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Abstract

We prove the non-linear asymptotic stability of the Schwarzschild family as solutions to the Einstein vacuum
equations in the exterior of the black hole region: general vacuum initial data—with no symmetry assumed—
sufficiently close to Schwarzschild data evolve to a vacuum spacetime which

(i) possesses a complete future null infinity Z+ (whose past J~(Z*) is moreover bounded by a regular
future complete event horizon H*),

(ii) remains close to Schwarzschild in its exterior, and

(iii) asymptotes back to a member of the Schwarzschild family as an appropriate notion of time goes to
infinity,

provided that the data are themselves constrained to lie on a teleologically constructed codimension-3 “sub-
manifold” of moduli space. This is the full nonlinear asymptotic stability of Schwarzschild since solutions not
arising from data lying on this submanifold should by dimensional considerations approach a Kerr spacetime
with rotation parameter a # 0, i.e. such solutions cannot satisfy (iii). The statement is effective, providing
quantitative bounds from explicit initial data quantities, and the global nearness to Schwarzschild at top
order can be measured with respect to the same quantity as initial data, i.e. without loss of derivatives. The
proof employs teleologically normalised double null gauges, is expressed entirely in physical space and makes
essential use of the analysis in our previous study of the linear stability of the Kerr family around Schwarz-
schild [DHR], as well as techniques developed over the years to control the non-linearities of the Einstein
equations, in particular in the difficult radiation zone associated to subtle non-linear effects like Christodoulou
memory. The present work, however, is entirely self-contained. In view of the recent [DHR19, TdCSR20],
our approach can be applied to the full non-linear asymptotic stability of the subextremal Kerr family.
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Introduction

The Schwarzschild metrics
g = —(1 = 2M/r)dt? + (1 — 2M /)~ Ydr? + r2(d6?* + sin® 6 dp?) (1)

give rise to a l-parameter family of spherically symmetric, stationary asymptotically flat Lorentzian 4-
manifolds (M, gar), parametrised by mass M € R, and represent the most well-known explicit solutions of
the Finstein vacuum equations

Ric[g] = 0, (2)

the equations governing general relativity in the absence of matter. The metric (1) was originally discovered
in local coordinates by Schwarzschild [Sch16], very soon after Einstein’s formulation [Einl5] of (2), but was
only later understood by Lemaitre [Lem33] to admit (in the case M > 0) a non-trivial regular extension
through an event horizon H' at r = 2M to what is now known as a black hole region (see also the
earlier [Edd24]). Whereas freely falling observers may choose to remain in the exterior region r > 2M for all
proper time (in particular, this region possesses a complete future null infinity Z), those entering the black
hole interior r < 2M encounter a “ferocious singularity” (see [MTW17]) at » = 0, where curvature blows up
and beyond which the metric cannot be extended—mnot even merely continuously [Sbil8]. The very notion
of black hole implies, however, that the exterior region remains causally unaffected by this singularity, and
thus the basic properties of this region can be studied independently of the black hole interior.

The most fundamental question to ask concerning the Schwarzschild metric (1) is that of its nonlinear
stability in the exterior region as a solution of (2). This will be the subject of the present work.

The nonlinear stability problem is naturally formulated in the context of the Cauchy problem [CBG69]
for (2), which associates a unique mazimal Cauchy development, solving (2), to every vacuum initial data
set. We will give a preliminary statement of our main result, the full non-linear asymptotic stability of
Schwarzschild, in Section I below. This is formulated as Theorem 1.3.1. Briefly, this theorem says that
for vacuum initial data sets—with no symmetry assumed—sufficiently close to appropriate Schwarzschild
initial data, the resulting maximal Cauchy development

(i) possesses a complete future null infinity Z* whose past J~(Z1) is bounded to the future by a regular
future complete event horizon HT,

(ii) remains globally close to Schwarzschild (1) in its exterior and
(iii) asymptotes back to a member of the Schwarzschild family as a suitable notion of time goes to infinity,

provided that the initial data set itself lies on a codimension-3 “submanifold” of the moduli space of vacuum
initial data. Our restriction on data is a necessary condition for the asymptotic stability statement (iii).
For as is well known, the Schwarzschild family (1) is contained as the a = 0 subcase of a larger family of
stationary solutions, the Kerr family g, am [Ker63], with aM representing angular momentum. Outside our
codimension-3 submanifold, one expects solutions to necessarily asymptote to a Kerr solution with a # 0,
since the dimension of linearised Kerr solutions fixing the mass is equal to 3 in our parametrisation.

To break the general covariance of (2), our proof relies in an essential way on expressing the equations
in double null gauge. Tt is natural then to start the problem from characteristic initial data (cf. [Ren90])
determined by two null hypersurfaces Cyus UC,,,, with Coy¢ extending to Z and C;, entering what will be the
black hole region, as it follows from [CK93, KN03] and Cauchy stability that general asymptotically flat initial
data posed on a (spacelike) Cauchy hypersurface ¥ indeed contain such null hypersurfaces in their Cauchy



Figure 1: Nonlinear asymptotic stability of Schwarzschild: spacetimes satisfying (i)—(iii)

evolution. See Figure 1. Our moduli space will thus consist of the set of general such characteristic initial
data, without symmetry assumptions, in a suitable topology. We emphasise that both our asymptotically
stable codimension-3 submanifold itself and the double null gauges that we shall employ must be constructed
“teleologically”, i.e. on the basis of properties of their future evolution. The same applies to the final mass
parameter M of the Schwarzschild solution gps to which our metric g asymptotically settles down. (Indeed,
in general, the only way to identify data for which (iii) holds, and to moreover determine M, is to evolve
them towards the future under (2)!) The event horizon H* will represent an asymptotic hypersurface of our
double null gauge and in particular is also only determined teleologically. We emphasise that our results
give stability up to and including H*, which is moreover shown to be future complete and suitably regular;
this then determines the boundary of a non-trivial black hole region.

We note that double null gauges have been successfully employed in recent years for several very different
global problems in general relativity [Chr09, LR17, Luk18, DL17], and their use here means that, despite
the complication of the present work, its basic equations and the general framework for their analysis will
be already familiar to some readers, and many of the difficulties can be readily understood in a far more
general context, beyond stability problems. We emphasise however that the present work is completely
self-contained and will not require previous familiarity with any of the above papers.

Tt is worth remarking that the global closeness of statement (ii) can be expressed at the top order energy
level with respect to the same quantity that measures a suitable “initial” energy quantity, i.e. without loss
of derivatives. In this sense, we have obtained a true orbital stability statement. As is well known, however,
the supercriticality of the non-linearities of (2) means that the only path to proving the statements (i) and
(ii) is through a full asymptotic stability statement (iii), and thus one does not expect to be able to obtain
a statement involving (i)—(ii) alone. See already Section I.4.

