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Abstract We prove the linear stability of subextremal Reissner-Nordstrom spacetimes as solutions
to the Einstein—-Maxwell equation. We make use of a novel representation of gauge-invariant quanti-
ties which satisfy a symmetric system of coupled wave equations. This system is composed of two of
the three equations derived in our previous works [20], [2I], where the estimates required arbitrary
smallness of the charge. Here, the estimates are obtained by defining a combined energy-momentum
tensor for the system in terms of the symmetric structure of the right hand sides of the equations.
We obtain boundedness of the energy, Morawetz estimates and decay for the full subextremal range
|Q| < M, completely in physical space. Such decay estimates, together with the estimates for the
gauge-dependent quantities of the perturbations obtained in [22], settle the problem of linear sta-
bility to gravitational and electromagnetic perturbations of Reissner-Nordstrém solution in the full
subextremal range |Q] < M.
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1 Introduction

The problem of stability of black holes as solutions to the Einstein equation occupies a central stage
in mathematical General Relativity [I1]. The resolution of this problem consists in understanding
the long-time dynamics of perturbations of known stationary solutions to the Einstein equation.

There are few examples of exact solutions to the Einstein equation, the most fundamental of
which is the Kerr spacetime [32], axially symmetric and stationary solution to the Einstein vacuum
equation

Ric(g) =0,

where ¢ is a Lorentzian metric in 3 4+ 1-dimensions. A particular case of the Kerr spacetime is the
Schwarzschild solution [43], which is spherically symmetric and static, given in coordinates (¢, 7, 6, ¢)
by

2M oM\ !
gu = — <1 - r) dt® + <1 - r) dr? +r? (d6” + sin® 0d¢?) .

The parameter M can be interpreted as the mass of the black hole.
In the case of the Einstein equation coupled with electromagnetic fields, the Lorentzian metric
g satisfies the Einstein—Maxwell equation [10], i.e.

1
Ric(g)u = 2F,0F,> — 5ngaﬁFaﬁ, (1)
D, Fs,) =0, D%F,5 =0, (2)

where F' is a two-form verifying the Maxwell equations 7 and D is the Levi-Civita connection
of g. In this context, the fundamental stationary and axisymmetric solution is the Kerr—-Newman
spacetime [39], and its spherically symmetric and static case is given by the Reissner—Nordstrom
metric [40], given in coordinates by

oM Q? oM Q!
IM,Q = — (1 - + %) dt* + (1 - + %) dr? +r? (d6? + sin® 0d¢?) . (3)

The parameter @) can be interpreted as the charge of the black hole for |Q| < M, which is referred to
as the subextremal range. The case |Q| = M is called the extremal case, while |Q| > M corresponds
to a spacetime with naked singularities. Observe that for @ = 0, the Reissner-Nordstrom metric
reduces to the Schwarzschild one.

The problem of stability of black hole solutions can be roughly divided into three formulations,
each of increasing difficulty, from the formal mode analysis of the linearized equations to the fully
non-linear perturbations, passing through the problem of linear stability.

The mode stability consists in formally separating the solutions to the linearized Einstein equa-
tion into modes at fixed frequencies, and aims at proving the lack of exponentially growing modes
for all metric or curvature components. The study of the mode stability of the Schwarzschild so-
lution was initiated by Regge, Wheeler [42] and Zerilli [47] in metric perturbations (in which the
metric of the solution is perturbed), and by Barden and Press [B] in Newman—Penrose formal-
ism (in which the curvature of the solution, through the Newman—Penrose scalars, is perturbed).
See also Dotti [I§]. Chandrasekhar [I0] identified a transformation theory in mode decomposition
which connects the two approaches in Schwarzschild, which is now referred to as Chandrasekhar
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transformation. Teukolsky [45] extended the equations in Newman-Penrose formalism to the Kerr
spacetime, and Whiting [46] proved the mode stability for Kerr spacetime. The study of mode
stability of the Reissner-Nordstrém spacetime has been initiated by Moncrief [36], [37], [38], who
obtained the wave equations governing the perturbations in metric perturbations. Chandrasekhar
[8], [9] completed the study of the fixed mode perturbations in Newman-Penrose formalism. See
also Ferndndez Tio-Dotti [19].

This weak version of stability is however not sufficient to prove boundedness and decay of the
solutions even to the linearized equations. Indeed, the lack of exponentially growing modes is still
consistent with the statement that general perturbations with finite initial energy grow unboundedly
in time, because results at the level of individual modes do not imply them for the superposition
of infinitely many modes [I7].

The resolution of the problem of linear stability consists in proving boundedness and decay
for the solutions to the linearized Einstein equation, which does not rely on decomposition in
modes but rather on a physical space analysis. The stability of the Schwarzschild solution to the
linearized Einstein vacuum equation has been obtained by Dafermos—Holzegel-Rodnianski [13] by
using curvature perturbations and analysis of the Teukolsky equation. The authors introduced
a physical-space version of the Chandrasekhar transformation and crucially used the extensive
progress on boundedness and decay results for wave equations on black hole backgrounds (for
instance [15], [I6], [I7]). Other proofs have followed: see Hung—Keller-Wang [28] for the proof of
the linear stability using metric perturbations, through the analysis of Regge—Wheeler and Zerilli
equations. See also Hung [29], [30] for a proof in the harmonic gauge and Johnson [3I] in the
generalized harmonic gauge. There have been numerous recent results for the linear stability of
Kerr spacetime. Quantitative decay estimates for the Teukolsky equation in slowly rotating Kerr
spacetime have been obtained by Ma [35] and Dafermos—Holzegel-Rodnianski [I4]. Andersson—
Béckdahl-Blue-Ma [I] used the outgoing gauge and Hafner-Hintz—Vasy [24] used the wave gauge
to prove linear stability of Kerr with small angular momentum. Decay for solutions to the Maxwell
equations in Schwarzschild spacetime have been obtained by Blue [7] and Pasqualotto [41].

The ultimate goal of the problem of stability is the study of the dynamics of perturbations
of solutions to the fully non-linear Einstein equation. The fully non-linear stability of the Kerr(-
Newman) family consists in showing that a small perturbation of a Kerr(-Newman) spacetime
which is a solution to the non-linear Einstein(-Maxwell) equation converges to another member of
the Kerr(-Newman) family. The only proof of non-linear stability with no symmetry assumptions
which is known at this stage, in the asymptotically flat regime, is the global non-linear stability
of Minkowski spacetime by Christodolou-Klainerman [I2], which was followed by proofs obtained
through different approaches (see [0], [34], [20]). See also Zipser [6] for the proof of non-linear
stability of Minkowski as solution to the Einstein—-Maxwell equation. The first proof of non-linear
stability of the Schwarzschild spacetime under the class of symmetry of axially symmetric polarized
perturbations was given by Klainerman—Szeftel [33]. In the presence of a positive cosmological
constant, the Kerr—de Sitter and the Kerr-Newman—de Sitter family with small angular momentum
have been proved to be non-linearly stable by Hintz—Vasy [27] and by Hintz [25] respectively.

In this paper we solve the problem of linear stability of the Reissner—Nordstrom spacetime
(3) as solution to the linearized Einstein—-Maxwell equations (1)) and , in the full subextremal
range |Q| < M. More precisely, we prove boundedness and decay statements for solutions to the
linearization of the Einstein—-Maxwell equation around a Reissner-Nordstrém solution, and the
analysis is carried out completely in physical space. Here is a rough version of our main theorem.
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Theorem 1 [Linear stability of Reissner-Nordstrém spacetime to gravitational and electromag-
netic perturbations for |Q| < M (Rough version)] All solutions to the linearized Einstein—Mazwell
equations around a Reissner—Nordstrom solution gar.q for |Q] < M in a certain choice of gaugﬂ
arising from reqular asymptotically flat initial data remain uniformly bounded on the exterior
and decay to a linearized Kerr—Newman solution.

Theorem [1| represents the final step of a program that was initiated by the author in [20],
[21I] and [22] to prove the linear stability of Reissner-Nordstrém spacetime to gravitational and
electromagnetic perturbations in the full subextremal range. More precisely, the series of works
[20], 2I] and [22] amounted to the proof of the linear stability in the case of arbitrarily small
charge |@Q] < M. The main result of this paper is to extend the control of all components of the
perturbation to the subextremal range |Q| < M.

Remark 1 The subextremal range |Q| < M for which the linear stability holds is expected to be
optimal. The estimates as hereby derived make use of the redshift vector field at the horizon, and
therefore they are degenerate through the extremal case limit |Q] = M. In particular, the same
decay estimates obtained in [22] are not expected to hold in the extremal case due to the Aretakis
instability [3], [4]. Such instability causes the growth of transversal derivatives along the horizon
of solutions to the non-linear wave equation [2], and it is expected that this phenomenon persists
in the linearized gravity. Nevertheless, some weaker version of stability, which takes into account
such degeneracy of transversal derivative along the event horizon, could hold in the extremal case,
where stability and instability phenomena concur.

In what follows, we recall the main ideas from the series of works [20], [2I] and [22]. They consist
in two parts:

— The main system of three wave equations governing the perturbations are derived and analyzed
for arbitrarily small charge in [20] and [2I]. More precisely, two wave equations of spin +2
(governing the gravitational perturbations) are obtained in [20], and one wave equation of spin
+1 (governing the electromagnetic radiations) is obtained in [2I]. Those are wave equations
for quantities which are invariantﬂ to coordinate transformations at linear level, which we call
gauge-invariant quantities.

— The above analysis is used in [22] to obtain control for all the components of the perturbations,
upon a choice of gauge. In particular, the estimates for the gauge-invariant quantities are used
to obtain estimates for the gauge-dependent ones.

In the present paper, we will make use in a fundamental way of the system of equations obtained
in [20] and [2I], and derive from them a new system to obtain control for the gauge-invariant
quantities in the full subextremal range. The result in [22] will then be applied straightforwardly
to obtain control for the gauge-dependent quantities from the new estimates obtained here for the
gauge-invariant ones.

We now recall the main results in [20], [21] and [22] which are particularly relevant for this work.

1 The proof is obtained in Bondi gauge, see [22].

2 In a linearization of size €, a quantity is called gauge invariant if it changes quadratically, i.e. by terms of the
size €2, when coordinate transformations of size e are applied. See [22].
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1.1 The spin £2 system of equations in [20]

Suppose that (M, g, F') is a solution to the Einstein—-Maxwell equation such that the manifold M
can be foliated by 2-spheres S. In [20], we defined the symmetric traceless 2-covariant S-tensors «
and f defined relative to a null frameﬂ {es,eq,ea}ta=12 as

asp = Wi(es,ea,€4,eB), fap = D5 FBap + Tpxas

where W is the Weyl curvature, 75 F)8,p = —Da (F)BB) + %gABdAV ()3 with D the Levi-Civita
connection of g, F)By = F(ea,eq), Fp = %F(E'g,, eq) and Y is the traceless part of the S-tensor
xaB = g(Daey, ep).

The 2-tensors « and f are gauge-invariant, and satisfy a coupled system of Teukolsky-type
equations of spirﬁ +2 [20]. The estimates for the Teukolsky equations cannot be obtained directly,
but rather through a Chandrasekhar transformation to obtain Regge—Wheeler-type equations. We
defined the derived quantities q and q¥ [20]

1= 17 (£Ws0620)) . aF = LWk )

where k := try is the trace of the second null fundamental form and V3 is the projection of the
sphere of the covariant derivative along the incoming null direction D.,.

The gauge-invariant 2-tensors q and qF satisfy a coupled system of linear wave equations of spin
+2 [20] which can be schematically written as

Ogsr.o+ Vi(r) 0= Q- (b1() 450" + ba(r)0ra” + by (1)a" + ot (4)
Oguod” + Va(r) aF = Q- (c1(r)q + Lout.) ()
where Oy, , is the d’Alembertian of the Reissner-Nordstrom metric gas g applied to 2-tensors, b;,

¢i, V; are smooth functions of an area radius function r, /A, denotes the Laplacian operator on
2-tensors on the sphere and l.o.t. denotes lower order terms (with respect to differentiability) for q
and q¥.

