Y%p + %w —R'Yv¢ + %M. (5.26)

Now consider the vector field
Lp=f(r)T + f"(r)Y,
where f¥ and f" are smooth functions satisfying

fr=0, fr=-D2 0.f =-32D'°D

close to the horizon (in the region (5.2) where ¢ is chosen to very close to M), with f* =1, f" =0
in r > rq for some rg < r1 < 2M, and where o > 0 is chosen to be small.
Applying Stokes’ Theorem for J*7[Y¢)] we have that the following bulk terms

KLr[yy] + L7 Y] = HI(TYY)? + Ha(Y?))? + Hs| V> +

+HY(TY ) - (TY) + Hs(TY) - (YY) + He(Y?) - (T)) + He(TY) - (Avp)+
+Hs(Y2) - (Av) + Hy(TY ) - (Y?)) + Hio(Y?Y) - (Vo) + YF - Lp(Y)),
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where close to the horizon

D(d.f7) Dfr 3D'fr  3D32D N D5/2

H:TUZ7H:
1= ) =0 2 2 T 2 4 r

~ 2
~ D2,

1 2fv
Hy= 0. =2pp =D, m=2—0, Hy——pR =0,
2 4 r2
9 fT 2D3/2 9 fv 9fr 2D3/2
o= = T g Ay g 22 2P
r r r r r
v 1 pv 2f" 2D3/2 r ! 3/2 pt 3/2
Hy=D(0.f") = D'f* = 2 = =2 Hig= 'R = D" = D¥*,

We will not deal with the terms away from the horizon since they can be bounded by the Morawetz
estimate away from the photon sphere for J7[T)].
We deal first with the term involving the inhomogeneity

. . . 1 .
YF-Lp(Y)djig, :/ D32(Y%)-Y Fdji,, < 5/ D2(Y21,Z))2d,ugA—|——/ D|YF|*dji, ,,
A2 A2 A2 B Jaz

and for § > 0 small enough we can absorb the first term in the right hand side.
For Hg we have that

[ o) (Podig, =~ [ DY) (V)i S
A2 A7

1

S [ DO P+ [ (TP,
AT AT

and the first term of the last line can be absorbed from the Hs term since in A we have that D3 <
D?, while the second term of the last line can bounded by the Morawetz estimate of Proposition 2.
For Hg we have that

[ 180 i = = [ Y180 - V0l — [ 20 (Vo) +
R R72

.
7 RZ T

b [ HB) - 0r0) Vs, — [ H(&0) (V) Ysdiig.
P Sry

For the boundary integrals of the expression above we have that

Hy (&) (Y20) Y nsdjigy, ~ — / D32(Ah)- (Y24) Y ndigy, ~ / DY2(Y4, VY)Y ndiiy,
YNA YNA YNA

. 1 .
<[ DYYYEP - Yisdig, + 2 / T  djiys,
YNA B Js

and the first term of the last line can absorbed by our main boundary term since in A we have that
D3 < D, while the contribution of the last term is given by Proposition 2.
Then for the bulk terms we have that

[ Y80y Oty / RO Yy = [ HRIYY 0P / Y (H)(YY, Y)diig.
A7 AT AP AP

1

15



where for the first term of the last equality we note that |Hg| ~ D3%? < D in A, hence it can

be absorbed from the Hs term, while for the second term of the last line we notice that since
|Y (Hs)| < D we have that

/ﬂ Y (Hs)(YY 0, Yb)djig, < /_AT? DYV Yy dg, +/AT2 DV2\Yydji,
Tl T

1 1

and the first term of the last line can be absorbed by Hg, while the second one can be bounded
from Proposition 2.
For Hg we use the equation and we have that

1 H
Hy(TY$) - (Y*9)djig, = 5 / Hy - DY)’ djig, / —2(TY) - (V*)djig s
AP AP A2 T

1
[ ROYO) - ()i 5 [ Ha(8e) (Vi + [ O (Y0, -
A A2 A

= Ly, + I1yp + 111, + IV, + V.
Since Hg ~ D32 in A, term 1Vy, can be treated in the same way as the Hg term, term I1I,, can

be absorbed by the Hyo term (that we deal with below), term I, can be absorbed by the Hy term
(as Hy - D ~ D%? <« D? in A), while for the remaining terms we have by Cauchy-Schwarz that

Ly + Vi 5 / D3 (YY) djig , + / (T9) djig,, + / | Pdfig,
AP A72 AT

1

where the first term of the last inequality can be absorbed by the Hy term, and the second one can
be dealt with Proposition 2.
For Hip we have that

1
[ o0, = [ D00, S8 [ D0 [ DI,
AP AP AP AP

1

and the for 5 small enough we can absorb the first term of the last inequality in the term Hs, while
the second term can be bounded from Proposition 5.
O

6 Local theory

Theorem 12. Equation (1.1) is locally well-posed in X (o) = H3 x H%(Sy) in the sense that if
we start with data (Yo,v1) € H* x H*(Xo) then there exists some T > 0 such that there exists a
unique solution of (1.1) in R(0,T) = Urco,1X+ for which we have that for each T € [0,T] it holds

that <¢(7),ni¢(7)) e X(3,) = H3 x H(,).

Remark 3. Recall that if we start with data that is spherically symmetric then our solution of
(1.1) will be spherically symmetric as well. The same holds for solutions of equation (1.1).

The proof of Theorem 12 is standard (it follows by using a Gronwall type estimate) and will be
omitted.

Next we will state here a condition that allows us to extend a solution beyond the time 7 given
by the local theory. We have the following continuation criterion.
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Proposition 13 (Breakdown Criterion). Let 1) be a solution of (1.1) with smooth compactly
supported data ¥[0] = (f,g) with finite X (39) norm. Denote by T = T(f,g) the mazimal time of
existence for v given by Theorem 12. Then we have that either T = oo (in which case we say that
Y is globally well-posed) or we have that

T & L(R(0,T)) or/and VD - Y & L¥(R(0,T)) or/and Yo & L=¥(R(0,T)).

This is a standard by-product of Theorem 12 and its proof will be omitted as well.
Proposition 13 tells us essentially that we have to verify that both

‘|T¢||Loo(7€(o77~))a H\/B'YTZJHLoo(ﬁ(Q,T)) and ||W7/)‘|Loo(ﬁ(o77'))

are finite at any given 7 in order to conclude that our solution v (as in the assumption of Proposition
13) is globally defined.

7 Bootstrap assumptions

From this section and for the rest of the paper in order to simplify our presentation we will study

the equation:
Oy = VD - g*" - 8a1) - 9,
¢|EO ef, n§0¢|§6 = &g,

We will assume the estimates stated below in all the sections that will follow. We will later
prove them using a bootstrap argument. We let ¢ > 0, @ > 0, and assume that 7 > 0, 7 > 0,
79 = 0 are any numbers with 71 < 79, and that C is a constant.

(7.1)

Z/ |QkF|2—|— QT F|? )dﬂgs CEo*(1+7)7%, (A1)
k<5
/ / * (I94F + QT FP) djigy, < CEoc*(1+7) 72, (A2)
k<5 ™
. 1/2 2
S / (/N r2 <|QkF|2+|QkTF|2) d,&gN> dr' | < CEye?, (A3)
k<5 T1 !
Z/Tz (18T F? + QT2 FP?) djige < CBo*(1+71) 2, (A4)
k<5
/ QT2 F Pdjiy, < CEoe2(1+ 7)1/, (B1)
k<5
/ / T2 F2djny, < CEoe2(1 + 1)+, (B2)
k<5 T1 -/
T / / QT2 F2djty, < CEoe?(1 4 7)"2+, (B3)
k<5 !
> / . RT3 Pdfiy, < CEoe(1+ 1) 2+, (B4)
k<5
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S [ 0T R < OB ) e (c1)

k<5
T2
[ [ 0T < OB ) c2
k:<5 T1 /
T2
> / / 3= QF T3 F|2dfi,,, < CEge®(1 + 7)1, (C3)
k:<5 T1 vy
> / QT F P djig, < CEo®(14 7)1, (C4)
k<5 7 Cri
T2
Z/ /Z AA™2 |QkT4F|2d:&gR < CEp*(1+ )%, (D1)
k<5 T1 ! T
. 1/2 2
> / </E {r>2M—5} ’QkT4F’2dﬁgR> dr' | < CEp(1+ )%, (D2)
k<5 \7T mr=2M=
T2
3 / / DIQFTY F|?dfi,,, < CEye?, (E1)
k<5,1<2 T1 ZT/O.A:%
3 / DIQF T Y F2dji,, < CEoe?, (B2)
k<s,i<2” Crt

for § given in (5.3).

8 A priori energy and pointwise estimates

Lemma 14 (Estimates for degenerate energies). Let ¥ be a solution of (7.1), and assume
that the bootstrap assumptions (A1), (A2), (A3), (A4), (B1), (B2), (B3), (B4), (C1), (C2),
(C3), (C4), (D1), (D2), (E1), (E2) hold for 6 > 0 given in (5.3), for any 11, T2 with 71 < T2,
for some € > 0, for some a > 0, and some constant C. Then we have that for any T the following
estimates are true

Z/ Tu [ ¢ntdjigy S Eoigz, (8.1)
k<5 2 (1+7)?

kZ@ /E TH Tl dfigy, % (8.2)
ngs / ) Ty [Tt djigy, S % (8.3)
kZ@ / ) Iy [Tyt djigy, S % (8.4)
3 / JTOM T nt dfigy < Foe?(1+7)° (8.5)
k<5 Y =T
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The proof of the above Lemma follows the lines of the analogous statement in [2], so it will not
be repeated. From this proof we just record here the following three Lemmas that follow from it.
The first one deals with the behaviour of the P-energies.

Lemma 15 (Estimates for P-energies). Let ¥ be a solution of (7.1), and assume that the
bootstrap assumptions (Al), (A2), (A3), (A4), (B1), (B2), (B3), (B4), (C1), (C2), (C3),
(C4), (D1), (D2), (E1), (E2) hold for 6 > 0 given in (5.3), for any 71, T2 with 11 < Ta, for some
e >0, for some a > 0, and some constant C'. Then we have that for any T the following estimates

are true )
Fye
Prok o 0
> [ ety s 5 (5.6
k<5 T
. Eye?
> [ aret Tty £ 2 7
k<5 7 7 T
E()E2
T T It dfigy S ———=1— (88)
kz<5/ g P m)ie
> / TR T3t dfig, S Eoe®(1+ 7). (8.9)
k<5 5T

The second one gives us estimates on the various non-degenerate energies.