The necessary starting point to proving (iii) is a robust approach to linear stability around the expected
asymptotic state. This was provided by our (purely physical space based) method and framework introduced
in [DHRJ, where we proved the linear stability of the Kerr family around Schwarzschild, in double null gauge.
In particular, a corollary of [DHR] is that the Schwarzschild subfamily is itself linearly asymptotically stable
precisely for data lying on a codimension-3 subspace, which, unlike the nonlinear setting, can be identified
explicitly, as can the final linearised mass parameter. We note, however, that the necessity of teleological
normalisation of the double null gauge is already a key difficulty of linear theory. We shall review these
results in Section II. These in turn can be viewed as the culmination of a series of previous work starting
from [RW57], using heavily technology developed in the last fifteen years (see [BS06, DR09b, BS05, DR13,
Hol10b, DR09a]) for understanding dispersion of waves outside of black holes.

In addition to the linear theory of [DHR], our results depend on many insights developed over the years,
starting from the monumental proof of the stability of Minkowski space [CK93], for understanding the
nonlinearities of (2), in particular, in the most difficult radiation zone towards null infinity Z*, where null
structure (cf. [Kla86]) is paramount. This full understanding of the null structure elucidated by the geometric
gauge used here allows one to understand in our black hole context subtle non-linear effects associated to
radiation, for instance, Christodoulou memory [Chr91]. We shall put our work in the context of previous
non-linear results for asymptotically flat solutions of (2) in Section ITI. (We shall also compare with the
situation when a cosmological constant A is added to (2), in which case there are recent non-linear stability
results if A > 0 due to Hintz and Vasy [HV18], while in the A < 0 case, all black hole solutions may in fact
be unstable (cf. [HS13, Mos18]).)

Much previous work on nonlinear stability has considered various symmetric reductions, starting from



work of Christodoulou on the Einstein-scalar field system in spherical symmetry [Chr87], followed by [DRO5,
DHO06b, Hol10a], and most recently, the impressive work of Klainerman—Szeftel [KS18] for polarised axisym-
metric spacetimes, which is a first work beyond 1 + 1 dimensional systems. Whereas, as remarked above,
the full codimension-3 submanifold of moduli space yielding asymptotic stability (iii) of Schwarzschild, in
the absence of symmetry, can only be characterized teleologically, in contrast, in the restrictive setting of
symmetry, one can easily identify criteria on initial data which guarantee that their only possible end-state
within the Kerr family would be Schwarzschild. If these data lead to stable evolution, it follows that they
should then be contained on our submanifold. Indeed, we will explicitly show, exploiting the fact that in the
vacuum angular momentum cannot radiate to null infinity under axisymmetry, that our submanifold does
contain, as an infinite codimension subclass, the set of all axisymmetric data with vanishing Komar angular
momentum. This is the statement of Corollary III.3.1. Thus in particular, our submanifold contains
also the polarised axisymmetric data considered recently in [KS18], which itself is an infinite codimension
subfamily of general axisymmetric data.

The first step of the proof of linear stability of Schwarzschild in [DHR] was to prove decay results
for the decoupled Teukolsky equation [BP73, Teu73], governing the gauge-invariant part of the perturba-
tions, via a physical space reinterpretation and novel use of transformations first introduced by Chandra-
sekhar [Cha75]. This has recently been generalised to the very slowly rotating Kerr case |a| < M in [DHR19]
(see also [Ma20b]) and to the full subextremal range |a| < M by Shlapentokh-Rothman and Teixeira da
Costa [TdACSR20]. With these more recent developments, the whole approach of this work can in principle
be generalised to Kerr, in fact in the full subextremal range of parameters. We shall give a formulation of
the full nonlinear stability of Kerr problem in Section IV, including a discussion of the extremal case and
the relation with the structure of black hole interiors.

We shall finally give an overview of the proof of Theorem I1.3.1 in Section V. We will conclude this
introduction in Section VI with an outline of the work.

I The main result: the nonlinear asymptotic stability of Schwarz-
schild

We attempt here a first rough formulation of our main result, fleshing out the above discussion.

I.1 Double null gauge

Fundamental to our approach will be expressing the Einstein vacuum equations (2) in a double null gauge,
where the metric takes the form

g =—4Q%dudv + g, (d6° — b dv)(d6” — b dv). (L1.1)

The constant-u and v hypersurfaces are thus null, intersecting along 2-surfaces S, , with local coordinates
64 and induced metric 9 an assumed Riemannian. Associated to the above is a normalised double null frame

€1, €9, €3 :Qflﬁu, €4 :Qfl(aerbA@gA).

The equations reduce to a complicated coupled system for the following geometric quantities:

metric coefficients Q 4, b
connection coefficients X =9(Vaes,ep), x =g(Vaes,ep), ...

curvature components | aap = R(ea,eq,ep,e4), asp = Rlea,es,ep,€3), ...

Some of the resulting equations are displayed below:

transport W4g =0, VuxFtrxx—wx=a, ...
elliptic divy =Vtry —B+..., ... (1.1.2)
hyperbolic | Vs + %tr&a + 2wa = 72$;B —3xp+ ..., VuB+2trxB — 0B =diva+ ..., ...

(In the above, Y5 and ¥, denote covariant differential operators acting in the e3 and e4 directions, whereas
Y, div, 7,/5; are covariant operators acting tangentially on the spacelike surfaces S, ,. The complete equations



Figure 2: The Lemaitre manifold Myemaitre

will be given in Chapter 1.) We note that the metric and connection coefficients satisfy transport and elliptic
equations, whereas the essential hyperbolicity of (2) is captured by the Bianchi identities satisfied by the
curvature components.

The significance of the double null gauge formulation for our work is two-fold: The form (I.1.2) will
allow us to capture important structure associated to the vacuum equations (2), both at the linear level (see
Section II) as well as at the level of the quadratic non-linearities (see Section IIT), necessary to understand
non-linear stability.

As mentioned already above, an added benefit of using double null gauge is that the present work can
then be seen in a unified context with a host of other recent works in general relativity where double null
gauge has been successfully employed [Chr09, KN03, KLR14, LR17, Lukl18, DL17, DHR13]. In particular,
the above notations and the form of the above equations are familiar from these works.