Estimates for this system are obtained in [20] in the case of |@Q| < M by interpreting the
right hand sides of and as a perturbation of zero. A careful analysis has to be done at the
trapping region in order to absorb the spacetime integrals obtained from the right hand side, but
the arbitrary smallness of the charge allows to absorb them into the bulk energies of the left hand
side of the equations. Through transport estimates, one can then obtain control for the quantities
f and a. We refer to [20] for more details.

Observe that the first of the equations, i.e. equation , reduces to the Regge—Wheeler equation
used in [13] in the case of Schwarzschild (with trivial right hand side).

3 A null frame {e3, e4,ea}a=1,2 is such that g (es,e3) =0, g(eq,eq) =0, g(e3,e4) = —2, and ey are orthogonal
to e3 and eq.
4 The spin 42 refers to 2-tensors on the sphere.
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1.2 The spin £1 equation in [21]

In [21], we defined the 1-covariant S-tensor B relative to a null frame {es,eq,ea}ta=12 as

Ba=2U B4 —3p )3,

where )34 = F(ea,eq), Fp = %F(€3764), Ba= %W(GA,€4,€3,64)7 p= iW(63,€4,63,€4).

The 1-tensor B is a mixed curvature-electromagnetic component which is gauge-invariant and
satisfies a Teukolsky-type equation of spirE| +1 [21]. Also in this case, to obtain the estimates for
this equation a Chandrasekhar transformation is applied. We defined the derived quantity p [21]

b= éVs(TE’ﬁ B)

which is shown to satisfy a linear wave equation of spin 1 [21] which can be schematically written
as

Ogurob +Vi(r) p = Q- ax(r)divg” (6)

where a; and V; are smooth functions r and div is the divergence of a symmetric traceless 2-tensor
on the sphere. Observe that equation @ is coupled to equation through the presence of q¥.

Estimates for this equation are obtained in [2I] in the case of |Q| < M by using the control of
q¥ previously obtained in [20]. By decomposing the 1-tensors p and divqF in spherical harmonics
and projecting equation @ to the £ = 1 harmonics, the right hand side vanishes, and the equation
decouples to a single wave equation for the projection of p to the £ = 1 mode. Standard techniques
for decay of wave equations on black hole backgrounds can then be applied to control p,—;, and
by transport estimates Bo—1. The higher spherical harmonics of /3 are controlled by using a relation
between the three quantities of the schematic form [21]:

Q- Vsa = di(r)f + da(r) P (7)

where d; are smooth functions of r. We refer to [21] for more details.

1.3 The proof of linear stability for small charge in [22]

The conclusions of [20] and [21] are the pointwise estimates for the gauge-invariant quantities g, q¥
and p for |Q| <« M, and those are the starting point of [22], where such estimates are used to obtain
control for all the remaining components of the perturbation. Since the remaining components
are gauge-dependent, a careful choice of gauge is needed to show that q, q¥ and p control the
components of the perturbation, and that in addition their decay is optimal and consistent with
non-linear applications.

In [22], we achieve such a proof with the choice of outgoing null geodesic, or Bondi, gauge.
In this gauge, we made use of residual gauge freedom to define normalizations of scalar functions
which allow to obtain integrable transport estimates. We obtain a hierarchy of transport estimates
with right hand sides in terms of the known q, g¥ and p. By integrating along null hypersurfaces,
pointwise estimates for all the remaining components can be obtained from the estimates previously
obtained for q, qF and p [22].

5 The spin +1 refers to 1-tensors on the sphere.
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In particular, observe that the estimates for the gauge-dependent quantities in [22] do not make
use of the smallness of the charge once the gauge-invariant quantities are controlled. Since the
estimates for q, qF and p in [20] and [21] are only valid for |Q| < M, the final proof of the linear
stability of Reissner-Nordstrom in [22] only holds for arbitrarily small charge. We refer to [22] for
more details.

We stress here that, if one were able to extend the pointwise estimates for g, q¥ and p to the
full subextremal range |Q| < M, it would be straightforward to apply the proof of linear stability
in [22], which does not use smallness of the charge, to the full subextremal range. More precisely,
the results on boundedness and decay for the gauge-invariant quantities in Section 8.5 of [22] could
be upgraded to hold for |Q] < M, and therefore the subsequent control on the gauge-dependent
quantities in the following sections of [22] would also hold in the full subextremal range.

1.4 The mixed spin +1 and spin £2 system of equations

We outline here the main ideas which allow us to extend the result of linear stability of Reissner-
Nordstréom spacetime from very small charge |Q] < M ([20], [21], [22]) to the full subextremal range
|Q| < M. The fundamental step is to introduce a system, which we denote mized spin +1 and spin
+2 Regge—Wheeler system, which governs the gravitational and electromagnetic perturbations of
the Reissner-Nordstrom solution and has a symmetric structure, which is favorable in the derivation
of the estimates.

We briefly explain how such a system is obtained from the previously mentioned equations
appeared in [20] and [21]. .

Recall the relation (7)) between Ysa, f and 3. By taking one derivative in the Y5 direction, one
derives a relation between q, qF and § of the schematic form (see for the exact expression):

Q- q=di(r)q" +da(r) Psp + Lo.t. (8)

Since equations 7 , @ for q, q¥ and p are three wave equations for three quantities which are
related through the identity , it is clear that the above system of three equations is equivalent
to a system of two equations, which is to say that one of the equations is redundant. We therefore
look for a system of two equations which is equivalent to the system of three equations , , @

Since q and q¥ are 2-tensors and p is a 1-tensor on the sphere, neglecting equation @ for p would
cause the absence of control of the projection to the £ = 1 spherical mode of the perturbationsﬂ
For this reason, we decide to neglect one of the first two equations, more precisely , the equation
for g, which has the most intricate right hand side.

We then substitute q through the relation (§)) into the wave equation , and we obtain schemat-
ically

DgM,Q qF + ‘72(7") qF =c(r)(Q-q+1lot.)
= c1(r) (di(r)q™ + da(r) Psp)

where the lower order terms, denoted l.o.t. cancel out in the above substitution (see Section [3| for
the precise derivation). One then obtains

DQM,Q qF + VQ(T) qF = az (T) @513 (9)

6 This was basically the approach of our derivation of the estimates in [20].
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for a new potential V5 and a smooth function as. Observe that equation @[) is now coupled to
equation @ By combining the above wave equations of spin +2 and spin +1 we obtain a system
of two coupled linear wave equations of the following schematic form:

DQM,QP +W (T) p= Q ' al(T)(MVC[F
a0 + Va(r) g% = az(r) Psp

We call the above system the mized spin £1 and spin £2 Regge—Wheeler system. Observe that since
q is related to p and g¥ through the relation , the above system is equivalemﬂ to the system of
three equations obtained in [20] and [21]. The two quantities ¥ and p therefore play the role of
gravitational and electromagnetic radiation respectively for perturbations of Reissner—Nordstrém
spacetime.

The fundamental advantage of the derived system compared to the previous one is in its sym-
metry: the operators 7% and div appearing on the right hand sides are adjoint operators on the
sphere [13]. Such symmetry is used here to define a combined energy-momentum tensor which al-
lows for a cancellation of the highest order terms, without recurring to smallness of the charge.
We are therefore able to deduce boundedness of the energy, Morawetz and rP-estimates in the full
subextremal range |Q| < M. This is in contrast with the system analyzed in [20], which has non
symmetric right hand sides, and for which the analysis can be obtained for very small @ only.

Remark 2 A similar structure in the coupling terms of a system of two wave equations has been
found by Hung [29], for odd perturbations of linearized gravity of Schwarzschild in harmonic gauge.
In [29], two metric components, denoted Hy and Hs, satisfy a system of wave equations which
are coupled through adjoint operators on the sphere, similarly to our mixed spin +1 and spin +2
Regge—Wheeler system. Hung obtains estimates for the system through a novel definition of energy-
momentum tensor which makes use of the symmetric right hand side. We take a similar approach
through the definition of a combined energy-momentum tensor as explained below.

1.5 The combined energy-momentum tensor

We now give a brief summary of the proof of boundedness and decay statements for the mixed spin
+1 and spin £2 Regge-Wheeler system.

We define a combined energy-momentum tensor for the system, which takes into account both
equations and their structure. Such combined energy-momentum tensor 7, [qF,p] is tailored on
the specific structure of right hand side of the system. More precisely, it consists of the sum of the
energy-momentum tensor associated to each equation, plus a mixed term defined in terms of the
right hand side. Schematically:

Tuwold™ 0] = Tow [a"] + T [p] = Q - a(r) (Psp - a7) gy

where T,,,[q¥] and 7, [p] are the standard energy-momentum tensor associated to the wave equa-
tions for q¥ and p respectively. See Definition [2| for the exact expression.

Such definition of 7,,,[q¥, p] is motivated by the following property: when applied with multiplier
X = 0y, the associated current Pl)f = '77“,[qF, p] X" is divergence free. In particular, the additional

7 It is interesting to observe that the one equation used in [I3] to prove the linear stability of Schwarzschild
can be neglected in Reissner-Nordstrom in favor of the two equations above (which have no correspondence in the
gravitational perturbations of Schwarzschild).
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term —Q-a(r) (ZDﬁp . qF) guv in the definition of the combined energy-momentum tensor is precisely
the one needed to obtain cancellation of the divergence. By applying the divergence theorem to a
causal domain, one only needs to prove the positivity of the modified boundary terms to obtain
boundedness of the energy, which can be obtained in the full subextremal range |Q| < M. This is
done in Section [Gl

The derivation of Morawetz estimates is more subtle since the divergence of the current associ-
ated to Y = f(r)0, does not vanish, but has to be proved to be positive definite. Because of the
mixed term in the definition of 7, [q¥,p], we obtain a spacetime integral containing terms of the
schematic form

F

e1(r)a® [ + ea(r)lpl? — ea(r) (a7 - p)

which has to be proved to be positive definite for a well-chosen function f(r). The negativity of the
discriminant of the above quadratic form (D = c3(r)? —4c; (r)ca(r)), together with the positivity of
the coefficients ¢;(r) and co(r), is used to conclude that a spacetime integral of the above schematic
form is positive definite. This is done in Section [7}

Finally, the r-weights appearing on the right hand side of the equations in the mixed spin +1
and spin +2 Regge—Wheeler system are sufficiently good so that the derivation of the rP-hierarchy
of Dafermos—Rodnianski for the system is identical to the standard wave equation. This is done in
Section

A rough version of the result is as follows. For the precise version, see Theorem

Theorem 2 [Rough version] Solutions to the mized spin £1 and spin 2 Regge—Wheeler system
on Reissner-Nordstrom spacetime with |Q| < M arising from initial data which is prescribed on
a Cauchy hypersurface Xy satisfy statements of energy boundedness, integrated local energy decay,
and a hierarchy of r-weighted energy estimates.

The hierarchy of r-weighted estimates is such that, using a pigeonhole principle [16], one obtains
in the full subextremal range |Q| < M, the pointwise decay estimates

pl <Ot gf| < Or e

for 6 > 0 and a time function 7, where C is some constant depending on an appropriate Sobolev
norm of the data.

The pointwise estimates for p and q¥ imply estimates for q in the full subextremal range through
the relation . We are then in the condition of having extended the estimates for g, qF and p to
the full subextremal range |Q| < M, and therefore the proof of linear stability [22] can be applied
to obtain control of all the remaining gauge-dependent quantities, as explained in Section

The paper is organized as follows. In Section [2] we recall the main properties of Reissner-
Nordstrom spacetime and in Section 3] the symmetric system used in this paper is derived from the
equations obtained in [20] and [21I]. In Section |4} the energy quantities are defined and the main
theorem is stated. The energy-momentum tensor associated to the system is defined in Section [5| In
Section |§|, boundedness of the energy for the full subextremal range |Q| < M is proved. Morawetz
estimates for the subextremal range |Q| < M are obtained in Section [7| and the rP-estimates are
derived in Section Bl
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2 The Reissner-Nordstrom spacetime

In this section, we introduce the Reissner-Nordstrom exterior metric, as well as relevant background
structure. We mostly highlight the properties which are needed in this paper. For a more complete
description of the Reissner-Nordstrom spacetime see [23].

2.1 The manifold and the metric

Define the manifold with boundary
M =D x §% := (—00,0] x (0,00) x 52 (10)

with Kruskal coordinates (U, v, 0!, 92)7 as defined in Section 3 of [20]. The boundary H* will be
referred to as the horizon. We denote by Sz, the 2-sphere {U,V} x §* C M in M.