Lemma 16 (Estimates for non-degenerate energies). Let 1) be a solution of (7.1), and assume
that the bootstrap assumptions (A1), (A2), (A3), (A4), (B1), (B2), (B3), (B4), (C1), (C2),
(C3), (C4) (D1), (D2), (E1), (E2) hold for § > 0 given in (5.3), for any 1, 7o with 71 < T2, for
some € > 0, for some a > 0, and some constant C. Then we have that for any T the following
estimates are true

3 / ISt g, < By, (8.10)
k<5 T
S [ T g S B, (8.11)
k<5 Y 2T
S| TN It djigy S o, (8.12)
k<5 Y 2T
> / TNIOFT3 ) dfigy < Eoe?(1 + 7)1/, (8.13)

k<5
The third one is about the decay of the rP-weighted energies on the null hypersurfaces V.
Lemma 17 (Estimates for rP-weighted energies). Let 1) be a solution of (7.1), and assume
that the bootstrap assumptions (A1), (A2), (A3), (A4), (B1), (B2), (B3), (B4), (C1), (C2),

(C3), (C4) (D1), (D2), (E1), (E2) hold for 6 > 0 given in (5.3), for any 11, 7o with 7 < T, for
some € > 0, for some a > 0, and some constant C. Then we have that for any T the following

estimates are true
(0,2 )2 (ankTgo)2> . Eye?
+ d < , 8.14
é/( r2 2 s (72 (8.14)
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Z/ < (0,9F ((%Q’;Tgo)2> G < 1ES::T (515)

k<5
g / QkT d:uNz: < % (8.16)
];5/ (0.1%) duNE T fT; — (8.17)
1;5/ @, QkT3 OSTO in, < q fT; -, (8.18)
> </ wdﬁ% +/E (avgiﬂdiwz) < Eoe”. (8.19)

k<5

Finally we prove he boundedness of the degenerate energies for Y.

Lemma 18 (Estimates for degenerate energies For T'Y4), | < 2). Let ¢ be a solution of
(7.1), and assume that the bootstrap assumptions (A1), (A2), (A3), (A4), (B1), (B2), (B3),
(B4), (C1), (C2), (C3), (C4), (D1), (D2), (E1), (E2) hold for § > 0 given in (5.3), for any 1,
To with 7 < T9, for some € > 0, for some a > 0, and some constant C'. Then we have that for any
T the following estimate is true

> g D¥2(QFTIY ) dfigy, < Foe?, (8:20)
k<5,l<2 7 &7

for any k <5 and any [ < 2

Proof. This is an immediate consequence of the estimates provided by Proposition 11 combined
with the bootstrap assumptions (E1) and (E2). O

Theorem 19 (Pointwise decay estimates away from the horizon). Let ¥ be a solution of
(7.1), and assume that the bootstrap assumptions (Al), (A2), (A3), (A4), (B1), (B2), (B3),
(B4), (C1), (C2), (C3), (C4), (D1), (D2), (E1), (E2) hold for § > 0 given in (5.3), for any 1,
T9 with 7 < T9, for some € > 0, for some a > 0, and some constant C'. Then we have that for any
7 and any v such that r > rqg > M for any fived ro > M the following estimates are true with a
constant that depends on ro which goes to infinity as rg — M

1200y <, ‘/?f rke{0,1,2,3), (8.21)
/ Q) (7, w)dw Sy _Boe® forl € {4,5}, (8.22)

S2 (14 7)2
IrQF ) <, (1\/_% for k € {0,1,2,3}, (8.23)
/82 r2(Q) (7, w)dw Spy 1E forl e {4,5}, (8.24)
P2QF T + P 20F Y| <, ‘1/_5 for k € {0,1,2,3}, (8.25)
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/82 r(QTY) (1, r,w)dw + /82 r( QY ) (1, r,w)dw Spy a + )2 forl e {4,5}, (8.26)
[rQET| + [rQ*Y Y| <, (1‘/_% for k € {0,1,2,3}, (8.27)
/ r2(QTY) (1, r,w)dw +/ r2( QY )2 (1,7, w)dw S f forl e {4,5}, (8.28)
s2 s2
IP12QF T2y + 2R TY ¥ <, (14:/_% for k €{0,1,2,3}, (8.29)
Eye?

/ r(QT2)2 (1, r,w)dw —I—/ r(QATY )2 (1,7, w)dw <, — forl € {4,5}, (8.30)
S2

s2 (L+7)2

vV E()E

l—aykm2 l—ak
[P QR T2)| + [P QR TY Y| <, A3

for k €{0,1,2,3}, (8.31)

2
/ r2_20‘(QlT21/1)2(T, T, w)dw +/ T2_2O‘(QlTY1/J) (1, w)dw Sr, Eoia forl e {4,5},
S2 S2 1+ 7-)1—04/2
(8.32)
[P 2QR T3y | 4+ [P 2QR T2y | < VEoe for k € {0,1,2,3}, (8.33)

~T0o (1+T)1/2—a/2

2
/ r(QT3)% (1, r, w)dw +/ r(QUT2Y )2 (1,1, w)dw Sp Eoi forl e {4,5}, (8.34)

52 52 (1+7)t-

Y . VEoe
‘Tl QkT3r¢}‘ + ’7’1 QkT2Y1/}‘ 57“() m fOT’ k S {0 1 2 3} (835)
Eye?
2-2a ()l3,,\2 2-2a ()l 2 0
/82 r (QUTY) (1,1, w)dw + /S2 r (QAT2Y ) (1,7, w)dw <py AT )iar forl e {4,5}.

(8.36)

Proof. First we state some basic inequalities that give us the proofs of the above estimates. For
r/2(QM ™)) we have that

1
L@ op s 55, ¢ [ IR i, (.37)

for 1 € {0,1,2,3,4,5} and m € {0,1,2,3}.
For r(Q'T™1)) we have that

/S2 rA QT ™) (1,7, w)dw = /S2 rE(QT™ )2 (7,70, w)dw + 2/82 /T: %ap(pq/})pzdpdw =

/ r2 QTN (1,7, w)dw Sy / T QT ™ PP dfug, + (8.38)
S2 pI

1/2

1/2
+< / JZ[Qlew]n”d/fcm) < / JL QT ™t dfug,, + / (8UQle<p)2d/fcgN> ,
PO PO N-

for 1 € {0,1,2,3,4,5} and m € {0,1,2,3}.
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For r'=(Q'T™1)) we have that

/82 P22 QT )2 (7, 1, w)dw Sy /S2 rET2 Q™) (7, 70, W) dw+ (8.39)

1/2 8UQle 2 1/2
+ (/E Jg[Qlew]nudﬁ92> ’ </ (rT(p)dﬁgN> )

for 1 € {0,1,2,3,4,5} and m € {0, 1,2,3}. Estimates (8.21) and (8.22) follow from estimate (8.37)
and estimate (8.1) of Lemma 14, noting that for (8.21) we additionally use Sobolev’s inequality.

Estimates (8.23) and (8.24) follow from estimate (8.38), estimate (8.1) of Lemma 14 and the
boundedness of | NT(ﬁlecp)zd[lgN, noting that for (8.23) we additionally use Sobolev’s inequality.

Estimates (8.25) and (8.26) follow from estimate (8.37) and estimate (8.2) of Lemma 14, noting
that for (8.25) we additionally use Sobolev’s inequality, and that for the term involving Y9 we use
the elliptic estimates of the Appendix A.

Estimates (8.27) and (8.28) follow from estimate (8.38), estimate (8.2) of Lemma 14 and the
boundedness of | NT(anlTw)zd,&gN, noting that for (8.27) we additionally use Sobolev’s inequality,
and that for the term involving Y1 we use the elliptic estimates of the Appendix A.

Estimates (8.29) and (8.30) follow from estimate (8.37) and estimate (8.3) of Lemma 14, noting
that for (8.29) we additionally use Sobolev’s inequality, and that for the term involving Y1) we use
the elliptic estimates of the Appendix A.

Estimates (8.31) and (8.32) follow from estimate (8.39), estimate (8.3) of Lemma 14 and the
boundedness of [ N, W‘Zﬁgm noting that for (8.31) we additionally use Sobolev’s inequality,
and that for the term involving Yt we use the elliptic estimates of the Appendix A.

Estimates (8.33) and (8.34) follow from estimate (8.37) and estimate (8.4) of Lemma 14, noting
that for (8.33) we additionally use Sobolev’s inequality, and that for the term involving Y9 we use
the elliptic estimates of the Appendix A.

Estimates (8.35) and (8.36) follow from estimate (8.39), estimate (8.4) of Lemma 14 and the

boundedness of | N, Wd,&gm noting that for (8.31) we additionally use Sobolev’s inequality,
and that for the term involving Y1 we use the elliptic estimates of the Appendix A. O

We conclude this section by proving pointwise estimates that are valid in the entirety of the
domain of outer communications.

Theorem 20 (Global pointwise decay estimates). Let 1 be a solution of (7.1), and assume
that the bootstrap assumptions (A1), (A2), (A3), (A4), (B1), (B2), (B3), (B4), (C1), (C2),
(C3), (C4), (D1), (D2), (E1), (E2) hold for § > 0 given in (5.3), for any 11, 1o with 7, < T, for
some € > 0, for some a > 0, and some constant C. Then we have that for any T and any r > M
the following estimates are true

v/ Eoe
||Qk7[)||L°°(E7—) S (1 T 7_0)1/2 Jor k € {07 17273}7 (840)
1 2 E0€2
() (r,r,w)dw S —— forl € {4,5}, (8.41)
S2 1 + T
v Epe
1T oo s,y S m for k €{0,1,2,3}, (8.42)
(QTY)* (1, r,w)dw S —— for l € {4,5}, (8.43)
S2 1 + 7
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< \/EOE
~ (1 + 7)/2-a/2
Eye?
QlT2 2 < 0
L@ e £ 5

v Epe
\/5|QkT2’l]Z)|(T7 T’,W) 5 W fOT k S {0, 1,2 3}

12,12 Eye?
- D(Q T ¢) (’7’, r,w)dw W

\/E()E
(1 + 7.)1/2—0:/2

Ene 2
I34p)? 07
. DQ'TY)* (1, r,w)dw < S
__ Ve
(1 + r)3/8-a/2
Eye?
lrr3,/,\2 < 0
@R s S

VDI T (7, 7,w) S VEoe(1 +7)/? for k € {0,1,2,3},

I T4 | oo (s for k €{0,1,2,3},

)

for 1 € {4,5},

forl e {4,5},

VDT (7,7, w) < for k € {0,1,2,3},

forl e {4,5},

QT3 |(7, 7, w) S for k€ {0,1,2,3},

forl e {4,5},

D(QT*)2 (1,7, w)dw < Eoe?(14 1) for | € {4,5},

52 ~
_VEee
(1+7)1e
Iy, 2 Eoe?
< -0
. D(QY V) (1, r,w)dw < TESLE

VEoe
(1 )1/4

VD - QY |(r, 7 w) < for k € {0,1,2,3},

forl e {4,5},

VD - |QFTY Y| (7,7, w) < for k € {0,1,2,3},

E 2
l 2 <
. DQTY V) (r,r,w)dw < 7(1 e
\/E()&
(1 + 7)l/A—o/4

Eye?
DTV )2 < 0
SQ ( ¢) (7_7 7‘, w)dw ~Y (1 +7_)1/2_a/2

VEoe
TESE

forl e {4,5},

VD - \QkT2Y¢](T, rw) <

D - |QFY (1,7, w) < for k € {0,1,2,3},

D2(Q'Y ) (7, r,w)dw < 1E

VEoe
e

forl e {4,5},
S2

D - |QFTY Y|(7,7,w) < for k € {0,1,2,3},
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for k €{0,1,2,3},

forl e {4,5},

(8.44)

(8.45)

(8.46)

(8.47)

(8.48)

(8.49)

(8.50)

(8.51)

(8.52)

(8.53)

(8.54)

(8.55)

(8.56)

(8.57)

(8.58)

(8.59)

(8.60)

(8.61)

(8.62)