1.2 Schwarzschild, Kerr and residual gauge freedom

The Schwarzschild family can itself be written in the form (I.1.1) with respect to Eddington—Finkelstein
normalised double null coordinates (u,v), where the exterior is parametrised as (—oo, 00) X (—00, 00) and

2 2M 22 A
Q=1 o g=r, b* =0, (1.2.1)
where % denotes the standard metric on the unit sphere. The coordinate r of (1) now appears in the above as
a function r(u, v). The ideal boundary null infinity Z+ can be formally parametrised as (—oco, 00) x {oo} x S?
and the parameter u represents a canonical Bondi time at infinity. In particular, the unboundedness of the
range of u exhibits the “completeness” of null infinity.
The above coordinate system does not cover the event horizon. For this, we can define a new coordinate

Uu) = —Q2(u,0)7r(21;\’40) er(wO/2M — _mu/2M (12.2)

The transformation (I.2.2) maps the u-range (—o0o,00) to the U-range (—o0,0). One may easily see that
the resulting functions r(U,v) and Q(U,v) now extend by analyticity to positive functions on a region
c(v) > U > 0 where ¢(v) is defined implicitly by the limiting relation r(c(v),v) = 0. We have thus produced
a solution of (2) defined on this larger domain whose underlying manifold we shall denote as Mremaitre. The
event horizon H 7 is then given by the hypersurface U = 0 and satisfies 7 = 2M. It can be characterized as
the boundary in Mpemaitre of the past of future null infinity Z+, J=(ZT). The region U > 0 is then what
we shall refer to as the black hole interior. See Figure 2.

It is convenient to also tranform V(v) = ¢*/?2M  mapping the v-range (—o0,c0) to the V-range (0,00).
This transforms the metric coefficient Q2 into

8M r
02 - (f —) L.2.
K (Uv V) exp oM ) ( 3)
where (U, V) is implicitly defined by the relation (ﬁ — 1) exp (ﬁ) = —UYV. This is the celebrated Kruskal

form of the metric. From this form one can see that the metric can in fact be extended to be defined on an
even larger manifold corresponding precisely to the region UV < 1. See already Section 1.3.2.



Figure 3: Schwarzschild as a Cauchy development of characteristic data

The above discussion already illustrates a fundamental fact: The double null form (I.1.1) is not uniquely
determined by the metric as (I.2.1) and (I.2.3) are in particular both representations of the same metric.
There is in fact an infinite dimensional family of diffeomorphisms preserving the form (I.1.1). Thus, even after
imposing double null gauge, finding a particular normalisation in which the metric coefficients asymptote
to (I.2.1) is one of the difficulties of the stability problem, present—as we shall see in Section II—already in
the context of linear theory.

As we have discussed previously, the Schwarzschild family appears as a subfamily of the two-parameter
Kerr family gq,as. These latter solutions are again stationary, but now only axisymmetric, and aM corre-
sponds to their total angular momentum. In Boyer—Lindquist coordinates, the Kerr metric can be written
as

A ) 5, 0 ) 2 o Sin*0 2 2 2
Ja.m = —— (dt — asin® 0dg)” + Kdr + 0°d0" + —5—(adt — (r* + a”)d¢)", (1.2.4)
0 0
where
A =7r*—2Mr +a?, 0? =%+ a”cos? 6. (1.2.5)

The Kerr metrics were first expressed globally in double null gauge (I.1.1) by [PI98]. Note that, given a fixed
underlying double null coordinate system (u,v, 6, ¢) associated to Schwarzschild, it is natural to consider the
“standard Kerr metrics” as representing a four-dimensional family. In this parametrisation, there is only one
standard Schwarzschild solution for each mass, but a three-dimensional family of fixed mass Kerr solutions
corresponding to the group SO(3) reflecting the freedom in choosing the axisymmetric Killing field d,. The
codimension of the Schwarzschild family in the Kerr family is thus 3.

1.3 First formulation of the main result: Theorem 1.3.1

To formulate the stability problem, let us first restrict to the region
Memaitre V{0 >U > -1} N{1 <V < o0}, (1.3.1)

for a 6 > 0. See Figure 3.
We may think of the above region (1.3.1) as the unique mazimal future Cauchy development of Schwarz-
schild characteristic initial data for (2) posed on the null hypersurfaces

Couwt = {—1} x [1,00) x §*, Oy, =[-1,6] x {1} x S*. (1.3.2)

See [FB52, CBG69] for the general notion of maximal Cauchy development and [Ren90] for the character-
istic initial value problem. The significance of taking § > 0 will be clear momentarily. (Note already that
S = {6} x {1} xS? is a trapped sphere in Schwarzschild (see [Pen65] for this notion) in view of the inequalities
Our(0,1) <0, dyr(d,1) < 0.) It is the above data which we will perturb, i.e. we shall consider characteristic
data sets for (I.1.2) defined on the initial hypersurfaces (I.3.2) which are assumed suitably close to Schwarz-
schild initial data. We shall give a more detailed discussion of initial data in Section 5.1. In particular,
for all data considered, the cone Cyy; will be future complete and asymptotically flat, “terminating” at null
infinity ZT, while the terminal sphere S of C,,, will again be trapped.
The first formulation of our main theorem can then be given as follows:

Theorem 1.3.1 (The nonlinear asymptotic stability of Schwarzschild in full co-dimension). For all charac-
teristic initial data prescribed on (1.3.2), assumed sufficiently close to Schwarzschild data with mass Mins



and lying on a codimension-3 “submanifold” Msiaple of the moduli space M of initial data, the maximal
Cauchy development M contains a region R which can be covered by appropriate (teleologically normalised)
global double null gauges (1.1.1) and which

(i) possesses a complete future null infinity I+ such that R C J~(Z1), and in fact the future boundary of
R in M is a reqular, future affine complete “event horizon” Ht. Moreover,

(i) the metric remains close to the Schwarzschild metric with mass Miniy in R (moreover, measured with
respect to an energy at the same order as a suitable “initial” energy), and

(iii) asymptotes, inverse polynomially, to a Schwarzschild metric with mass Mgna = Minit as u — 0o and
v — 00, in particular along Tt and HT.

As we have already remarked, it follows from [CK93, KN03] and Cauchy stability arguments that, were
initial data to be posed on an arbitrary asymptotically flat spacelike hypersurface, with data assumed globally
close (in a suitable sense) to the induced data on a Cauchy hypersurface of Schwarzschild, then their Cauchy
evolution would contain null hypersurfaces Co, and C;, satisfying the assumptions of our Theorem I1.3.1.
(See already Remark 5.4.5 for further discussion of this.) Thus, in the sequel, we will always view the stability
problem as starting from characteristic initial data.

Note that the celebrated weak cosmic censorship conjecture (see [Chr99]) says that for generic asymp-
totically flat data, the Cauchy evolution possesses a complete future null infinity Z*. Thus, statement (i)
can be thought of as showing “weak cosmic censorship” in a neighbourhood of Schwarzschild, statement (ii)
can be thought of as the orbital stability of the Schwarzschild exterior, while statement (iii) represents the
asymptotic stability of the Schwarzschild family—all restricted to our codimension-3 “submanifold” DMgapie
of data, to be discussed further in Section 1.4 below. We note moreover that (ii) as stated is indeed a true
orbital stability statement, without loss of derivatives.