Fix two parameters M > 0 and @, verifying || < M. Then the Reissner-Nordstrom metric
gm,q with parameters M and @ is defined to be the metric:

v = —4Tk (U, V) dUdV + 12 (U, V) yapdb*do®. (11)
where
r (U V) _ Ty (T(va)—r)1+<:)Zexp<_r+_rr(U V))
AT 4r(U, V)2 r_ 1“3_ ’
vap = standard metric on S%.
and
re =M+ /M2 = Q2 (12)

and r is an implicit function of the coordinates U and V. We denote ryy =r = M + /M? — Q2.

Fig. 1 Penrose diagram of the patch covered by the U and V' coordinates.

The Kruskal coordinates cover the entire exterior region up to the horizon. We now define
another double null coordinate system that covers the interior of M (up to the event horizon),
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modulo the degeneration of the angular coordinates. This coordinate system, (u7 v, 0%, 92), is called
double null coordinates and are defined via the relations

2r2 —r_ 2r2 —7r_
U— 4 exp (_7’4_27’u> and V= L exp (7’+ 27’ 11) ) (13)
Ty —T_ 4ry Ty —T_ 4ry

Using 1} , we obtain the Reissner-Nordstrom metric on the interior of M in (u, v, 0%, 92)—Coordinatesz

g = —47 (u,v) dudv + 1% (u,v) yapdd*do®? (14)
with
2M  Q?

We denote by S, ., the sphere SIZJ,V where U and V are given by .
Note that u, v are regular optical functions. Their corresponding null geodesic generators are

L = —gabaavab - %BUJ L:= _gabaauab = %av’ (16)

The null frame (e}, e}) for which es is geodesic (which is regular towards the future along the
event horizon) is given by

es =L, ex=TL. (17)

The null frame (es, e4) for which e, is geodesic (which is regular towards null infinity) is given
by

€3 = TL, €4 = L (18)
The photon sphere of Reissner-Nordstrom corresponds to the hypersurface in which null geodesics

are trapped. It is the hypersurface given by {r = rp} where rp is the largest root of the polynomial
r? — 3Mr 4 2Q?, and is given by

TP

~ 3M 4 \/9IM? — 8Q? (19)
o 2

The curvature and electromagnetic components which are non-vanishing are given by

1
Fp = —Fles, e4) = ng
2 r 20
p= ZW(€3764a63,64) = 3 + ey

where F' is the electromagnetic tensor and W is the Weyl curvature of the Reissner-Nordstrém
solution.
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2.2 The Killing vector fields

We define the vectorfield T' to be the timelike Killing vector field d; of the (¢,7) coordinates in (3,
which in double null coordinates is given by

1 1 1
T = S(0u+0,) = 5(Te; +€}) = 5 (e + Tey)

We can also define a basis of angular momentum operator £2;, i = 1,2, 3 (see for example [13]). The
Lie algebra of Killing vector fields of gas ¢ is then generated by T" and (2;, for i = 1,2, 3.

2.3 The spherical harmonics and elliptic estimates

We collect some known definitions and properties of the Hodge decomposition of scalars, one forms
and symmetric traceless two tensors in spherical harmonics. We also recall some known elliptic
estimates. See Section 4.4 of [I3] for more details.

We denote by Y/, with |m| < ¢, the spherical harmonics on the sphere of radius 7, i.e.

1
RV =~ U+ Y (21)
where /A, denotes the laplacian on the sphere S, , of radius 7 = r(u,v) for scalar functions.

Definition 1 We say that a function f on M is supported on ¢ > 2 if the projections

[ rvi=o
Su,v

vanish for Y,/=! for m = —1,0, 1.

We recall the following angular operators on .S, ,-tensors. Let { be an arbitrary one-form and 6
an arbitrary symmetric traceless 2-tensor on Sy, ,.

— YV denotes the covariant derivative associated to the metric ¢ on Suv-
— 7 takes & into the pair of functions (div§, cyrlé), where

dive = ¢ PV atp,  cpileé = ¢ PV acp

— Dt is the formal L2-adjoint of 7, and takes any pair of functions (p,o) into the one-form

~Vap+£,5V50.
P takes § into the one-form P40 = (dive)c = g*5V 40pc.
— D5 is the formal L2-adjoint of P, and takes £ into the symmetric traceless two tensor

(P3€)an = 5 (Va + Vako — (@v)g,,,)

We can easily check that 7% is the formal adjoint of P, i.e.

[mna= [ 1(ma) (22)
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Recall that an arbitrary one-form £ on S, , has a unique representation & = r Pi(f, g), where
Pt(f, g), for two uniquely defined functions f and g on the unit sphere, both with vanishing mean.
In particular, the scalars div¢ and cyrlé are supported in £ > 1.

Recall that an arbitrary symmetric traceless two-tensor § on S, , has a unique representation
0 = r2 % Pi(f, g) for two uniquely defined functions f and g on the unit sphere, both supported in
¢ > 2. In particular, the scalars divdivé and cyrldiv@ are supported in £ > 2.

We now derive the decomposition in spherical harmonics for one-forms and for two-tensors.
We denote 4, and /A, the laplacian on the sphere S, , of radius r = r(u,v) for one-forms and
two-tensors respectively. The laplacian is related to the angular Hodge operators by the following
relations [12]:

DPi=—4y PIP=-4+K
PP =g 3K, PiB=—sh K
Using the above one can prove the following commutators (see Appendix in [20]):
- 'pﬂéo + Al Pi= K7Pi,
— P+ L P = 3KTD;

where K = —2 is the Gauss curvature of the sphere of radius r.
Let £ be a one-form supported on the spherical harmomc £>1,ie. &=rDi(f,g) with f and ¢
scalar functions supported on ¢ > 1. We then have from (21)) and .

ME=rhPI(S9) = Pido(f,9) + Kr Pi(f,9)

_r%e(e + DrPi(f.9) + KrPi(f,g)

__fexy-t

r2

(23)

Multiplying the above by & and integrating by parts the left hand side, we obtain for a one-form &
supported on the spherical harmonics £ > 1:

{41
[ iwer = [ A =g 4
s s
Let 8 be a symmetric traceless two-tensor supported on the spherical harmonic ¢ > 2, i.e.
0 = r2 P Pr(f,g) = r Ps¢ with ¢ supported on £ > 2. From and (23], we have
Pl = 1rp TE =1 PN E+ 3K 5
L0+1
7( ) r P3¢+ 3K P3¢

Ll+1)—4
= —72 0
r
Multiplying the above by € and integrating by parts the left hand side, we obtain for a symmetric
traceless two-tensor supported on the spherical harmonic £ > 2:

/ 7o = / M D=2 (25)

We recall the following L? elliptic estimates.



14 Elena Giorgi

Proposition 1 ([12]) Let (S,v) be a compact surface with Gauss curvature K. Then the following
identities hold for 1-forms & on S and symmetric traceless 2-tensors 0:

[ v - xigk =2 [ psep (20)
S S
[ 1w+ 2x161 =2 [ |pat? (21)
S S

We can specialize the above elliptic estimates to tensor supported on a fixed spherical harmonic
£. Using and 7 we deduce for a one form supported on a fixed spherical harmonic ¢:

1 1
/|7/>5§\2:/7\V£|2~K|5|2
S

10(0+1) , 11,
—/Szim Soslel

_/54112W+ D=4

This implies, for one form £ and two tensor # both supported on a fixed spherical harmonic ¢:

I _ " _ 1(2€(€+1)_4)1/2
/S%f 0> /S | Pscll6] = /S > - €l16] (28)

3 The derivation of the mixed spin +1 and spin £2 system of equations

In this section, we derive the mixed spin +1 and spin +2 system of equations from the spin +2
equations obtained in [20] and the spin +1 equation obtained in [21].

Recall the quantities p, q¥ and q for linear perturbations of Reissner-Nordstrom spacetime as
defined in the Introduction.

In [20], the following wave equation for q¥, coupled with q, has been derived (see Proposition
16 Appendix B.1 in [20]):

1
OonodF + (k& +3p) qF = @ (—Tq +4F)p 3 f> (29)

where here (g, , = D*D,, is the d’Alembertian of the Reissner-Nordstrom metric gas o applied
to 2-tensors. Being an equation for the linearized quantity q, the coefficients of the equations are
the background values in Reissner-Nordstrom. More precisely

— k= try and  := tr) are the trace of the second null fundamental forms and kx = —% (1 - % + %2),
— ,f)————l—%?1 and (F)p—T—Q are given by .
In [21], the wave equation for p, coupled with q¥, has been derived (see Proposition B.1 Appendix
B in [21]):

1
DgM,QP + (4/@& ) (F)pZ) p= 8r?2 (F)deAV(qF) (30)
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where here (g, , = D*D,, is the d’Alembertian of the Reissner-Nordstrém metric gar,q applied
to 1-tensors. As above, the coefficients of the equation are the background values in Reissner-
Nordstrom.

In [21], the following relation between 3, o and f has been derived (see Lemma 6.3.1 in [21]):

@5(7“3@3) p Vs(r K a) (2 (F)p2 +3p> 7“3@f

where &, (F)p and p are again the background values.
We multiply the above by r3, apply +V3, and recall that [Y3, %] = 0 [20]. We then obtain

rPp = —12 o —r* (2% + 3p) o
Vs (2 ) ) e _Va(r'sta) - % (22" +3p)) rsf
where we recall that q = V3 ( V3 (r?s2a ) F = ly(ris f) and p = 1¥;3(r°k B). Using that
2 (Fp = Q, and r3(2 F)p? + 3p) = —6M + T’ we obtain
Pip = —r Fpg — 12 (2 (% 4 3p) q¥ + 4Q%*rk?f

By writing Q*r = r° "2, we proved that the quantities p, q and qF are related through the
following relation:

Pip = —r Tpa = r2(3p + 27 p)a" + 4 T (31)
We use relation to substitute q in (29):

_% “pa = %212’513 — 43 P25 4 (3p 4 2F)2)gF
Equation then becomes
Ogpod" + (k6 +3p) qF = L oq + 4% Fp2g §
= T%Y%p — 43 2 5 4 (3p + 2 F)2)gF 4+ 40 g §

1 k-
= 5 Pop+ (3p+ 2"

3 (F)

where observe the cancellation of the term 473 (¥)p%x §. We therefore obtain

1
D!JM,Q qF + ("Qﬁ —2 (F)p2> qF = ﬁ ZDSP

We now combine the above equation together with equation for p, and we obtain the following
system, which we denote mized spin +1 and spin £2 Regge—Wheeler system:
8Q2
gM P — ‘/1( ) b= @Zq
(32)

D!JM,Q qF - V2(7n) qF = 772 ngp
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where we wrote the divergence as div = 7. The potentials are given by

1 o 14 oM Q*\ Q@ 1 oM 6Q°
Vi(r) = —2ns £ 5" =47a<1—r+7a =\l ) (69

4 oM 2 2y oM 2
Va(r) = s 4 202 = (1_T+Q)+2Q_r2(1_+3Q> (34)

r2 72 rd r 272

In order to make the right hand sides symmetric in the presence of @), we can assumeEI that Q # 0
and define

Pri=p, P:=Q-q" (35)

with @1 a 1-tensor and @5 a symmetric traceless 2-tensor on the sphere. Then the above system
becomes

8
Dghl,qul - Vl (T’) le = Tg %QQ (36)
DQM,Q¢2 - V2(r) Py = %@5¢1 (37)

The above two equations form the symmetric system which we will analyze below.

Observe that we can restrict our attention to the case of @, supported to the ¢ > 2 spherical
harmonics. Indeed, if @, is supported on the ¢ = 1 spherical harmonics, the two equations decouple
since (yP2)o=1 = 0 and 5(P1)=1 = 0. More precisely, the first equation reduces to the main
equation analyzed in [2I], and the second equation reduces to one of the two equations analyzed in
[20], with trivial right hand side. In what follows, we will therefore restrict to the case of ¢ and
@, both supported to the £ > 2 spherical harmonics.

