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Abstract. In this paper, we establish the constructions of conformal scattering theories
for the tensorial wave equation such as the tensorial Fackerell-Ipser and the spin ±1 Teukolsky
equations on Schwarzschild spacetime. In our strategy, we construct the conformal scattering
for the tensorial Fackerell-Ipser equations which are obtained from the Maxwell equation and
spin ±1 Teukolsky equations. Our method combines Penrose’s conformal compactification and
the energy decay results of the tensorial fields satisfying the tensorial Fackerell-Ipser equation
to prove the energy equality of the fields through the conformal boundary H+ ∪ I + (resp.
H− ∪ I −) and the initial Cauchy hypersurface Σ0 = {t = 0}. We will prove the well-posedness
of the Goursat problem by using a generalization of Hörmander’s results for the tensorial wave
equations. By using the results for the tensorial Fackerell-Ipser equations we will establish the
construction of conformal scattering for the spin ±1 Teukolsky equations.
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1 Introduction

The analytic scattering theories of field equations outside black holes of spacetimes in general
relativity have been studied since 1985. The first work of Dimock [23] established the scatter-
ing theory for scalar wave equation on the Schwarzschild spacetime by using Cook’s method.
Then, the series works of Dimock and Kay provided the scattering theory for massive Klein-
Gordon equations [24] and classical and quantum scattering theory for linear scalar fields on the
Schwarzschild spacetime [25, 26]. The works of Dimock and Kay have been developed by Bache-
lot to study the scattering theory for the Maxwell equation on the Schwarzschild spacetime [6]. In
this work, Bachelot has also provided the connection between the Characteristic Cauchy problem
(i.e., the Goursat problem) in the Penrose conformal spacetime and the existence of wave opera-
tors. After that, Bachelot studied the asymptotic completeness and scattering theory for massive
Klein-Gordon equations on the Schwarzschild spacetime in [7] by using the invariance principle
for long range potentials, and constructed the scattering operator by Dollar-modified wave op-
erators. Concerning the scattering of Dirac fields outside a Schwarzschild black hole, Nicolas
[65] provided a scattering theory for classical massless Dirac fields by using Cook’s method; Jin
[47] constructed wave operators, classical at the event horizon and Dollard-modified at infinity
and obtained the scattering for the massive Dirac fields. Moreover, Melnik [62] gave a complete
scattering theory for massive charged Dirac fields on the Reissner-Nordstrøm spacetime.

A complete scattering theory for the wave equations, on stationary, asymptotically flat space-
times (which consists of Kerr spacetimes) has been established by Häfner [41] by using Mourre’s
theory. Then, the work [41] has been extended by Häfner and Nicolas [42] to construct the
scattering theory for massless Dirac fields outside a Kerr black hole. By using Mourre’s theory
again, Daudé [22] proved the existence and asymptotic completeness of wave operators, classical
at the event horizon and Dollard-modified at infinity, for classical massive Dirac particles on
the Kerr-Newman spacetime; Riton [81] studied the scattering for massive Dirac equations on
the Schwarzschild-Anti-de Sitter spacetime. On the other hand, Batic [12] has provided another
approach from [42] to construct the scattering theory for massive Dirac particles outside the
event horizon of a nonextreme Kerr black hole spacetime. The method in [12] is based on an
integral representation of the Dirac propagator in the exterior region of the Kerr spacetime.

Conformal scattering theory is a geometric approach to construct the scattering for field
equations on spacetimes in general relativity that is based on a conformal technique and vector
field methods. The idea of the conformal compactification structure of spacetimes was posed
initially by Penrose [71] in the 1960’s. Since then, this structure plays an important role in the
study of peeling and conformal scattering, the two aspects of conformal asymptotic analysis. In
particular, the conformal scattering theory (i.e., the geometric scattering theory) has been studied
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extensively from the early works by Friedlander [31, 32, 33, 34, 35], Baez et al. [9], Hörmander
[44] to recent ones by Mason and Nicolas [59], Joudioux [49, 50], Nicolas [69], Mokdad [63, 64],
Taujanskas [83] and Pham [74, 76].

The works of Nicolas and Mason [59] and Nicolas [69] put farther a program of conformal
scattering theories for the Dirac, Maxwell and scalar wave equations on the asymptotic simple or
flat spacetimes. In particular, a conformal scattering theory on the exterior domains of the black
hole spacetimes such as Schwarzschild and Kerr ones consists of three following steps: first, we
prove the well-posedness of Cauchy problem of the rescaled equations on the rescaled spacetime,
then we define and extend the trace operators T ± from the finite energy space of initial data
on Σ0 = {t = 0} to the scattering data spaces on conformal boundaries. Second, we show that
the extension of the trace operator is injective by proving the energy identity up to the future
timelike infinity i+. Third, we prove the well-posedness of Goursat problem with the initial data
on conformal boundaries (which is the scattering data); then as a consequence, we obtain that
the extensions of the trace operators T ± are surjective. Therefore, the extended trace operator
T + (resp. T −) is an isometry between the space of the initial data on Σ0 and the space of
the future (resp. past ) scattering data on conformal boundaries. As a consequence, we define
the conformal scattering operator S := T + ◦ (T −)−1 that is an isometry that maps the past
scattering data to the future scattering data.

Continuing this program, Mokdad [63, 64] constructed explicitly the conformal scattering the-
ories for the Maxwell and Dirac equations on the exterior and interior of black hole of Reissner-
Nordström de Sitter spacetime (which is outside a spherically symmetric charged body), respec-
tively. On the other hand, Pham [74] constructed conformal scattering theories for the scalar
Reeger-Wheeler and Zerelli equations arising from the linearized gravity fields and the spin ±2
Teukolsky equations. This is the first step to obtain the conformal scattering theory for the lin-
earized gravity fields on the Schwarzschild spacetime which is spherical symmetric. The extension
of the conformal scattering theory on Kerr spacetime (which is non-static and non-spherical sym-
metric) has been established recently by Pham [76] for the massless Dirac equations. In the works
on the exterior domains of black hole spacetimes [63, 74, 76], the authors used the results about
the uniformly bounded energy, Morawertz estimate and pointwise decay of the fields to establish
the energy identity up to the future (resp. past) timelike infinity i+ (resp. i−) in the second
step of the conformal scattering theory’s construction. In order to prove the well-posedness of
the Goursat problem, the authors used the generalization of Hörmander’s results (see [44, 67])
in the third step of the construction.

There are some related works that also use the uniformly bounded energy and pointwise decay
results to construct the scattering theory. We refer the readers to the works about the scattering
theories for the scalar wave equation on the interior of Reissner-Nordström de Sitter by Keller
et al. [53], on the extremal Reissner-Nordström spacetime by Angelopoulos et al. [5]; on the
exterior of slowly Kerr spacetime by Dafermos et al. [19], and on Oppenheimer–Snyder spacetime
by Alford [1]. The uniformly bounded energy, Morawertz’s estimate, energy and pointwise decays
are obtained in the program to prove linear and nonlinear stability of black hole spacetimes and
the related problems (see [4, 18, 19, 20, 38, 39, 40, 46, 51, 52, 50, 79]). The method of rp-theory
of Dafermos and Rodnianski [17] is an essential tool of the proof in a lot of later works.

The spin ±1 Teukolsky equations are derived from the extreme components of the Maxwell
fields (see Subsection 2.2 and more details in [11, 78]). There are two ways to establish the
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tensorial Fackerell-Ipser equations. The first one is obtained by commuting the spin ±1 Teukolsky
equations with the projected covariant derivatives /∇L and /∇L on the 2-sphere S2(t,r) at (t, r),
where L and L are outgoing and incoming principal null directions, respectively. The second one
is obtained by commuting the scalar Fackerell-Ipser equation with the angular derivatives r /∇∂xa .
The potentials (which are of zero order in the term of derivatives) in the tensorial Fackerell-Ipser
and Teukolsky equations decay as r−2, whence the ones in the scalar Regger-Wheeler and Zerelli
equations (see [74]) and also the scalar (real or complex) Fackerell-Ipser equations (see [2, 10])
decay as r−3.

The spin ±1 Teukolsky equations are studied in some recent works by Pasqualotto [78],
Giorgi [37] and Ma [57]. In particular, the authors used rp-method (see [17]) to establish the
boundedness of energy and study time decays of the associated solutions of Teukolsky equations
on Schwarzschild, Reissner-Nordström and Kerr spacetimes in [78, 37, 57], respectively. On the
other hand, the peeling for spin ±1 Teukolsky equations on Schwarzschild spacetime has been
studied by Pham in a recent work [77].

In this paper, we explore the method in [63, 69, 74] to establish conformal scattering theories
for the tensorial Fackerell-Ipser and spin ±1 Teukolsky equations on Schwarzschild spacetime.
First, we construct the conformal scattering theories for the tensorial Fackerell-Ipser equations
in Sections 3 and 4. In Subsection 3.1, we establish the conservation law (25) for the tensorial
Fackerell-Ipser equations by using the energy momentum tensor for tensorial wave equations and
the Killing vector field T = ∂t. Integrating this conservation law, we obtain the energy equality
between the energy flux of solution throughs the initial hypersurface Σ0 = {t = 0} and energy
fluxes through the following null hypersurfaces: H+

K = H+∩{v ≤ VK}, H+
K = {u = UK , v ≥ VK},

I+
K = {v = vK , u ≥ UK}, I +

K = I + ∩ {u ≤ UK}. In Subsection 3.2, we define the finite energy
spaces H(Λ1(S2)|Σt) (t ≥ 0) of tensorial fields, then we establish the well-posedness of Cauchy
problem for tensorial Fackerell-Ipser equations by extending the method in the previous work
of Saka [82]. The well-posedness of Cauchy problem allows us to define the trace operator
T + (resp. T −) for the smooth solution of tensorial Fackerell-Ipser equation which maps the
initial data (with smooth and compact support) to the restrictions of the smooth solution on the
conformal boudary H+ ∪ I + (resp. H− ∪ I −).

In order to prove the energy identity up to the timelike infinity i+ (and also to i−), we need
to use the energy decay results obtained previously in the literature. The decays of the solution
of the tensorial Fackerell-Ipser equations can be established from the ones of the scalar Fackerell-
Ipser equations. There are some works on the decay of solutions of scalar Fackerell-Ipser equations
in Schwarzschild spacetime such as [10, 36, 61]. However, in this work, we will use the energy
decay results which have been obtained in a recent work of Pasqualotto [78]. This energy decay
helps us to prove that the energy fluxes through null hypersurfaces H+

K = {u = UK , v ≥ VK}
and I+

K = {v = vK , u ≥ UK} tend to zero as UK and VK tend to infinity. This together with the
energy equality obtained in Subsection 3.1 lead to the energy identity up to i+, i.e., the energy
flux of tensorial Fackerell-Ipser solution through the initial hypersurface Σ0 = {t = 0} is equal
to the sum of energy fluxes of solution through the future hoziron H+ (resp. the past horizon
H−) and the future infinity I + (resp. the past infinity I −) (see Theorem 3). Therefore, we
can extend the future trace operator to an injective operator: T + : H → H+ between the finite
energy space on Σ0 = {t = 0} and the scattering data spaces on H+ ∪ I + (see Theorem 4).
Similarly, the extended past trace operator T − : H → H− is also injective. Here, the spaces

4



H+ (resp. H−) is the scattering data space which is completion of smooth and compact support
tensorial fields on H+ ∪ I + (resp. H− ∪ I −) under energy norm (see Definition 4).

In Section 4 we prove that the trace operator is surjective. For this purpose, we establish
the well-posedness of the Goursat problem with the smoothly supported compact initial data
on the conformal boundary H+ ∪ I + (resp. H− ∪ I −). This work is done by developing
Hörmander’s work [44], for the tensorial wave equations on Schwarzschild spacetime. We project
the tensorial Fackerell-Ipser equations on the basic frame of the unit 2-sphere S2, we get a
symmetrical hyperbolic system which consists of two scalar wave equations with potentials at
the first order of derivatives. The well-posedness of the Goursat problem consists of two parts:
in the first one, we extend the results in [44] to solve the Goursat problem of the symmetrical
hyperbolic system in the future of a spacelike hypersurface S which intersects with the horizon
at the crossing sphere and crosses I + strictly in the past of the support of the data (in details
see Lemma 2, Corollary 1 and Appendix 6.2); in the second one, we extend the solution obtained
in the first part down to Σ0, where the method is developed from [69] (see Theorem 5). The
well-posedness of the Goursat problem shows that the extended trace operator T + (resp. T −)
is surjective, hence an isometry. Therefore, we can define the conformal scattering operator
S : H− → H+ for the tensorial Fackerell-Ipser equations that maps the past scattering data to
the future scattering data by

S := T + ◦ (T −)−1.

Finally, in Section 5, we will construct the conformal scattering theories for spin ±1 Teukol-
sky equations by using the results obtained in Sections 3 and 4. Our method is developed from a
recent work of Masaood (see [56]) for the scattering theories of the spin ±2 Teukolsky equations.
In Subsection 5.1, we prove that we can define a H1-norm of tensorial fields on the spacelike
hypersurface Στ = {t = τ} which satisfies the spin +1 Teukolsky equation via the norm of cor-
responding tensorial Fackerell-Ipser field (see Proposition 3). Then, we prove the well-posedness
of the Cauchy problem of the spin +1 Teukolsky equations for the initial data in H1(Λ1(S2)|Σ0)
(see Theorem 6) by extending the method in [82]. We define the trace operator T+ (resp. T−) in
Definition 6 and the energy space H2,+ (resp. H2,−) on the conformal boundary H+ ∪I + (resp.
H− ∪ I −) in Definition 7. By using the equality energy obtained for tensorial Fackerell-Ipser
equation and the H1-norm defined on the solution of spin +1 Teukolsky equation, we prove that
the extended trace operator T+ : H1 → H2,+ under H1-energy norm is injective (see Theorem
7).

In Subsection 5.2, we use the well-posedness of Goursat problem of tensorial Fackerell-Ipser
equations to prove the one for the Teukolsky equations (see Theorem 8 and Theorem 9). The well-
posedness of Goursat problem shows that the extended trace operator T+ : H1 → H2,+ (resp.
T− : H1 → H2,−) is surjective, hence T+ is an isometric operator. The conformal scattering
operator S : H2,− → H2,+ for spin +1 Teukolsky equation that maps the past scattering data
to the future scattering data are given by

S := T+ ◦ (T−)−1.