We emphasise that stability here is only being proven for the exterior region J~(Z1) of M, up to and
including its future boundary H*, the event horizon. As is well known, however, one cannot identify this
region explicitly from initial data since J~(Z*) (and hence H™ itself) is defined “teleologically”. Tt is for
this reason that it is essential that the Schwarzschild data extend slightly beyond the event horizon, i.e. to
take § > 0in (I1.3.2). (Let us note that in view of the fact that the terminal sphere S of C;, remains trapped,
we can already say a priori that SN J—(ZT) = 0,' and thus one expects the past of a complete ZT to
be indeed contained in the maximal development of the data Cout U C;,,, even though C}, is itself future
incomplete.) One can in fact extend the region of stability in the interior of the black hole all the way to a
spacelike hypersurface, foliated by trapped spheres, complete in one direction. See [DL21a]. The stability
issues “deep” in the black hole interior are of an entirely different nature, however, being intimately related
to the question of strong cosmic censorship. See [DL17] and Section IV for further remarks.

In addition to the region R being only characterized teleologically, the double null gauge determined by
the coordinates (u,v) is itself normalised teleologically. In fact, the proof shall construct two distinct double
null gauges, corresponding to a near and far region, suitably anchored to one another but with different
normalisations in each case. See already the discussion in Section V.3. An additional statement in the
theorem is that the change of coordinates between these two double null coordinate systems, as well as the
change of coordinates connecting both these coordinate systems to the initial data on Coyu U Cy,, (or rather,
to two auxiliary double null gauges associated to the data) are all themselves controlled quantitatively from
a geometric norm on initial data. See already the underlined clause in Theorem I1.2.1 for the linear version
of this statement and Section V.4 for its significance for the nonlinear proof.

We emphasise that it is the two teleologically normalised double null gauges which our proof employs that
allows us at the same time to (i) identify the event horizon H* and show its regularity and global geometric
properties and (ii) give a Bondi foliation of null infinity Z* (see Chapter 17 of [CK93]). One can thus again
formulate the laws of gravitational radiation in our setting, and our results in particular control the total
displacement of test particles at infinity, involved in the Christodoulou memory effect [Chr91] (see already
Chapter 17 of the present work). We note that the final parameter Mgy, has the additional interpretation of

ISee [Chr09]. Note that if our null initial data on Cout UC,, arose from an asymptotically flat (spacelike) Cauchy hypersurface
3, then the presence of S ensures that the maximal Cauchy development of X is itself future causally geodesically incomplete,
by Penrose’s celebrated incompleteness theorem [Pen65]. The incompleteness of the Cauchy evolution of Cout UC,,, is of course

trivial in view of the incompleteness of C; itself.



final Bondi mass. Just as with the double null gauges themeselves, this parameter is again only determined
teleologically.

1.4 The asymptotically stable “submanifold” 9., and the problem of Kerr

The necessity of restricting to an asymptotically stable “submanifold” Mgaple arises from our requiring
approach to Schwarzschild in condition (iii) of Theorem I.3.1. For instance, the induced initial data corre-
sponding to the Kerr solutions themselves with fixed mass M in standard double null form evidently do not
satisfy (iil) unless one takes a = 0. Moreover, from Section 1.2, these can be represented as a 3-dimensional
subspace of the moduli space of initial data, passing through exact Schwarzschild data. It is thus natural
to expect that the statement of our theorem holds if and only if the data lie on a “submanifold” Mgtaple
of codimension 3. Indeed, this can be understood in the context of the more general conjectural nonlinear
stability of the Kerr family (see already Section IV): initial data outside of Mgtanie should necessarily evolve
to a Kerr with a # 0. Thus, lying on Mtanie would be a necessary condition for (iii).

We note that, given the necessity of our restriction on data, a difficulty of proving Theorem 1.3.1 is that
there is no way to identify in general which initial data satisfy (iii) other than evolving these data to the
future under (2). Thus, the asymptotically stable “submanifold” Mgiaple cannot be identified explicitly in
the space of initial data, but must also be constructed teleologically, along with the teleological double null
gauges and the parameter Mgy,,. This is precisely what we do in the present work. Indeed, given that the
fundamental double null gauges already have to be constructed teleologically (in fact, already in linear theory;
see Section IT), it turns out that the additional problem of constructing Mgtaple does not in practice present a
major conceptual difficulty (although it gives rise to a number of interesting technical issues; see Section V).
We note moreover that the codimensionality assumption can be understood very concretely, because the
moduli space of data can be naturally decomposed as a union of disjoint 3-parameter families (one of which
is precisely the one referred to above, i.e. passing through exact Schwarzschild and representing the Kerr
family). By construction, Mgiapie will then contain exactly one data set from each 3-parameter family (see
already Section V.1). (In view of this convenient description, we shall not be concerned with the regularity
of this set as a subset of moduli space, hence our use of quotations around the word “submanifold”.)

Though statement (iii) requires our codimensionality assumption, statements (i) and (ii) alone should not.
(Indeed, according to weak cosmic censorship, statement (i) is conjecturally true for generic initial data while
statement (ii) would in particular follow from the more general stability of Kerr conjecture to be discussed
in Section IV.) One might wonder then, why not try and prove (i) and (ii) directly in a neighbourhood
of Schwarzschild, i.e. without proving the accompanying condition (iii) and the corresponding difficulty of
identifying the “submanifold” Maple that satisfies this condition? It is a fundamental limitation of current
technology concerning the analysis of the Einstein vacuum equations (2), however, that one can only hope to
infer “global” existence type statements like (i) and orbital stability type statements like (ii) as a corollary
of a much stronger asymptotic stability statement like (iii). This limitation originates in the supercriticality
of equations (2) with respect to natural conserved quantities like the ADM mass (which fail to be coercive
in any case). Thus, it is only by identifying the final state to which solutions asymptote as perturbations
“radiate away” (to null infinity Z* and—in the black hole case—to the horizon H™') that one can hope
to control the total “backreaction” of perturbations and prove any form of nonlinear stability, even simply
orbital stability. Moreover, to integrate this backreaction in time one moreover requires that the decay rate of
these perturbations is sufficiently fast. We shall see this difficulty already in our discussion of the non-linear
stability of Minkowski space, in Section III.1. (We note in contrast, however, that under sufficient symmetry,
the presence of a black hole effectively breaks the supercriticality of the equations, and one can indeed prove
orbital stability directly, without a full asymptotic stability; see some results discussed in Section III.2.)