4 Energy quantities and statements of the main theorem

We define a foliation in Reissner—Nordstrém spacetime X, which connects the event horizon and
future null infinity. We foliate M by hypersurfaces X' which are:

1. Incoming null in {ryy < r < %T'H}, with e} as null incoming generator (which is regular up
to horizon). We denote this portion X,..4. This is realized by a portion of {v = const} in the
ingoing Eddington-Finkelstein coordinates.

2. Strictly spacelike in {%T’H < r < R} with R a fixed number R > rp. We denote this portion
by Xirap. This is realized by a portion of E'T ={t=r1}.

3. Outgoing null in {r > R} with e4 as null outgoing generator. We denote this portion by Xy,
This is realized by a portion of {u = const} in the outgoing Eddington-Finkelstein coordinates.

We denote M(11,72) C M the spacetime region in the past of X(72) and in the future of X(m).
For fixed R we denote by M<pr and Mg the regions defined by r < R and » > R. We denote by
XY>gr(7) the portion of hypersurface for r > R. See Figure 1.

Let p be a free parameter with § < p < 2 — 4, for § > 0, as in standard application of the
rP-method of Dafermos-Rodnianski [16].

We introduce the following weighted energies for ¢, and ®,.

8 This case is contained in the case of |Q| < M treated in [20] and [21].
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1. Energy quantities on X;:
— Basic energy quantity

E[®y,®5)(7) : = /2 [V5(D1) 7 + VD1 * + |D1]° + |V5(D2)|* + [VP2|* + |D2
+/ Va(@1)? + |V3(@1)* + [VP1[* + 72|, 2

Sirar (39)
+/E Va(®2)* + |V3(P2)|* + VDo |* + 7% |P2|?

trap

[ @R T 4 1 B+ (Do) o+ [T 20

far

Notice that the above energy quantity is regular up to the horizon. Observe that along
outgoing null hypersurfaces {u = const} the volume form is given by dvdvols, ,, and along
ingoing null hypersurfaces {v = const} the volume form is dudvols, ,, where dvolg, , denotes
the volume form of the sphere S, ,.

— Weighted energy quantity in the far away region

By, nl1,8)(r) = / 1Y, 2+ 17|V B

Zr>r(T)

w,v?

where YZW =YW + 10
— Weighted energy quantity

Ey[®1,D)(7) := E[P1, P2|(7) + Ep; r[P1, D2](T)

2. Weighted spacetime bulk energies in M (7, 72):
— Basic Morawetz bulk

MOI‘[@l, @2](’7’1, ’7'2)

1 1 (r? — 3Mr + 2Q2)? 1
= —|R(D1)> + = |P1)* + 1> + = |TP: |?
Lo R@IP S e ; Yol glnl)
1 1 (r? —3Mr +2Q?%)? 1
—|R(®2)|* + — |2 Bo|* + — |TDs|?
o LT - Y0l 4 [T

where R = 1(—Te} + €}) = 1(—e3 + Yes). Notice that the Morawetz bulk Mor[¥](ry, 2) is
degenerate at the photon sphere {r = rp}.
— Weighted bulk norm in the far away region

My p[®1,B5) (11, 72) : :/

M,>gr(T1,72)

7 (DT, @R + (2= D) (VB + %)

V (40)

+ 2 (pIV, (@) + @2~ D) (VB +2105]%))
My>r(T1,72)

Observe that for § < p <2 -9, for § > 0, the above bulk norm is positive definite.
— Weighted bulk norm

My (D1, Po](T1, T2) := Mor [Py, Do) (1, T2) + My, r[P1, D2(T1, T2)
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We can now state the main theorem in terms of the above energy quantities.

Theorem 3 Let @1 and P2 be a 1-tensor and a symmetric traceless 2-tensor respectively, satisfying
equations and in Reissner-Nordstrom spacetime with |Q| < M and supported on the £ > 2
spherical harmonics. Then,

1. for all 6 <p <2—246 and for any T > 0, boundedness of the weighted energy holds:
Ep[®1,D,](7) < CEp[@1,P](0) (41)

2. forall 6 <p<2—06 and for any T > 0, the following integrated local energy decay estimates for
&1 and P59 holds:

Mp[@1,P2)(0,7) < CEp[@1, P2](0) (42)

Observe that, as in the case of integrated local energy decay estimates for even the scalar linear
wave equation on black hole backgrounds, the degeneracy at the photon sphere of the Morawetz
bulk cannot be eliminated. The degeneracy is caused by the presence of orbital trapped geodesics,
which are an obstruction to decay [17].

In the following we show how to obtain the boundedness of the energy in Section [6] the Morawetz
estimates in Section [7] and the rP-estimates in Section [8] Combining those estimates, we prove the
boundedness of the the weighted energy and the integrated local energy decay estimates ,
therefore proving Theorem

5 The energy-momentum tensor associated to the system

In this section, we define a combined energy-momentum tensor associated to the system formed
by equations and . We first recall the definition of energy-momentum tensor and current
associated to a solution of a wave equation.

We define the stress-energy tensor of equations and as:

1 1

T @) : = D,®1 - D, Py — 59 (D@1 - D &1 + Vi |®4|?) = D, &y - D, Py — §guu£1[¢1]
1 A 9 1

7711/[¢2] L= DM¢2 . DV¢2 - 59;11/ (D)\¢2 -D ¢2 + Vv2|¢2| ) = Du¢2 . DV¢2 - 59uy£2[¢2]

where D denotes the covariant derivative of the Reissner-Nordstrém metric g = gar,g, and Vi and
V5 are the potentials of the equations defined in and .
For X a vectorfield, w a scalar function and M a one form, we define the associated currents as:

1 1 1
P MO[P] = T, [61]X" + S 81D, Py 1<9W1|qsl|2 + KMIN\@P
: , 1 1 1
P2 M [Py] = T, [Bo] X + Sw2P2 Dy Py — 1a,ﬂu2|452|2 + XMQH\QBQP

From a standard computation (see for example [20]) we obtain that for X = a(r)es + b(r)eq4, in a
spherically symmetric spacetime, the divergence of the current is given by

1 1 1 1
D“Plgx’wl’Ml)[gﬁl} = 57[@] Ny s (—2X(V1) - 4Dgw1> |®1]2 + 5wlzl[qsl]
(43)

1, 1 8Q
+ ZD/ (PIM,) + (X(qsl) + 2w1<pl> : T—zzbzqsg
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and

1 1 1 1
D#PELX”LUQ’M2)[¢2] = §T[¢2] . (X)7T + <—2X(V2) — 4|:|9U)2> |©2|2 + 5'(1]2;62 [@2]
(44)

1 1
+ ZD“(‘@QPMM) + (X(@Q) + 21112@2) . %@5@1

where (X7 is the deformation tensor of the vectorfield X.

Notice the presence of the right hand sides of the equations, i—? PPy and 7;% P5P1 in and
. In particular, those right hand sides appear in the divergence of the current. Our goal is to
define an energy-momentum tensor for the system which has good cancellation properties with
respect to these additional terms. It turns out that the system composed by equations and
admits a conserved energy-momentum tensor.

Definition 2 Let @, and @5 be a 1-tensor and a symmetric traceless 2-tensor respectively, satisfying
the system of coupled wave equations and . We define the energy-momentum tensor for
the system as the following symmetric two tensor 7, [®1, P2]:

Taal@1,82) 1= Toal@] + 8T, [02] — 3 (D1~ 22) g (45)

where 7, [®1] and T, [P,] are the standard energy-momentum tensors associated to equations (36))
and respectively.

We also define the associated combined current P;(Lx’w’M) [@1, P2] for a vectorfield X, a pair of
scalar functions w = (wy, ws), a pair of one forms M = (M, My) as

8Q

PLX,w,M) (B, Dy] = p(X,wl,Ml)[él] + 8P£X,102,M2)[¢2] -

u (P5D1 - D2) X, (46)

The above definition is motivated by the cancellation properties for the divergence of the new

combined current ’P,(LX’UJ’M) [@1, P2, as showed in the following lemma.

Lemma 1 Let &1 and @5 be a 1-tensor and a symmetric traceless 2-tensor respectively, satisfying

the system of coupled wave equations and (37). For X = a(r)es + b(r)es, the divergence of the

combined current P,Sx’w’M) [P1, Do) is given by

DFPXw (@) o] =, EXM [y &,y (47)
where =4 indicates that the equality holds upon integration on the sphere and
E(X’w’M) [@1, @2]
1 (x) 1 1 9 1 1 9
=5 T[] Wom+ (=5 X (Vi) = 70gwn | [@1]" + SwiLa[@1] + 7 DH(|21"M,.)

(48)
FAT[Ds] - B 4 (—4X (Vo) — 20ws) |B2|? + 4w Lo[Ps] + 2DH (| |>M,,)

4 4 8
+ T—? (wl + ws + ;X(r) - tr(X)W) 5Py - Py — T—?([X7 5| D1) - P2
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Proof We compute, using and :
1 1 1 1
DHPE Iy, 23] = ST Ot (<5 X(0A) - (0w ) W1+ Gun (o] + D @M,

+ <X(¢1) + ;w1¢1) : i—?%%

HAT @] - X+ (—4X (Vo) — 20wy |®a|? + 4woLo[Po] + 2DH(|D2|*M,,)
1 8
+ (X(qﬁg) + 2w2432> : —g V5,

X2 (pyoy ) - %4

8@

5 (X(P5¢) - 952)—*(7?2@1 X(P2))

5 (D521 - o) DH(X,)

where the last two lines are the divergence of the additional term —ST—? (P3P, - Do) X, in the defi-
nition of P(X o M)[¢1,¢2]. Recall that D*(X,,) = 1tr X 7. We compute

59 (xpsen o) = 22 (ps0xi@) @+ (01X, D) )
8Q

=2 (X@1) - P+ (X, PEJ) - )

where the last equality holds upon integration on the spheres, where we used that 7 and % are
adjoint operators on the sphere as in . We then obtain the cancellation of the terms X (&) -
8Q P5d, and X (@1) =5 ZZ)*QSQ This implies the lemma.

6 Boundedness of the energy

In this section we prove boundedness of the energy for the mixed spin +1 and spin +2 system of
equations.

To derive the energy estimates we apply Lemmal[I] to the Killing vectorfield X = T', with w = 0,
M = 0. We obtain

1 1
DHPTO @y, @) =, STI@1] - Dm — ST(VA)[@1* + 4T (@] - (D — AT (V2) |9

8Q

A7) -0 )zm o2~ (1, pija) -0 (19)

since M =0, T(r) = T(V1) = T(Va) = 0 and T commutes with the angular operator.

By applying the divergence theorem to D”P;(LT’O’O) [@1,P2] =5 0 in the region M(0,7), we are
left to analyze the boundary terms f 5. P,ST’O’O) [@1,P2] - ny_, where ny_ is the normal vector to X;.
Explicitly, ny, =€} in Xcq, ny, = iT in Yipap, nx, = e4 in Xyq, and along HT, and ny, = e3
along . In particular, g(T, nx_) = —1. Our goal is to show that fz P(T 0:0) [®1, P2 nyx_ is positive
definite, and comparable with 7, [®1]T"*nyx, + 87, [P2]T s, (and therefore with E[®q, P3](7)).
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Observe that 17 = T%T + 522 >0, and Vy = %T + 2782 > 0 are positive in the whole exterior
region, therefore 7, [@1]T"nx, + 87,,[P2]THnx, is coercive.

We compute

8 "
POy, Bs] -, = Ty [B1)T#n5, + ST, (BT 0%, — 52 (D3 - b2) (T )
In X,cq, where T = %(Teg + e}), the above boundary term becomes

1 1
= §TT(6§7 e3)[P1] + 57(63,7 ey)[P1] + 4T (e3,e3)[P2] + 4T (e3, €) [Po]
8
59 a0y

P;ST’O’O) (D1, Do) - nx.
Y2, 1 o 1 2 g |2 2 2
= W@l + SIVP1" + SVAID1[" + 4T W3 P2 + 4|V Da|” + 4V2 |y
8
+TC£ DDy - Do
In Xypap, where T' = %(63 + Yey), the boundary term becomes

1 1 1 2
PO, @] nw, = - Tas[@1] + 5 Taal@1] + [T Taa[®1] + 2 Tos[Po] + 4754 (2]
8
PR Taalds] 4 08 (i b)
= LIVl 4 STV + LY 4 S a 2
4T 4 2 2
2 8Q .