E0€2

5 DAY ) (1,7, w)dw < = forl € {4,5}, (8.63)
N
D QM T2Y | (r, 1 w) < (Hﬂ% for k €{0,1,2,3}, (8.64)
E 2
3 DTV )2 (7, 7, w)dw < ﬁ forl € {4,5). (8.65)

Proof. First we state again some auxiliary estimates. For Q') we have that

[ @m0 nws S [ TR g+ (3.66)
SQ

T

1/2 1/2
+< / JT [Qleq/)]n“d,&gE> < / J,T[Qle¢]nﬂdﬁgz> ,

for any » > M and for I € {0,1,2,3,4,5} and m € {0,1,2,3,4}. We will use the above estimate
(8.66) for m = 0. We also have for QT that

/S QTR s S [ IO i + (8.67)

1/2 1/2
+ ( / gl [Qle—lw]n“d,:ng) : < / TN [Qlew]n“d[lgE> ,
2, %,
for any r > M and for I € {0,1,2,3,4,5} and m € {1,2,3,4}. For v/ D|Q"T™)| we have that

DQT™))*(r,rw)dw S [ JT QT Pt dfigy, + / JEQT P djigy,+ (8.68)
s2 - s,

1/2 1/2
+< / Il [Qle_1¢]n“dﬁg2> < /2 Jg[Qlezb]n“d,&gE> ,

for any r > M and for [ € {0,1,2,3,4,5} and m € {1,2,3,4}.
For v/ D|QT*Y )| we have that

DQTRY )2 (7, 7, w)dew < / T Yt djiys, + / JPQT i+ (8.69)
SZ T ET

1/2 1/2
+< / Jf[QlTkz/z]n“d/fcm) < D3/2(QlTkY2w)2dﬁgz> ,
o 3,

for any » > M and for [ € {0,1,2,3,4,5} and k € {0,1,2}.
For D|Q!T*Y | we have that

DXQTHY )P (r,rw)dw S Y T QT ™)t dfig,,+ (8.70)

§? m=k k+17 =7

1/2

1/2
+< / J,T[QlTk¢]nﬂdﬁg2> < / D3/2(QlTkY2¢)2dﬁg2> ,

for any » > M and for [ € {0,1,2,3,4,5} and k € {0,1,2}.
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9 Closing the bootstrap assumptions

Theorem 21 (Bootstrap results). Let ¢ be a solution of (7.1), and assume that the bootstrap
assumptions (A1), (A2), (A3), (A4), (B1), (B2), (B3), (B4), (C1), (C2), (C3), (C4), (D1),
(D2), (E1), (E2) hold for § > 0 given by (5.3), for some o > 0, for any T, 11, To with 7, < 79, for
some € > 0, and some constant C. Then we have that

S / (19°F P + 15T FP) djtg, < B30+ 1) (A1)
k<5
Z/ / ’QkF\2+kaF\ )dﬁgNsEéa‘*(Hn)‘z, (A2’)
k<5 T/
. 1/2 2
3 / </ P (|04 F + [ TFP?) d,[lgN> ir' | < B2, (A3")
k<5 T1 N_
Z/Q (1T PP + (Q4T2FP) djtg, < E3(1+7) (A2)
k<5
S [ 10T P 5 Bt ) e (B1)
k<5
S [ 19T Py S B3 (B2
k<5
ST e Py, £ B )R (B3)
kg5 YT !
> / T FRdjige S ERA(1 + ) 24, (B4)
k<5
> / QM F2djig, S E34(1+7)-3/24, (cr)
k<5
S0Py S BB (14 ) (c2)
k<5 7-1 /
S e Py, € B ) (c3)
k<5 v ™
> / T FRdjtg, S ERA(1 + )4, (ca)
k<5
S UL T PRy S e+ ), (D1)
k<5 T1 /ﬂA
72 1/2 2
Z / / QT F 2 dfig, dr'| < E2'(1+m)?, (D2’
k<5 T1 2 n{r>2M-6}
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T2

> / / D|Q*TY F2djiy, < Eiet, (E1)

k<5,1<2” T ET/QA:%
) / DIQMTHY F2djiy, < E2e™. (E2')

k<h <2 Cri

Proof. For the purpose of this proof, we will use the following notation: whenever we apply Q¥

angular derivatives to T4, Y or Y1 we will denote this term by T4y, Y4, or Y, respectively.

We also note that we will use S for the hypersurface S; for some 7, and N for the hypersurface N
for some 7.

(A1’): We have that

QkF = Z D3/2(Y¢k1) : (Yﬂ)kz) + 2\/5(T¢k1) : (Y¢k2) + \/5<Y7¢k1’ W¢k2>’

ki1+ko=k

which gives us that
k o
[ 194 P P,

S ) </S D3 (Y 4y, )*(Y ok, ) g +/SD(ka1)2(ka2)2dﬁgs +/SDwak1!2!Y7wk2y2dggs>,

k1+ko=
We examine separately the terms of the last line. We also look at the case where k = 5 since all
other cases can be treated in the same way and are additionally simpler.

S [ D0 A Py, =

ki1+ko=5
- Y [ Do+ > [ D P iy, =
ki4ko=5k1,ka<3” K14ko=5k1=4,5 OF ko=4,5"5
=Ia1a+ I1a1a.

Now we have that
E0€4

(1+471)3’

2
€
DY, ) dfg. <

Ipia S Z

i,m; <3

where we used (8.60) and (8.1).
We also have that

Muya= Y [ DPOeCenrd s Y[ D(MJ?-( /82D2<ka2+2>2dw) ditgs

k1+ko=5,k1>ko k1+ko=5,k1 >k

E0€2 E0€4
< D(Y by, V2 dfige <
~ 1+’7’Z /S‘ ( 1/} 1) Hgs (1—1—7’)37

1,m; <3

where we used (8.61) and (8.1).
Now we look at

Z LD(kal)2(Y¢k2)2dﬁgS =

k1+ko=5

_ 2 2 3¢ 2 2 ;0
-3 /S DT 2V, ?diigy + 3 5 /S DTy (Y o 2dlfige +

k1+ko=5,k1,k2<3 k1+ko=5,k1=4,
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+ > / D(Tor, )2 (Y iy )2 dfigs = Tarb + ITa1b + ITIa1b.
k1+ko=5ko=4,5" "5

Labs Y

1,m; <3

where we used (8.42) and (8.1).
Now we have that

We have that
E§€4
(14 71)3’

52
DYt ) 2dfig. <
1_'_7_/5' ( /l/} 1) /J’QS ~

Eye? B2t
ITab < Ty )2- D(Y 2dw | dfiy. < 20 /DYm.2d° < 0
ab S > 5/5( Vky ) </S2 (Ytbgy+2) W> flos S T 7 > : (Ytbm,) fos S 4 7y

k1+ko=5,k1=4, i,m; <4

where we used (8.43) and (8.1).
We also have that

. Eqye? . E2et
s Y [ owe ([ o) di, S 7Y [ D06 P 5,
k1+ko=5ka=4,5 S §? 1,m; <3 S

where we used (8.42), (8.43) and (8.1).

Finally we look at

S [ DI IS Py =
k1+k2=5 s

= X[ PV PV Pl )» [ DIV PV Py = L+ Lne

k14ko=5 k1,ka<3” 5 ki4ko=5ki=4,5 OF ko=4,5""

We have that
E§€4
(14 7)%

Eoe? .
Lae S Z 1iT/SD’W¢m@-‘2dﬂgs S

2,m1<3

where we used (8.40) and (8.1).
We also have that

Eye? B2
ITgc < D 2, 2dw | dfig. < 22 /D P, < 0

k1+ko=5,k1>ko i,m; =4

where we used (8.41) and (8.1).
All the previous computations gathered together imply that

k12 Eget
OFF12df,. < f k<5, 9.1
198 FPditg, < G tor any (91)
which in turn implies that
n 1/2 ? 2.4
? k2 A i
|Q°F | dfigg dr' | < , for any k < 5 and any 71, 79, (9.2)
T1 S L+7
and
TR, < 205 k <5 and 9.3
/T1 /T/| | Mgnwm, or any £ & o and any 7i, 72. (9.3)

27



For T'F we have that

OFTF = )" 2D2(TY ¢, ) (Y oy ) +V D (T Tk, )(Y o, )+VD (T, ) (TY ey )42V DTV ey, Yy,

k1+ko=k

which implies that

it s S ([ 00 v i

k1+ko=

4 / DT, )2 (Y g + / D(Ty ) X(TY ) djtgs + / D|kal|2|m2|2dﬁgs)-
S S S

Once more, we examine separately the terms of the last line for £k = 5 since these estimates are
actually easier for all other k.

/ DY TY )2 (Y b 2y =

k1+ko=5
- Y [PaverCenldier S [ DATYGLRY Ly =
k14-ko=5,k1,ka<3 S k14ko=5,k1=4,5 OF ko=4,5""
= [Ald—l—[IAld.
We have that 2 L
E()E
D TY Y. d —_

where we used (8.60) and (8.2).
We also have that

IIA1d< Z /D TY¢]€1 </ D Y¢k2+2) dw) d:ugs

k1+ko=5k1>ko

E2et
2 2 o 0
+ Z /D YQ/)kz : </S2 D (TYQ/)kl-‘rQ) dw) d“gs S (1 _|_7_)37

k1+ko=5,ka>k1

where we used (8.2), (8.61) for the first term, and (8.1), (8.63) for the second one.
Now we look at the term

Z /D T° wkl (kaQ) d:ugs =

k1+ko=5

- Y [p@errecrdns Y [ DI 6 iy =

k1+ko=5,k1,k2<3 k14+ko=5,k1=4,5 OT ko=4,5
= Ta1e+ I14e.

We have that
2 o4

(1 +T)

Eye?
IAlegli > /Dylpml Vdigs <

1,m;<3

where we used (8.44) and (8.1).
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We also have that

Tyes Y. /S (T2, )2 - < /S 2 D(Y¢k2+2)2dw> dfigs+

k1+ko=5,k1>ko

. E2et
+ Z /SD(Yl/sz)2 : </S2 (T2wk1+2)2dw> dugs 5 (1 —37’)37

k1+ko=5,ka>k1

where we used (8.1) and (8.45).
Next we look at

> [ D A iy, -

k1+ko=5
= Y[ D@ TY Vi, + > [ DoY) iy, =
k14ko=5,k1,ka<3” 5 k1+ko=5ki=4,5 OF ko=4,5""
=Taf+11af.
‘We have that ) 5 4
E‘O6 2 50 E0€
I < D(TY V,,.)°d <
AlfN 1_1_7_2”;3/5 ( ’lz[)mz) IugSN(l‘i‘T)g’

where we used (8.42) and (8.2).
We also have that

mafs X [o@ve? ([ oaras) digs+

k1+ko=5,k1>ko

. E2et
+ Z /S(kaz)2 : </S2 D(TYl/Jk1+2)2dw> dugs SJ (1 _ﬁ T)37

k1+ko=5,ka>k;

where we used (8.2) and (8.43).
Finally we look at

Z /9D|Tv¢k1|2|v¢kz|2dﬁgs =

k1+ko=5
=Y [ orve PVl s [ DTV PV i, =
k1+ko=5k1,ka<3” 5 k1+ko=5k1=4,5 OT ko=4,5""
=1ang+11ag.