In view of the above remarks, to study any form of non-linear stability (without symmetry), one requires
quantitative decay estimates for the linearisation of (2) around the final state. Thus, to show (i) and (ii) in
a neighbourhood of Schwarzschild without restriction, one would need to use an asymptotic linear stability
analysis around the very slowly rotating Kerr metrics |a| < M. Carrying this out is indeed in principle
now possible (see already the discussion in Section IV). The advantage in constructing the “submanifold”
that satisfies (iii), however, is that we only require results concerning linear stability of the Kerr family
around Schwarzschild, and this is technically slightly easier than the full Kerr problem and moreover already



available from our previous [DHR] in a form readily applicable? to the nonlinear problem. This important
technical simplification compensates for the extra difficulty of teleologically constructing Mgs;aple- We turn
now to a brief review of the linear stability results of [DHR].

ITI The linear stability of Schwarzschild in double null gauge

The proof of Theorem 1.3.1 will be based on our previous self-contained analysis of linear stability in [DHR],
carried out entirely in physical space. We review this now.

II.1 The linearised Einstein equations in double null gauge

As with our non-linear Theorem 1.3.1, the problem of linear stability considered in [DHR] was formulated
in double null gauge.

That is to say, one fixes a double null coordinate system (u,v) around Schwarzschild, one embeds the
Schwarzschild metric in a l-parameter family of solutions of (I.1.2) and one derives a set of equations
linearising the system (I.1.2). (Note that the linearisation procedure is covariant with respect to change
of ambient double null coordinates on Schwarzschild and can be expressed with respect to Eddington—
Finkelstein normalised coordinates (u,v), provided one considers rescaled quantities at the horizon H* so

as to be regular.) This results in a closed system for linearised quantities fl, y, X, etc.:

linearised transport | QY, <£) = (Qt[rx) - dng, Y, (971;()) + Q’l(trx)i =-Q7la, ...

linearised elliptic divx = %Q_IV(Qi‘rx) — B+ ...
linearised hyperbolic Vo + %tr&&’ + 200 = —QZDSB — 3pX, W4B + 2try3 — @B = diva

(I1.1.1)
Here Q, try, (without (1) superscripts) etc., denote Schwarzschild background values, computable from (I1.2.1).
The system (II.1.1) can be shown to be well-posed, where, in accordance with the previous section, initial
data for (I.1.1) are prescribed on the Schwarzschild null hypersurfaces

Cout := {0} x [0,00) x S%,  Ciy := [0,00] x {0} x S?. (I1.1.2)

(Here, the inclusion of oo in the u-range is meant to signify that the data are regular at the horizon when
covariantly changed to Kruskal coordinates.) Since the equations are linear, one can immediately infer the
existence of a global solution on the Schwarzschild exterior J T (Cou U C;) N (J(ZT)UHT) = {0 <u <
00} N{0 < v < oo}, including the horizon H*.

The diffeomorphisms which preserve the double null form (I.1.1), discussed already in Section I, give
rise in linear theory to an infinite dimensional family of solutions of (II.1.1), the so-called (residual) pure
gauge solutions. An example of such a pure gauge solution is one generated by an arbitrary smooth function

f(v,0,9) as follows:
20710 = 0720,(f02),  §=—4rDiVSf, ... (I1.1.3)

The 4-dimensional Kerr family itself, as parametrised in our double null gauge, when linearised, gives rise
to an additional 4-dimensional family of explicit stationary solutions of the system (II.1.1), the linearised
Kerr solutions. This subspace can in turn be decomposed into a 1-dimensional linearised Schwarzschild
family parametrised by m € R:

(1) [$¥]

20710 = —m,  trgg=-2m, §=0, b=0 (IL.1.4)
and a 3-dimensional family of fized-mass linearised Kerr solutions, spanned by a basis
) ) Q (3} AM
Q'0=0 tryg =0 =0 bt = — By} IL1.5
) ng ) g ) r € BLm, ( )
where Y,L, m = —1,0, 1 denote the three standard ¢ = 1 spherical harmonics.

2readily applicable because the energy-based linear estimates of [DHR] can be applied directly to the dynamical spacetime
itself; see the discussion in Section III.1 in the context of the nonlinear stability of Minkowski space



II.2 Statement of the linear stability theorem [DHR]
We may now state the main result of [DHR].

Theorem II.2.1 (Linear stability of the Kerr family around Schwarzschild [DHR]). For all character-
istic initial data prescribed on (IL.1.2), the arising solution of the linearised Einstein equations (I11.1.1)
around Schwarzschild remains uniformly bounded in the exterior region {0 < u < oo} N {0 < v < oo},
including the horizon H™*, in terms of its initial data. Moreover, after adding a pure gauge solution,
which itself is quantitatively controlled by the data, the solution approaches inverse polynomially a standard
linearised Kerr metric as u — oo and v — 0o, in particular along ZT and H™T.

In particular, there is a codimension-3 subspace of initial data for which all solutions approach a linearised
Schwarzschild metric (11.1.4).

One may already compare the above with the statement of Theorem 1.3.1 in Section I. We note that
the boundedness statement in Theorem II.2.1, at top order energy, is again without loss in derivatives. We
emphasise that the pure gauge solution, referred to in the statement of Theorem II.2.1, which must be
added to ensure asymptotic stability, cannot be determined explicitly from initial data. This fact is the
analogue of the teleological nature of the normalisation of the double null gauge of Theorem 1.3.1. The
underlined statement in Theorem II.2.1 corresponds to the property, mentioned already, that the coordinate
representation of the initial data in the future-normalised coordinate systems of Theorem 1.3.1 can itself be
appropriately bounded. (We will describe already in Section V.4 the significance of the underlined statement
above for the proof of non-linear stability.) On the other hand, in contrast to Theorem 1.3.1, the “location”
of the horizon in Theorem I1.2.1, as well as the standard linearised Kerr solution in the span of (II.1.5)
referred to in the statement, can be explicitly determined on the basis of initial data. In particular, this
allows us to effectively restrict to 6 = 0 in the definition (II.1.2) of C;,, in comparison with (I.3.2), and the

==In’

codimension-3 subspace of the last line of the statement of Theorem I1.2.1 is explicit.

11.3 Proof of linear stability

Let us give a brief overview of the proof of Theorem I1.2.1, for we will later have to repeat all these arguments
in the more elaborate nonlinear setting.