2 1Tstaf? 4 27T s + AV B + Vol 1 OL i -y

Similarly, in X', we have

1 1 8Q .
PA(LT’O’O) (@1, Do) -y, = 5TT44[®1] + 5754[431] + AV Ty [P2] + 4T34[Po] + T? (D5, - D2)

1 1 1
= 51f|y74¢1|2 + 5|y7sp1\2 + 5v1|461|2 + AT |V Do|? + 4|V Po|* + 4Va|Dy|?
8Q
+T72 ZD§¢1 - Dy

The boundary terms at the event horizon and at future null infinity can be similarly analyzed. In
particular, in each portion of X we can estimate the boundary terms by

1 1 8Q .
PI(LT’&O) [P1,P2] -nx, > §|V@1\2 + §V1|‘Z’1|2 + 4|V, |* + 4V5| Do + T? Dby - Dy

1 5Q* 8Q* 8
z§|y7q§1\2+2%24\gp1|2+4|y7q§2|2+7j%|<252|2+r—§2 5P, - s

2 2 2 2
since Vi = 5T+ 39 > 5 aud Vo — AT+ 290 > 22,
We now show that the above right hand side defines a positive definite quadratic form, therefore

implying that P [@,, By] - ny, is positive definite.
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Suppose that @, and @, are supported on the fixed £ > 2 spherical harmonic. Using 7
and we bound

5 8Q

1 Q2 8Q2
§|77451|2 S|P+ AV, + —|Po|* + 5Dy - Py

) 2 202 4Q (21 — 4
22()\—1+Q) |<151|2+<)\ 4+Q> |Bo|? — Q¥|¢1||¢2|
2r r2 T

where we denoted A := ¢(¢+ 1) > 6.

The above is a quadratic form of the type a|®;|? + b|®2|? — c|®1||®2|. Its discriminant is given
by D = ¢ — 4ab, and if the discriminant is negative, then the quadratic form is positive definite.
We compute the discriminant of the above quadratic form:

—D:8:</\—1+Q2> (A 4+W)—4TQ2(A 2)]

T4
_ ) ) )
e N - O W B ]
8T Q2

- l0-ne- 4)+—(3>\—14)}

Since A > 6, we have that 3\ — 14 > 0, therefore implying positivity of the above quadratic form.

To obtain the estimates for the non-degenerate energy, we make use of the celebrated redshift
vectorfield, as introduced in [15]. Notice that the non-degeneracy along the horizon given by the
redshift vectorfield fails exactly at the extremal case |Q] = M. We have for X = a(r)es + b(r)eq
(see Lemma 5 in [20])

oM 2Q? 2Q?
T X (Ta/ ¥ (rz - Q) ) Yo + (Tb’ + ( 20, 2 ) b) Va2 — o/| Vs 2
2
+ (_QTa—i- b) V3@ - Vy& + (Ta/ —b + (27"]\24 - & r) a— ib) Vilw|?

r3

Consider a vector field N defined as N = a(r)¥s + b(r)V4, and such that the functions a(r) and
b(r) verify

a(ry) =0, b(ry) = —1.

Clearly one can choose the functions a and b such that 5 (N.0,0) [9751 &) is positive definite. Notice

that the coefficient of ¥, along the horizon reduces to 2 T — i& which degenerates to zero at the

horizon of an extremal Reissner-Nordstrom, for which ry = M = Q. Therefore the above bulk fails
to be positive definite in the extremal case.
We have therefore obtained the following.

Proposition 2 [Boundedness of the energy] Let &1 and ® be a 1-tensor and a symmetric traceless
2-tensor respectively, satisfying the system of coupled wave equations and in Reissner-
Nordstrém spacetime with |Q| < M and supported in ¢ > 2 spherical harmonics. Then we have

E[®1,P5](12) < CE[®y1, Po](11)

for every 1 < 9.
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7 Morawetz estimates

In this section we prove Morawetz estimates for the mixed spin +1 and spin £2 system of equations.

To derive the Morawetz estimates, we apply Lemma [1| to the radial vector field Y = f(r)R, for
R =70,, and a function f(r) to be determined.

Proposition 3 Let Y = f(r)R and w = r=270, (r*f(r)). Let &1 and D5 be a I-tensor and a
symmetric traceless 2-tensor respectively, satisfying the system of coupled wave equations and
137). Then we have

2
EV w0 P, Py] = { (1 - == 4 2Q> V&1 |? + f|RD1|* + (—1ar (rYVy) f — imgw> P12
2
o (1 WL ) Vs ? + 8| R + 8 (a (v f- 10 w) B2
2
+16@f<1+%2+ ) o

Proof By , we have

1 1 1 1
g(Y,w,O)[¢17¢2] = ET[@I] . (Y)ﬂ' + ( 2 (Vl) 4 gwl) |¢1|2 + i’wlﬂl[@l]

HAT (@] - V7 4 (—4Y (Vo) — 20gws) |Pa|* + 4woLo[Ps]

+‘i—§ (w1 +wy + %Y(r) —tr 0%) P, - Py — 8Q([Y P5)By) - D
We have for Y = f(r)R (see Corollary 4 in [20])
2
Tl Vr =27 (1 -2 X e arine o+ (<2 ) sl

2
+{—— +2Q Vi@ |?
T

and similarly for @,. We therefore obtain

2
E(Y7w)[@17@2] _ f (i _ TT + 2Q ) |Y7¢ |2 +f |R@1|2 (;wl - %f - gf/) ﬁl[él]
2
+ (_éy(vl) + (—ff ¢ )fVl 0 w1> 1[?
y 1_7+E (Vs [? + 81| Ry ? — gl )l
-- 5 of? + 8/ |R®y|% + 8 wz f f 2[®]
1 Q? 2
+8 (—2Y(V2) + ( = + ) fVa— 4Dgw2> ||
- (wl+w2+fwr>—trmﬁ) sy by — SV, P -
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With the choice w := wq = wy = =270, (r2f(7“)) = %f + 7' f" the terms involving £1[®1] and
Lo]P5] above cancel out. Using that (see Corollary 3 in [20])

tr<Y>7r_4Tf+<4M4Q2>f+2fT 4 <1M>f+2fT

r r2

we compute, recalling that R(r) =7

)

¥, Y] = JIR, o) = — I 5

2
w1+w2+éY(7‘)—tr(Y)w:2(gf+Tf)+ Tf - (4Tf+<4j\24—4%>f+2f’T)
T r T T
471 aM  4Q? 4 20Q°
:rf‘<ﬂ‘g>f—r<1‘r+g>f
We conclude
gV Pyl
2 2
:f(i_ﬂ‘f'm) ‘V¢1‘2+f|R@1‘2+8f (1—7“24‘2@ )|W@2|2+8f |R@2|2

T 2
+ ((—QVf + (—% + %) V1) f— 4Dgw1> |21 2
T 2
+8<(—2V2’+< % ? >V2>f i gwg) P |?
16Q 3M 207

T (1—++ T)f;ma@l-@z

Observing that —2£ 4+ r3 = %Tﬂ we prove the proposition.
For &, and &, supported in £ > 2 spherical harmonics, we use and to write

VWO (@, ) =, f'|R|® + ( / (1 _M W) (A1) — %a, Vi) f — imgw> 1B |2
+8f'|Rs |2+8(f (1 _ +%22) (A= 4) — 50, (TVa) f imgw> 1B, 2
2 (1—r+2f§2 ;T> i, - b,
for A= £(¢+1) > 6. Denote
Ay = ri3 (1 - T + W) A—1)— %ar W) f — imgw (50)
Ay i— Tis (1 - W) (A—4)— %ar (TVh) f — imgw (51)

the coefficients of |®;]? and |@3|? respectively.
In order to have positivity of &>@:0) [P1, P2] we need the following necessary conditions in the
exterior region:
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— Condition 1: Positivity of the coefficients of the angular derivatives |V®;|?> and |V®2|?, i.e
2
F1-24 287 >,

— Condition 2: Positivity of the coefficients of the radial derivatives | R®;|? and |[R®P5|?, i.e. f' > 0,

— Condition 3: Positivity of the coefficients of |®;|? and |®3|?, i.e. A; > 0 and Ay > 0

We now consider sufficient conditions for the positivity of the quadratic form €20 (@, &,)].
Using to bound the mixed term, we have

VWO, By] >, f’quﬁﬂ2 + 8f’\R@z|2 + A1 @17 + 84;|P,|”
) 2
f ’1 -+ i + T‘ (2X — 4)1/2| @, ||,

Neglecting the terms in R derivative in virtue of Condition 2, the discriminant of the quadratic
terms is
-D
32

2
= A1 Ay — 2Q2f2<1—+%22+ T) (2\ — 4)

Writing A = (A — 6) + 6, we have

‘375: (rfB (1—T+ZQQ) (A—6)+Bl> <f (1—+W)(A—6)+Bz>

2 2 2 2 2 2
_dQ f2( —7+@+ T) (A—6) — 1?3 f? (1—+2Q+ T)
where
5f 3IM 2Q? 1 1
B = 7“73 (1 — T 7“2> - iar (Tvl) f - ZDgw (52)
2f 3IM 2Q? 1 1
BQ = 7“73 (]. — T + 702> - iar (TVQ) f ZDgw (53)

In particular,

—D_f2 2@2
32_T6(1—+T> (A —6)?

16Q? 202 2
+BlB27 7’8 f2(17“+7‘2+2T)
2 2 2 2
+(A = 6)[f (1—+262)(B1+32)—f2<1_+2522 T)}

In order to have positivity of the discriminant, we have the following suﬁiciemﬂ conditions in
the exterior region:

9 Conditions 4 and 5 are not necessary. For example, one could use the positivity of the R derivative to absorb part
of the mixed term for high spherical harmonics. Nevertheless, we prefer to have a unique approach to all frequencies.
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— Condition 4: Positivity of the third line in the above expression of the discriminant, i.e. Dy :=

2
Tig<1fw+2§2)(31+Bg)74Q2f2<1—¥+2‘92+%T> >0,

ld r8 r2

— Condition 5: Positivity of the second line in the above expression of the discriminant, i.e.
2 2 2
thzBle—L;i2 f2(1_¥+2%+%T) 2 0.

If Conditions 1, 2, 3, 4 and 5 are satisfied, then the bulk integral fM(n ) £(Yw,0) [, D] is a
positive definite form containing derivatives of ®@; and @5, with degeneracy at the photon sphere
for the angular derivative. Through a standard procedure, we can add control of the T' derivative

with degeneracy at the photon sphere (see for example Proposition 8 in [20]). Recalling definition
of Mor[®y, P5](71,72), we obtain the following.

Proposition 4 Let &1 and 5 be a 1-tensor and a symmetric traceless 2-tensor respectively, satisfy-
ing the system of coupled wave equations and and supported in £ > 2 spherical harmonics.
If Conditions 1, 2, 8, 4 and 5 hold, then

/ EX WO D, By] > Mor®y, Ps)(11,72) (54)
M(711,72)

Our goal is to define functions f and w, related by w = r=27'9, (r? f(r)), which verify Conditions
1,2, 3, 4 and 5 in the whole exterior region of the spacetime. This is done in the following subsection.

Once those conditions are proved to hold, by adding the Morawetz estimates to the energy
estimates obtained in Section [0} i.e. considering the triplet

(X, w, M) := (Y,w,0) + A(T,0,0)
for A big enough, we obtain
E[®1,P5](T) + Mor [P, P2](0,7) S E[P1, $2](0) for any 7 > 0 (55)

In the remaining of this Section we will prove that Conditions 1, 2, 3, 4 and 5 are satisfied in
the whole exterior region for subextremal Reissner-Nordstrom spacetimes.

7.1 Construction of the functions w and f

Consider Reissner-Nordstrom spacetimes with |Q] < M. We collect here the following facts:
— The event horizon ryy = M + /M2 — Q2 ranges between M < ry < 2M. Observe that since

we are restricting our analysis in the exterior region, where r > ry, we always have 7" =
2
1-2M 4 @ >q.
/ 2__ 2

— The photon sphere rp = w ranges between 2M < rp < 3M. Observe that r > rp

. : 3M | 2Q?

1fandonly1f1—7+r—220.