We have that:
E3et

(1+47)3’

Eqe? o
IagsS Y 117/9D\T77¢mi’2dﬂgs S

i,mi <3

where we used (8.40) and (8.2).
We also have that:

CZVERED SE 2 N N T P

k1+ko=5,k1>ko

S

Eoe” > Eye? / 2 E3e!
D |“dfi —_— D|T Nodfig e <
D= S [ D P+ T Y [ DIV P, S g
1,m; >3 1,m; =3
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where we used (8.41), (8.43), (8.1) and (8.2).
Gathering together all the estimates for QFT'F we have that

k Ege
\Q TF|djigq < e for any k <5, (9.4)

which along with (9.1) closes the (A1’) bootstrap, and which in turn implies that

2

1/2
/ (/ \QkTF\Qd[lgS) dr' | < , for any k < 5 and any 7, 7o, (9.5)
. ” 1 —|— T
and
" T Ege!
/T /T, QT F|*dfig, S e for any k < 5 and any 7y, To. (9.6)

(A2’): We have that in the hypersurface N the following holds true for ¢ = r¢ in the (u,v)
null coordinates

1
QP FPS Y I (0001, )* (Ouprs)* + Ui, (Ours)” + Uiy (Doiprs)* + Ui, U,) + [V 0k, [PV,

k1+ka=k
We have for QFF using the previous pointwise inequality for it that
o
/ / PR P, S Y / / / 5|k P2 duwdudu <
ky +ka <5 ki ko< ur YURy /S

< Taoa + I gsa + I poa + IV 00 + Vasa.
For IV49a we have that

e’} E€2 U7y 0
I — l—ay2 2 godvdy < ——2- ///—a2ddd<
VA2a Z / /URO /SQT wklwk2 wadt < (1+Tl)2m§:<5 Ury VR S2r wml B

k1+ko<5 Y U1
E2et
T 0
1+71 2 Z / (/ J Tﬁmz]” d:u92> dT (1+71)

where we used Sobolev when needed, (8.21), (8.22), Hardy’s inequality (5.5) and (8.1). The term
V49a can be treated in the same way.
For II149a we have that

I 00 = Z /

k1+ko<5 VUM

/ /rl_awzl(avcpk2)2dwdvdu§
VR, JS?

S Z ”Tl awl ”LOO(N (r,m) t Z

1,1; <3 i,m;=

> 7] Gty L
Hgn S ’
i,n;<5 v TL ! (1+Tl)4

where we used Sobolev when needed, (8.21), (8.22) and (8.14).

l—a 2
i, dw

Loo(N(11,72)

30



For II49a we have that

Ipsa= Y /

k1+ko<5 VUL

[ ok s
2

u

o
< Z/v suprl_o‘widv—i— Z /UR /stuprl_al/}%%dwdv X
0

il; <37 VRo ¥ i,m;=4,5
> o[ i
X sup / / (Ouspn;) dwdu —_—
1,Mi<H (1 + Tl)

where we used Sobolev when needed, (8.23), (8.24) and (8.1) along with the bootstrap assumptions
(A1) and (A2), since we have the estimate

Ury T2 T2
/ /@Mﬁwmg/tmmw@ﬂﬁ//jWﬂ%@+/t/ﬂmwﬂ%%+
Ury S2 Y s S.r 1 S.r

(9.7)
+/ QT F|*djig,, + sup / Q% F 2 dfigy,,
c;—2 /06:2

7 T/ €[T1,72]

for any n > 0.
For I49a we have that

Tq0a = Z /

/ /S2 Dok )2 (Outpy )2 dwdvdu <
k1+ko<5 Y U1

< / / Ouply) dwdudv/ Suprl_a(avgplz)2dv+
Ury U,w

l1+12<5 12<2 Ro

+ / / v‘pm1 ' </ a(au@m2+2)2dw/> dl&gN = IA2b + IIA2b-
1 !

m1 +m2<5 ma<2

We have that

Tagb = /UT1 / i) deu/ sup '~ Dy, )*dv S 1+T1 A+n)? Z /URO AR

U,w U,w

11+l2<5 12<2 Ro

where we used (9.7). But we also have that

Pm; 2 o
g / supr ~(Dyom,) dv< E : / vrlnjr: dfign+
v N.

m;<2v YRo ftid 1,m; <2 71
2 (80(107?%4—2)2 |W¢mz+3| 1 alOm;+2 ;|2
+/ / < rlta + rlta 2 FI* ) djtgy < Eoc?,
1 N_,

where we used Sobolev, the fundamental Theorem of Calculus, the equation, Proposition 2, as-
sumption (A2) and (8.15). So finally we have that

Eie

I b<7
A0S 1+ )2
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For I149b we have that

[Tash = / / By )2 < / a(au¢m2+2)2dw’> dwdvdr’ <
T1 v

m1+m2<5 mo<2

Eye?
<2 S [Paurn [ e,
where we used (8.15). We also have that

Z / Supr O‘/ (Ouom,;+2) dw<

i,m; <2
2 /
S 7] Ouena,, dudr+
i,m; <2 i,m;<2 Y L S

u(Pmri-?) W"‘bmﬁi&\ ploajqmit2 p|2 o E052
//,< e T v [ o S T 7

where we used the fundamental Theorem of Calculus, the equation, Proposition 2, assumption
(A2) and (9.7). In the end we have that

E2&t
ITgob < —9—
A20 (1 _|_7_1)3
which finally gives us that
E§E4
L4090
U~ 047

The term with Q*TF can be treated in a similar fashion.
(A3’): With the pointwise estimates from (A2’) (where the nonlinearity F' was written with
respect to ¢ = 1) we use the following notation

> / P2 FPdfigy S Tas + Ilas + I1Iaz + IVas 4 Vas.
k1+k2<5
For V43 we have that

V7 i E2&t
IVA3: / h kzd Hgn N 1+ 2 Z / wm n dlu’g]\}' N(0747

1471
k1+ka<5 1,m; <5 T )

where we used Sobolev when needed, (8.40), (8.41), Hardy’s inequality (5.5) and (8.15). V43 can
be treated similarly.
For 11143 we have that

2.4
j : ‘;Dkg o j : v‘;oml o E(]5
I_[IAg == / wkl 'U gN N 2 / QN S.; 747
k1+ko<b 1 + T i,m; <5 (1 - 7—)

where we used Sobolev when needed, (8.40), (8.41) and (8.14).
For 11435 we have that

7;[)1{ Eye? E
Ily3 = / —- (Oupr, ) dfigy S T Z / T (Ym0 djigy < m
k1+ka<5

i,m;<b
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where we used Sobolev when needed, (8.27), (8.28) and Hardy’s inequality (5.5).
For I3 we have that

2 2.4
gpk FEye <p Z 5 Ege
IA4— E / AT ugok:g) dNQN ~ 1+T E : / L QN 5 (1+T) 30

k1+ka<5 i,m; <5

where we used Sobolev when needed, (8.27), (8.28) and (8.14).
So in the end we have that

1/2 2
2 / / 2108 F P dj | <8
T T .
T1 - 'ugN N1+Tl

k<5

(A4’): We start by noticing that the part that involves QFT F satisfies the desired estimate by
(A2’) (in C we have actually something even stronger than what is needed). For Q*T2F we have
that

OFT?F = Y~ 2D¥2(T?Yy,) - (Yibry) + 2D¥2(TY ) - (TY ¥,) + VD (T?4y,) - (Yiby, )+
k1+ko=k

F2VD(T?0,) - (TY Ury) + VD (Tihyy) - (T2Y toiy) + 2V DT>V by, Yk, ) + 2V DTV 0k, , TV Uy ),
which implies that

’QkT2F‘2 S Z Dg(T2Y¢k1)2(Y¢k2)2 + Dg(TY¢k1)2(Tka2)2 + D(T3¢k1)2(Y¢k2)2+
k1+ko=k

+D(T Y, ) (TY tn,)* + DTy ) (T2Y Pry)* + DIT* Yy [V, |2 + DITV g, [P TV |-

We denote the terms above as follows after integrating them over S NC

/ , |QkTF|2d,&gs STag +1Tag + T1T a4 + IVas + Vas + VIgg + VIag.
S+NCr

Now we have that

L= Y [ DY),
k1 +ko<5 Sr ﬂC
Epe Epe E3et
< (T?Y )y, )2dj T Y, 0t dfrgy S
(1 +T 2 Z L 007—2 7/) 7,) Mgs ~ (1 +7_ 2 Z<5/ ¢ ]’I’L /Lgs ~ (1 +7_)4_a7

where we used Sobolev when needed, (8.25), (8.26) and (8.3).
For 1144 we have that

=Y /C STV g, PTY Pl 5

k1+ko<5

LZ/ (TY ¥y, )2dj. LZ/JTTQ/) Jn*dj i
St g om) e S s il has S oy

1,m; <5 i,m; <5

where we used Sobolev when needed, (8.29), (8.30) and (8.2).
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For 11144 we have that

Iy= ) / DT, )* (Y ok, ) dfigs <

k1 +ho<5 Sr ﬁC

Eye? 3 Eoe T2 E2et
(T )2dji Ju [T djt e
1 + 7_ 2 Z /Tchl wmz :U'gs ~ (1 + 7_)2 Z / T/}ml]n ,Ufgs ~ (1 + 7—)4—0!7

i,m; <5

where we used Sobolev when needed, (8.25), (8.26) and (8.3).
For IV44 we have that

IWas= Y /  D(T%4i, *(TY ) 2 ditgs S
k1+ko<5 STOCT%

g2 g2 et

T
e O A R T e

1,m; <H i,m; <5

where we used Sobolev when needed, (8.29), (8.30) and (8.2).
For V44 we have that

V= 3 [ DT iy €
ki4ko<5 Y SmNCry

(T“Y Yy, )d < g Jo T In*d <
1 —|—T 2 Z /T[']C wmz) IugS ~ (1 _|_7_)2 e s, p[ ¢m1:|n /Lgs ~ (1 _|_7_)4_a7

where we used Sobolev when needed, (8.25), (8.26) and (8.3).
For V144 we have that

Vig= Y / | DI P19 0 Py %

ki1+ko<b

S 2 Foc / DIT*Y [P dfigs+ Y 72/ DIV, [P, < — L0
it LET Jsener; R imi<5 )= Js,ne T IS (1 4 A

where we used Sobolev when needed, (8.21), (8.22), (8.29), (8.30), (8.3) and (8.1).
Finally for VII44 we also have that

Vilu= Y / | DI b, PV, P

ki1+ko<5

E0€2 / E2€4
ST T oema T Y, [Pdfrgs S =i

where we used Sobolev when needed, (8.25), (8.26) and (8.2).
Gathering all the above estimate we get that for any k& < 5 we have that

E2 4
/ QT2 P2y S —0°
5-NC72 (1+7)
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which implies the better than required estimate

2.4
Eje

O*TFPda,, < —9
/CTQ | | Mgc ~ (1 + 7-1)3—a

1

(B1’): We deal again with the seven terms that we dealt with in (A4”), but now after integrating
them over S. We have that