I1.3.1 The gauge invariant quantities and the Chandrasekhar-type transformation

The first advantage of double null gauge at the linear level is that it allows one to apply insights from
the Newman—Penrose formalism [NP62]. In particular, it was shown already in [BP73] that the linearised
extremal curvature components & and & decouple from the system (I1.1.1) and satisfy wave equations, which
in the case of « is here written in tensorial form:

2 2
OF O, (r2%8) + 22 dtv(r028) + (1 - ?’M) av, o) + MY g2 0 s
T T T T

(If @ and « are defined with respect to the algebraically special frame, then an analogous equation can be
derived in the Kerr case, as was shown by Teukolsky [Teu73]. We will refer in general to equation (I1.3.1)
as the Teukolsky equation.) Note that ﬁ;d,fv = —%A + K, and thus the left hand side of (IL.3.1) indeed
defines a wave operator applied to &, though with unfamiliar first order terms. The quantities o and &
parametrise the gauge-invariant part of the solution, in the sense that these quantities vanish in the case
of pure gauge solutions like (II.1.3) and standard linearised Kerr solutions like (II.1.5), and conversely, any
admissible solution with & = @ = 0 identically is in fact the sum of a pure gauge and a standard linearised
Kerr solution.

It turns out, however, that the above equation (IL.3.1) is difficult to analyse directly in view of its first
order terms. The approach taken in [DHR] was to consider the higher order quantities

(&) ]_ W j<2 ]. _ _ _ I
P=—cr707Y (P07 V5 (r0%)), P = —or 0TV YL (r0%). (I1.3.2)



These quantities satisfy the so-called Regge—Wheeler equation, written below (again in tensorial form):

)

5 292 2 A * 595 9 3M 58
QV QY 5(r°P) + —5-r*Dydiv(r°P) +20% (1 — — | r°P = 0. (11.3.3)
T T

(The Regge—Wheeler equation first appeared in the context of the so-called metric perturbations approach
due to [RW57], where it governed, however, only “half” of the gauge invariant part of the perturbations.
It is remarkable that the very same equation is satisfied by the higher order quantities (I1.3.2). The rela-
tions (I1.3.2) are physical space reformulations of fixed frequency transformations originally discovered by
Chandrasekhar [Cha75].)

In contrast to the Teukolsky equation (II.3.1), the Regge—Wheeler equation (II.3.3) can be analysed in
much the same way as the scalar wave equation

Ogtp = 0, (11.3.4)

which itself had been the object of much recent work, see [BS06, DR09b] for Schwarzschild and [DRSR16]
for the Kerr case in the full subextremal range of parameters |a| < M. (For a detailed discussion of (II.3.4)
on Schwarzschild and in particular the role of the red-shift at the event horizon » = 2M and the trapped
null geodesics associated to the photon sphere r = 3M, see [DR13].) In particular, following previous
results for (I1.3.4), one can show uniform boundedness and integrated decay results for (I11.3.3). (See also the
treatments in [BS05, Hol10b].) From this, boundedness and integrated decay for (I1.3.1) follow by integrating
the relations (11.3.2) as transport equations, after suitable multiplication by weighted quantities. (Note that
the boundedness statements at the energy level do not lose derivatives.) Inverse polynomial decay for all

quantities ](3, @, etc. then follows via the rP-weighted energy hierarchy of [DR09a].

I1.3.2 Fixing the gauge: initial data normalisation and the linearised Kerr modes.

The stability statement of Theorem II1.2.1 does not end with showing boundedness and decay for the gauge
invariant quantities above. We must still show uniform boundedness and decay to a standard linearised Kerr
solution for the remaining (gauge dependent) linearised quantities in (IL.1.1).

For this, the first task is to normalise the initial data. In the context of linear theory, this corresponds
to adding a pure gauge solution (e.g. (I1.1.3)) such that certain quantities are fixed. For instance, one can
arrange so as to fix the quantity

(Qtry) =0 (I1.3.5)

at the initial sphere (u,v) = (00,0) of HT. It turns out that condition (II.3.5) is then preserved along H*
by evolution under (IL.1.1). This can be thought of as ensuring that the event horizon of the perturbed
spacetime coincides with H#T, i.e. that of the background Schwarzschild. In this sense, the “location” of the
horizon is not teleological in linear theory, but can be explicitly deduced from the data (and thus one can
effectively set the parameter ¢ appearing in Theorem 1.3.1 to vanish).

Let us note moreover that in the process of gauge normalisation, the £ = 0 and ¢ = 1 spherical harmonic
modes play an anomalous role. It turns out that solutions supported only on £ = 0 and £ = 1 can be written
as the sum of a pure gauge solution (e.g. (II.1.3)) and a standard linearised Kerr solution (e.g. (II.1.4)
or (IL.1.5)). Thus, by adding a pure gauge solution so as to fix certain quantities at the initial sphere
(u,v) = (00,0) of the horizon H™T, for instance

Q*z((zzt@)lzzm1 =0, (p+divn),_, =0,
we can arrange so as to be left only with a linearised Kerr solution, which will be precisely that appearing
in the statement of the Theorem I1.2.1. Note that, as with the issue of the location of the horizon discussed
above, this means that that the final linearised Kerr metric is not teleological in linear theory, but can be
explicitly deduced from the initial data.
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I1.3.3 Estimating the gauge dependent quantities: boundedness

Having normalised the gauge by adding an appropriate pure gauge solution, we now turn to the boundedness
statement of Theorem II1.2.1.
The essential point is that one can order the remaining linearised quantities hierarchically, starting from

@

the outgoing and mgomg shears y and X, so that the transport equations (II.1.1) contain only the gauge

invariant quantities P7 a, B, « estimated already above, or else quantities lower in the hierarchy. Thus the
situation resembles the problem of estimating a, respectively «, from 1“3), respectively é, by integration of
the relations (I1.3.2). Unlike the case of the gauge invariant quantities, however, as we shall see below, this
procedure will at this stage only lead to boundedness.

)

We can illustrate the issue already with the first step of the hierarchy. The ingoing shear X satisfies the
transport equation

Y5(Q7'%) + Q7 (try)x = -4, (IL.3.6)

which only contains & on its right hand side. Already, to obtain boundedness for é upon integration, there
is an issue, as the appropriate integrating factor for (I1.3.6) would require estimating TQX initially, which
is however generally unbounded along an outgoing cone. To resolve this issue, one introduces an auxiliary
renormalised quantity Y which is essentially a sum of a second order (elliptic) angular operator applied to

X and the (decaying) gauge invariant quantity 1/) 1r71072Y,(rQ%a), given by

m m (1)

= r2PLdiv(Qlry) — Q Lt (11.3.7)

The quantity Y can be shown to be bounded initially and satisfies a transport equation without integrating
factor and with integrable right hand side

(1)

1 Ll)
V.Y = STt 1 3¢+3MQ e (I1.3.8)

Integration of (II.3.8) from initial data will now indeed give rise to a finite bound for e (and thus for ;2)),
but, this bound is dominated at large v values by a flux associated to & which in general will be non-zero.
Thus, the quantity i{ and consequently ;é, will not in general decay in our gauge. The solution to the
problem described above is to integrate (I1.3.7) backwards. For this, however, we will need to renormalise
the gauge teleologically.