We also define the following notable points which are used in the construction of the Morawetz
functions.

5M++/25M2—24Q2 . .
—ry = %Q < rp, which ranges between % <r < % Observe that r > ry if and

. 5M | 3Q?
only if 1 — 5= + > 0.

272
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— 1o :=2M + /4M? — 3Q? > rp, which ranges between 3M < ry < 4M. Observe that r > rqy if
aM

and only if 1 —
Inspired™”] by [44] and [33], we define w as follows:

T%T(rl) =wy; >0 if r<mr
1

w= Z7(r) if r<r<r (56)
%T(Tg) = 1wy >0 if >

From the condition w = 270, (r?f) we define as in [44] and [33]:

rzf:/r gw (57)

Since w > 0, by we notice that f changes sign at the photon sphere. Condition 1 is then
always satisfied.
In what follows, we will show that Conditions 2, 3, 4 and 5 are satisfied in the whole exterior

region. We separate the analysis in the three regions of the spacetime according to the definition of
w.

7.2 The regions r < r; and r > ry

In the regions r < r; and r > ry, the function w is a positive constant. In particular we have

r 2
w1 T
w = wy, f:—2 T for r <r;
r? J..
T 2
wao T
w = wo, f:—z/ T for r > ry
L .

We start by proving that Condition 2 is satisfied in these two regions.

Lemma 2 Condition 2 is verified for v < ry and for r > ro, i.e. for all subextremal Reissner-
Nordstrom spacetimes with |Q| < M we have

f(r)y>0  forr<rorr>mr

Proof Since f vanishes at r = rp we have,
F=r ) -2t =y - [ gy
rp

Recall that w = r=27(r2f) = wy > 0 for r < 7y, and w = r27(r?f) = wy > 0 for r > ry. We
deduce

2 2
(r 2f) —wl for r < rq, (r 2f) —wz for r > ry

10 Qur definition of w ) differs from [33] in that there w is defined separately in two intervals, as opposed to
three, and in one of them w = 27, as opposed to w = —T We modified it in order to obtain positivity of the bulk
in the exterior region for the full subextremal range |Q| < M. The definition of f in terms of w is identical to [44]
and [33].
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Consider the region r < r1. We write

1 rp 7,.2 1 rp 7,2
f/ = ?’wl —+ 2’(1}17'73/7‘ ? = w1 (T + 27’73/7‘ T>

Observe that the function % is increasing if r > rp and decreasing otherwise. Indeed,

72 1 2r 3M - 2Q?
Or <T> =73 (2rY = r?Y") = 73 (1 -+ 702) (58)

The integrand ? is therefore decreasing for r < r; < rp. We bound the integral of a decreasing
function over an interval by the value of the function at the right end of the interval times the
length of the interval. Similarly % is everywhere decreasing. We obtain

1 r2 w1
"> — 23 (rp — P = 3rp —2
Few 7oy T2 e =705 ) = morisy) O 720
which is positive for r < ry < rp < %rp.

Consider now the region r > ro. We have

I l_ —3/767"2
f—w2<T 2r T

The integrand ? is increasing for r > ro. We bound the integral of an increasing function from
above by the value of the function at the right end of the interval times the length of the interval,

. rop2 r2 . P
Le. [, F < % (r—rp). This gives

1 1 w
> ws (T - 2ﬁ(r — rp)> = ﬁ (—r +2rp)

which is positive for 7 < 2rp, which contains r = ry. In particular, (r®f’)|,—., > 0. Using (57))
written as 9,.(r?f) = %w, we have

2 2 2 2
2 WN_ 2,1y () 2l | = LA
0, (TT>—7" [7“ 8T(Tw) r Tw} 7“8T<Tw> Tw

=10,0.(r?f) — 0.(r2f) = 3r2f + 3 f" = 0.(r* f')

Therefore
3pnN 2 E _ 2 1
Or(r°f') = r°0, (TT) = war?0, (T)
Since
ry 1 N AM | 3Q?
o (3) w(T‘m—z(l‘r*rz)
we have

o (r3f) >0 for r > 7y

This implies r3f' > (r3 f')|,=, > 0. This concludes the proof of the lemma.
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We now prove that Condition 3 is verified, i.e. the coefficients of the zeroth order terms are
positive.

Lemma 3 Condition 3 is verified for r < r1 and for r > ro, t.e. for all subextremal Reissner-
Nordstrom spacetimes with |Q| < M we have

Alz(), AQZO fO?”’I"STl 07’1”27"2
Proof Because of Condition 1, the first term in the definition of A; and As in and is
always positive. For r <y or r > 7, w is constant, therefore Ljw = 0. This gives

1 1
Al > _Ear (T‘/l)f A2 > _587‘ (T‘/Q)f

Since f < 0 for r < rp and f > 0 for r > rp, we are only left to prove that for r < ry then
—10, (YV1),—30, (TV2) <0 and for r > ry then —29, (T'Vi),—30, (TVa) > 0.
Recall that

1 2M 6 2 1 5Q? 4 2M  3Q? 4 202
ST ST Y QP AE T ST
r T T T T 2r r T (59)
2 3IM  12Q2 8 3M 3Q2
o o I o O
Vi = e (1 r + 72 )’ V2 3 (1 r 72
Since 0,7 = 2M 2%2, we compute
2M  2Q? 1 5Q? 2 3M 12Q7
O (TV)) = —— — — - r+——11-r—=(1-—
(W) ( 72 73 ) (7'2 + ré 73 r + 72
2 AM  13Q? 2 2
- 2 (- By (2
3 r 72 rz2 3
8 4Q2 4Q° (M Q2
T = 1l-—+— 7T+ —— | = - =
0.(rva) =~ (1= + S )1+ 2 (- 5
Consider the region r < r;. Writing in the above expressions respectively
AM  13Q? 2 2 M 2 10Q?
A s
r T r r r r r
4 2 2 2 2
| AM AQP () 3M 2P\ (M @) @
r 72 r 72 r 72 72
we obtain
1 1 AM  13Q? 5Q% (M Q?
—0, (T =—|(1—-— Y - — | = - =
28T( Vi) 73 ( r + 72 ) rd \r2 93 (60)
2 2 2 2
(M Y (M @Yy 5 (e M @
73 r 2 3\ r 72
and
4 AM  4Q? 207 (M Q?
—0,TVo) == 1—- —+ 2T - — | — — =
(TV2) r3 ( r + 72 ) rd \ r2 3 (61)
4 202 4 (M 2 2092 M 2
_ 1_7_1_& T — 7_Q7 T-i—i QT_7_|_Q7
73 r 72 3\ r 72
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The first term in both expressions is negative since r < r; < rp. The second term can be written as
—T% (Mr — QQ) Y, and since ry; > M, we have Mr —Q? > M? —Q? > 0. This proves the negativity

of the second term in both expressions. The last term is given by 27— % + %2 =2 (1 M + 2T22 ),

which is negative since r < rq.
Consider the region r > 5. Writing in the expressions above respectively

AM  13Q? < 4AM 3Q2)+10Q2 4Q? < AM 3Q2> Q?

1-— + 1-— + 2% 1- —+— 1-— + 2

r r2 r r2 r2 ’ r r r2 r2
we obtain
1 1 AM  13Q% 2 /M 2
vy = L (1o B 5@ (MO
2 73 r 72 rd \ r2 r3
1 AM  3Q? 502 M Q? (62)
(Y S (M)
and
1 4 4@2 202 (M Q2
20, (Ve = = (1- 22 T R 2
28T< Va) 73 ( r 72 ) Tt \ 2 r3
4 3Q2 20? M Q? (63)
i 3(1_ )y 2 (0, @)
r r

The first term in the both expression is positive for » > 75 and the second term is positive for
r > r9 > rq1. This concludes the proof of the lemma.

We now prove that Condition 4 is verified, i.e. that D is positive.

Lemma 4 Condition 4 is verified for v < r1 and for r > ro, i.e. for all subextremal Reissner-
Nordstrom spacetimes with |Q| < M we have

D1 >0 forr <ryorr>nry

Proof Recall the definitions and of By and Bs. Then

Bi+By=f (: (1 _M W) 50 (TVi) — 20, (m))

r r2 2

therefore the expression for Dy reads

2 2 2
Dlzf(1—+2Q>(B1+B2)—4Qf2<1—+2TQ +;T>
1

r

2 202 202 1
(-5 (3 (-22) o)

2 2 2
—Zﬁf2<1—+26’2+ T)
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and writing

3M 20 1.\’
SN T Sl
r8f< r + 72 +2

2
:_4622]"2(]__3]\4_’_2622) _4Q2f2(1_3]w+zc§2>1ﬂ_c22f21~2
T T T T

r8 r8

the above becomes

2
D, :ﬁ <7_ 4?;) (1 _ M + W) + Jf (1 _ ¥ n 2Q2> <_;8r rvy) — %5‘7« (TV2)>

r 72 r3 r2
2 2 2
_ﬂjﬂ <1_W+2Q2)T_st2y2
r r r

We first consider the region r < ry. In this region we use and to write

1 1 5T 3M 202 5 (M Q? 7Q? M Q2

2
Factorizing out the positive factor {—6, becomes

4Q? 3SM 2Q2\* 5T 3M 20Q?
(7+5T—C§) (1—+%) +2(—1+—%)(M7"—Q2)
T T T T T T
2 2 2 2 2 2
TQT((U3M 207N (o M Q7N AQ7, 0 3M 207 Q7.
r2 r r2 r 72 72 r r2 r2

The first term is positive because it can be bounded from below by 7 — 432 = % (7r* —4Q?), which

is always positive for r > ry > M. All the other terms, except the last one, are clearly positive for
r < ry. Observe that for » < r1, we have the following bounds:

oM Q2 5M 302\ M Q> 1 ,
4 x el T 2 e S S _
! * (1 2r 272 * 2r 2r2 T 2r2 (Mr Q ) (65)

3M 2Q? 5M 3Q2\ M Q% _ 1
(1+ >+2r2r222r2(MrQ2) (66)

2r 2r2
The last two terms together are positive: indeed, using and , we obtain
4Q? 3M  2Q? Q?. ., _ 4Q? 1 9 Q?. .,
— | -1+——— | -=7*“> —7 | — (Mr— - =T
8 ( + r 8 = .8 92 (Mr— Q%) 8

2 2
G (ern) D G-

2r2

which proves Condition 4 for r < ry.
We now consider the region r > ro. In this region we use and to write

1 1 AM  3Q? 7Q? M Q?
—=0, (V) — =0, (Vo) =51 - —+ = |+ =2y — — 4+ =
2@( Vi) 2&( Va) 5( — TQ) +3 s
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Factorizing out the positive factor {—2, ) becomes

(149 (12020 (i 20 (14M 3@‘3
T‘ T T T

7Q2<1_+2Q2><2T M+QQ)_C;222T2_422(1 3M 2Q2>

T r r2 r r2
The first line is clearly positive. The second line can be arranged to be
2 2 2 M 7 2 2
Q2 (1—+Q) <1OT—+Q> - =72
r r

Writing 1 — 3 4 Qg =r-44 Q and factorizing out QQ,We have
M 2 7 2 2 M 2
(T—+2) <1OT—+ @ )—T2:9T2+17T<—+Q>+7(—+Q)
T T

T (9T+ 177 (— + QQ))

Since for r > ry, we have

2M  Q? aM  3Q% 2M  2Q?
T - T B IS S (= Q) (67)
r r r r

the above is positive: 97 +177 (—% + ?—;) > 9% (Mr — Q2)+17T (—% + ?—j) = T% (Mr — QQ) >
0. This shows that condition 4 is verified for r > r5. This concludes the proof of the lemma.
We now prove that Condition 5 is verified, i.e. that D is positive.