° E0€2 2 2 70 Eg€4
Ipp= Y /D?’(sz”t/fkl)z(y”t/}kz)zdﬂgs S— > /D(T Yhm,) dftgs S 3=
k1+k2<5 o Ltr i,m;<5 S (1 + T)
where we used Sobolev when needed, (8.60), (8.61) and (8.3).
For 11, we have that
= Y [ DAY PV 00 i Foe” § [ DY v iy < B
1 2 S ~ m; S ~ 37
k1tha<5” S L+7, s /s (1+7)
where we used Sobolev when needed, (8.62), (8.63) and (8.2).
For 111, we have that
III Z /D(Tg’l/J )2(Y’l/1 )2d/OL < E052 Z /D(Y’l/} )2d/OL < Eg€4
Bl = k k N T T 3/ica m; N LA’
wos s 1 2 gs (1 +T)3/4_a s S gs (1_|_7.)11/4 «
where we used Sobolev when needed, (8.54), (8.55) and (8.3).
For IVgp, we have that
Win= 3 [ DI PV )iy < LS [ DY v iy, < Boe
Bl = k1 ko) Allgs S o 1w mi) Olgs S T 3=a
by s S (L+r)tme o= Js (1+7)
where we used Sobolev when needed, (8.44), (8.45) and (8.2).
For Vg1 we have that
2 4
- D(Ti ) (TY ) 2digs < — /DT2Ym.2d° S —
Vi 3 [ D0 O iy S 7 X [ DO i S (e
1 2 1,Mix

where we used Sobolev when needed, (8.42), (8.43) and (8.3).
For VIg; we have that

V= 3 [ DTS IV i <

k1+ka<5

< D|T |°d —_— Jodige <
ST Y [ DI Pl + s X [ PPt < .

i,m; <5 1,m; <5

where we used Sobolev when needed, (8.40), (8.41), (8.46), (8.47), (8.1) and (8.3).
Finally for VIIp; we have that

Vilg = Y [ DI PV P, <

k1+ka<5
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E2€4
TY . 2d 077
(1_|_Tla Z /‘ Ww ’ MQSN(l_i_T)?)—Oc

1,m;<H

where we used Sobolev when needed, (8.42), (8.43) and (8.2).

(B2’): All terms in the proof of (B1’) decay with rate —3 4+ « (which is enough to prove
(B2’)), apart from the term 37, ., 5 [q D(T3¢p, )2 (Y bk, )2dfigg. We will treat this differently
using Morawetz, and get the improved estimates that is required here. We have that

3 / DT 0 ) i =

ki1+ko<b

= ) b S )2 (Yibe, )2 dfig + Y / /S . D(T3, )2 (Ythry ) dfig s -

k1+ko<b k1+ka<5
For the term Zk1+k2<5 I fg JA(AR) D(T3y, )?(Y bk, )?djig, Wwe have that it decays with the rate
—2 by the proof of (A4’). For the term > kitho<s Jam2 DT, )2 (Y Yry)?dfig, we have that
X 1
Eye? 7 EZet
3. 2 270 < 0 30 \290 < 0
Z /72 D(T wlﬂ) (kaQ) d:ugA ~ (1 _|_7_1)1/2 /7_1 /ST/(T wkl) dﬂgR ~ (1 _|_7.1)5/2—a’

k1+ko<5b ’A"'l
where we used Sobolev when needed, (8.54), (8.55) and the estimate

o E0€2
/,472 (T°x)*djig, S Arnre for any k <5,
1

which is a consequence of (8.3).
(B3’): The proof is very similar to that of (A3’) and hence will not be repeated.
(B4’): We have that

QATIF = 3 2DY2(T3Y ) - (Ybey) + 6D¥*(T2Y 4y, ) - (TY i) + VD (T ) - (Yadiy) +
ki+ko=k
+3VD(T*Y,) - (TY Uyy) + 3V D(T?hy,) - (T2 y,) + VD (Thy, ) - (T3Y gy )+
+2VD(T3Y iy, Yibiy) + 6V DTV, , TV i,
which implies that
QP TIF? S Y DI TPY Y, )2 (Yebry)? + DAT?Y 4, )2 (TY Uy ) + D(T g ) (Y i, ) >+
k1+ko=k
+D(T3wk1 )2(TY1/Jk2 )2 + D(T2¢k1 )2(T2Y1/}k2 )2 + D(kal )2 (T3Y1/}k2 )2+
+D| T3V by, 2| Vibry |* + DIT? Vi, 21TV s, |-

We denote as follows the terms of the above pointwise inequality after integrating them over S-NC7?

Z/ ‘QkTgF‘ dﬂgs SIpy+Ilps+ 11y + IV + Vs + VIpy+ VIigy + VIIipy.
ks 7 Sr0Cr

We have that
2

g
Ipa = / WWmmew;&——/ DY (T 4y, g, <
klgcggg, S70C; ' ’ (14 71)2 Js e ' 98

36



Eye? / 3 E2et
E T n*djl —_
1 + ’7' 2 TﬂCTI wml] Mgs ~ (1 n T)g_a

i,m; <5

where we used Sobolev when needed, (8.25), (8.26) and (8.4).
For IIp4 we have that

Ey g2
gy = / DA (T2Y o, )TV gy S —— D3 (T by, 2 dfigy <
k1%<5 SrNCri 1 YT (L) 2;5 S-nCr ”
Eoe / 5 E2et
(1 + 7)2 @ i ;5 S ﬂCTZ QS (1 + 7—)4—20c

where we used Sobolev when needed, (8.29), (8.30) and (8.3).
For II1p4 we have that

Hlgy= ) /S o DT ) (V) djtgs S 7 +72 Z / D(T . dftgs 5
M

7'2
k1+ka<5 SrNCr

E0€ 3 Eg€4
T dj. T
1 +7_ 2 Z /9 ﬂc ¢mz]n /u’gs ~ (1 +7_)3_a7

where we used Sobolev when needed, (8.25), (8.26) and (8.4).
For IVp4 we have that

E 2
IVpi= Y /S oy DT (TY ) ditgs S s D / e D(T%¢m,) dfigs <
T ‘I'l

2—«
k1+ko<b (1 + T) 1,m;<b

2 I Eg€4
1+T2a Z T”L/Jml]" dﬂgst7

T2
i,mi<5 ¥ OrNCry

where we used Sobolev when needed, (8.29), (8.30) and (8.3).
For Vg4 we have that

E 2
VBa = / D(T%) )2 (T*Y r, ) 2 dfrgg < g / D(T?Y Y, ) dfigy <
k14—zk;<5 5;NC72 ' ’ 98 (1+7)%e ’;5 S-nCP? " 98
Eoe E2et
< JT2 tdr 0
(1+T)2 a 1;5/9 0072 [ ,l/}ml]n Ngs ~ (1 —I-T)4_2O‘7

where we used Sobolev when needed, (8.29), (8.30) and (8.3).
For VIgs we have that

Eoe
Vi — / DT )X (T3Y iy < / D(TY ) ?dfigs <
k1—§<5 SrnCr ' v +T)2 M;E, S,nce? el s
E32:t
do, < 0=
1 +T (T+7)? Z /S ﬂcm T ditgs S 1+ 73

where we used Sobolev when needed, (8.25), (8.26) and (8.4).
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For VIIgs we have that

Vilgi= Y / | DIT Y, [V by P*dfigs <

fr a5 Y STNCT

3 / DIV, Pdfigs <

2
1,m;<H Tnc"’l

E()E
< D|T3 df.
ST 77, 2, e PP Pl 4 s

i,m; <5

Eye? 3 Eoe E2et
[T Hdy — dj ——
1 + 7_ 2 Z /Tnch ¢mz]n :ugs (1 + 7—)1 « Z / ﬂCTZ [’lz[)mz]n IugS ~ (1 + 7_)3—047

i,m; <5

where we used Sobolev when needed, (8.21), (8.22), (8.33), (8.34), (8.1) and (8.4).
For VIIIg, we have that

VIIlgi= Y. / D|T2W¢k1I2ITW¢k2|2dﬁgs§

ki1+ko<b

2 2 70
HTQ 2. /m DIT*Y im P dfigs + 1+ AT Z/S DITY o, *dfigs S

T2
i,mi<5 imi<5 Y SrNCry

Eye? / 9 Epe / E2ct
T n*djl —_ T n*djl —_—
1 +T 2 Z ﬁC:f 1/1m1] NQS (1 4 )1 a Z s, 0072 [ wm’] Ngs ~ (1 _|_7-)3—o¢

i,m; <5

where we used Sobolev when needed, (8.25), (8.26), (8.29), (8.30), (8.2) and (8.3).
Gathering together all the previous estimates, we get that in the end

2.4

Ese
k3 0
/gnCTZ|QTF|ngNmeTaHYk<5

which implies the desired estimate (B4’).
(C1’): We deal again the same terms from (B4’), but this time we integrate them on S. We
have that

E g2
Ici = /D3 (T?Y iy )2 (Y ory ) 2 dfitgs S T

/ D(T3Y iy, V2dfige <
k1+ka<5b

Es E2et
=D Ol A

2—a’
T
zm2<5 + )

where we used Sobolev when needed, (8.60), (8.61) and (8.4).
For 111 we have that

E0€2
o= Y / DAYt PATY Pl S T S / DYy, iy <
k1+ko<b i,m;<b

i (T2, I dfrg, < 20
1+T Z Y, 'L‘QSN( )3 P

i,m; <5

where we used Sobolev when needed, (8.62), (8.63) and (8.3).
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For 1111 we have that

. Eqe? .
Mer= Y [ D PO iy S s 3 [ (Tt Pt %
k1+ka<5b S i,m; <5 S
S S [T It digs S 55—
(1 +T)1/2 iﬂég, S Y m gs (1 + 7.)3/2—a
where we used Sobolev when needed, (8.54), (8.55) and (8.4).
For IV we have that
Wor= [ DI POV Pl < 25 S [ (000 il <
cl1 — k1 k2 Mgs ~ (1 + 7_)1/2 m; /Lgs ~
kitha<s S i;mi<5 7S
< Iy [T, 0 dfrgy S ——5—,
~ (1 + 7_)1/2 17;5/5 M [ T/sz]n ﬂgs ~ (1 i 7_)5/2_a

where we used Sobolev when needed, (8.56), (8.57) and (8.3).
For V1 we have that

Eoye?
_ 2 2 2 2790 0 2 270
Vor= > /SD(T V) A (T2Y Yy, ) 2dfigs < =T ) /SD(T Yipm, ) ditgs S

k1+ko<b 1,m; <5
Eye? 24
< JEm2y  nkda,. < — 0=
~1 + T 1;5/5 I [ wmz] :u‘gS ~ (1 + T)g_gaa

where we used Sobolev when needed, (8.44), (8.45) and (8.3).
For VIg1 we have that

o E()E2 o
Vier= 30 [ D PT o P, £ 75— 3 [ DAY Pt <

k14+ko<5 1,m;<5

<

Eye? T3 E2et
E JHT Antda,.. < ———
1+Tim.<5/S M[ Y dfigs < (1 +7)2o’

where we used Sobolev when needed, (8.25), (8.26) and (8.4).
For VII-; we have that

Viter= 3 [ DI, Pi v, P, <

k1+ko<5

< e / DTN Pligs + — 205 3 / Vo Py <
~ 1+T S my; gs (1+T)1_a g my; gs ~

1,m;<H 1,m; <D

Eye? P . Epe? T . E2ct
N T Z /SJ;L [T, Intdfigg + A Z /sJ“ (Ym0t dflgg S 5=

2—a’
1,m; <5 i,m; <5 (1 + 7—)

where we used Sobolev when needed, (8.40), (8.41), (8.48), (8.49), (8.1) and (8.4).