Before turning to teleological normalisation in Section I1.3.4 below, let us consider also the outgoing

(1)

shear . For this quantity, there is a corresponding issue associated with the horizon H ', as the transport

(1)

equation for the regular quantity Qy
V(%) + (try) (QX) — 20Q% = —Q& (IL3.9)

appears to be “blue-shifted” when trying to integrate it forwards in time near H™, i.e. the third term
on the left hand side of (I1.3.9) appears to drive exponential growth! Such exponential growth does not
actually occur, however. In fact, exactly along the horizon H™T, it turns out that Q;() is gauge invariant
and fortuitously can be controlled as part of a conserved flux. (See [Hol16] for further elaboration of these
conservation laws.) Given this, in order to estimate 52) in a neighbourhood of H*, it now suffices to remark
that the “blue-shift” problem of (I1.3.9) is cured upon successive commutation by Q~'Y¥;: Commuting once,
one obtains a “no-shifted” quantity, and commutmg again, a “red-shifted” quantity. Thus, decay bounds
for higher order Q1Y derivatives of QX can be obtained by integrating the commuted version of (11.3.9)
forwards in time, and estimates for QX itself can then be retrieved upon integration along ingoing cones

backwards from the horizon H™', given the estimate for 52) on H7T itself arising from the flux.

I1.3.4 Estimating the gauge dependent quantities: future-normalisation and decay

In the context of the linear theory, teleological normalisation amounts to adding a pure gauge solution related
to the original solution (i.e. in the “initial data normalised gauge”) by its value somewhere to the future, so
as to normalise certain quantities to vanish there.
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It turns out to be sufficient for our purposes here to require that the linearised metric quantity Q10
vanish identically along the entire event horizon H™T:

Q0 =o. (11.3.10)

Relation (I1.3.10) can indeed be arranged by adding a pure gauge solution (at the expense of relaxing a
previous similar normalisation along the initial cone Coyt). Let us note that the pure gauge solution that
must be added is itself quantitatively bounded from initial data. This follows from the boundedness statement
just obtained!

One can now revisit the integration of the transport equatlons (I1.1.1) for various gauge-dependent

quantitites, for instance (11.3.8) for e (and thus governing X) by integrating these equations backwards,
with the condition (I1.3.10) along H ™' ensuring that the future boundary terms are controlled. This allows
one to indeed inherit decay properties from those already obtained for the gauge invariant quantities.

Eventually, combining the process again with the rP-weighted energy hierarchy of [DR09a], this allows
one to obtain inverse polynomial decay for all quantities, completing the proof of Theorem II.2.1.

Let us emphasise that the fact that the added pure gauge solution which assured (II1.3.10) can itself be
quantitatively bounded is fundamental for the nonlinear stability proof to be discussed in Section V.

Finally, let us note that the necessity of future normalisation is not new to the Schwarzschild problem but
is a feature of double null gauge, and more generally, geometric gauges governed by transport equations. In
particular, as we shall discuss in Section III.1, the issue of future normalisation arises (already at the linear
level) in the context of the gauge used in [CK93] for the stability of Minkowski space, where one defined null
cones emanating from points on a geodesic. The fundamental difference in the black hole case is that since
one cannot normalise from such a geodesic, one must instead also teleologically choose a sphere surrounding
the horizon. This is exactly one of the conditions accomplished above at the linearised level by our future-
normalised gauge of [DHR]. We note already that the nonlinear versions of these will be characterized by
analogous equations and constructed by iteration around the linear construction (see already Section V.3).

I1.4 The Kerr case

In the Kerr case, the decoupled Teukolsky equation referred to above can again be shown to govern the gauge-
invariant part of the perturbations [Wal78]. To the difficulties of (I1.3.1) discussed previously, however, one
must now add the phenomenon of superradiance, which occurs already for (I1.3.4). Thus, even mode stability
is highly non-trivial, shown by [Whi89, SR15] in the subextremal and [TdC20] in the extremal case. Recently,
the argument of [DHR] showing quantitative boundedness and decay for the Teukolsky equation has indeed
been generalised, first to the very slowly rotating case |a| < M in [DHR19, Ma20a], and then to the full
subextremal range |a| < M in [TdCSR20], implementing the first part of the argument of Section I1.3. Here,
the boundedness statement at the energy level is proven without loss of derivatives and can in particular
be seen to quantify the amplifying strength of superradiance. With these results, the full linear stability of
Kerr in analogy to [DHR] can in principle be obtained, in fact, for the entire subextremal range |a| < M.
We will discuss the full non-linear stability of Kerr in Section IV.

II.5 Other approaches

The work [DHR] was the first complete treatment of linear stability of Schwarzschild in a well-posed gauge.
Let us note, however, that double null gauge is not the only such gauge in which linear stability can be
addressed. In particular, in the recent [Joh19], a version of Theorem II.2.1 has been shown in a “generalised
harmonic gauge”. (For more on harmonic gauge, see already the discussion in Section III.1.) See also [Hun18,
HKW17] and, for some results on Kerr, see [ABBM19, HHV21]. (Note that for the (Schwarzschild) Kerr—de
Sitter cases, linear stability results are contained in [HV18]; see Section III.6 for further discussion.)

IIT Previous results on nonlinear stability

Before introducing the main ideas of the proof of Theorem 1.3.1, we describe briefly previous results relevant
to the non-linear stability of asymptotically flat solutions of (2).
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We begin in Section III.1 with a discussion of the non-linear stability of Minkowski space, followed in
Section II1.2 by a discussion of stability results for non-trivial solutions, but under the restrictive assumption
of various symmetries. We review some relevant non-linear model problems in Section III.4 and finally, we
shall discuss in Section IIL.5 our previous “scattering theoretic” construction of solutions of (2) representing
non-trivial dynamical vacuum black holes. (For comparison, we shall comment briefly on results for A # 0
in Section III.6.)

III.1 The nonlinear stability of Minkowski space

The study of non-linear stability of solutions of (2) without symmetry was initiated with the monumental
proof by Christodoulou and Klainerman [CK93] of the stability of Minkowski space, the trivial solution of (2)
(corresponding to (1) in the case M = 0). Let us discuss briefly the background of this result.

II1.1.1 Harmonic gauge

To understand the main issues, let us begin the discussion from the perspective of the simplest gauge to
consider, namely harmonic gauge

g"'ry, = 0. (I11.1.1)
Expressed in the gauge (ITI.1.1), the vacuum equations (2) reduce to a system of quasilinear wave equations
Og9" = Q" (9,09), (IL.1.2)

where Q"” is a nonlinear expression quadratic in dg, which when linearised around Minkowski space (see
already [Ein18]) yield simply the classical wave equation

Oy =0 (111.1.3)

. . . 174
for each linearised metric component ¢ = ¢ .