Lemma 5 Condition 5 is verified for v < r1 and for r > ro, t.e. for all subextremal Reissner-
Nordstrom spacetimes with |Q| < M we have

Dy >0 forr <ryorr>nry
Proof Recall the definitions and of By and Bsy. Then Condition 5 reads

16Q> 200 2
Dy = BB, — Qf2<1—r+g T>

() ) 2(-22) )

2
_16Q7 (1 _ = 2Q2 + QT)

r8

The above becomes

D, —f2<10 16§2> (1_ 2Q22>
+ f273 (2 (-éar (TV1)> +5 (—zar (TV2)>> (1 - 7 + 222) (68)

2 2 2
+ 72 (—;ar (Tvl)) (—;ar (TV2)> B (1 M 2Q> r - 2 e

r
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We first consider the region r < ry. In this region we use and to write
5 22 202 22 (M 2 20QQ? M 2
-0, (V1) — =0, (T Vo) = 1—— i T - — M@ T+ © 2T_7+Q7
2 3 T 72 3\ r 72 5
and
1 1 472 2Q2 8r2 (M Q? 2Q2
(o) (o) 1 (30 20y o (o)
22Q°7 M 2 2002
+ 29 (gr_+Q> (1_+Q>

r r2

4T2<M Q2> - 220°T <2T_]\T4+QQ) (M_Q2>+1SQ4 (2T_M+QQ)

76 r = 78 72 r r2

Factorizing out J;—z, becomes
2 2 2
(104_227‘4_47‘2_@)( +%_£) —‘rTM(—I—‘r%—&)(MT—QQ)
T T 7‘ T 7‘
2 2 2 2
+Q—(20+22T)( 2r+%—Q7) (-1+¥-?)+7(M Q2) %ﬂ

2 2 4 2 2 2
29 r( zr+M—&)(M — g2y 4+ 19 (_zr+%_%) 4 100 r(_1+ﬂ_2g)
T r r r r r r

Using to bound —1 + % — 232 in the above, we obtain

><(5+T)(2+4T) 4Q2>(M P 11;:4T(MT_Q2)2

47t
2 2 2 2
+ Lo (r+ - L) - @)+ I (- @) -
2 2 4 2 2
+22?T< 2T+M—Q) (Mr — Q) + 10? (_2T+M_Qz) +8Q T (Mr— Q?)
T T r T

We can arrange the above as

2 2 2
<5+33T+18T élfg)(MrQ)z 4@ < (Mr— Q?) >

2r4
2 2 4 2
Q(10+33T)<—2T+M Q)(M — Q%) + ?ff ( QTJFM_%)
Using we can bound % (Mr — Qz) 27,2 (Mr — Qz) therefore
54337 + 1872 4Q? 602
z(*g ?)(M -a'+ Lr - )
(69)

2 2 4 2
+Q(10+33T)<—2T+M Q)(M Q)+ 13?(2T+M_§2)
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Observe that the second line is always non negative. We write the first line as

2 2 2 2
) [ (LT 507 (11 g (027 (Mr_ )

2r4 4 4
6Q> oM Q?
e (1 ot ) ]
54337 + 1872  5Q? 6Q? IM  5Q?
= (Mr-@Q? [(27«4_%6) (MT—Q2)+T—4 (1—4T+4T2>]

Observe that the first of the above two terms is always positive since r? — @2 > 0 and the second

. .o, . . 2 2 . . . ..
term is positive if M8 M 8097 ”818]\/[80Q < r < ry. In particular using this proves that Condition 5

OM++/81 M2 —80Q?2

is verified in 3

<r<rg.

Ifr< w, we can bound the factor —27 + % — %2 away from zero, as
M Q? 5M  3Q? OM  5Q? M Q? 1 9
) . SR N S Y D A Ve
+ r 72 + r 72 4r +4r2 +2r 27“2_27"2( " Q)

From , we therefore obtain

54337 + 1872  4Q2% Q2 1 o2 6Q? 5 10Q4 o\ 2
z(T—T—G+T—4(1o+33r)ﬁ (Mr —Q?) -i-TTT(M’I’—Q)-i- ywe (Mr—Q?)
5433 + 1872 Q2% 33Q2 a2 6Q2 2 10Q4 o\ 2
2( 2r4 76 27‘6T (MT_Q) + T’4T(MT_Q)+ 478 (MT_Q)

which proves Condition 5 for all r < ry.
We now consider the region r > ry. In this region we use and to write

1 1 22 AM  3Q? 2002 M Q2
2 <_2a’" (TV1)> +5 <_28T (TV2)> = (1 -+ r2> T+ (2T -+ r2)

rd

and

(o) (o) =25 (- 4228

r r2
2202 aM  3Q? M 2
+ ? (1+%)(2T+Qz>
r r T r T
1004 2\ 2
0 (@)
r r r

2 2
Factorizing out J;—(, and neglecting the terms 1 — % +39° >0, becomes

16Q2? 3SM 2022
T T T

20Q2 M Q? 3M 2Q? 16Q? 3M 2Q? 4Q%
( ) )5 Jro

2 — ) (12 T e A
+r2 r+r2 r+r2 72 7"+r2
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The term 10— 262” is positive for r > rp in the subextremal range. The second line can be arranged

,,‘2
1Q*
T2 )

to be, factorizing out

<6T—5M+5Q22) <1—W+W)—T2_(6T—W+W> (T—M+Q22>—T2
T r r T

r r2 r r2
M Q2 M Q2\?2
=5T2+11T(—+QQ)+5(—+QZ>
T T T T

Using , we prove that the above is positive. This shows that condition 5 is verified for r > rs,
and concludes the proof of the lemma.
7.3 The region 1y < r < rg

In the region 1 < r < rg, the function w is defined to be w = AT(T‘). From we then obtain

r2

r 92 r 22 r
r2f:/ T—w:/ T——ZTz/ 2=2r —2rp
TPT TPTT Tp

2
f:;_rT:T fOI‘TlSTSTQ (70)

which gives

Notice that the above implies
2 227‘p _ —2r +4rp
r2 3 3
Notice that if r < ry < 2rp, then —2r 4+ 4rp > 0, therefore
>0 form <r<ry (71)
This proves that Condition 2 is verified in this region. We now check Conditions 3, 4 and 5.

Lemma 6 Condition 3 is verified in the region 71 < r < ry, i.e. for all subextremal Reissner-
Nordstrom spacetimes with |Q| < M we have

A1 >0, Ay >0 forry <r <y

Proof Since A > 6, we have that A; > B; and Ay > Bs, where we recall

5f 3M 2%\ 1 1
B17‘9’<17"+T‘2) fiar(TVl)ffZDgw
of 3M . 2Q7\ 1 1

We compute Ogw. From w = 27(r) we obtain

1
rw = Qar(ﬁT) =2 (—2r—3T + r_QT’)

2M  Q? 2M  2Q)? 4 3M  2Q?
3 2
2(_% (1_r+7a)+r <r2_r2 e 1_7+TT
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For a radial function w = w(r) we have Oyw = r~29,(r?*Y9,w) (see Lemma 6 in [20]). We therefore
compute

T L 20
-0, (rQT&»w) = 49, (r (1 — T ﬂ))
(T L2 Y L 207 3M 4Q?
_4(r(1_ r r2> r2(1_ r T2>+7‘<T2_ r3)>

B 1 AM  3Q? 202 T (3M  4Q?
(T () ()

1 1 M, 3Q° 202 3M 4Q”
0w = (1o TR ) (o2 T
4 gW rd < r r2 > < r Jr r2 s 7“3 2 3

We now evaluate By and Bs in this region. For 1 < r < 79, we have

We obtain

C 2 1
T =5 (M- QY for 3 < e <2 (72)

1

where ¢ = 5 corresponds to 7 = r; and ¢ = 2 corresponds to r = ro. We write

—imgw = —Tis(c —D)(e—2) (Mr— Q%) + Tisc (Mr — Q%) (3Mr — 4Q?)

:7( (c—1)(c—2) (Mr— Q%) +c(3Mr —4Q%)) (Mr — Q*)
is( (¢ —6c+2)Mr + (¢ — Te+2)Q%) (Mr — Q%)

On the other hand, using , we have

—%BT(TVl) 7,1 (1—+3Q2>T+5Q2 (2T—M+QQ)

- L (SR rr-0n) -0+ 2 (2 - )
L (ele—2) (Mr— @) +5% (20— 1)) (17— @)
— (¢~ 20 My (&~ 12045) @) (Mr - @)

and 5 (1 —3M LQQ) Lfg” (Mr — Q?). Since f = 72(7" "2) we have

5 2Q?

5 (1,20
r r

) 50TV ]

1 9 on 2(r—rp 9
7(5(0—1)r +(c —2¢) Mr — (c —120+5)Q)%(MT—Q)

r
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and therefore

5 2(r—rp)

+ (c(c -2)
LT ; re) — (2 —Tc+ 2)) Qz} (MT — QQ)

2(r—rp)

1
Bi = [5(c — 1)r? .

—(c* —6c+2) ) Mr
- ((02 —12¢+5) )

Notice that the above clearly increases as () decreases. In particular, the extremal case |Q| = M
is the worst case scenario in the positivity of the above coefficient. We check that the term in
parenthesis is positive at the extremal case, and that will imply that is positive for all subextremal
cases |Q| < M.

Notice that equation translates into

(24 c)M N (1+¢)Q?

1
1-— " 2 =0 for§§c§2
This gives
(24 )M+ /(24 ¢)2M? — 4(1 4 ¢)Q?
B 2
2 M 4+4 2YM? —4(1 M? 242c)M
L @Mt tdet ) L+ M2 @420M _
2 2
In particular r = (1 + ¢)M at the extremal case |Q| = M, where the above becomes
1 22(c—1) 1 4_ 3 2 2 2
31:78[5(0—1)((1+0)M) et g P —33c+10)M}(Mr—Q)
M2
= e [10(c = 1)2(1+ 0% + (¢ = ¢ + 2762~ 33¢ 4+ 10) | (M7 - @?)
= M Ty pre 3304+ 20] (Mr— @
_m ct—c’+7c” — c+ ( T_Q)

which is a positive polynomial for all ¢, and in particular for % <c<2.
Similarly we compute Bs. Using , we have

—%ar(TVz)= . (1—+3Q2>T+2Q2 (2T—M+QQ)

_ % (c; (Mr—QQ)) S (Mr—Q*) + 2Q (
de(c—2) (M?“ — QQ) +2Q? (2¢ — 1)) (Mr — Q2)

Lo - @)

(4c® — 8c) Mr — (4¢® — 12¢+ 2) Q°) (Mr — Q?)
We therefore have

7“2367“_1 (Mr—Q )Q(T:;ID)‘F:S[((ZLCZ_&)M—(62—60+2)> Mr

Ar=re) (* —Tc+ 2)) Qz} (Mr—@Q?)

By =

— ((402 —12¢+2)
,
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At the extremal case the above becomes

1 20c—1) 1
By = —|2(c — 1)((1 4 ¢)M)? L ma 108w 9me? 150+ 4) M%) (M — O
2 r8[(C J(1+c)M) ] C+1(7c 9c” + 27c 5c+4) ]( r—Q?)
= L[ﬂc—1)2(1+c)2+7c4_1903+2702_15c+4} (Mr—QQ)
(c+1)r8
M? \ \ . 2
7W[HC —19¢” 4+ 19c¢ 715c+8} (Mer)

which is positive for all ¢, and in particular for % < ¢ < 2. This proves the lemma.

Lemma 7 Condition 4 is verified in the region m1 < r < ra, i.e. for all subextremal Reissner-
Nordstréom spacetimes with |Q| < M we have

D; >0 forry <r <rg

Proof As above, we check the positivity in the extremal case |Q| = M. Using the expressions for
B; and Bs obtained in Lemma |§| at the extremal case, we have

M2 4 3 2 2
Bl—l—BQ:m[QQc — 206 + 26¢* — 48c + 28] (M7 — Q?)

and therefore

2

Tp) 4 on.3 2 N2
S PR )T [226* — 206" + 262 — 48¢ + 28] (M7 — Q?)