Notation.
Through this paper, we follow the notations which were used in [78, 79] (see also [16, 20]) on the
round metric and projected covariant derivatives on the 2-sphere S2(t,r).
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• We denote the bundle tangent to each 2-sphere S2(t,r) at (t, r) by B and the vector space of
all smooth sections of B by Γ(B). We denote local coordinates for S2(t,r) by (xa, xb) and the
associated vector fields to xa, xb by ∂xa , ∂xb , respectively. The space of all 1-forms on S2(t,r) is
denoted by Λ1(B).
• We denote the metric on 2-sphere S2(t,r) by /g. Note that /g is a round metric and /g = r2gS2 ,
where gS2 is the metric on the unit 2-sphere S2.
• Let V, W ∈ Γ(B). We define a connection on B by

/∇VW = (∇VW )⊥ ,

where (·)⊥ : TM → B is the orthogonal projection on the 2-sphere S2(t, r) for a given (t, r).
Here, M denotes the region outside the Schwarzschild black-hole equipped with the metric g
(see Subsection 2.1). This connection coincides with the Levi-Civita connection associated with
the metric /g.
• For V ∈ Γ(B), there are two other covariant operators (projected covariant derivatives) which
are defined by

/∇LV = (∇LV )⊥ , /∇LV =
(
∇LV

)⊥
,

where ∇ is the Levi-Civita connection on (M, g) and L, L are outgoing and incoming principal
null directions (see Subsection 2.1).
• We denote local coordinates for the unit 2-sphere S2 by (θa, θb) and the associated vector fields
to θa, θb by ∂θa and ∂θb , respectively. Normaly, we have (θa, θb) = (θ, φ).
• The space of 1-forms on the unit 2-sphere is denoted by Λ1(S2). The basic frame of Λ1(S2) is
denoted by ( /∇∂θa , /∇∂

θb
), where /∇∂θa is the Levi-Civita connection associated with the metric

gS2 , follows the vector field ∂θa . On the 2-sphere S2(t,r), we have the relation r /∇∂xa = /∇∂θa .
• We denote the covariant Laplacian operator associated with the round metric /g on S2(t,r) by
/∆ and the one associated with the metric gS2 on unit sphere S2 by /∆S2 . We use the definition
/∆ = /gab /∇∂xa

/∇∂
xb

through this paper. Follows this definition, we have /∆S2 = r2 /∆.
• Beside, we denote the space of smooth compactly supported scalar functions on M (a smooth
manifold without boundary) by C∞

0 (M) and the space of distributions on M by D′(M). The
space of smooth compactly supported 1-forms in Λ1(S2) on M is denoted by C∞

0 (Λ1(S2)|M).
• Let f(x) and g(x) be two real functions. We write f ≲ g if there exists a constant D ∈ (0,+∞)
which does not depend on f, g and x, such that f(x) ≤ Dg(x) for all x, and write f ≃ g if both
f ≲ g and g ≲ f are valid.
Acknowledgements. The author would like to thank Prof. Jean-Philippe Nicolas (LMBA,
Brest University) for some helpful discussions when this work started. This work is supported
by Vietnam Institute for Advanced Study in Mathematics (VIASM) 2023.
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2 Geometrical and analytical setting

2.1 Schwarzschild metric and Penrose’s conformal compactification

We consider the region outside the Schwarzschild black hole (M = Rt×]2M,+∞[r×S2, g),
equipped with the Lorentzian metric g given by

g = Fdt2 − F−1dr2 − r2dS2, F = F (r) = 1− µ, µ =
2M

r
,

where dS2 is the euclidean metric on the unit 2-sphere S2, and M > 0 is the mass of the black
hole.

We recall that the Regge-Wheeler coordinate r∗ = r + 2M log(r − 2M) which satisfies dr =
Fdr∗. In the coordinates (t, r∗, θ

a, θb), the Schwarzschild metric takes the form

g = F (dt2 − dr2∗)− r2dS2.

The retarded and advanced Eddington-Finkelstein coordinates u and v are defined by

u = t− r∗, v = t+ r∗.

The outgoing and incoming principal null directions are

L = ∂v = ∂t + ∂r∗ , L = ∂u = ∂t − ∂r∗ ,

respectively.
Putting Ω = 1/r and ĝ = Ω2g. We obtain a conformal compactification of the exterior

domain in the retarded variables (u, R = 1/r, θa, θb) that is
(
Ru ×

[
0,

1

2M

]
× S2, ĝ

)
with the

rescaled metric
ĝ = R2Fdu2 − 2dudR− dS2. (1)

The future null infinity I + and the past horizon H− are null hypersurfaces of the rescaled
spacetime

I + = Ru × {0}R × S2, H− = Ru × {1/2M}R × S2.

If we use the advanced variables (v, R = 1/r, θa, θb), the rescaled metric ĝ takes the form

ĝ = R2Fdv2 + 2dvdR− dS2. (2)

The past null infinity I − and the future horizon H+ are described as the null hypersurfaces

I − = Rv × {0}R × S2, H+ = Rv × {1/2M}R × S2.

Penrose’s conformal compactification of M is

M̄ = M∪ I + ∪ H+ ∪ I − ∪ H− ∪ S2
c ,

where S2
c is the crossing sphere which is an intersection of H+ and H−. The construction of S2

c

can be done by using Kruskal-Szekeres coordinates (see [45, 84]).
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Note that, the compactified spacetime M̄ is not compact. There are three “points” missing
to the boundary: i+, or future timelike infinity, defined as the limit point of uniformly timelike
curves as t→ +∞; i−, past timelike infinity, symmetric of i+ in the distant past, and i0, spacelike
infinity, the limit point of uniformly spacelike curves as r → +∞. These “points” are singularities
of the rescaled metric ĝ.

Figure 1: Penrose’s conformal compactification of M.

In the retarded coordinates (u, R, θa, θb), we have the following relations

∂R = −r
2

F
(∂t + ∂r∗) = −r

2

F
L, (3)

and
L̂ = r2L, L̂ = L, ∂θa = r∂xa , ∂θb = r∂xb . (4)

In the advanced coordinates (v, R, θa, θb), we have the following relations

∂R = −r
2

F
(∂t − ∂r∗) = −r

2

F
L, (5)

and
L̂ = L, L̂ = r2L, ∂θa = r∂xa , ∂θb = r∂xb , (6)

where (xa, xb) denote local coordinates for the 2-sphere S2(t,r) at (t, r).
The scalar curvature of the rescaled metric ĝ is

Scalĝ = 12MR.
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The volume forms associated with the Schwarzschild metric g and the rescaled metric ĝ are

dVolg = r2Fdt ∧ dr∗ ∧ dS2 and dVolĝ = R2Fdt ∧ dr∗ ∧ dS2 =
R2F

2
du ∧ dv ∧ dS2,

respectively, where dS2 is the euclidean area element on unit 2-sphere S2.

2.2 The Maxwell and tensorial wave equations

Let F be an antisymmetric 2-form on the exterior domain of Schwarzschild black hole M.
The Maxwell equations take the form

dF = 0, d ∗ F = 0,

where ∗ denotes the Hodge dual operator of 2-form, i.e,

(∗F)µν =
1

2
eµνγδFγδ.

The system can be reformulated as follows

∇[µFκλ] = 0, ∇µFµν = 0,

where the square brackets denote antisymmetrization of indices.
The Maxwell field F can be decomposed into 1-forms αa, αa ∈ Λ1(B) and ρ, σ ∈ C∞(M)

which are defined as follows

α(V ) := F(V,L), α(V ) := F(V,L) for all V ∈ Γ(B),

ρ :=
1

2

(
1− 2M

r

)−1

F(L,L), σ :=
1

2
ecdFcd,

where ecd ∈ Λ2(B) is the volume form of 2-sphere S2(t,r) at (t, r).
Let F be in Λ2(M) such that F satisfies the Maxwell equation on M. Then, we have the

following formulas (see [78, Proposition 3.6]):

1

r
/∇L(rαa) = −(1− µ)( /∇aρ− eab /∇

b
σ)

and
1

r
/∇L(rαa) = (1− µ)( /∇aρ+ eab /∇

b
σ).

From this, we can define the 1-forms in Λ1(B):

ϕa :=
r2

F
/∇L(rαa), ϕa :=

r2

F
/∇L(rαa). (7)

Moreover, the extreme components αa and αa satisfy the spin ±1 Teukolsky equations, respec-
tively (see original proof in [11] and recent [78, Proposition 3.6]):

/∇L /∇L(rαa) +
2

r

(
1− 3M

r

)
/∇L(rαa)− F /∆(rαa) +

F

r2
rαa = 0, (8)
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/∇L /∇L(rαa)−
2

r

(
1− 3M

r

)
/∇L(rαa)− F /∆(rαa) +

F

r2
rαa = 0, (9)

where F = 1−2MR and /∆ is the covariant Laplacian operator associated with the round metric
/g on the 2-sphere S2(t,r).

The tensorial Fackerell-Ipser equations are established from the spin ±1 Teukolsky equations
by the following proposition (see also [78, Proposition 3.7]).

Proposition 1. Suppose that (αa, αa, ρ, σ) satisfy the Maxwell equation, then the 1-forms ϕa
and ϕ

a
satisfy the following tensorial Fackerell-Ipser equations

/2ĝ(ϕa) + ϕa = 0, (10)

/2ĝ(ϕa) + ϕ
a
= 0, (11)

where we denote the tensorial wave operator (also called the tensorial Fackerell-Ipser operator)
by

/2ĝ = r2 /2g =
r2

F
/∇L /∇L − /∆S2 ,

with /∆S2 is the covariant Laplacian operator associated with the metric gS2 on the unit sphere
S2.

Proof. We treat the equation for ϕ
a
, the one for ϕa is obtained similarly. A straightforward

calculation gives

L

(
r2

F

)
= −r

2

F

2

r

(
1− 3M

r

)
.

Hence, the Teukolsky equation (9) is equivalent to

F

r2
/∇L

(
r2

F
/∇L(rαa)

)
− F /∆(rαa) +

F

r2
rαa = 0.

Therefore,

/∇L

(
r2

F
/∇L(rαa)

)
− r2 /∆(rαa) + rαa = 0.

By applying /∇L to the above equation with noting that [ /∇L, r
2 /∆] = 0 and [ /∇L, /∇L] = 0, we get

/∇L /∇L(ϕa)− F /∆(ϕ
a
) +

F

r2
ϕ
a
= 0.

This equation is equivalent to (11) because r2 /∆ = /∆S2 .

Remark 1. We have the following expressions of tensorial Fackerell-Ipser equations (10) and
(11) in the retarded coordinates and advanced coordinates in (M, ĝ):

In the retarded coordinates (u, R, θa, θb): by using relations (3) and (4), the tensorial Fackerell-
Ipser (10) has the following form

/2ĝϕa + ϕa =
r2

F
/∇L /∇Lϕa − /∆S2ϕa + ϕa

10



=
1

F
/∇L̂

/∇L̂ϕa − /∆S2ϕa + ϕa

= −2 /∇u /∇Rϕa − /∇RR
2(1− 2MR) /∇Rϕa − /∆S2ϕa + ϕa = 0 (12)

and the tensorial Fackerell-Ipser (11) has the following form

/2ĝϕa + ϕ
a

=
r2

F
/∇L /∇L ϕa − /∆S2ϕa + ϕ

a

=
1

F
/∇L̂

/∇L̂ϕa − /∆S2ϕa + ϕ
a

= −2 /∇u /∇Rϕa − /∇RR
2(1− 2MR) /∇Rϕa − /∆S2ϕa + ϕ

a
= 0. (13)

In the advanced coordinates (v, R, θa, θb): by using relations (5) and (6), the tensorial
Fackerell-Ipser equation (10) has the following form

/2ĝϕa + ϕa =
r2

F
/∇L /∇Lϕa − /∆S2ϕa + ϕa

=
1

F
/∇L̂

/∇L̂ϕa − /∆S2ϕa + ϕa

= −2 /∇v /∇Rϕa − /∇RR
2(1− 2MR) /∇Rϕa − /∆S2ϕa + ϕa = 0 (14)

and the tensorial Fackerell-Ipser equation (11) has the following form

/2ĝϕa + ϕ
a

=
r2

F
/∇L /∇Lϕa − /∆S2ϕa + ϕ

a

=
1

F
/∇L̂

/∇L̂ϕa − /∆S2ϕa + ϕ
a

= −2 /∇v /∇Rϕa − /∇RR
2(1− 2MR) /∇Rϕa − /∆S2ϕa + ϕ

a
= 0. (15)

Another way to obtain the tensorial Fackerell-Ipser equations (10) and (11) is to use the
scalar Fackerell-Ipser equation. In particular, since L = ∂t + ∂r∗ , L = ∂t − ∂r∗ and /∆ = 1

r2
/∆S2 ,

the scalar wave equation on Schwarzschild spacetime can be expressed as

2gψ =
1

F

(
∂2t −

1

r2
∂r∗r

2∂r∗

)
ψ − 1

r2
/∆S2ψ

=
1

F
LLψ − 2

r
∂r∗ψ − 1

r2
/∆S2ψ

=
1

F
LLψ − 2

r
∂r∗ψ − /∆ψ.

Hence
2gψ +

2

r
∂r∗ψ =

1

F
LLψ − /∆ψ.

The right-hand side is the scalar Fackerell-Ipser operator which has the same form as the rescaled
scalar wave operator by multiplying the factor r2 due to

2ĝ =
r2

F
LLψ − /∆S2ψ.

11



Moreover, we have the following relations

ϕa = r3( /∇∂xaρ+ eab /∇
∂
xbσ), ϕ

a
= r3(− /∇∂xaρ+ eab /∇

∂
xbσ),

where eab is the induced volume form on the sphere S2(t,r) and the scalar functions r2ρ, r2σ satisfy
the scalar Fackerell-Ipser equation (see [78, Remark 2.10] or [79, Appendix D.1]):

2gψ +
2

r
∂r∗ψ =

1

F
LLψ − /∆ψ = 0. (16)

We have the following commutators on scalar fields (see the proof in Appendix 6.1):

[r /∇∂xa , /∇L] = [r /∇∂xa , /∇L] = 0, [r /∇∂xa , /∆] =
1

r2
(r /∇∂xa ). (17)

Commuting the covariant angular derivative r /∇∂xa and its Hodge dual r(eab /∇
∂
xb ) to the scalar

wave equation (16) with ψ = ±r2ρ and ψ = r2σ, respectively; then by using the commutators
(17), we get the tensorial Fackerell-Ipser equations (10) and (11) (see also [78, Remark 2.10] and
[20, Remark 7.1]).