39



For VIII-1 we have that

VItor= 30 [ DIT*Yu PSPt <
k1+ko<5
S1hr 2 [ PIT*Vmdigs + (1+ T 2 [ TV mdiigs S
1,m; <D 1,m;<H
EOE2 Z /JT T2¢ ]n di E Z /JT T”l)[) ’I’L Pdf ﬁ
1+T1m<5 m; lu’gS (1—|—T2 a m; :ugsw(l_’_T)g_aa

where we used Sobolev when needed, (8.42), (8.43), (8.46), (8.47), (8.2) and (8.3).
All the above estimates imply that

E3e!
(147)*
(C2%): Apart from the term Y, .. o [« D(T*p, )2 (Y Yr,)?dfigs all the other terms in the

proof of (C1’) have decay of rate —2 + «, which enough in order to prove (C2’). But for the
aforementioned problematic term we have that

/ Q*T3F 2dfiyg < — for any k <5.
S

/ [ D 0 Pl =

k1+ko<5b

Z /TQD Y )2 (Y ¥k, )2 dfig, + Z // o T, )2 (Y g, ) 2dige

k1+ko<5 k1+ka<h S /ﬂ
The second term Y7y o o [ [ N(AR)e D(T%y, )*(Ybr, )?djig, has decay of rate —2 + a by the
proof of (B4”). For Zk1+k2<5 ng (T*g, )2 (Y b, )?dfig . we have that

E0€2
(1 + 7'1)1/2 ;

2.4
Ege

4 230 __
Z D T Tl)/ﬁ) (Yﬂ)kz) d:ugA S (1 +Tl)3/2—a’

(T Py, S
kytha<h AT

;<5 A

where we used Sobolev when needed, (8.54), (8.55) and the estimate

for any k < 5,

E0€2
T4 2d° < _ =
/,413( v s S

which is a consequence of (8.4).
(C3’): Again, the proof is very similar to the proofs of A2’ and B3’ and will not be repeated.
(C4’): We have that

QP = ) 2D¥H(TY ) (Y b, )+ 8D (T3Y 4y, ) - (TY iy ) +6 D% (T2Y g, )+ (T7Y 1y, )+
ki+ko=k

+VD(T%, ) (Y ¥k, ) +4VD(T P, ) - (TY i, ) +6V D(T34hg, ) (T?Y Yoy ) +4VD(T e, ) (T3Y gy )+
+VD(Tig, ) - (T Ypy) +2VD(T Y ibi, , Vibry) + 8V D{T3V gy, TV gy ) + 6V D(T*Vahi, , T> Vi, ),
which implies that

QTP S Y DT )2 (Yhr,)? + DXTPY i, ) (DY Y, ) + DX (T2Y 4y )P (TPY i, )+
ki1+ko=k
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+D(T5wk1 )2(Y1/}k2)2 + D(T4¢k1 )2(TY¢/€2)2 + D(Tgwkl )2(T2Y¢k2)2 + D(Tzwkl )2(T3Y¢k2)2+
+D(Tk,)*(T*Y Pr,)* + DIT Vg, P Yibiy |* + DITY ok, |21 TY 0k, |* + DIT*Vibiy [*| TV, -

After integrating over S N C we denote the above terms as follows

> / o QT F 2 dfiyg < ToatTIoa+ I Ioa+ IVos+Vos+VIea+VIeg+ VI oy I X ca+ Xoa+ X Iy,
kg5 om0

We have that

FEye
foi= Y [ DAY P i S > [ o DY i Pl

2 (1+7)2
k1+ko<b ﬁC"’l ( + 1,m;<H

Eqe? T i o E354
0 JE [T, Infdfg, < ——0
~(147)? /sfncif : T m I ditgs < (1+471)%«

where we used Sobolev when needed, (8.25), (8.26) and (8.5).
For 114 we have that

Epe

IIgy = Z /S s D (T3Y1/}k1) (TYl/Jk2) d,ugs S W
T Tl

k1+ko<5

Z /HCTQ (T3Y¢m@) ditgs S

i,m; <5

Eqe? T3 o E854
< 0= JET3 4, Intdig . < ——0
St /mc:f 0l i & s

where we used Sobolev when needed, (8.29), (8.30) and (8.4).
For I11:4 we have that

g2

oy = ) /5ch DX T?Y 4y, ) (T*Y i, dfigs S AF e

k1 +hp<5 ”CTQ

i,m; <5

62 64

S ——i= T T, I dfrgs S e
T (L)t /Smclf ol les S (3 yam

where we used Sobolev when needed, (8.33), (8.34) and (8.3).
For IVz4 we have that

Wei= Y |

k1 +ho<5 SrNCr

Epe
D(T® Yy, )?dj D(Tm, ) dji
L D000 ugSN(HT)Q b /“ DT, Vijigs <
I [T, 0P dfigy S ————5—,
e e
where we used Sobolev when needed, (8.25), (8.26) and (8.5).
For Vo4 we have that

Ene 2
Voa= Y / D(T 4y, ) (TY ¢y, dfrgg S GJFOW > /S e D(T"m,)*dfigs S

k1+ka2<5 ,m;<b

S ——— Iy [T, Intdiigg S ———5—
¥ (4 /smczf o i dites S e
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where we used Sobolev when needed, (8.29), (8.30) and (8.4).
For VIg4 we have that

. Eoe? .
Vies= ) / L DT 2 (T2Y 4, *djtgs < = > / L DY ) djtgs <
ky+ha<s Y ST0CH imy<5 Y SrNCr
<— T T Y It iy S ——
A+ Jsnez il ditgs 5 (14 7)372
where we used Sobolev when needed, (8.33), (8.34) and (8.3).
For VIi-4 we have that
. Ee? .
Viei= 3 [ D@0 i S e O D(T*Y Vg, <
ncr2 (1+7) , ncr2
ki1+ko<b K | 2,M; <D T T
< — T T, It iy S —————,
Y A+T) Jsnez T mn ditgs < (14 7)372

where we used Sobolev when needed, (8.29), (8.30) and (8.4).
For VIIIc, we have that

3 . Epe? ,
VIlicy = /S o D(Tipy, )H(TY i, djtgs S - 2 : / o D(TYY 4, )2 dfigs S
Pl 1 7N 1

2
k1+ko<b (1 T T) i,m; <5
L T[T I djty. < —0°
~(A+7)? Jsncz M T m I ditgs 5 (1+471)%«

where we used Sobolev when needed, (8.25), (8.26) and (8.5).
For I X4 we have that

IXer= Y DIT*Y o, ||V o P dftgs S
707

k1+ka<5

052 / 4 2 ;0 2 2 70
< — DIT Yo, |“dfigs + Eoe*(1 + 1) / DIV, |“dfigs S
TrrF 2 [y o DIt Pt + Bo?(1 40" 3 [ DIV i

T2
i,mi<5 Y OrNCr i, mi<5

E2et
T4 ° 2 T o 0
S [ e T o g Bot ) 3 [ i S

i,m; <5 M <5

where we used Sobolev when needed, (8.21), (8.22), (8.52), (8.53), (8.1) and (8.5).
For X4 we have that

< E0€2
~(1+7)2

Xcoy = Z D‘T?’ka1 ’2’vak2’2d:&gs 5
SrNC72

k1+ko<5

E0€2
< -
iy

val<5

E0€2
D|T3 2df — / D|T 12dfige <
Joezs PPl + s 2 T Py

T2
i mi<5 Y SrNCry

< B / TSI T R L / T i djiy. < — 20
Y42 = sae T Hos A+t &= Joncz 7" Hos ~ (14 ry3—a
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where we used Sobolev when needed, (8.25), (8.26), (8.33), (8.34), (8.2) and (8.4).
For X Ic4 we have that

Xiov= 30 [ DI, PV iy, <
k1+ko<b STOCTl

S Y [ DN Pl S s S [ T S
~ —_ mg ~ —_ mg ~ _ ’
(1 + 7—)2 “ 1,m; <5 TOC:% . (1 - 7—)2 “ 1,m; <5 TOC:% ! . (1 + T)4 2
where we used Sobolev when needed, (8.25), (8.26), (8.29), (8.30), (8.2) and (8.4).
Gathering all the above estimates we get that

E2ct
0 — for any k <5,

QT FPdjgs S s
/Smclf (1)

which implies (C4’).
(D1’): We use the same pointwise estimate from the proof of (C4’), but now we integrate just
over S. We have that

. Eoe? .
= 3 [ DOV 0P S 1 S [ DOV P,
k1+ka<b s 1,m; <5 s
< JT [T I drgy S —05
~ 1+T/S M[ ”L/Jml]n Hgs (1—}—7’)1_0“

where we used Sobolev when needed, (8.60), (8.61) and (8.5).
For IIp; we have that

. FEye? .
M= 30 [ DAY PTY 0Pt S 1o 30 [ DY )i

k1+ko<5 1,m; <5
< JEm3y ntda, < ——0=
~ 1 +7—/S ,u[ ¢mz]n Hgs (1 _|_7_)2_a7

where we used Sobolev when needed, (8.62), (8.63) and (8.4).
For IIIp; we have that

0e” 372 2 70
E S [ DT, g S
(1+T)1_a/2 /S ( 1/} 1) NQS ~

2,m1<5

M= 3 [ DAY PO P,
k1+k2<5 S

< Eee? JTIT2 bdf. <
Nm o u[ Ym0 dfigg <

where we used Sobolev when needed, (8.64), (8.65) and (8.3).
For IVp, we do not get enough decay just by integrating over S, we take the spacetime integral
instead and we have that

T2 T2
/ IVpdr' = Z / ; D(T57pk1)2(ywkz)2d:&gn =
T 1 ’

1 k1+ka<b

E3et
(1 + 7)3—3/2

T2
:/T D(T5¢k1)2(y¢k2)2dﬁgA+/ / . D(T5T/)k1)2(y¢kz)2d,&gn-
A2 1 ST/O(A-,%)C

1
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For the second integral of the last line we notice that

5 270 Ege’
Z /T (AT 7/%1) (kaz) ditgs < (1 —I—T 2 Z / D(T%k, ) djrgs S m =

ki1+ko<b i,m;<b TO(A

2 E354
= 1 Y di < —_—
/ /sm(A ) (Y g 5 (14 7))«

where we used Sobolev when needed, (8.25), (8.26) and (8.5). For [, D(T5¢, )2 (Ybr, )?dfig , We
1
have that

EQE2
1/2
(1+71) / i

64(1 + Tg)a

5 2 2 g0 < < A 47
/Aif D(T wkl) (Y¢k2) ditgs S Hgs ~ (1 _|_7.1)1/2’

(T2

m; <5 ‘A"'l
where we used Sobolev when needed, (8.54), (8.55) and

Z /7'2 (Tswmi)zdl&g/\ 5 EOE (1 _’_7_2)017
57/ AT

1, <

which is a consequence of (8.5). So in the end we get that

2 Ege*(1 4 m) o

/ IVpdr' —(14571)1/22) S Eget(1+72)% (9.8)
T1

For Vp1 we have that

Bt

k1+ko<b m;<H
S — LT Y, 0P dfg, S —————n—,
S TR S P00 O los S s

where we used Sobolev when needed, (8.56), (8.57) and (8.4).
For VIp; we have that

E0€
VIDl = Z /D T3¢k1 (T2Y1/}k2) dﬂgs ~ (1 —|-T 1/2 a/2 Z / T31/Jml dﬂgs ~
k1+k2<b 1,m; <5

EOE2 JT T2 rd <
S g e J u [T m, Infdfig <

where we used Sobolev when needed, (8.58), (8.59) and (8.3).
For VIIp, we have that

E2et
(1 + 7)5/2-32/2°

Eoe
VIiIpy= / D(Tp, ) (T?Y 4y g S e D / D(T3Y by, ) dfigs S

l—«
k1+ko<b (1 + T) i,m;<b
< U | gty Intda,. < ——0°
~ (1 + T)l_a /S 1 [ ¢mz]n ,ugs ~ (1 + 7—)2—204’

where we used Sobolev when needed, (8.44), (8.45) and (8.4).
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For VIIIp, we have that

VIIp, = Z /D Ttiy ) (THY Uy ) diigs S 1 g Y, ) ditgs S
k1+ko<b 1,m;<H
e? T o et
S T /SJM (T m, In*"dfigs < e

where we used Sobolev when needed, (8.42), (8.43) and (8.5).
For I Xp1 we have that

IXp: = Z / DIT*Y o, *| Y ok, |*digs S

k1+ko<5

E0€2
1 + T

/ DIT*Y 4, P djigs + Eo?(1+7)* D [ [V, djtgs S
i,m;<b 1,m; <H ST

EOE T4 T Efe!