= (e — 1)?[226* — 206 4 26¢* — 48c + 28] (M7 — @2’

We now consider the term —47%2102 (1 — %
402 2 2 4 2 2
—Qf2(1—+2Q+ T) = QfQ( (Mr Q)+§—2(M Q))

_ 207 < (rrp))Q (3012)2 (Mr— Q)2

2
%T) . We have

8 r2
2Q2 2(r —rp)\° 2 212
=\ (3c—2) (MT—Q )
At the extremal case the above becomes
2M2 (2(c—1)\° ) o2 8M?2 ) ) o 2
ST ( c+1 ) (8e=2) (MT_Q ) - _(C+1)2r14(6_1) (Be—2) (MT_Q )

We therefore obtain the polynomial
[22c4 — 2063 + 26¢2 — 48¢ + 28] —4(3c— 2)? = 226 — 20 — 1062 + 12

which is positive for all ¢, and in particular for % <c<2.
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Lemma 8 Condition 5 is verified in the region r1 < r < ro, i.e. for all subextremal Reissner-
Nordstrom spacetimes with |Q| < M we have

Dy >0 forry <r <rg

Proof As above, we check the positivity in the extremal case |Q| = M. Using the expressions for
B and B> obtained in Lemma@ at the extremal case, we have

M4 2

BB, = (CESD (11¢* = ¢ + 7¢® — 33¢ + 20) (11c¢* — 19¢* + 19¢* — 15¢ + 8) (Mr — Q%)

) 2
We now consider the term —167,76522f2 (1 - % 429 %T) . We have

r2

2

16Q2f2< 3M 202 1 >28Q2 (Q(T’Tp)

2
2 2
A L FSOl G- )“”C”(M”Q)

At the extremal case the above becomes

L8 (DY gy

rl4 c+1
3202 M*
- 7W(c —1)2(3c—2)* (Mr — Q*)* = fm?a(c +1)%(c—1)%(3c — 2)? (Mr — Q%)°

We therefore obtain the polynomial

(11¢* = ¢ + 7¢® — 33¢ + 20) (11¢* — 19¢* 4+ 19¢* — 15¢ + 8) — 32(c + 1)*(c — 1)*(3¢ — 2)°
= 1218 — 220¢” + 17¢5 — 296¢° + 1531¢* — 1888¢3 + 899¢% — 180c¢ + 32

which is positive for all ¢, and in particular for % < ¢ < 2. This concludes the proof of the lemma.

8 rP-hierarchy estimates

In this section, we conclude the proof of Theorem [3| by obtaining the rP-hierarchy estimates for the
mixed spin £1 and spin 2 system of equations. The equations in the system have right hand sides
which present good decay in r, and therefore the rP-estimates for the system do not differ from the
standard derivation for a single wave equation as in [16].

To derive the rP-estimates, we apply Lemma |1 to the vector field Z = [(r)ey, for the function
I(r)=rp.

Proposition 5 Consider a vectorfield Z = I(r)eq, a pair of scalar functions w = (wq,ws), with
Wy = Wy = @, and a pair of one forms M = (M, My) with My = My = 271,64 = %/Z. Let &1 and
D5 be a 1-tensor and a symmetric traceless 2-tensor respectively, satisfying the system of coupled
wave equations and . Then we have

1, 1 2
BN @y, ) =, ST+ 5 (-0 + 2) (T8 + Vil )

, 2
+4U' |V, D2|? + 4 (—l’ + rl) (|VPa|? + Va|Ds|?) + err[®y, ®o]



40 Elena Giorgi

where

M + 2 -
eron, aa] = 0 (L L) (0 e o2 (171 4 (9322 720 + )

Proof We start by computing £(4%:0)[®;, &,]. Using we have

EZw0[@, b)) = %T[@l] - D (—;Z(Vl) — imguh) B1)? + %wlﬁl[d)l}

HAT @] - D+ (—4Z(Va) — 20,ws) |Ba|? + 4w Lo[Ps]

v (w1 vuat 220) -0 <Z>7r> 0,0, S (2. PS)) - @
We have for Z = [(r)e4 (see Corollary 4 in [20])

T(d1] - Dm = (‘l’ + il) V1> + (ﬂ’ * ( o 2Q2) l) [Wa = %wlw — Wil
and similarly for @,. We therefore obtain
(—l’ + il) (IV1[* + Vil @1 ]?) + % (Tl’ - (— + %22) l) Va1 [?
+ (—;Z(Vl) - imgwl - ivl) |@1]* + (;wl - > L[]
+4 (_l, + iz) (IV®2|? + Va|®o|?) + 4 (:rz’ - (—2:2\4 + 2?) l) |Vaol|®
+ (420 - 20,0 - 202 ) e + (40 - 21) )

iz o) o0

EZ OBy, by] =

N =

4 4
+TC22 <1U1+1U2+TZ( )—tI‘ (Z) )@5@1 @2—

With the choice w = w1 = wy = 271, the terms involving £1[®;] and Lo[P2], cancel out. Using again
the formula Oyw = 7720,.(r*70,w) (see Lemma 6 in [20]), we obtain

21" M @
Oyw = +O< @ ) Ul|+r|l |—|—7“2\l”\]

r s

Therefore

1 1 l "ol 2 M Q? 9
fiz(vl) - ZDgwl - ;Vl =575 (V{ + TV1> +0 ( T) (] -+ 7'+ r2|1"]]

3 l// ! 2 Q2 2|71
—4Z (Vo) —20ywg — =V = —8— — 4l (Vg +=Vo | + O i+ '+ r211"]
r 2r T 70
Using (59)), we have in both cases

rd

2 M @Q? 2 M @Q?
V1’+‘/1:O(4,QS> V2’+V2=O(4,Q>
T r T r T
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Recall that trr®) = 2 and tr (9 = 21’ + 2{ (see Corollary 3 in [20]), therefore

l
(Z, D5]D1 = lles, TB]P1 = - 2530
4 41 4 4 41
w4+ wy 4 —Z(r) —tr PDr = = 4 21— (2" + 1) = -2/ +—
r roor r
Using (28) to write

4 4 ) 6\ .
%;2 (w1+w2+TZ(r)tr(Z )@29@1 by = Cj( 21'+T> Psd - Py
Q@
4

( )[|Z|+r|r1<¢1|2+|¢2|2>
we conclude

1 2 1 "
g5 [0y, @) = 5 (—l/ + Tl) (V@1 + Vi|@1*) + SU|Var|* = |21

2 l/l
4 <z’ + Tz) (VP2 |? + Va| Py |?) + 4l |V 4D |* — 47|¢2|2 + err[®y, $y]

where

M + 2 -
> Q, %) (12l +r2(2"]) (|Y74451|2 + |Va®o|* + 77 2(|91 ) + |¢2|2))

err[@1,P5) = O (
Using we have
g(Z,’w,]V[) [th @2] _ E(Z,w,O) [le’ 432]
1 1
+o(div M| + 581 - My(@1) + 2(div My)|P|* + 485 - My(®s)

Let M := M, = My = l€4 2l/Z, we compute

2l o ’ 4 / o 9
dlvM—g””D(lZu> llt(Z)Tr—I-Z(l) 1(21' l)+2le4(l>:l+l

rl rl rl l 72 r

We deduce
1 2 1
ey ar] = (<14 20) (V0P + Vo) + JITmi P+ 5 0+ 1 ()
2
(04 20) (V0P + VlaP) + A11Ts0aP 4 510l 4 582 L Fs(2)
+err[Pq, Po)
Writing
1 / 2 L 2 -1y _ 1 1 -1 2 _ 1 ARy, 2
LIV gl + V(1) = L (Tal@0) ) = LT,

where we recall that ?74431 = V4P + %@1, and similarly for @5. This concludes the proof of the
proposition.
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We finally relate the bulk £(%%-M)[@, &,] with the weighted bulk norm M, . g[®1, 5] in the
far away region. For [(r) = 7P, the above Proposition implies

1 1 _
My, by] =, LNV, 012 + 5 (2 = p)r? T (VL + Vi ?)
+pr? N T, Bl + 42— p)r? T (VB[ + Valdaf?) + errldy, @]

Given a fixed § >0, forall ) <p<2—¢§ and R > max(M—“2 Q ), while integrating in r > R,

5 0827
the term err[®;, Ps] can be absorbed by the first two lines above. Thus, we obtain
1 .
[ e ey | P PIT 0+ (2 - )T + 2 [?)
M>r(0,7) M Rr(T1,72)

+2/ P (pl VB2l + (2 = p)(IVBa]? + 12| Bo[?))
M g(7T1,72)
Recalling the definition of the spacetime energy , we obtain

/ ECWME, By] > My 5y, B5)(0,7) (73)
MZR(O,T)

Consider now the current P%%-M) (@, &,] associated to the vector field Z. It is given by

8
PN By, B3] = Ty 8112 + ST, [8:]2° — “GU(Pi - B2) glens )

Fawd, D@y~ S0ul@ 4 L glen )i
+4wdy D, Py — 20,w|Po|* + 429(647 e,)|®a)?
For the boundary terms we compute
PECM By By) ey = ITP1]as + %Qﬁ Va1 — %64(7“_11)@1\2
+8IT [P2]4a + 8%@2 VDo — dey(r1)|®s)?
— Vb + %qslﬁ _ %r—264(rz|¢1|2) - 8I|Va®s + %@\2 24 (ri|Bo2)

= 1|V, &) - %r*2e4(r1@1|2) + 8|V, Bo|? — 4r~2ey(rl|Bo|?)
and
P By @] ey = IT[Bi ]+ g es((Baf) — ges(r DI — 1]
+8IT [Da)34 + 41 ez (|Po|?) — des(r11)|Bo|? — 871/ |Dy|?
JrlfTQl( 5P, - D3)
= U(|Y@1]* + Vi[@1[*) + 8I(| VDo | + V| @2 [*)
+%7‘_263 (rl|¢1|2) +4r2eq (rl|¢2|2) + err[®q, Do)

We are now ready to derive the rP-estimates for the mixed spin +1 and spin £2 system.
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Proposition 6 Let @1 and o be a one form and a symmetric traceless two tensor respectively,
satisfying the system of coupled wave equations and . Consider a fized § > 0 and let

R> maX(M;Q, ?—;) Then for all 6 < p < 2— 0 the following rP-estimates hold:

By r®1, P2(T) + My, r[P1, D2](0,7) S Ep[P1, P2](0) (74)

Proof Let 6 = 6(r) supported for r > R/2 with § = 1 for » > R such that [, = 0(r)r?, Z, = lpeq,
wy = 2 M, = %64. We apply the divergence theorem to P, := Ppwp: M) (B By] in the

r ?

spacetime region bounded by ¥y and X;. Using (47), by divergence theorem we have

/ Pp-N2+/ Pp~eg+/ EGrwrMo) (@) Pyl = [ P, Ng
P Z+(0,7) M(0,7) o

Recall that [, vanishes for » < R/2. We can estimate some of the terms as follows:
’ / Pp . NE / Pp : NE
Yr/2<r<r(T) Yr/2<r<r(0)
’ / EZpwnMo) () B,]| < RP~ Mor[dy, $5](0,7),
Mg a<r<r(0,7)

where recall that Mor[®@q, §3](0,7) is defined by . Hence,

/ Pp-Ns + / Pp-es+ / EFrr M) (P Pyl
Yr>r(T) Z+(0,7) M,>r(0,7)

< / P, - Nx + RP (E[®1,$:)(0) + E[®1, $2)(T) + R~ "Mor[®1, P5](0,7))
2>r(0)

S RPE[®y, §o](7), S RPE[®,95](0),

Using the expressions for P - e4 and P - ez, we bound

/ P- NE = / P- €4
Zr>r(T) Xr>r(7)

. 1 .

= / |V, @12 = S 2ea(rP @1 ?) + 817 |V, Bo|* — dr e (17T @)
Zr>r(T) 2

2 Ep r[P1,P2)(T)

by performing the integration by parts for the second terms in the integrals, and absorbing the
boundary term. Also,

/ P e =/ (V1 + Vi|B1[?) + 8I(| V2] + V| o)
Zt(0,7) Z+(0,7)
1
+/ 57‘_263 (rl|®1 %) + 4r2e3 (rl|®a|*) + err[®;, s
Z+(0,7)

2 [ BE B Y 4
Z+(0,7)
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Using 7 we obtain

Ep r[®1, P2(T) + My, r[P1, P2](0,7) S Ep[P1, P2](0)
+RP (E[®y,®5)(7) + R~ Mor([®y, $,)(0,7))

By combining the above with the boundedness of the energy in Proposition[2]and with the Morawetz
estimates in , we prove the proposition.

By summing and we obtain the boundedness of the weighted energy and the
integrated weighted estimates , therefore proving Theorem

Acknowledgements The author is grateful to Pei-Ken Hung and Yakov Shlapentokh-Rothman for helpful discus-
sions.
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