Since r2ρ and r2σ satisfy Equation (16), we have that rρ and rσ satisfy the scalar wave
equation 2gψ − 2M

r2
ψ = 0. Applying the projected covariant angular derivative r /∇ to this

equation, we get

/2gϕ̃a −
2

r
/∇r∗ ϕ̃a +

1− 2M

r2
ϕ̃a

=
1

F
/∇L /∇Lϕ̃a − /∆ϕ̃a −

2

r
/∇r∗ ϕ̃a +

1− 2M

r2
ϕ̃a

=
1

F
/∇L /∇Lϕ̃a − /∆ϕ̃a −

1

r
( /∇L − /∇L)ϕ̃a +

1− 2M

r2
ϕ̃a = 0, (18)

where
ϕ̃a = r[ /∇a(rρ) + eab /∇

b
(rσ)] = r2[ /∇aρ+ eab /∇

b
σ].

Similarly,
1

F
/∇L /∇Lϕ̃a − /∆ϕ̃

a
− 1

r
( /∇L − /∇L)ϕ̃a +

1− 2M

r2
ϕ̃
a
= 0, (19)

where
ϕ̃
a
= r[− /∇a(rρ) + eab /∇

b
(rσ)] = r2[− /∇aρ+ eab /∇

b
σ].

The conformal rescaled equation of (18) (resp. (19)) is the tensorial Fackerell-Ipser equation (10)
(resp. (11)). Therefore, Equation (10) (resp. (11)) can be considered as a conformal equation in
the conpactification domain (M̄, ĝ).

In the rest of this paper, we will construct the conformal scattering theory for the tensorial
wave equation (18) (resp. (19)), i.e, the scattering theory for the tensorial Fackerell-Ipser equation
(10) (resp. (11)). Then, using the scattering for the tensorial Fackerell-Ipser equations we will
establish the scattering for the Teukolsky equations (8) and (9).

Remark 2. We can see that, the potentials of the scalar Regge-Wheeler and Zerilli equations
(see [74]) decay as r−3, whence the ones of the tensorial wave equations (18) and (19) decay as
r−2.
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3 Energies of the tensorial Fackerell-Ipser field

3.1 Energy conservation law and energy fluxes

For a 1-form ξa ∈ Λ1(B) on the 2-sphere S2(t,r), we define

ξa = ξbg
ab
S2 , /∇Lξ

a = /∇L

(
ξbg

ab
S2
)

and /∇Lξ
a = /∇L

(
ξbg

ab
S2
)
.

We define also the pointwise norms for 1-form ξa and 2-tensor ζab on S2(t,r) by

|ξa|2 = gabS2ξaξb, |ζab|
2 = gacS2g

bd
S2ζabζcd, (20)

where gabS2 is the inverse of metric gS2 on the unit sphere S2.
Similar to the energy momentum tensors for wave equations on scalar functions (see [69, 74])

and for wave equations on tensor fields (see [82]), we define the one for the tensorial Fackerell-
Ipser equation (10): /2ĝϕa + ϕa = 0 (we use also the forms (12) and (14) of (10) to calculate) as
follows

Tcd(ϕa) = T(cd)(ϕa) = /̂∇cϕa /̂∇dϕ
a − 1

2
ĝcdĝ

ef /̂∇eϕa /̂∇fϕ
a +

1

2
|ϕa|2ĝcd, (21)

where /̂∇a denotes the projection of rescaled covariant derivative ∇̂a (which is associated with
the rescaled metric ĝ = 1

r2
g) on the unit sphere S2. Since /̂g = 1

r2 /g = gS2 , and the relations (4),
(6), we have

/̂∇L = /∇L̂, /̂∇L = /∇L̂, /̂∇∂xa = /∇∂θa . (22)

In order to obtain the conservation law for (10), we use timelike Killing vector T = T c∂c = ∂t,
which satisfies /̂∇(cTd) = 0. For a solution ϕa of the tensorial Fackerell-Ipser equation (10), we
have

/̂∇
c
Tcd(ϕa) =

(
/2ĝϕa + ϕa

)
/̂∇dϕ

a = 0, (23)

where /2ĝ = r2

F
/∇L /∇L − /∆S2 . Setting

Jc(ϕa) := T dTcd(ϕa). (24)

From (23) and /∇(cTd) = 0, the nonlinear energy current Jc(ϕa) satisfies the following conservation
law

/̂∇
c
Jc(ϕa) = /̂∇(cTd)Tcd(ϕa) = 0. (25)

Now we define the energy fluxes for tensorial Fackerell-Ipser equations (10) through oriented
(null or spacelike) hypersurfaces by the same way in [69, 74]. We follow the convention used by
Penrose and Rindler [80] about the Hodge dual of a 1-form βa on a spacetime (M , g) (i.e., a
4−dimensional Lorentzian manifold that is oriented and time-oriented):

(∗β)abcd = eabcdβ
d,

where eabcd is the volume form on (M , g), denoted simply by dVolg. We shall use the following
differential operator of the Hodge star

d ∗ β = −1

4
(∇aβ

a)dVol4g.
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If S is the boundary of a bounded open set Ω in M , and has outgoing orientation, then by using
Stokes theorem, we have

−4

∫
S
∗β =

∫
Ω
(∇aβ

a)dVol4g. (26)

Now, let ϕa be a solution of (10) with smooth and compactly supported initial data on the
rescaled spacetime (M̄, ĝ). By using (26) and (24), we define the rescaled energy fluxes of ϕa
associated with the Killing vector field T = ∂t, through an oriented (null or spacelike) hypersur-
face S in M̄ as follows (see the same formula in Equation (2.6), page 184 in [82] and also [69, 74]
for similar formulas for scalar wave equations):

ET
S (ϕa) = −4

∫
S
∗Jc(ϕa)dxc =

∫
S
Jc(ϕa)N cL dVolĝ, (27)

where L is a transverse vector to S and N is the normal vector field to S such that ĝabLaNb = 1.
We consider a domain Ω ⊂ M̄ (the colored domain in Figure 2 below) which has the boundary

obtained by five hypersurfaces as follows

Σ0 = {t = 0} , H+
K = {u = UK , v ≥ VK} , I+

K = {v = VK , u ≥ UK}

and
H+
K = H+ ∩ {v ≤ VK} , I +

K = I + ∩ {u ≤ UK} .

Figure 2: The domain Ω in Penrose’s conformal compactification M̄.

Proposition 2. Consider the smooth and compactly supported initial data on Σ0, we can define
the energy fluxes of the solution ϕa of Equation (10), through the null conformal boundary H+ ∪
I + by

ET
I +(ϕa) + ET

H+(ϕa) := lim
UK ,VK→+∞

(
ET

I +
K
(ϕa) + ET

H+
K
(ϕa)

)
.

Moreover, we have
ET

I +(ϕa) + ET
H+(ϕa) ≤ ET

Σ0
(ϕa),
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where the equality holds if and only if

lim
UK ,VK→+∞

(
ET
H+

K
(ϕa) + ET

I+
K
(ϕa)

)
= 0.

Proof. The proof of this proposition is similar to the one for the scalar wave equations (see [74,
Proposition 1] or [69, Section 3.2]). Intergrating the conservation law (25) on Ω and by using the
Stokes’s formula (26), we get an exact energy identity between the hypersurfaces Σ0, H

+
K , H

+
K , I

+
K

and I +
K as follows

ET
Σ0
(ϕa) = ET

H+
K
(ϕa) + ET

I+
K
(ϕa) + ET

H+
K
(ϕa) + ET

I +
K
(ϕa). (28)

On Σ0, we take

LΣ0 =
r2

F
∂t, NΣ0 = ∂t.

On I +
K , take LI +

K
= −∂R in the (u,R, ω) coordinates

LI +
K

=
r2F−1

2
l|I +

K
.

On H+
K , take LH+

K
= ∂R in the (v,R, ω) coordinates

LH+
K
=
r2F−1

2
n|H+

K
.

Hence, we have N = ∂t on both H+
K and I +

K . This corresponds to N = ∂v on H+
K and N = ∂u

on I +
K . The transversal and normal vectors of the hypersurface I+

K (resp. HK) can be choosen
exactly as the ones of I +

K (resp. H+
K). From this, it follows that the the energy identity given

in (28) becomes ∫
H+
K

Jc(ϕa)(∂v)
cLH+

K
dVolĝ +

∫
I +

K

Jc(ϕa)(∂u)
cLI +

K
dVolĝ

+

∫
I+
K

Jc(ϕa)(∂u)
cLI +

K
dVolĝ +

∫
H+

K

Jc(ϕa)(∂v)
cLH+

K
dVolĝ

=

∫
Σ0

Jc(ϕa)(∂t)
ar2F−1∂t dVolĝ.

Using relations (4), (6), (22) and formulas (21), (24), we can calculate the energy fluxes
through Σ0, I+

K , H+
K , I +

K and H+
K as follows (see the same calculations for scalar wave equations

in [69, 74]):

ET
Σ0
(ϕa) =

1

2

∫
Σ0

(
| /∇∂tϕa|

2 + | /∇∂r∗
ϕa|2 +R2F | /∇S2ϕa|2 +R2F |ϕa|2

)
dr∗dS2, (29)

ET
I+
K
(ϕa) =

∫
I+
K

(
| /∇Lϕa|2 +R2F | /∇S2ϕa|2 +R2F |ϕa|2

)
dudS2, (30)
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ET
H+

K
(ϕa) =

∫
H+

K

(
| /∇Lϕa|2 +R2F | /∇S2ϕa|2 +R2F |ϕa|2

)
dvdS2, (31)

where | /∇S2ϕa|2 = | /∇∂θϕa|
2 + 1

sin2 θ
| /∇∂φϕa|2, and

ET
I +

K
(ϕa) =

∫
I +

K

|( /∇Lϕa)|I + |2dudS2, (32)

ET
H+
K
(ϕa) =

∫
H+
K

|( /∇Lϕa)|H+ |2dvdS2. (33)

We observe that the energy fluxes across I +
K and H+

K are non negative increasing functions of
UK , VK and their sum is bounded by ET

Σ0
(ϕa) by the energy indentity (28). This can be deduced

from the energy identity (28) and the positivity of ET
I+
K

(ϕa) + ET
H+

K

(ψ̂). Therefore, the limit of

ET
I +

K

(ϕa) + ET
H+
K

(ϕa) exists and the following sum is well defined

ET
I +(ϕa) + ET

H+(ϕa) = lim
UK ,VK→+∞

(
ET

I +
K
(ϕa) + ET

H+
K
(ϕa)

)
= ET

Σ0
(ϕa)− lim

UK ,VK→+∞

(
ET
I+
K
(ϕa) + ET

H+
K
(ϕa)

)
. (34)

The proposition now holds from the above identity.

3.2 Tensorial field space of initial data and Cauchy problem

We define the finite energy space of tensorial fields on the spacelike hypersurface Στ = {t = τ}
as follows

Definition 1. We define H(Λ1(S2)|Στ ) which is the completion of C∞
0 (Λ1(S2)|Στ )×C∞

0 (Λ1(S2)|Στ )
in the norm

∥(ξa, ζa)∥H(Λ1(S2)|Στ )
=

1√
2

(∫
Στ

(
|ζa|2 + | /∇∂r∗

ξa|2 +R2F | /∇S2ξa|2 +R2F |ξa|2
)
dr∗dS2

)1/2

.

(35)

In order to state and prove the well-posedness of Cauchy problem, we need the following
definition of the Sobolev spaces for tensorial fields that are defined on open sets (see [69, Definition
2] for the original definition of scalar fields):

Definition 2. Let s ∈ [0,+∞), a tensorial field ua on Λ1(S2)|M is said to belong to Hs
loc(Λ

1(S2)|M̄)

if for any local chart (Ω, ζ), such that Ω ⊂ M is an open set with smooth compact boundary in
M̄ (note that this excludes neighbourhoods of either i± or i0 but allows open sets whose bound-
ary contains parts of the conformal boundary) and ζ is a smooth diffeomorphism from Ω onto a
bounded open set U ⊂ R4 with smooth compact boundary, we have ua ◦ ζ−1 ∈ Hs(Λ1(S2)|U ).

To define the trace operator in Subsection 3.3, we need to prove the well-posedness of Cauchy
problem for Equation (10) in the conformal rescaled spacetime (M̄, ĝ):
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Theorem 1. (Cauchy problem of Equation (10) in (M̄, ĝ)). The Cauchy problem of Equation
(10) is well-posed in C(Rt, H), where H = ∪t∈RH(Λ1(S2)|Σt). This means that for any (ξa, ζa) ∈
H(Λ1(S2)|Σ0), there exists a unique solution ϕa ∈ D′(Λ1(S2)|M̄) of Equation(10) such that

(ϕa, /∇∂tϕa) ∈ C(Rt; H) : ϕa|Σ0 = ξa; /∇∂tϕa|Σ0 = ζa. (36)

Moreover, ϕa belongs to H1
loc(Λ

1(S2)|M̄). The same assertion holds for Equation (11).

Proof. We prove the well-posedness in the future domain I+(Σ0) = {t ≥ 0} of M̄, the well-
posedness in the past domain I−(Σ0) = {t ≤ 0} is done similarly. The proof is done by using
the same methods in [82] (see also [13]) which are based on Leray’s theorem energy estimates
for symmetrical hyperbolic system in smooth globally hyperbolic spacetime. In fact, the work of
Saka (see Theorem 2 in [82]) established the well-posedness in finite energy spaces for tensorial
wave equations on smooth globally hyperbolic spacetimes. In the rest of this proof, we show how
the method in [82] can be extended to prove Theorem 1.