N 1 g Z / J T ’l/)ml n dugs + E()E 1 + T Z /S mc J ’l/)ml n”d,ugs ~ m,

1,m; <D i,m; <5

where we used Sobolev when needed, (8.21), (8.22), (8.52), (8.53), (8.1) and (8.5).
For X p1 we have that

Xpy = / DTV i, |PITY ok, | dfgs S
k1+ka<b
E0€ 3
1 — Z / D|T WT/)mA d:ugs (1 + 1 5 Z / |Tv¢m | d#gs ~
1,m; <5 §misS
< E0€2 JT TS df Eoe JT T dj ES&A
ST Y Y, |0 dfig + W > Pomlndites S 73 =
ima<h i,m;<b

where we used Sobolev when needed, (8.25), (8.26), (8.33), (8.34), (8.2) and (8.4).
For X1p; we have that

XIpi= ) /D\TZV”L/fleTQW%z!ZdugsN

k1+ka<5

2
< E0€

o [, DT P <Y [, T i Boc
~ (1 +T)1_a i gs N gs N (1

1 1 « 2—2a’
i,m;<b ( +7 i,m;<5 +7')

where we used Sobolev when needed, (8.25), (8.26), (8.33), (8.34), (8.2) and (8.4).

Gathering all the above estimates we note that |QFT*F|? integrated on S decays with rate
—1 + « (which is enough for the proof of (D1’)), apart from the term given in (9.8) which was
shown though to satisfy the necessary estimate.

(D2’): The same estimates that were obtained in the proof of (C4’) imply also that

4
€

Q*T4F|2dfi,, < ————— for any k < 5,

/ETﬂ{r>2M—6} B (14 7)2e

which in turn implies (D2’).
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(E1’): We have that

QYF= 3 DVD/(Yy,)- (Yiby,) +2D%°(Yby,) - (Y20y,) + 2VD(TY ¢y ) - (Yby )+
ki1+ko=k

M
+2\/B(T¢k1) (Yzﬂlkz) + 2\/_<YW¢/€1 ) W¢k2> ﬁﬁ/ 8ﬁ¢k1 ’ywkzv
and after commuting Y F' once with T we get that

OFTYF = Y 2DV2D(TY4y,) - (Yebiy) +2D¥(TY g, ) - (Y2 hpy) + 2D (Y iy, ) - (TY 2, )+
k1+ko=k

+2VD(T?Y i, ) - (Yibiy) + 2VD(TY ;) - (TY Uy,) + 2V D (T2, ) - (Y20, )+
+2\/5(ka1) ' (Ty2wk2) + 2\/5<Tvak1 ) V¢k2> + 2\/1_7<Y771/1k1 ) vak2> + % : gﬁfy : 8ﬁT7/}k1 : 871/%27

Finally we commute once more with T’

OFT?YF = ) 2DY2D/(T2Y 4y, )- (Y b, ) 42D 2D (TY g, )-(TY b, ) +2D% 2 (T2Y 4y, )-(Y 24y, )+
k1+ko=k

HADY2(TY Yy, ) (TY *1hyy ) 42D 2 (Y i, ) (T%Y oy ) 428 D(T3Y Y, ) (Y iy ) +6V D(T2Y g, )-(TY gy )+
+2VD (TP, ) (Y 24, ) 4V D (T ) (TY 24, )42V D (T, ) (T?Y 24, )42V D(T?Y Vi, , Yk, )+

M M
+AVD{TY Vb, TV, ) +2V DY Yoy, T2V gy )+ 529705 T oy O tpiy +—597 - 05Ty -0y Ty
We note that the following inequalities hold true

M ﬁ’*{ k Eg€4 9
Z & D- T‘— < aﬁ¢k1 “/TZ)IQ) dlu’gA S Z |Q F| dji Hga S m by (A]- )7
k1+ko<5 Ar k<5
M ﬁ’*{ k Eg€4 9
Z ( Ty, - 7¢k2> ditgy S Z Q TF‘ ditga S m by (A17),
k1+ha<5 An k<5 1
and

> [.p M (o 0500, - 0,00, + (gﬂv T, 0,T0,) ) diig

r
k1+ka<b 'ATI

E
k<5

So for Q*Y F, QFTY F and QkTQYF we focus on all the other terms.
For Q*Y F we have that

13264

> / DIO*Y F2dfi,, < Ipa+ Igia+ I Igia+ [Vgia + Vgia + TR
7'2 1

k<5 (1

For Ig1a we have that

Ipia = Z /72 D3(Y¢k1)2(ywk2)2dﬁgA =

kitko<5 AT
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Eye? E2et
D3(Y U V2 (Vb ) 2dftg. < 2 / D(Y b 2dfig. < —20
= Z /STHAE ( wkl) ( wkz) Hgs S 1+7 Z S.0A7 ( v 1) Hgs ~ (1 +7_)3?

k1+ka<5 i,m;<b

where we used Sobolev when needed, (8.60), (8.61) and (8.1). As a consequence we get that

Eie
Ipia < ———
B (1 + Tl)
For IIg1a we have that
1 2v2 0 N2 e Eoe® 22 N2 e E3et
pia= ) DY (Y oy, )2 (Y ) gy S > | DY) ditg, S :
_ATQ 1 + T1 . _ATQ 1 + 1
k1+k2<5 71 1,m; <5 71

where we used Sobolev when needed, (8.60), (8.61) and the estimate for [ =0

/ (Dz(QleY2¢)2 + D|WQleY1/)|2> dftg, S Eye? for any k < 5, any [ < 2 and any 71, 7o with 71 < 79,
AT?

1

(9.9)
which is a consequence of (8.20).
For I11g1a we have that

> DV Y g, =

2
k1+ko<b 'ATl

E()E2 E264
= DAYt ) (TY o2l < —25 / D(TY i, dfigy < —0°
m%gs/s NAZ 1 T e zn%zgs SrNAZ T Ay

where we used Sobolev when needed, (8.54), (8.55) and (8.2). As a consequence we get that:

E2€4
pa S —2—.
For IVgia we have that
D S R Z /TZD (V2 2, < 1—|—7'1’
k1+ko<b 71 i,m;<b
where we used Sobolev when needed, (8.60), (8.61) and the estimate(9.9) for [ = 0.
For Vgia we have that
Vela= /T2 DAYV, [PV or, P dfg . S
k1+k2<5
< e P> / i, i VY o Pl S~
N1+T . m; Q.A mg gAN1+7'1N
EOE T / 2 2 Ege
< Ju dfigedr + D*|VY dj.
N <5/n/SmA [thm, In*dfigg dr 1+1.Z VY Y, | NQAN1+T

where we used Sobolev when needed, (8.40), (8.41), (8.60), (8.61), (8.1) and estimate(9.9) for [ = 0.
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Now we look at QFTY F and we have that

> / 2 DIQFTY F2djiy, < Ipib+ ITpib+ ITgib + IV + Vib+
AP

k<5
E2et
+VIgib+ VIIgib+ VIIpb+ IXpb+ ——.
(1 + Tl)
For Ig1b we have that
Ipb= ) D¥(TY hy, )2 (Y ¢hn, )2 dftg, =

T2
k1+ko<5 ’ATl

o E()E2 2 50 Eg€4
= > / DY (TY by, )2 (Y i, 2dfitgs < > / D(TY thm,)*dfigg S ;=
k1+ka<5 S 1+Ti,mi<5 S (1+T)
E2€4
= Ipb< 0
E9 S (1“‘7—1)2’

where we used Sobolev when needed, (8.60), (8.61) and (8.2).
For IIg1b we have that

Eqe? E2ct
_ 4 20v2. V2,70 < A0 20y 2 \245 < 0
Hpb= 37 | DUTYe PO 0Pl S 7 30 | DO Um P S T
k1+ko<5 1 1,m; <D 1
where we used Sobolev when needed, (8.62), (8.63) and estimate (9.9) for [ = 0.
For II1g1b we have that
1 2y 2, \25 Eoe® 92 N2 g6 E3et
ITIp1b = Z D (kal) (TY Vk,) dfig 4 S Z DA(TY Um,) dfig 4 S )
ki Hha<s /AR Lm, is/az I+n

where we used Sobolev when needed, (8.60), (8.61) and estimate (9.9) for [ = 1.
For IVEg1b we have that

Wiib= > | DTV, (Yhr,) dfig, =
k1+ko<b 'A"'%

° E0€2 2 2 70 Eg€4
= X[ DAY iy S T 3 [ DAY gy S e
kitha<s /S ()2 s s (L+7)>2
E3€4
(1+ T1)3/2_a7
where we used Sobolev when needed, (8.54), (8.55) and (8.3).
For VE1b we have that

= IE1b 5

Veib= Y | DATY )" (TY ;) djig, =
k1+ko<5 'ATI
DTV 6 2TV V2d . < — 205 DITY 6, Vi < 205
= Z s ( 7/%1) ( T/sz) NQS ~ (1+T)1/2 Z p ( 1/}7711) NQS ~ (1+T)5/2 =

k1+ko<b 1,m; <5
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E2et
(1+ T1)3/2 ’
where we used Sobolev when needed, (8.56), (8.57) and (8.2).
For VIg1b we have that

= IE1b 5

2.4
VIpib= Z / DT )2 (Y 21, ditg . S g e Z / DAY 2,V dfig s (1 o

ka5 AT (L+m)ime s + )t

where we used Sobolev when needed, (8.44), (8.45) and estimate (9.9) for [ = 0.
For VIIgib we have that

E()E E
VIIgpb = Z /T2 D* (T, ) (TY * iy ) 2dfig 4 S T+ 7 Z /T2 D*(TY *p, )2 dfig, < T+r
k1 +ko<5 Y A b mi<s /A 1

where we used Sobolev when needed, (8.42), (8.43) and estimate (9.9) for [ = 1.
For VIIIg1b we have that

VIIpb= Y [ DYTY V|V iy, S

k1+ko<5
5 Z /.,2 D2|WTQ/)k1|2|WQ/)k2|2dﬁgA + Z /T2 D2|WTY¢k1|2|W¢k2|2d,&gA ,S
ke1+ka<5 AT by s
E0€ E()E
S 7 Z / VT, [P diig 4 + Z / Y o, |2 g, +
i,mi <5 i,m; <5
EOE 2 E()E
D TY df
B X [ DAY P S T

,M; <D

where we used Sobolev when needed, (8.40), (8.41), (8.42), (8.43), (8.62), (8.63), (8.1), (8.2) and
estimate (9.9) for [ = 1.
For I Xg1b we have that

IXpb= Y [ DYV ITY e ditg, S

k1+ka<b
S [ P P T it S / DAY by P T Palig &
k1+k2<5 k1+k2<5
EQE
Sy / Vb 2y, + [ P70 Pl
1,m; <5 i,m;<b
Eoe / 5 2 Egs4
DA|YY dji ,

where we used Sobolev when needed, (8.4()), (8.41), (8.42), (8.43), (8.60), (8.61), (8.1), (8.2) and
estimate (9.9) for [ = 0.
Finally we look at Q*T2Y F and we have that

> / DIQFT?Y F*djig, < Ipic+ Ipic+ I Igic+ IVigic + Vpiet
k<5
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+VIE10+ V[IElc—l-VI[IE10+IXE10+XE16+XIE16+

E2et
XII XIII —_ .
+ E1C T EB1C+ A+ 2o

For Igic we note that it can be treated in the same way as Ig1b, where we use (8.3) instead of
(8.2).

For I1g1c we note that I1gic < IIg1b. For I11g1c we have that

E()E2 E2€4

IIgic= DYNT2Y i, )2 (Y, ) 2dfg, < ————— D2(Y 4y, ) 2dfg, S ——2——

E1l é A:% ( ’l/)k‘l) ( ¢k)2) :ugA ~ (1+Tl)1_a/2 imigs A:% ( ’l)[)mz) IugA ~ (1 +T1)1_a/2

where we used Sobolev when needed, (8.64), (8.65) and estimate (9.9) for [ = 0.
For IVEgic we have that
4 2y 2, \2.0% Eye? 92 N2 e E3et
Wgie=Y [ DNTY 4y, )2(TY i) dfig, S > DATY ") dfigy S :
k<5 /AT Ltm, iis)az I+n

where we used Sobolev when needed, (8.62), (8.63) and estimate (9.9) for [ = 1.

For VEi1c we have that
E2ct
1+7’

. Eye? .
Veie=Y [ DY Yy, )2 (T2Y 2y, 2dfig, S —— Y DX(T?Y ¢, ) dfig 4 S
k<5 AR I+mn imi<5 AR

where we used Sobolev when needed, (8.60), (8.61) and estimate (9.9) for [ = 2.
For VIgic we have that

VIgie=>) . D (T3Y g, > (Yibry ) dfig s = > /S DX(T3Y 4y, )2 (Y ry ) ditgs S

k<5 /A k1+ka<5
E0€2 / E2€4
< 0t D(T3Y b 2 dfigy < ——0° =
~ (1 +7')1/2 i;5 Sr ( Ym) itgs < (1 +T)3/2_a
E2et
= Vigie < ——
E1C 3 (1 +T1)1/2_a
where we used Sobolev when needed, (8.54), (8.55) and (8.4).
For VIIgic we have that
Igic= D¥(T?Y Yy, ) (TY i, )2 dfi D*(T?Y Yy )2 (TY iy ) 2dtgs <
Vilgic= > L DAY g ) (TY Y, ) dfg s = > (TY 1, )*(TY i, ) “dfigs <
k1 +ka <5 Y AT k<55
<0 D(T2Y 4y, gy < ——0 — =
~ (1"‘7—)1/2 ZW;S/S ( ¢ 7,) lu’gS ~ (1+T)5/2_a
E2et
= VilgeS ——0
Elc ~ (1 +T1)3/2_a
where we used Sobolev when needed, (8.56), (8.57) and (8.3).
For VIIIgic we have that
VIlgie= Y D (T, )2 (Y2 r, )2 digy S

T2
ki+ko<h Y AT
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2.4
Ege

Eye? D2(y?2 2 70
E < s
(Y wmz) d:ugA ~ (1 +Tl)3/4—oe’

S" 3/4
(]. +T1) / -« Zml\5 .A

where we used Sobolev when needed, (8.50), (8.51) and estimate (9.9) for [ = 0.
For I Xgic we have that

i Eye? i E2et
IXpre= Y | DT, (TY 0k, dfigy S i | DTV 20y, S

kika<s /AT (L4 m)i=e i;mr<s AT (1 + 7))t

where we used Sobolev when needed, (8.44), (8.45) and estimate (9.9) for [ = 1.

For Xgic we have that
E2ct
1+7

)

3 Epe?
Xpe= Y [ DT (@Y, iy S 75— D | DTV ) dfig, <
kitko<5 AT L mi<s ? Ar

where we used Sobolev when needed, (8.42), (8.43) and estimate (9.9) for [ = 2.
For X Igic we have that

XIgic= / D?|T*Y Y boi, 1P|V ks | P g S
k1+ka<5

/ DN T, Y oy 2., +

k1+ka<5

Epe?
X DT P i, £ e 2 /,4 Vo g+

k1+ko<b (1 + 71 ) 1,m;<H

Es
1+7

E()E
1471

im2<5

where we used Sobolev when needed, (8.40), (8.41), (8 44) (8.45), (8.64), (8.65), (8.1), (8.3) and
estimate (9.9) for [ = 2.
For X1Igic we have that

D2|Y7T2¢ 12dj D2|Y7T2Y1/) 12dj Foe!
mg lug.A m; lug.A ~ (

1+ 7-1)1—04/2’

XIlgie= ) L DATY Yy, PITY i, Pdfig 4 < > ., DAV T, PV T, [Pdng o +

ky+ka<5 Y AL k1+hka<5

Epe
+ > / DAVTY IV T | dug,mm Z / (YT, *ditg i+
k14ka<5
E0€2
1+,

7 m2<5

where we used Sobolev when needed, (8.42), (8.43), (8.62), (8.63), (8.2) and estimate (9.9) for I = 1.
Finally, for X1IIgic we have that

D2 T2Y ), |2

Xilpe= . [ DYoL PN Pdi S S [ DTV P+

k1 ko< ¥ AT k1+ka<5

+ Z / D2|Y7Y7/)k1| |WT27/)/€2| d:ugA ~ EOE Z / |WT/)mZ| d:ugA+

k1+ko<5 'A 2,M; <D

o1



E2et
1 —|—7’17

EO€ Z / WTmel ’ d,ugA

D2|\YTY ¥y, |2di
1_'_7_1‘ / W wz’ lug.AN

Epe
1+
where we used Sobolev when needed, (8.40), (8.41), (8 44), ( 5), (8.60), (8.61), (8.1), (8.3) and
estimate (9.9) for [ = 0.

(E2’): This term can be treated similarly with the term (C4’) by using the elliptic estimates

of Appendix A.
O

9.1 Proof of global well-posedness
Using now Theorem 21, we can choose € such that
C’Ege4 < C’Eoez,

for C being the largest constant that shows up in the estimates of Theorem 21, and for C' given by
the assumptions in Section 7, in order to close all the bootstrap estimates. Global well-posedness
for smooth and compactly supported data of size € can be proved in a quite standard way (see the
relevant sections in [2] and [28]).

10 Conservation laws and asymptotic instabilities

We consider the spherically mean of our nonlinear wave 1 which we recall that is denoted by
Py = fgz 1 dw. We have the following two basic facts.

Theorem 22 (Conservation law on the event horizon). Let ¢ be a global solution of (7.1).
Then for its spherical mean 1y we have that the following quantity is conserved along the event
horizon

= (30 + o) Lﬁ ©) = (o + gpm)| @ vz (10.1)

H+

The proof follows directly from the equation after we evaluate it on r = M. We note that the
conserved quantity for a nonlinear wave equation of the form (7.1) for the spherically symmetric
part of the wave is identical to that we have for a linear wave. The reason for this is that an
equation of the form (7.1) is identical to the linear wave equation on the horizon due to the weight
V/D in front of the nonlinearity, which does not play a role in this situation, as it does for nonlinear
wave equation that satisfies the classical null condition (compare with the situation in []).

On the other hand, higher derivatives in r blow-up asymptotically on H™.

Theorem 23 (Asymptotic blow-up on the event horizon). Let ¢ be a solution of (7.1) that
emanates for sufficiently small initial data (ef,eg) of size € > 0 and assume that additionally we
have that:

/ fdw >0 and Yo(0,M) > 0,
SZ
then for any k > 2 we have that

1Y 4ol (v, M) — 00 as v — . (10.2)
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Proof. We consider first the equation that the spherical mean 1)y satisfies which is given by
Ogto = (VD -9 0,00,0) .

where <\/§ - g" 8u¢a,,¢>0 means that we are considering the spherical mean of the above expres-

sion. We differentiate the equation above with respect to Y and after evaluating it on the horizon
we have that

1 1 1 1 1
TY Yo+ TY Vo1 Tot 5 Yo = 5 D Twl Yy@ o 3 7 (vull, yul?), (10.3)
(1),(2)

where by E 1,(2) and the related superscripts on 1 we mean that we add over the appropriate an-
gular frequency localizations that were introduced by taking the spherical mean of the nonlinearity,
where the localizations are at the 0-th angular frequency and at the rest (so the sum is finite).
Integrating the last equation (10.3) along H* we have that

1 1 1 1 1 v
Y240 (0, M) < Y340(0. M)+ 37 600, M) = 37 Ho= 5737000, M)+ 3 pvolo. M) = s | Ve

NS W . yp® 4 )
«f 7 2 T v 2M()§(j2)<w V)

For the last term we have the estimate

v 1 1
/0 oM Z TypM -y + M Z (Yo, ¥yp@y || < CEpe?log(1 4 v).
(1),(2) 1),(2)

Using the decay of 1, it is easy to show that

1 v
— | Yy = CHy,
a7 [, Yo > CHow

where we recall that Hy > 0 by our assumption. Using now the last two estimates, we have that

VEoe

v1/2

1
Y 2o (v, M) < Y20, M) + MY%(O, M) — MHO —CHyw+C + CEye? log(14-v) < —cHg,

if v is large enough, for some constant ¢, which gives us the desired result. For k > 3 we can argue
in a similar way.
O

Remark 4. The positivity condition on the data in the last Theorem 23 was important for obtaining
asymptotic blow-up along Ht. If Hy = 0, then it is expected that Y21y remains bounded, while we
have asymptotic blow-up along H* for all quantities Y1)y, k > 3. This was shown for the linear
case in [11], and it should hold also in for the nonlinear waves of this paper.
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A Elliptic estimates

The following elliptic-type estimates are considered to be quite standard. We have that for ¢ a
solution of [yt = F' the following holds true

(0a0y)>djtgy, < /

Sn{r=ro}

TT b dfigy + /

Srn{r>ro}

TT Tt dfige+ / FPdfige.

Srn{r>ro}

/X)Tﬂ{r>ro>M}

for any fixed rg > M, and any 9,, 0 € {0y, Oy, 0y, 0y}
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