First, by projecting the tensorial Fackerell-Ipser equation (10) on the basic frame ( /∇∂θa , /∇∂
θb
)

of Λ1(S2), we get
PĝΦ+ L1Φ = 0, (37)

with

Pĝ =

(
2ĝ 0
0 2ĝ

)
(here 2ĝ =

r2

F
LL−∆S2)

is a diagonal matrix,

Φ =

(
ϕ1
ϕ2

)
,

where ϕi (i = 1, 2) are the scalar components of ϕa decomposed on the basic frame ( /∇∂θa , /∇∂
θb
)

of Λ1(S2) and

L1 =

(
L11
1 L12

1

L21
1 L22

1

)
is a 2× 2-matrix, where L11

1 = L22
1 , L

12
1 = L21

1 and Lij
1 are first order differential operators with

smooth coefficients
Lij
1 = bij0 ∂t + bij1 ∂x + cij .

To avoid the singularities, we cut off I+(Σ0) by O which is a union of far enough neighbor-
hoods of i+ and i0 (see [77, Theorem 1] and also [68, Section 4.2]). Note that, we can do this
and do not change the domain of the well-posedness of Cauchy problem because H(Λ1(S2)|Σ0)
is the completion of tensorial fields which have smooth and compact supports and the energy
fluxes of smooth solutions (if the existence holds) through the cut-off null hypersurfaces H+

K , I
+
K

will tend to 0 as UK , VK tend to infinity (see Theorem 3 below).
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Figure 3: The extension of I+(Σ0)−O onto a global hyperbolic cylindre

In order to use the method in [82], we extend (I+(Σ0) − O, ĝ) onto a cylindrical globally
hyperbolic spacetime (Rt × S3, g). where g = dt2 − h with h(t) is a Riemannian metric on
S3 smoothly with respect to t. For each t ≥ 0, the hypersurface Σt − O is extended inside
(Rt × S3, g) as a spacelike hypersurface Ut and we obtain a spacelike foliation {Ut}t≥0. The
conformal boundary (H+ ∪ I +) − O is extended inside (Rt × S3, g) as a null hypersurface C ,
that is the graph of a Lipschitz function over S3 and the initial data by zero on the rest of the
extended hypersurface C − (H+ ∪ I +). The initial data (ξa, ζa) is extended to (ξ̃a, ζ̃a) which
vanishes on Σ0 − U0. In the extending spacetime (Rt × S3, g), Equation (37) becomes

Pg(Φ) + L1(Φ) = 0, (38)

where

Pg =

(
2g 0
0 2g

)
, 2g = ∂2t −∆h.

Equation (37) is equivalent to a symmetrical hyperbolic system which consists (85) and (86) in
Appendix 6.2.

The well-posedness of Cauchy problem in Theorem 1 is extended to the one for Equation (37)
which consists equations (85), (86) with the initial data in H(U0). Decomposing on the basic
frame of Λ1(U0), we get the scalar form of ξ̃a as ξ̃ = (ξ̃1, ξ̃2) and of ζ̃a as ζ̃ = (ζ̃1, ζ̃2). By using
Leray’s theorem, for smooth intitial data on (ξ̃i, ζ̃i) ∈ C∞(U0)×C∞(U0) (i = 1, 2), equations (85)
and (86) have a unique smooth solution Φ̃ = (ϕ̃1, ϕ̃2) in smooth globally hyperbolic spacetime
(Rt × S3, g). For the initial data (ξ̃i, ζ̃i) (i = 1, 2) in H(U0), there exists the C∞

0 (U0) sequences{
ξ̃ni

}
n∈N

,
{
ζ̃ni

}
n∈N

(i = 1, 2) which converge to ξi and ζi (i = 1, 2) underH1-norm and L2-norm,

respectively (see the definition of H1-norm and L2-norm in Appendix 6.2). For each smooth
initial data (ξ̃ni , ζ̃

n
i ) (i = 1, 2), there is a unique smooth solution Φ̃n = (ϕ̃n1 , ϕ̃

n
2 ) of Cauchy problem

for equations (85) and (86). By using energy estimate (94) in Appendix 6.2, we can show that
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{
(Φ̃n, ∂tΦ̃

n)
}
n∈N

is a Cauchy sequence in C([0, T ],∪0≤t≤TH(Ut)), hence (Φ̃n, ∂tΦ̃
n) converges to

(Φ̃, ∂tΦ̃) ∈ C([0, T ],∪0≤t≤TH(Ut)) (in details, see the proof of [82, Theorem 2]). Clearly, Φ̃ is
the local solution of Cauchy problem of equations (85) and (86) with ϕ̃i|t=0 = ξ̃i; ∂tϕ̃i|t=0 = ζ̃i
for i = 1, 2. Using the local well-posedness result and energy estimate (94), we can establish
the global well-posedness of Cauchy problem of Equation (45) in C(Rt,∪t≥0H(Ut)) by the same
methods in [14, Theorem 2] and [29, Theorem 1]. Therefore, we obtain the global tensorial field
solution ϕ̃a of the extended equation of (10) in C(Rt,∪t≥0H(Λ1(S2)|Ut)).

By local uniqueness and causality, using in particular the fact that as a consequence of
the finite propagation speed, the global solution ϕa of Cauchy problem of Equation (10) is the
restriction of ϕ̃a on I+(Σ0)−O and it satifies Equation (36).

3.3 Energy identity up to i+ and trace operator

In this section, we will show that lim
UK ,VK→+∞

(
ET
H+

K

(ϕa) + ET
I+
K

(ϕa)
)

= 0 and then we can

obtain the energy equality
ET
Σ0
(ϕa) = ET

H+(ϕa) + ET
I +(ϕa).

We recall the following energy decay of the tensorial field ϕa which satisfies Equation (10) (see
[78, Lemma 5.8]):

Lemma 1. There exists a positive number R∗ such that the following holds: let ϕa be a smooth
solution to the tensorial fackerell–Ipser equation (10) on {u = u0} ∩ {v = v0}. Let UK ≥ u0 and
let P (UK) be (UK , R∗ + UK). We have the decay of the flux

F∞[ϕa](P (UK)) ≤ CU−2
K ,

where C is a positive constant depending on ϕa|u=u0, v=v0 and

F∞[ϕa](P (UK)) = FT
u [ϕa](R∗ + UK ,+∞) + FN

R∗+UK
[ϕa](UK ,+∞),

with2

FT
UK

[ϕa](R∗ + UK ,+∞) =

∫ +∞

R∗+UK

∫
S2

(
| /∇Lϕa|2 + F | /∇ϕa|2 +R2F |ϕa|2

)
dvdS2, (39)

FN
R∗+UK

[ϕa](UK ,+∞) =

∫ +∞

UK

∫
S2

(
F−1| /∇Lϕa|2 + F | /∇ϕa|2 +R2F |ϕa|2

)
dudS2, (40)

where the pointwise norms | · | in (39) and (40) are given as in (20).

The above lemma helps us to obtain the energy decay for solution of the Fackerell-Ipser
equation (10) through null hypersurfaces H+

K and I+
K .

2in [78], the energy fluxes (39) and (40) use the notation 1− µ for F and V for R2F .
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Theorem 2. (Energy Decay) Let ϕa be a smooth tensorial solution of the tensorial Fackerell-
Ipser equation (10) on {u ≥ u0} ∩ {v ≥ v0}. There exist a positive number R∗ and a positive
constant C depending on the value of ϕa on {u = u0}∩{v = v0} such that: we have the following
decay energy for the original field ϕa on H+

K ∪ I+
K with UK ≥ u0 and VK = UK + 2R∗:

ET
H+

K
(ϕa) + ET

I+
K
(ϕa) ≤ CU−2

K . (41)

Proof. Since r /∇∂xa = /∇∂θa , we have | /∇ϕa|2 = R2| /∇S2ϕa|2. Therefore, we obtain

FT
UK

[ϕa](R∗ + UK ,+∞) =

∫ +∞

R∗+UK

∫
S2

(
| /∇Lϕa|2 + F | /∇ϕa|2 +R2F |ϕa|2

)
dvdS2

=

∫
HK

(
| /∇Lϕa|2 +R2F | /∇S2ϕa|2 +R2F |ϕa|2

)
dvdS2

= ET
H+

K
(ϕa),

and

FN
R∗+UK

[ϕa](UK ,+∞) =

∫ +∞

UK

∫
S2

(
F−1| /∇Lϕa|2 + F | /∇ϕa|2 +R2F |ϕa|2

)
dudS2

=

∫
IK

(
(1− 2MR)−1| /∇Lϕa|2 +R2F | /∇S2ϕa|2 +R2F |ϕa|2

)
dudS2

≥
∫
IK

(
| /∇Lϕa|2 +R2F | /∇S2ϕa|2 +R2F |ϕa|2

)
dudS2

= ET
I+
K
(ϕa).

Combining these inequalities with Lemma 1, we obtain

ET
H+

K
(ϕa) + ET

I+
K
(ϕa) ≤ FT

UK
[ϕa](R∗ + UK ,+∞) + FN

R∗+UK
[ϕa](UK ,+∞) ≤ CU−2

K .

Now, we state and prove the energy equality between the energy fluxes of ϕa through the
Cauchy hypersurface Σ0 and the one through conformal boundary H+ ∪ I + in the following
theorem.

Theorem 3. Let ϕa be a smooth tensorial solution of the rescaled tensorial Fackerell-Ipser equa-
tion (10) on {u ≥ u0}∩{v ≥ v0}. The energies of ϕa through the null hypersurfaces HK and IK
tend to zero as UK , VK tend to infinity, i.e.,

lim
UK ,VK→+∞

(
ET
H+

K
(ϕa) + ET

I+
K
(ϕa)

)
= 0. (42)

As a consequence, we have the energy equality between the energy flux of ϕa (resp. ϕ
a
) through

Σ0 and the ones through the conformal boundary H+ ∪I +, i.e., the energy identity up to i+, as
follows

ET
Σ0
(ϕa) = ET

H+(ϕa) + ET
I +(ϕa). (43)

The same energy identity up to i− holds.
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Proof. Note that for a fixed R∗, we have VK = R∗ + UK tends to +∞ as UK tends to +∞.
The convergence (42) is valid by the energy decay (41) obtained in Theorem 2. Combining this
convergence and Proposition 2, we obtain the energy identity up to i+ such as equality (43).

The well-posedness of Cauchy problem obtained in Theorem 1 allows us to define the trace
operator on the conformal boundary (note that, in the proof of Theorem 1, we obtained the
well-posedness of Cauchy problem for both the smooth initial data and the initial data in the
finite energy space on Σ0).

Definition 3. (Trace operator for tensorial Fackerell-Ipser equation) Let (ξa, ζa) ∈ C∞
0 (Λ1(S2)|Σ0)×

C∞
0 (Λ1(S2)|Σ0). Consider the solution of Equation (10), and let ϕa ∈ C∞(Λ1(S2)|M̄) such that

ϕa|Σ0 = ξa, /∇tϕa|Σ0 = ζa.

We define the trace operator T + from C∞
0 (Λ1(S2)|Σ0) × C∞

0 (Λ1(S2)|Σ0) to C∞(Λ1(S2)|H+) ×
C∞
0 (Λ1(S2)|I +) by

T +(ξa, ζa) = (ϕa|H+ , ϕa|I +).

The trace operator for solution ϕ
a

of Equation (11) is defined by the same way.

We can extend the tensorial field space for scattering data of Equation (10) by density as in
the following definition:

Definition 4. The tensorial field space for scattering data H+ is the completion of C∞
0 (Λ1(S2)|H+)×

C∞
0 (Λ1(S2)|I +) in the norm

∥(ξa, ζa)∥H+ =
1√
2

(∫
H+

| /∇Lξ|2dvdS2 +
∫

I +

| /∇Lζ|2dudS2
)1/2

.

This means that

H+ ≃ Ḣ1(Rv; L
2(Λ1(S2)|H+))× Ḣ1(Ru; L

2(Λ1(S2)|I +)).

As a direct consequence of the energy equality (43) and the well-posedness of Cauchy problem
in the finite energy space in Theorem 1, we have the following theorem.

Theorem 4. The trace operator of solution ϕa of Equation (10) extends uniquely as a bounded
linear map from H to H+. The extended operator is a partial isometry, i.e., an injective operator.
This means that for any (ξa, ζa) ∈ H(Λ1(S2)|Σ0),∥∥T +(ξa, ζa)

∥∥
H+ = ∥(ξa, ζa)∥H(Λ1(S2)|Σ0

) .

The same assertion holds for the trace operator of solution ϕ
a

of Equation (11).
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4 Conformal scattering for the tensorial Fackerell-Ipser equations

4.1 Generalization of L. Hörmander’s result for tensorial wave equations

To construct the conformal scattering operator, we need to show that the trace operator is
surjective. This corresponds to prove the well-posedness of the Goursat problem for the rescaled
equation (10) with the initial data on the conformal boundaries H+ ∪ I + (resp. H− ∪ I −) in
Penrose’s conformal compactification M̄.

Hörmander [44] proved the well-posedness of the Goursat problem for the second-order scalar
wave equations with regular first-order potentials in the spatially compact spacetime. Nicolas
[67] extended the results of Hörmander with very slightly regular metric and potential, precisely
a C1-metric and potential with continuous coefficients of the first-order terms and locally L∞

coefficients for the terms of order 0. Here, we will prove the well-posedness of the Goursat problem
for the tensorial wave equations with regular first-order tensorial potentials. More precisely, we
will show how we can apply the results of Hörmander for the tensorial wave equation (10)
(or (11)) with the smooth compactly supported initial data on the conformal boundary, i.e,
(ξa, ζa) ∈ C∞

0 (Λ1(S2)|H+)× C∞
0 (Λ1(S2)|I +) in Schwarzschild background.

Figure 4: The extension of M = I+(S)− V onto a global hyperbolic cylindre.

To avoid the singularities at i+ and i0, we use the same method as in Appendix B in [69, 74,
76]. In particular, we take S which is a spacelike hypersurface on M̄ whose intersection with the
horizon is the crossing sphere and which crosses I + strictly in the past of the support of the
data. We cut I+(S) by a neighbourhood V of a point in M̄ lying in the future of the support
of the Goursat data and get a spacetime denoted by M. Then, we extend M as a cylindrical
globally hyperbolic spacetime (Rt × S3, g), where g = dt2 − h with h(t) is a Riemannian metric
on S3 smoothly varying with t. The conformal boundary H+ ∪ I + is extended inside

(Rt × S3, g)

as a null hypersurface C, that is the graph of a Lipschitz function over S3 and the initial data by
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zero on the rest of the extended hypersurface C − (H+ ∪ I +). Here, we still use the notation of
extending metric as in the proof of Theorem 1.

Similar to the proof of Theorem 1, we project the tensorial Fackerell-Ipser equation (10) on
the basic frame ( /∇∂θa , /∇∂

θb
) of Λ1(S2) and get

PĝΦ+ L1Φ = 0, (44)

with

Pĝ =

(
2ĝ 0
0 2ĝ

)
(here 2ĝ =

r2

F
LL−∆S2)

is a diagonal matrix, Φ =

(
ϕ1
ϕ2

)
and L1 = (Lij

1 )2×2 is a 2× 2-matrix with L11
1 = L22

1 , L
12
1 = L21

1

and Lij
1 are first order differential operators with smooth coefficients Lij

1 = bij0 ∂t + bij1 ∂x + cij .
In the extending spacetime (Rt × S3, g), Equation (44) becomes

Pg(Φ) + L1(Φ) = 0, (45)

where

Pg =

(
2g 0
0 2g

)
, 2g = ∂2t −∆h.

The following lemma is extended from resutls in [44]:

Lemma 2. (Goursat problem for Equation (45) in (Rt × S3, g)). For any foliation
{
S̃τ

}
τ∈R

of (Rt × S3, g), where S̃0 = {0} × S3 and S̃τ is a g-spacelike hypersurface which is topological
3-sphere endowed with the Riemannian metric −g|Sτ for all τ . For the initial data (ξ̃i, ζ̃i) ∈
C∞
0 (C) (i = 1, 2), Equation (45) has a unique smooth solution Φ̃ = (ϕ̃1, ϕ̃2) satisfying

ϕ̃i ∈ C∞(Rτ ; ∪τ∈RH
1(S̃τ ), ∂tϕ̃i ∈ C∞(Rτ ; ∪τ∈RL

2(S̃τ )) (46)

for all i = 1, 2.

Proof. The proof is given in Appendix 6.2.

Using Lemma 2, we obtain the well-posedness of the Goursat problem of (44), hence (10) in
I+(S) in the following corollary.

Corollary 1. (Goursat problem for Equation (45) in I+(S)). For any foliation {Sτ}τ≥0 of
I+(S), where Sτ is a ĝ-spacelike hypersurface and S0 = S and the initial data (ξi, ζi) ∈ C∞

0 (H+)×
C∞
0 (I +), where i = 1, 2, Equation (44) or the tensorial Fackerell-Ipser equation (10) has a

unique smooth solution Φ = (ϕ1, ϕ2) in I+(S) satisfying

ϕi ∈ C∞(Rτ ; ∪τ≥0H
1(Sτ )), ∂τϕi ∈ C∞(Rτ ; ∪τ≥0L

2(Sτ )) (47)

for all i = 1, 2.
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Proof. In the beginning of this section, we have extended M = I+(S)−V onto a global hyperbolic
spacetime (Rt × S3, g). In this spacetime, Equation (44) has the form (45). Now, we extend the
ĝ-spacelike Sτ to a g-spacelike hypersurface S̃τ in (Rt × S3, g) for each τ . The hypersurface S̃τ

is topological 3-spheres endowed with the Riemannian metric −g|S̃τ
. By using Lemma 2, the

Goursat problem of equation (45) has a unique smooth solution Φ̃ in (Rt × S3, g) that satisfies
(46). By local uniqueness and causality, using in particular the fact that as a consequence of the
finite propagation speed, the solution Φ̃ of (45) obtained in Lemma 2 vanishes in V. Therefore,
the Goursat problem of Equation (44) has a unique smooth solution Φ = (ϕ1, ϕ2) in I+(S), that
is the restriction of Φ̃ = (ϕ̃1, ϕ̃2) to M. Since Φ̃ satisfies (46), we obatin that the solution Φ
satifies (47). Our proof is completed.

4.2 Goursat problem and conformal scattering operator

In the previous section, we proved that the Goursat problem for the tensorial Fackerell-Ipser
equation (10) is well-posed in the future I+(S). In order to establish the full solution of the
Goursat problem, we need to extend the solution (which is obtained in the previous section)
down to Σ0, i.e., we prove the well-posedness of the Goursat problem in the past I−(S). The
solution of the Goursat problem is a union of the two solutions in I+(S) and I−(S).

Theorem 5. (Goursat problem of Equation (10) in I+(Σ0)). The Goursat problem of the
tensorial Fackerell-Ipser equation (10) is well-posed in I+(Σ0). This means that for the initial
data (ξa, ζa) ∈ C∞

0 (Λ1(S2)|H+)×C∞
0 (Λ1(S2)|I +), there exists a unique solution of Equation (10)

satisfying

(ϕa, /∇tϕa) ∈ C(Rt; ∪t≥0H(Λ1(S2)|Σt)) and T +(ϕa|Σ0 , /∇tϕa|Σ0) = (ξa, ζa).

The same assertion holds for Equation (15).

Proof. Following Corollary 1, there exists a unique solution ϕa of the Gourast problem of Equa-
tion (10) which satisfies the following properties.

• ϕa ∈ H1(Λ1(S2)|I+(S)), where I+(S) is the causal future of S in M̄. Since the support
of the initial data is compact, the solution vanishes in the neighbourhood V of i+ (where,
the neighbourhood V is chosen as in Subsection 4.1, and the solution ϕa vanishes in V as
a consequence of the finite propagation speed (see the proof of Corollary 1)). Then, we do
not need to distinguish between H1(Λ1(S2)|I+(S)) and H1

loc(Λ
1(S2)|I+(S).

• For any foliation {Sτ}τ≥0 of I+(S), where S0 = S, we have ϕa(τ) in H1(Λ1(S2)|Sτ ) and
∂τϕa in L2(Λ1(S2)|Sτ ) for all τ ≥ 0.

• ϕa|I + = ζa, ϕa|H+ = ξa.
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Figure 5: Extending the solution ϕ̂a down to Σ0.

We need to extend the solution down to Σ0 in a manner that avoids the singularity at i0. Since the
hypersurface S intersects the horizon at the crossing sphere and intersects I + strictly in the past
of the support of the data, we have that the restriction of ϕa to S is in H1(Λ1(S2)|S) and its trace
on S∩I + is also the trace of ζa on S∩I +, hence this trace is zero. Therefore, ξa|Λ1(S2)|S can be
approached by a sequence

{
ϕna |Λ1(S2)|S

}
n∈N of the smooth tensorial fields on Λ1(S2)|S supported

away from I + that converges towards ϕa|Λ1(S2)|S in H1(Λ1(S2)|S). Moreover, /∇∂tϕa|Λ1(S2)|S
can be approached by a sequence

{
/∇∂tϕ

n
a |Λ1(S2)|S

}
n∈N of the smooth tensorial fields on Λ1(S2)|S

supported away from I + that converges towards /∇∂tϕa|Λ1(S2)|S in L2(Λ1(S2)|S). For the initial
data (ϕna |Λ1(S2)|S , /∇∂tϕ

n
a |Λ1(S2)|S ), we let ψn

a be the smooth tensorial solution of Cauchy problem
of Equation (10) on Λ1(S2)|M̄ (the existence by Theorem 1). This tensorial solution vanishes
in the neighbourhood of i0 and we can establish energy estimates for ψn

a between S and Σ0 by
using the conservation law (25) as follows

ET
S (ψ

n
a ) = ET

Σ0
(ψn

a ). (48)

By the same way, we have energy identities between S and the hypersurfaces Σt for t > 0.
Therefore, the sequence (ψn

a , /∇∂tψ
n
a ) converges towards (ψa, /∇∂tψa) in C(Rt,∪t∈RH(Σt)), where

ψa is a solution of (10). By local uniqueness ψa coincides with ϕa in the future of S. Therefore,
we have (

ϕa|Σ0 , /∇∂tϕa|Σ0

)
∈ H(Λ1(S2)|Σ0)

and
T +

(
ϕa|Σ0 , /∇∂tϕa|Σ0

)
= (ξa, ζa).

Therefore, the range of T + contains C∞
0 (Λ1(S2)|H+)× C∞

0 (Λ1(S2)|I +).

Theorem 5 shows that the trace operator T + : H(Σ0) → H+ is surjective. Combining with
Theorem 4, we obtain that the trace operator T + : H(Σ0) → H+ is an isometric operator.
Similarly, we can construct the space H− of past scattering data on the past horizon and the
past null infinity and the past trace operator T − : H(Σ0) → H− which is an isometric opera-
tor. Therefore, we can define the conformal scattering operator for the tensorial Fackerell-Ipser
equation (10) (resp. (11)) as follows
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Definition 5. The conformal scattering operator S : H− → H+ of the tensorial Fackerell-Ipser
equation (10) (resp. (11)) is an isometry which maps the past scattering data to the future
scattering data, i.e.,

S := T + ◦ (T −)−1.

5 Conformal scattering for the spin ±1 Teukolsky equations

In this section, we will use the results obtained in Section 4 to establish the conformal
scattering operator for the spin +1 Teukolsky equations (8). The construction for the spin −1
Teukolsky equation (9) is done by the same way. Our method is developed from the recent work
[56].

5.1 The tensorial field and scattering data spaces

First, we define the finite energy space for the spin +1 Teukolsky equation (8) by the following
proposition.

Proposition 3. If we put∥∥(αa|Σ0 , α
′
a|Σ0)

∥∥ :=
∥∥(ϕa|Σ0 , /∇∂tϕa|Σ0)

∥∥
H(Σ0)

, (49)

then (49) determines a norm for αa on Σ0 and we define by H1(Σ0) the completion of C∞
0 (Λ1(S2)|Σ0)×

C∞
0 (Λ1(S2)|Σ0) in the norm (49). Here, ϕa =

r2

F
/∇L(rαa), α

′
a = /∇∂tαa and the space H(Σ0) is

defined by Definition 1. Similarly, we have the definition of space H1(Στ ) for τ > 0.

Proof. We need to prove that if ∥(αa, α
′
a)∥H1(Σ0)

= 0, for a smooth, compactly supported tensors
αa and α′

a, then αa|Σ0 = α′
a|Σ0 = 0. Indeed, the equality ∥(αa, α

′
a)∥H1(Σ0)

= 0 and the definition
(49) lead to ∥∥(ϕa|Σ0 , /∇∂tϕa|Σ0)

∥∥
H(Σ0)

= 0.

By using (35), the above equality is equivalent to

1√
2

(∫
Σ0

(
| /∇∂tϕa|

2 + | /∇∂r∗
ϕa|2 +R2F | /∇S2ϕa|2 +R2F |ϕa|2

)
dr∗dS2

)1/2

= 0.

Therefore,
ϕa|Σ0 = /∇∂tϕa|Σ0 = 0.

Since Equation (7) and the Teukolsky equation (8), we have

/∇Lϕa = /∇L

(
r2

F
/∇L(rαa)

)
= /∇L

(
r2

F

)
/∇L(rαa) +

r2

F
/∇L /∇L(rαa)

=
2r

F

(
1− 3M

r

)
/∇L(rαa) +

r2

F
/∇L /∇L(rαa)
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=
2r

F

(
1− 3M

r

)
/∇L(rαa) +

r2

F
/∇L /∇L(rαa)

= /∆S2(rαa)− rαa.

Since ∂t is a Killing vector field, we obtain also that

/∇L

(
/∇∂tϕa

)
= /∆S2

(
r /∇∂tαa

)
− r /∇∂tαa.

Combining these equalities with ϕa|Σ0 = /∇∂tϕa|Σ0 = 0, we get

/∆S2(rαa|Σ0)− rαa|Σ0 = /∆S2
(
r /∇∂tαa

)
− r /∇∂tαa = 0.

Since the operator /∆S2 − Id (where Id is identity operator) is uniformly elliptic on the set
of symmetric, traceless 2-tensor field on S2, we have that αa|Σ0 = α′

a|Σ0 = 0. Our proof is
completed.

Similar to Theorem 1, we obtain the well-posedness of Cauchy problem for the Teukolsky
equation (8) in the conformal rescaled spacetime (M̄, ĝ). The well-posedness of Cauchy problem
allows us to define the trace operator on conformal boundary H+ ∪ I +.

Theorem 6. (Cauchy problem for Equation (8) in (M̄, ĝ)). For the initial data (βa, β
′
a) ∈

H1(Λ1(S2)|Σ0), the Cauchy problem for (8) on Λ1(S2)|M̄ is well-posed in ∪t∈RH1(Λ1(S2)|Σt). In
other words, there exists a unique solution αa ∈ D′(Λ1(S2)|M̄) of (8) such that

(αa, /∇∂tαa) ∈ C(Rt; ∪t∈RH1(Λ1(S2)|Σt)) : αa|Σ0 = βa; /∇∂tαa|Σ0 = β′a. (50)

Moreover, αa belongs to H1
loc(Λ

1(S2)|M̄).

Proof. We prove the well-posedness in the future domain I+(Σ0) = {t ≥ 0} of M̄, the well-
posedness in the past domain I−(Σ) = {t ≤ 0} is done similarly. Multiplying the spin +1

Teukolsky equation (8) by the factor
r2

F
, we get

r2

F
/∇L /∇L(rαa) +

2r

F

(
1− 3M

r

)
/∇L(rαa)− /∆S2(rαa) + rαa = 0. (51)

Projecting Equation (51) on the basic frame ( /∇∂a
θ
, /∇∂b

θ
) of Λ1(S2), we get the matrix equation

which is similar to (44):
PĝΨ+ L̃1Ψ = 0 (52)

but with the first order differential operator L̃1 = (L̃ij
1 )2×2 still satisfies L̃11

1 = L̃22
1 , L̃

12
1 = L̃21

1

and the unknown vector

Ψ =

(
ψ1

ψ2

)
,

where ψi = rαi and αi (i = 1, 2) are the scalar components of αa decomposed on the basic frame
( /∇∂a

θ
, /∇∂b

θ
) of Λ1(S2).

Similar to the proof of Theorem 1, we cut off I+(Σ0) by O which is a union of far enough
neighbourhoods of i+ and i0. Then, we extend (I+(Σ0) − O, ĝ) onto a cylindrical globally

27



hyperbolic spacetime (Rt × S3, g) where g = dt2 − h with h(t) is a Riemannian metric on
S3 smoothly with respect to t. For each t ≥ 0, the hypersurface Σt − O is extended inside
(Rt×S3, g) as a spacelike hypersurface Ut. The conformal boundary (H+ ∪I +)−O is extended
inside (Rt×S3, g) as a null hypersurface C . Equation (52) is exstended to the following equation
(which is similar to (45)):

PgΨ+ L̃1Ψ = 0. (53)

Therefore, Equation (53) is equivalent to a symmetrical hyperbolic system which consists two
following equations (which are similar to (85) and (86), respectively):

(∂2t ψ1 −∆hψ1) + (L̃11
1 ψ1 + L̃12

1 ψ2) = 0 (54)

and
(∂2t ψ2 −∆hψ2) + (L̃21

2 ψ1 + L̃22
2 ψ2) = 0. (55)

By using Leray’s theorem, for smooth intitial data on U0, equations (54) and (55) have a unique
smooth solution Ψ̃ = (ψ̃1, ψ̃2) with ψ̃i = rα̃i (i = 1, 2) in smooth globally hyperbolic spacetime
(Rt × S3, g). This corresponds to smooth solution α̃a of Equation (51) in (Rt × S3, g). By
extending (49) on Uτ , we have

∥(α̃a|Uτ , /∇∂tα̃a|Uτ )∥H1(Uτ ) = ∥(ϕ̃a, /∇∂t ϕ̃a)∥H(Uτ ) =

√
E(Φ̃)(τ),

where ϕ̃a is smooth solution of Equation (10) in (Rt × S3, g) and
√
E(Φ̃)(τ) is given by (89).

Setting Ẽ(Ψ̃)(τ) = ∥(α̃a|Uτ , /∇∂tα̃a|Uτ )∥2H1(Uτ )
, we have

Ẽ(Ψ̃)(τ) = E(Φ̃)(τ).

By energy estimate as (94), we obtain the similar estimate that

Ẽ(Ψ̃)(t) ≤ Ẽ(Ψ̃)(s)eD̃|t−s| (56)

Using the existence of smooth solutions and energy estimate (56), we can obtain the global well-
posedness of Cauchy problem for (54) and (55) for the initial data on H1(U0) and we obtain the
global solution (Ψ̃, ∂tΨ̃) in C(Rt,∪t≥0H1(Ut)) (the process is similar to the one for solution Φ̃

obtained in the proof of Theorem 1 but for the energy norm
√
Ẽ(Ψ̃)(t)). By local uniqueness

and causality, using in particular the fact that as a consequence of the finite propagation speed,
the solution Ψ of Cauchy problem of Equation (52) is the restriction of Ψ̃ on I+(Σ0)−O. Our
proof is completed.

In order to define the trace operators and tensorial field spaces of scattering data, we find
the restrictions of /∇Lϕa on H+ and I − and the ones of /∇Lϕa on H− and I +. In the proof of
Proposition 3, we proved that

/∇Lϕa = /∆S2(rαa)− rαa. (57)
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Equality (57) leads to the following restrictions of /∇Lϕa on I − and H+:

/∇Lϕa|I − = /∆S2(rαa)|I − − (rαa)|I − (58)

and
/∇Lϕa|H+ = 2M /∆S2αa|H+ − 2Mαa|H+ (because r|H+ = 2M), (59)

respectively.
By the same way as in the proof of Proposition 3, we can establish that

/∇Lϕa = /∇L

(
r2

F
/∇L(rαa)

)
= /∇L

(
/∇L

(
r3

F
αa

)
− /∇L

(
r2

F

)
(rαa)

)
= /∇2

L

(
r3αa

F

)
+ /∇L

(
2r2αa

F

(
1− 3M

r

))
. (60)

Equality (60) leads to the restriction of /∇Lϕa on I + as

/∇Lϕa|I + = lim
r→∞

/∇2
L

(
r3αa

F

)
+ lim

r→∞
/∇L

(
2r2αa

F

(
1− 3M

r

))
= /∇2

L(r
3αa)|I + + lim

r→∞
/∇L(2r

2αa)

(because F = 1− 2M

r
→ 1 and 1− 3M

r
→ 1 as r → ∞)

= /∇2
L(r

3αa)|I + , (61)

if we consider that the tensorial field r3αa is regular on I +, hence (r2αa)|I + = lim
r→∞

1

r
(r3αa) = 0.

And by (60), the restriction of /∇Lϕa on H− is

/∇Lϕa|H− = 8M3 /∇2
L

(αa

F

)
|H− + 2(2M)2

(
1− 3M

2M

)
/∇L

(αa

F

)
|H− (because r|H− = 2M)

= 8M3 /∇2
L

(αa

F

)
|H− − 4M2 /∇L

(αa

F

)
|H− . (62)

Combining (59) and (61) (resp. (58) and (62)) with the well-posedness of Cauchy problem
in Theorem 6, we can define the future (resp. past) trace operator for Equation (8) on the
conformal boundary H+ ∪ I + (resp. H− ∪ I −) in the following definition.

Definition 6. (Trace operator for the spin +1 Teukolsky equation). Let (βa, β′a) ∈ C∞
0 (Λ1(S2)|Σ0)×

C∞
0 (Λ1(S2)|Σ0). Consider the smooth solution αa of Equation (8) such that

αa|Σ0 = βa, /∇tαa|Σ0 = β′a.

The future trace operator T+ from C∞
0 (Λ1(S2)|Σ0)×C∞

0 (Λ1(S2)|Σ0) to C∞
0 (Λ1(S2)|H+)×C∞

0 (Λ1(S2)|I +)
is defined by

T+(βa, β
′
a) = (αa|H+ , (r3αa)|I +).

The past trace operator T− from C∞
0 (Λ1(S2)|Σ0)×C∞

0 (Λ1(S2)|Σ0) to C∞
0 (Λ1(S2)|H−)×C∞

0 (Λ1(S2)|I −)
is defined by

T−(βa, β
′
a) =

(
(F−1αa)|H− , (rαa)|I −

)
.
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We define also the tensorial field space for scattering data of the spin +1 Teukolsky equation
(8) by density as follows:

Definition 7. The tensorial field space for scattering data H2,+ is the completion of C∞
0 (Λ1(S2)|H+)×

C∞
0 (Λ1(S2)|I +) under the norm

∥(ξa, ζa)∥H2,+ =
1√
2

(∫
H+

|2M /∆S2ξa − 2Mξa|2dvdS2 +
∫

I +

| /∇2
Lζa|2dudS2

)1/2

, (63)

which means
H2,+ ≃ Ḣ2(Rv; L

2(Λ1(S2)|H+))× Ḣ2(Ru; L
2(Λ1(S2)|I +)).

On the other hand, the tensor space for scattering data H2,− is the completion of C∞
0 (Λ1(S2)|H−)×

C∞
0 (Λ1(S2)|I −) in the norm

∥(ξa, ζa)∥H2,− =
1√
2

(∫
H−

|8M3 /∇2
Lξa − 4M2 /∇Lξa|2dvdS2 +

∫
I −

| /∆S2ζa − ζa|2dudS2
)1/2

,

(64)
which means

H2,− ≃ Ḣ2(Rv; L
2(Λ1(S2)|H−))× Ḣ2(Ru; L

2(Λ1(S2)|I −)).

As another consequence of the equality energy (43), we have the following theorem

Theorem 7. The trace operator T+ extends uniquely as a bounded linear map from H1(Λ1(S2)|Σ0))
to H2,+. The extended operator is a partial isometry, i.e., for any initial data (βa, β

′
a) ∈

H1(Λ1(S2)|Σ0), we have ∥∥T+(βa, β
′
a)
∥∥
H2,+ =

∥∥(βa, β′a)∥∥H1(Λ1(S2)|Σ0
)
.

The same property holds for the past trace operator T−.

Proof. For (βa, β
′
a) in H1(Σ0), by (49), we have that (ξa, ζa) =

(
r2

F
/∇L(rαa0),

r2

F
/∇L(rαa1)

)
belongs to H(Σ0). For this initial data (ξa, ζa), the Fackerell-Ipser equation (10) has a unique
solution (ϕa, /∇tϕa) ∈ C(Rt,∪t∈RH(Λ1(S2)|Σt)) by Theorem 1. Since the energy equality (43),
we have

ET
Σ0
(ϕa) = ET

H+(ϕa) + ET
I +(ϕa). (65)

By Proposition 3 and energy fluxes (32), (33) of ϕa through I +,H+, the equality (65) leads to

∥(βa, β′a)∥2H1(Λ1(S2)|Σ0
) =

∫
H+

|( /∇Lϕa)|H+ |2dvdS2 +
∫

I +

|( /∇Lϕa)|I + |2dudS2.

Combining this inequality with (59), (61) and (63), we obtain

∥(βa, β′a)∥H1(Λ1(S2)|Σ0
) = ∥(αa|H+ , (r3αa)|I +)∥H2,+ .

Using Definition 6, the above equality leads to

∥(βa, β′a)∥H1(Λ1(S2)|Σ0
) = ∥T+(βa, β

′
a)∥H1(Λ1(S2)|Σ0

).

This completes our proof.
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Remark 3. In fact, Theorem 7 is a direct consequence of the energy equality (43) of the ten-
sorial Fackerell-Ipser equation (10), because we use the energy norm of solution ϕa of (10) in
Proposition 3 and Definition 7 to define the tensorial field spaces H1(Λ1(S2)|Σ0) (Cauchy data
on Σ0) and H2,+ (Goursat data (scattering data) on H+ ∪ I +) for spin +1 Teukolsky equation
(8).

5.2 Goursat problem and conformal scattering operator

In this Subsection, we will use the results in Subsection 4.2 to prove the well-posedness of the
Goursat problem of the spin +1 Teukolsky equation (8). In particular, the tensorial Fackerell-
Ipser equation (10) is a consequence equation from (8) by commuting with the operator /∇L.

Using this fact and the relation ϕa =
r2

F
/∇L(rαa) we will prove the following theorem.

Theorem 8. (Goursat problem of the spin +1 Teukolsky equation (8) in I+(Σ0)). The Goursat
problem of the spin +1 Teukolsky equation (8) is well-posed in I+(Σ0). This means that for the
initial data (ξa, ζa) ∈ C∞

0 (Λ1(S2)|H+) × C∞
0 (Λ1(S2)|I +), there exists a unique solution of (8)

satisfying

(αa, /∇tαa) ∈ C(Rt; ∪t≥0H1(Λ1(S2)|Σt)) and T+(αa|Σ0 , /∇tαa|Σ0) = (ξa, ζa).

Proof. Since equations (59), (61) and Definition 6, we consider the following equations

/∇Lϕa|H+ = 2M /∆S2ξa − 2Mξa, /∇Lϕa|I + = /∇2
Lζa. (66)

We find that the following tensor fields satisfy the above equations

ϕa|H+(v0) =

∫ +∞

v0

(
2M /∆S2ξa − 2Mξa

)
dv (for all v0 ∈ R), ϕa|I + = /∇Lζa. (67)

By Theorem 5, for the initial data (67), the Goursat problem of the Fackerell-Ipser equation (10)
has a unique solution (ϕa, /∇∂tϕa) ∈ C(Rt,∪t≥0H(Σt)).

Now, if we define

rαa(u0) = 2Mξa −
∫ +∞

u0

F

r2
ϕadu (for all u0 ∈ R), (68)

then ϕa and αa satisfy the relation (7), i.e., ϕa =
r2

F
/∇L(rαa). Since ϕa satisfies the Fackerell-Ipser

equation (10) and the proof of Proposition 1, we have

/∇L

(
/∇L

(
r2

F
/∇L(rαa)

)
− r2 /∆(rαa) + rαa

)
= 0.

This corresponds to

/∇L

(
r2

F
T(rαa)

)
= 0, (69)
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where T is Teukolsky operator

T(rαa) = /∇L /∇L(rαa) +
2

r

(
1− 3M

r

)
/∇L(rαa)− F /∆(rαa) +

F

r2
(rαa). (70)

Since (68), we have

(rαa)|H+ =

(
2Mξa −

∫ +∞

u0

F

r2
ϕadu

)
|H+ .

This leads to

2Mαa|H+ = 2Mξa − lim
u0→+∞

∫ +∞

u0

F

r2
ϕadu = 2Mξa.

Therefore, we get
αa|H+ = ξa. (71)

Now, we calculate(
r2

F
T(rαa)

)
|H+ =

(
r2

F
/∇L /∇L(rαa)

)
|H+ − 1

2M

(
r2

F
/∇L(rαa)

)
|H+

− /∆S2(rαa)|I − + (rαa)|I − (because r|H+ = 2M)

= /∇L

(
r2

F
/∇L(rαa)

)
|H+ −

(
/∇L

(
r2

F

)
/∇L(rαa)

)
|H+

− 1

2M

(
r2

F
/∇L(rαa)

)
|H+ − 2M /∆S2αa|H+ + 2Mαa|H+

= /∇L

(
r2

F
/∇L(rαa)

)
|H+ −

(
2

r

(
1− 3M

r

)
r2

F
/∇L(rαa)

)
|H+

− 1

2M

(
r2

F
/∇L(rαa)

)
|H+ − 2M /∆S2αa|H+ + 2Mαa|H+

= /∇L

(
r2

F
/∇L(rαa)

)
|H+ +

1

2M

(
r2

F
/∇L(rαa)

)
|H+

− 1

2M

(
r2

F
/∇L(rαa)

)
|H+ − 2M /∆S2αa|H+ + 2Mαa|H+

= /∇L

(
r2

F
/∇L(rαa)

)
|H+ − 2M /∆S2αa|H+ + 2Mαa|H+

= /∇Lϕa|H+ − 2M /∆S2ξa + 2Mξa
= 0 (due to equations (66) and (71)). (72)

Therefore, integrating Equation (69) follows u (recall that ∂u = L) and using (72), we get

r2

F
T(rαa) =

(
r2

F
T(rαa)|H+

)
= 0,

which means αa given by (68) satisfies the spin +1 Teukosky equation (8).
Now, using (67) and (68), we prove

T+(αa|Σ0 , /∇tαa|Σ0) = (ξa, ζa).
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Indeed, by Definition 6, we have

T+(αa|Σ0 , /∇tαa|Σ0) = (αa|H+ , (r3αa)|I +).

Therefore, we need to prove that αa|H+ = ξa and (r3αa)|I + = ζa. The first restriction holds by
(71). For the second restriction, by (67), we have

/∇Lζa = ϕa|I +

=

(
r2

F
/∇L(rαa)

)
|I +

= /∇L

(
r3

F
αa

)
|I + +

r2

F

2

r

(
1− 3M

r

)
(rαa)|I +

= /∇L

(
r3

F
αa

)
|I + + lim

r→∞
2F

(
1− 3M

r

)
(r2αa)|I +

= /∇L

(
r3αa

)
|I + , (73)

here F = 1 − 2M
r → 1; 1 − 3M

r → 1 as r → ∞ and we considered that r3αa is regular on I +,
hence r2αa vanishes on I +. Integrating (73) follows u and using the fact that ζa has compact
support, we obtain that

(
r3αa

)
|I + = ζa.

This means that αa (given by (68)) is a solution of the Goursat problem for the Teukolsky
equation (8) with initial data (ξa, ζa). If γa is another solution of the Goursat problem with
the same initial data (ξa, ζa), then we obtain that ξa − γa is a solution of the Goursat problem
of Equation (8) with initial data (0, 0) on H+ ∪ I +. This shows that ϕa = r2

F
/∇L(αa − γa) is

a solution of the Goursat problem of (10) with initial data (0, 0). By the uniqueness we have
ϕa = 0, hence r2

F
/∇L(αa − γa) = 0. Integrating this equation and note that (αa − γa)|H+ = 0,

we get αa = γa and the uniqueness of the Goursat problem for spin +1 Teukolsky equation (8)
holds.

By the same way as the proof of Theorem 8, we establish the well-posedness of the Goursat
problem for Equation (8) in I−(Σ0) in the following theorem.

Theorem 9. (Goursat problem of the spin +1 Teukolsky equation (8) in I−(Σ0)). The Goursat
problem of the spin +1 Teukolsky equation (8) is well-posed in I−(Σ0). This means that for the
initial data (ξa, ζa) ∈ C∞

0 (Λ1(S2)|H−) × C∞
0 (Λ1(S2)|I −), there exists a unique solution of (8)

satisfying

(αa, /∇tαa) ∈ C(Rt; ∪t≥0H1(Λ1(S2)|Σt)) and T−(αa|Σ0 , /∇tαa|Σ0) = (ξa, ζa).

Proof. The proof is done by the same way of the one of Theorem 8. However, since the past trace
is different from the future trace (see their formulas in Definition 6), we give here the detailed
calculations.

Since equations (58), (62) and Definition 6, we consider ϕa the following equations

/∇Lϕa|I − = /∆S2ζa − ζa, /∇Lϕa|H− = 8M3 /∇2
Lξa − 4M2 /∇Lξa. (74)
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We find that the following tensor fields satisfy the above relation

ϕa|I −(v0) =

∫ +∞

v0

(
/∆S2ζa − ζa

)
dv (for all v0 ∈ R); ϕa|H− = 8M3 /∇Lξa − 4M2ξa. (75)

By the well-posedness of Goursat problem for the tensorial Fackerell-Ipser equation (10), for the
initial data (75), the Goursat problem of (10) has a unique solution (ϕa, /∇∂tϕa) ∈ C(Rt,∪t≤0H(Σt)).

We define
rαa(u0) = ζa +

∫ u0

−∞

F

r2
ϕadu (for all u0 ∈ R), (76)

then ϕa and αa satisfy the relation (7), i.e., ϕa =
r2

F
/∇L(rαa). Since supports of ξa and ζa are

compact, we obtain that the supports of ϕa and αa on H+ ∪ I + are also compact.
By the same way in the proof of Theorem 8, we have

/∇L

(
r2

F
T(rαa)

)
= 0, (77)

where T is Teukolsky operator (70).
By (76), we obtain the following restriction on I −:

(rαa)|I − =

(
ζa +

∫ u0

−∞

F

r2
ϕadu

)
|I −

= ζa + lim
u0→−∞

∫ u0

−∞

F

r2
ϕadu

= ζa. (78)

On the other hand(
r2

F
T(rαa)

)
|I − =

(
r2

F
/∇L /∇L(rαa)

)
|I − +

(
2r

F

(
1− 3M

r

)
/∇L(rαa)

)
|I −

− /∆S2(rαa)|I − + (rαa)|I −

= /∇L

(
r2

F
/∇L(rαa)

)
|I − −

(
/∇L

(
r2

F

)
/∇L(rαa)

)
|I −

+

(
2r

F
/∇L(rαa)

)
|I − − /∆S2(rαa)|I − + (rαa)|I −

= /∇Lϕa|I − −
(
2r

F

(
1− 3M

r

)
/∇L(rαa)

)
|I −

+

(
2r

F
/∇L(rαa)

)
|I − − /∆S2(rαa)|I − + (rαa)|I −

= /∇Lϕa|I − −
(
2r /∇L(rαa)

)
|I − +

(
2r /∇L(rαa)

)
|I −

− /∆S2(rαa)|I − + (rαa)|I −

(because on I − : F = 1− 2M

r
→ 1; 1− 3M

r
→ 1 as r → −∞)

= /∇Lϕa|I − − /∆S2(rαa)|I − + (rαa)|I −

= /∇Lϕa|I − − /∆S2ζa + ζa
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= 0 (due to equations (74) and (78)). (79)

Therefore, integrating Equation (77) follows u (recall that ∂u = L) and using (79), we get

r2

F
T(rαa) =

(
r2

F
T(rαa)|I −

)
= 0.

This means that αa given by (76) satisfies the spin +1 Teukosky equation (8).
Now, using (75) and (76), we prove

T−(αa|Σ0 , /∇tαa|Σ0) = (ξa, ζa).

Indeed, by Definition 6, we have

T−(αa|Σ0 , /∇tαa|Σ0) = ((F−1αa)|H− , (rαa)|I −).

Therefore, we need to prove that (F−1αa)|H− = ξa and (rαa)|I − = ζa. The second restriction
holds by (78). For the first restriction, by using (75), we have

/∇L(rαa)|H− =

(
F

r2
ϕa

)
|H−

=

(
F

r2
(8M3 /∇Lξa − 4M2ξa)

)
|H−

=

(
F

r2
(r3 /∇Lξa − r2ξa)

)
|H−

=

(
F

r2

(
r3 /∇Lξa −

(
F +

2M

r

)
r2ξa

))
|H−

=

(
rF /∇Lξa −

(
F +

2M

r

)
Fξa

)
|H−

= /∇L(rFξa)|H− . (80)

Here, we used the fact that r|H− = 2M and F |H− =
(
1− 2M

r

)
|H− = 0. Equality (80) is equivalent

to
/∇L(rαa − rFξa)|H− = 0.

Integrating this equality follows u (recall that ∂u = L), we get that (rαa−rFξa)|H− is a constant.
Since the supports of αa and ξa are compact on H−, we have αa(P ) − ξa(P ) = 0 at a point
P which does not belong to the union of supports of αa|H− and ξa. Therefore, we obtain
αa|H− − (Fξa)|H− = 0. This is equivalent to (F−1αa)|H− = ξa|H− .

We proved that αa (given by (76)) is a solution of the Goursat problem for the Teukolsky
equation (8) with initial data (ξa, ζa) on H− ∪ I −. The uniqueness is done by the same way as
in the proof of Theorem 8. Our proof is completed.

As a direct consequence of the well-posedness of the Goursat problem in Theorem 8 we
have that the future trace operator T+ : H1(Λ1(S2)|Σ0) → H2,+ is surjective. Combining this
with Theorem 7, we obtain that the operator T+ is an isometric operator. Similarly, the past
trace operator T− : H1(Λ1(S2)|Σ0) → H2,+ is isometric. Therefore, we can define the conformal
scattering operator for the spin +1 Teukolsky equation (8) as follows:
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Definition 8. The conformal scattering operator S : H2,− → H2,+ of the spin +1 Teukolsky
equation (8) is an isometric operator that maps the past scattering data to the future scattering
data, i.e.,

S := T+ ◦ (T−)−1.

Remark 4.

• By the same way as above, we can construct the conformal scattering operator for the spin −1
Teukolsky equation (9).

• This work can be extended to construct conformal scattering theories for the tensorial Fackerell-
Ipser and spin ±1 Teukolsky equations on the other symmetric spherical spacetimes such as
Reissner-Nordström-de Sitter back hole. First, we extend the work [78] to obtain the energy
decays (where the results of Giorgi [37, 38] can be useful) and then use these decays to establish
the construction of the theory, where it remains useful to use the timelike Killing vector field ∂t
to establish the energies of the fields on the Cauchy hypersurface ΣT = {t = T}.

• The extension of the conformal scattering theory for the scalar wave or tensorial wave equations
(such as tensorial Fackerell-Ipser and spin ±1, ±2 Teukolsky equations) on the non-static and
non-symmetric spherical spacetimes such as Kerr spacetimes is more complicated. In Kerr space-
times, we have the energy and pointwise decay results obtained by Dafermos et all. [18]. However,
the existence of the orbiting null geodesics and the fact that the vector field ∂t is no longer global
timelike in the exterior domains. This fact leads to an issue that the energy on ΣT can be not
defined by using ∂t as in Schwarzschild and Reissner-Nordström-de Sitter spacetimes. We need
to choose another global timelike vector field on the exterior domain to define the energies on ΣT

and we will not obtain conserved currents for the equations. This fact leads to the complication
of the case of Kerr spacetime. In a recent work [76], we have established the conformal scattering
theory for the massless Dirac equation on Kerr spacetime, where it remains to have a conserved
current for the equation. This work can be useful for the construction of conformal scattering
theories on Kerr spacetime for the scalar wave, tensorial wave and Maxwell equations.

• The peeling properties of the tensorial wave equations (18) and (19) (where their rescaled forms
are the tensorial Fackerell-Ipser equations (10) and (11), respectively) on Schwarzschild space-
time can be established by the same method as in the previous work [60] (see recent work [77]).
However, the peeling probelms for the spin ±1 Teukolsky equations (8) and (9) (or spin ±2
Teukolsky equations) on Kerr spacetimes remain open and put an interesting question, where the
method can be developed from [70].

6 Appendix

6.1 The commutators

We give the proof of following commutators which were used in Subsection 2.2:

[r /∇∂xa , /∇L] = [r /∇∂xa , /∇L] = 0, [ /∇L, /∇L] = 0, [r /∇∂xa , /∆] =
1

r2
(r /∇∂xa ).

The three first commutators are valid on both scalar functions and tensor fields and the last
commutator is valid on scalar functions. By using the commutation formulas for projected
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covariant derivatives (which valid on both tensor fields and scalar fields) in the Schwarzschild
spacetime obtained in Subsection 4.3.2 in [20], we have

/∇e3( /∇∂xaψ)− /∇∂xa ( /∇e3ψ) = −1

2
trχ/∇∂xaψ, (81)

where e3 = 1√
F
(∂t − ∂r∗), χ = −

√
F
r r2gS2 = −

√
F
r /g and ψ is a scalar function or tensor field.

Since e3 = 1√
F
L, ∂xa

(
1√
F

)
= 0 and Tr(χ) = −

√
F
r Tr/g = −2

√
F

r with respect to local

coordinates (xa, xb), Equality (81) leads to

1√
F
/∇L( /∇∂xaψ)−

1√
F
/∇∂xa ( /∇Lψ) =

√
F

r
/∇∂xaψ.

This is equivalent to
/∇L( /∇∂xaψ)− /∇∂xa ( /∇Lψ) =

F

r
/∇∂xaψ.

Therefore, we obtain that

[r /∇∂xa , /∇L]ψ = r /∇∂xa ( /∇Lψ)− /∇L(r /∇∂xaψ)
= r /∇∂xa ( /∇Lψ)− ( /∇Lr)( /∇∂xaψ)− r /∇L( /∇∂xaψ)
= r /∇∂xa ( /∇Lψ)− r /∇L( /∇∂xaψ) + (∂r∗r)( /∇∂xaψ)

= −rF
r
( /∇∂xaψ) + F /∇∂xaψ

= 0. (82)

Hence, [r /∇∂xa , /∇L] = 0. Similarly, we can prove that [r /∇∂xa , /∇L] = 0. As consequences of the
two first commutators, we can obtain that

[r2 /∆, /∇L] = [r2 /∆, /∇L] = 0,

which were used in the proof of Proposition 1.
To prove the third commutator, we have (see Subsection 4.3.2 in [20]):

/∇e3( /∇e4ψ)− /∇e4( /∇e3ψ) = ω̂ /∇e3ψ − ω̂ /∇e4ψ, (83)

where e3 = 1√
F
(∂t − ∂r∗) =

1√
F
L, e4 = 1√

F
(∂t + ∂r∗) =

1√
F
L, ω̂ = −ω̂ = M

r2
√
F

and ψ is a scalar
function or tensor field.

We can calculate that L
(

1√
F

)
= M

r2
√
F

and L
(

1√
F

)
= − M

r2
√
F

. Therefore, equality (83) is
equivalent to

1√
F
/∇L( /∇Lψ) +

M

r2F
( /∇Lψ)−

(
1√
F
/∇L( /∇Lψ)−

M

r2F
/∇Lψ

)
=

M

r2F
/∇Lψ +

M

r2F
/∇Lψ.

This leads to
/∇L( /∇Lψ)− /∇L( /∇Lψ) = 0

and we obtain the third commutator.
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We prove the last commutator [r /∇∂xa , /∆]ψ = 1
r2
(r /∇∂xa )ψ, for all scalar function ψ. For

simplicity, we denote /∇∂xa = /∇a. Using the Ricci identity and the symmetries of the Riemannian
curvature tensor, we have

/∆ /∇aψ = /g
bc /∇b /∇c /∇aψ = /∇c /∇c /∇aψ = /∇c /∇a /∇cψ

= −Rmc
a
d
c /∇dψ + /∇a /∇

c /∇cψ
= /g

cdRicac /∇dψ + /∇a /∆ψ,

where Rm and Ric are Riemannian and Ricci curvature tensors associated with the rough metric
/g. It is known that Ric = gS2 = 1

r2 /g. Therefore, we obtain that

/∆ /∇aψ =
1

r2
/∇aψ + /∇a /∆ψ.

This leads to [r /∇∂xa , /∆]ψ = 1
r2
(r /∇∂xa )ψ. The last commutator holds.

6.2 The Goursat problem for tensorial wave equations

In this appendix we give a brief proof of Lemma 2 that is a modification of Hörmander’s work
[44] (see Theorem 2 and its proof) for the wave equations on vector fields (45). For convenience
to follow the proof we use the same notations in [44]. Without loss of generality, we can replace
S3 by X which is a compact Riemannian manifold without boundary of dimension n equipped
with metric h(t) =

∑
jk hjk(t, x)dx

jdxk. In local coordinates, we have dν = γdx, where dν is a
fixed smooth density on X. On (X̃, g) = (Rt ×X, g), where g = dt2 − h, we consider the wave
equation on vector fields (45). We consider the folowing hypersurface of initial data

Σ = {(φ(x), x);x ∈ X} , φ : X → R,

where φ is a Lipschitz continuous function on X and satisfies the weak spacelike condition

n∑
j,k=1

hjk(φ(x), x)∂jφ(x)∂kφ(x) ≤ 1 (x ∈ X) (84)

almost every where on X. The hypersurface X is spacelike if the right-hand side (RHS) of (84)
is less than 1 for almost every where x ∈ X and it is characteristic (or null) if the RHS of (84)
is equal to 1 for almost all x ∈ X.

The main difference between Equation (45) and the wave equations on scalar functions in
[44] is the term L1(Φ) which consists of the first order differential operators on vector fields. In
particular, Equation (45) is equivalent to a symmetrical hyperbolic system which consists two
wave equations on scalar functions with the first order differential operators on both ϕ1 and ϕ2
in each equation

(∂2t ϕ1 −∆hϕ1) + (L11
1 ϕ1 + L12

1 ϕ2) = 0 (85)

and
(∂2t ϕ2 −∆hϕ2) + (L21

1 ϕ1 + L22
1 ϕ2) = 0, (86)
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where L11
1 = L22

1 , L
12
1 = L21

1 with Lij
1 = bij0 ∂t + bij1 ∂x + cij , and ∆h is the Laplace-Beltrami

operator associated with metric h on X:

∆h =
∑
j,k

γ−1∂j(γh
jk(t, x)∂k), ∂k =

∂

∂xk
,

with (hjk) = (hjk)
−1.

Assume that Φ = (ϕ1, ϕ2) is a smooth solution of the couple equations (85) and (86). Similar
to [44] (see equation 4, page 272), Equation (85) leads to

0 = 2∂tϕ̄1(∂
2
t ϕ1 −∆hϕ1) + (∂tϕ̄1)(L

11
1 ϕ1) + (∂tϕ̄2)(L

12
1 ϕ2)

= ∂t

(∂tϕ1)
2 +

∑
j,k

hjk∂jϕ1∂kϕ1 + (ϕ1)
2


−2γ−1

∑
j,k

∂j

(
γhjk∂tϕ1∂kϕ1

)
−
∑
j,k

(∂th
jk)∂jϕ1∂kϕ1

+2(∂tϕ̄1)((L
11
1 − 1)ϕ1) + 2(∂tϕ̄1)(L

12
1 ϕ2)︸ ︷︷ ︸

I1

. (87)

Similarly, Equation (86) leads to

0 = 2∂tϕ̄2(∂
2
t ϕ2 −∆hϕ2) + (∂tϕ̄1)(L

21
2 ϕ2) + (∂tϕ̄2)(L

22
2 ϕ2)

= ∂t

(∂tϕ2)
2 +

∑
j,k

hjk∂jϕ2∂kϕ2 + (ϕ2)
2


−2γ−1

∑
j,k

∂j

(
γhjk∂tϕ2∂kϕ2

)
−
∑
j,k

(∂th
jk)∂jϕ2∂kϕ2

+2(∂tϕ̄2)(L
21
1 ϕ1) + 2(∂tϕ̄2)((L

22
1 − 1)ϕ2)︸ ︷︷ ︸

I2

. (88)

The equations (87) and (88) have the mixed terms I1 and I2 of scalar functions ϕ1 and ϕ2. In
order to control these terms, we define the pointwise norm of the vector Φ = (ϕ1, ϕ2) by

∥Φ∥ = |ϕ1|+ |ϕ2|

and we introduce the energy on the vector field Φ = (ϕ1, ϕ2) by

E(Φ)(t) =
∫
X

∥∂tΦ∥2 +
∑
j,k

hjk∂jΦ∂kΦ+ ∥Φ∥2
 dν(x), (89)

where ∂tΦ =

(
∂tϕ1
∂tϕ2

)
and ∂jΦ∂kΦ = ∂jϕ1∂kϕ1+∂jϕ2∂kϕ2. We can see that E(Φ)(t) = E(ϕ1)(t)+

E(ϕ2)(t), where

E(ϕi)(t) =
∫
X

∥∂tϕi∥2 +
∑
j,k

hjk∂jϕi∂kϕi + ∥ϕi∥2
 dν(x) (i = 1, 2), (90)
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which is energy of scalar fields defined in [44] (and also [67]). Moreover, we have

E(Φ)(t) = ∥Φ(t)∥2H1(X) + ∥∂tΦ(t)∥2L2(X), (91)

where

∥Φ(t)∥2H1(X) =

∫
X

∑
j,k

hjk∂jϕi∂kϕi + ∥ϕi∥2
dν(x),

∥∂tΦ(t)∥2L2(X) =

∫
X
∥∂tϕi∥2 dν(x).

Remark 5. If we use the energy momentum tensor for Equation (45) and the Killing vector field
T = ∂t, we can also obtain the energy ET (Φ)(X) on spacelike hypersurface X which is equivalent
to E(Φ)(t) (see Subsection 3.1 or more details in [82, page 184]). Moreover, the restriction of
energy norm

√
E(Φ)(t) of Φ on Σt is also equivalent to energy of tensorial field ϕa on Σt given

by (35) in Subsection 3.2.

Observe that, the term I1 in (87) can be controlled as

I1 = 2(∂tϕ̄1)((L
11
1 − 1)ϕ1) + 2(∂tϕ̄1)(L

12
1 ϕ2)

≤ 2|∂tϕ1||(L11
1 − 1)ϕ1|+ 2|∂tϕ1||L12

1 ϕ2|
≤ 2 ∥∂tΦ∥ (∥∂tΦ∥+ ∥∂xΦ∥+ ∥Φ∥)
≤ C

(
∥∂tΦ∥2 + ∥∂xΦ∥2 + ∥Φ∥2

)
= C

∥∂tΦ∥2 +
∑
j,k

hjk∂jΦ∂kΦ+ ∥Φ∥2
 . (92)

By the same way, we have

I2 ≤ C

∥∂tΦ∥2 +
∑
j,k

hjk∂jΦ∂kΦ+ ∥Φ∥2
 . (93)

Therefore, integrating (87) and (88) on {t ≤ τ ≤ s} ×X, we obtain the energy estimate

E(Φ)(t) ≤ E(Φ)(s)eD|t−s|. (94)

For any foliation {Xτ}τ∈R, where Xτ is Cauchy hypersurface and X0 = X. We can see that Xτ

is topological X endowed with the Riemannian metric −g|S̃τ
. By using Leray’s theorem for sym-

metrical hyperbolic systems on smooth globally hyperbolic spacetimes (see [55]), we obtain the
existence of smooth solution Φ of Cauchy problem for Equation (45) with the smooth initial data
(Φ|X , ∂tΦ|X) ∈ C∞(X)×C∞(X). Using energy norm

√
E(Φ)(τ) (where E(Φ)(τ) given by (89))

and energy estimate (94), we can prove the local well-posedness in C0([0, T ]; ∪0≤τ≤TH
1(Xτ )) ∩

C1([0, T ]; ∪0≤τ≤TL
2(Xτ )) of Cauchy problem of Equation (45) with the initial data satisfying

(Φ|X , ∂τΦ|X) ∈ H1(X)×L2(X) by the same method in [82, Theorem 2] (see also [13]). Using the
local well-posedness result and energy estimate (94), we can establish the global well-posedness
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of Cauchy problem of Equation (45) in C0(Rτ ; ∪τ≥0H
1(Xτ ))∩C1(Rτ ; ∪τ≥0L

2(Xτ )) by the same
methods in [14, Theorem 2] and [29, Theorem 1]. The same process is used to prove Theorem 1
and Theorem 6.

We denote by E the closure of space of all smooth solutions of Cauchy problem for (45) in
C0(Rτ ; ∪τ≥0H

1(Xτ )) ∩ C1(Rτ ; ∪τ≥0L
2(Xτ )) under the energy norm sup

τ∈R

√
E(Φ)(τ). The space

E is called finite energy space.
Let Σ = {(φ(x), x), x ∈ X} be a weakly spacelike hypersurface. We define on hypersurface

Σ the density measure

dν0Σ =

1−
∑
j,k

hjk∂jφ∂kφ

 dνΣ.

This density measure is positive if Σ is spacelike and vanishes if Σ is null. Using this we define
the norm of ∂tΦ in L2(Σ; dν0|Σ) by

∥∂tΦ∥L2(Σ; dν0Σ)
=

∫
Σ
∥∂tΦ∥2 dν0Σ =

∫
Σ
∥∂tΦ∥2

1−
∑
j,k

hjk∂jφ∂kφ

 dνΣ. (95)

Integrating (87) and (88) over {(t, x) : T ≤ t ≤ φ} (where T is chosen such that T ≤ minφ) and
using (95) and estimates (92), (93) for 2∂tΦL1(Φ), we can establish the same estimate as (7) in
[44]:

∫
Σ
∥∂tΦ∥2 dν0Σ +

∫
Σ

∑
j,k

hjk(∂jΦ+ ∂jφ∂tΦ)(∂kΦ+ ∂kφ∂tΦ) + ∥Φ∥2
dνΣ

=

∫
Σ
∥∂tΦ∥2 dν0Σ +

∫
Σ

∑
j,k

hjk(∂jΦ|Σ)(∂kΦ|Σ) + ∥Φ∥2
 dνΣ

= ∥∂tΦ∥L2(Σ;dν0Σ)
+ ∥Φ∥H1(Σ)

≤ C ∥Φ∥E , (96)

where we used ∂j(Φ(φ(x), x)) = (∂jφ∂tΦ+ ∂jΦ)|Σ.
Similar to the proof of Theorem 2 in [44] (see page 274), we can establish an opposite estimate

of (96). Indeed, we define

Eφ(Φ)(t) =
∫
φ(x)≤t

∥∂tΦ∥2 +
∑
j,k

∂jΦ∂kΦ+ ∥Φ∥2
dν(x).

Integrating (87) and (88) over {(s, x) : φ(x) ≤ s ≤ t} and using estimates (92), (93), we get

Eφ(Φ)(t) ≤ C

∫ t

T
Eφ(Φ)(s) +

∫
Σ
∥∂tΦ∥2 dν0Σ +

∫
Σ

∑
j,k

hjk(∂jΦ|Σ)(∂kΦ|Σ) + ∥Φ∥2
dνΣ

≤ C

∫ t

T
Eφ(Φ)(s) + (∥∂tΦ∥L2(Σ;dν0Σ)

+ ∥Φ∥H1(Σ)), (97)
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where T ≤ minφ, so that Eφ(T ) = 0. By using Gronwall’s lemma for (97), we get

Eφ(Φ)(t) ≤ eC(t−T )(∥∂tΦ∥L2(Σ;dν0Σ)
+ ∥Φ∥H1(Σ)).

Hence, for t ≥ maxφ, we obtain the opposite estimates of (96) as

∥Φ∥E ≤ Ĉ(∥∂tΦ∥L2(Σ;dν0Σ)
+ ∥Φ∥H1(Σ)), (98)

where Ĉ is a positive constant.
By using the energy on vector fields (89) and energy estimates (94), (96), (98), we can

continue the process to get the proof of Theorem 2 in [44] for wave equation on vector fields (45)
and get the same results that: for every weak spacelike hypersurface Σ, the map

Γ : C∞(Rτ ,∪τ∈RH
1(Xτ )) ∩ C∞(Rτ ,∪τ∈RL

2(Xτ )) → H1(Σ)⊕ L2(Σ; dν0Σ)

Φ 7→ (Φ|Σ, ∂tΦ|Σ) (99)

is well defined for smooth solutions. Moreover, we can extend this map as an isometry on the
finite energy space E as

Γ : E → H1(Σ)⊕ L2(Σ; dν0Σ)

Φ 7→ (Φ|Σ, ∂tΦ|Σ) . (100)

Since Γ is surjective, the Goursat problem of (45) is well-posedness in (X̃, g) for the smooth
initial data on null hypersurface Σ.

Therefore, we obtain the well-posedness of the Goursat problem of Equation (45) in (Rt×S3, g)
in Lemma 2 as an applications of the above result with X = {0}×S3, Σ = C is a null hypersurface
(which is extension of H+ ∪ I + in (Rt × S3, g)) and the foliation {Xτ}τ≥0, where Xτ = S̃τ is
a spacelike hypersurface (which is an extension of Sτ in (Rt × S3, g))). In particular, for the
initial data (ξ̃i, ζ̃i) ∈ C∞

0 (C) × C∞
0 (C) (i = 1, 2), Equation (45) has a unique smooth solution

Φ̃ = (ϕ̃1, ϕ̃2) satisfying

Φ̃ ∈ C∞(Rτ ; ∪τ≥0H
1(S̃τ )), ∂τ Φ̃ ∈ C∞(Rτ ; ∪τ≥0L

2(S̃τ )).

This means that

ϕ̃i ∈ C∞(Rτ ; ∪τ≥0H
1(S̃τ )), ∂τ ϕ̃i ∈ C∞(Rτ ; ∪τ≥0L

2(S̃τ ))

for i = 1, 2.

Remark 6. The Goursat problems for wave equations on spinor fields were also established in
some other works [63, 64, 76].
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