Linear stability of Minkowski space in harmonic gauge follows immediately from classical boundedness
and decay results concerning (III.1.3). Nonetheless, proving non-linear stability of Minkowski space turned
out to be quite difficult! To understand why, recall that we have already remarked in Section 1.4 on the
supercriticality of (2) and the resulting necessity of showing not just orbital stability but the full asymptotic
stability of Minkowski space, hoping moreover that the quantitative decay rates back towards the Minkowski
metric are indeed sufficiently strong so as to ensure that non-linear terms can be understood as error terms
which can be integrated in time.

For dimensions 4+ 1 and higher, one can indeed use decay of the linear equation to show relatively easily
the nonlinear stability of higher dimensional Minkowski space. The modern way to do this is via the vector
field method [Kla], where energy estimates are applied directly to the nonlinear equation (I11.1.2) commuted
with weighted commutation vector fields. (Note that one thus does not use the linear theory proper, but a
more robust version of linear estimates that can be applied to the non-linear equation itself. This is essential
for obtaining a true stability result without loss of deriatives.) Sufficient polynomial pointwise decay for
lower order terms can be inferred by weighted Sobolev estimates, so as to indeed absorb via integration the
non-linear terms. One uses in a fundamental way that the decay of solutions of (II1.1.3) on say R4 satisfies
SUp,cpa |0V(2,t)| < Ct~%, and the latter decay rate is integrable in t. See [Loi09] where this argument for
the non-linear stability of higher dimensional Minkowski space is treated in detail.

In the physical case of 341 spacetime dimensions, however, solutions to (II1.1.3) decay along the outgoing
null cones only as r~'. This slow decay means that the quadratic nature of the non-linearities on the right
hand side of (I11.1.2) is insufficient by itself to ensure non-linear stability: one must identify special structure
in the nonlinear terms. This difficulty is already apparent in comparing the following two model equations:

3
(1) Oy = @w)*, () Oy = —(0)* + Y _(92,9)° (IT1.1.4)
i=1
John [Joh81] showed that (i) of (III.1.4) exhibits blow up for solutions arising from arbitrary small compactly
supported data, while for (ii), a transformation due to Nirenberg (see [Kla80]) immediately yields global

existence. The situation was clarified with the formulation of the null condition of Klainerman [Kla86],
which identifies a wide class of “good” nonlinearities for which global existence holds.
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II1.1.2 Double null gauge: capturing the null condition for the Einstein equations

Unfortunately, as already discussed in [CB73], what was later understood as the null condition is not in
fact satisfied by the reduced Einstein equations (III.1.2) in harmonic gauge (III.1.1). The approach taken
in [CK93] was to completely abandon harmonic gauge, and introduce an appropriate geometric formulation
of the equations (2) in terms of the structure relations associated to a foliation by maximal hypersurfaces
and outgoing null cones, in which an analogue of the null condition is now captured. The closely related
double null gauge formulation used in the present work was subsquently developed in [Chr09, KN03] and
also captures this null condition.

The understanding of the null condition uncovered in the above works can be systematised with the help
of the following schematic notation: One denotes Ricci coefficients by I',, and curvature components by
Rp, where the p-subscript denotes the P weighted bound one expects to propagate. For instance, the Ricci
coefficient ¥ can be denoted as I'y, indicating that 7% is finite on Z+ while the curvature component o can be
denoted by R;. For general products of I' and R, one can use the O, notation to denote the total expected
rP weighted bound. When we do not wish to distinguish between I' and R, we shall use the symbol ® or ®,,.

For instance, the equation for y in (I.1.2) together with (1.2.8) can be rewritten in the form

Vi (r2Ter,) = 20, ), (I11.1.5)
Vslp = Op, (I1L.1.6)
for p :== 2 and ¢[[',] := 1. These equations exhibit “null structure” in the sense that the p-decay of

the quantities on the right hand side is consistent upon integration of (II1.1.5) and (III.1.6) as transport
equations.

We note that a similar structure occurs for curvature, but now the equations are hyperbolic, and must
be estimated using additional integration by parts over spheres. We defer discussion of this to later.

Let us emphasise that the null condition per se simply ensures good behaviour towards ZT, i.e. for u fixed
and v — co. (Indeed, the issue of the null condition shows up even in the semi-global problem of existence
for the characteristic initial value problem, all the way up to Z*, for small retarded time u.) To prove the
stability of Minkowski space, however, one requires global decay of the above quantities, for instance, one
requires that the right hand side of (I1I1.1.5) decay sufficiently in the retarded time u as u — oco. Just like
in our present work, obtaining decay for all quantities required teleological normalisations. We discuss this
briefly below.

I11.1.3 The gauge of [CK93] and teleological normalisation

Though we have based the above discussion of the null condition on double null gauge, in the original proof
of the stability of Minkowski space [CK93], one in fact used a maximal foliation together with an optical
function u defining a family of outgoing null cones.

In this maximal-optical gauge of [CK93], it is the optical function u that must be normalised teleologically.
In practice, two distinct optical functions were used in [CK93], one normalised from a timelike geodesic
suitable for a “near” region and a second “Bondi” normalised suitable for the radiation zone. The presence
of two normalisations is thus similar (though for slightly different reasons—see already Section V.3) to the
situation described after Theorem 1.3.1.

The first step of the proof of [CK93] was to show that the smallness assumption expressed geometrically
with respect to assumptions on initial data corresponded to smallness with respect to energies expressed
in a teleologically defined gauge. This can be thought of as the analogue of the underlined clause in the
statement of Theorem I1.2.1.

Let us emphasise that, just as in our discussion in the context of Section II, the necessity of teleological
normalisation is in fact a linear issue, and would have been present had a full proof of “linear stability of
Minkowski space” in the gauge of [CK93] been carried out explicitly.> As discussed already in Section I1.3.4,

3In the context of linear stability of Minkowski space, the entire system of hyperbolic Bianchi equations for curvature
decouple at linear order from the equations governing the spin coefficients and can be studied separately, as opposed to the
present setting, where only the Teukolsky equation satisfied by & and & decouple. Boundedness and decay for this “spin-2
system” was indeed proven [CK90], prior to their [CK93]. A full “linear stability” in the gauge of [CK93] was never written
out, but can of course be deduced a posterior: from the full non-linear stability proof.
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the fundamental difference between the Minkowski and Schwarzschild cases is that in the latter, due to the
presence of the black hole, this normalisation cannot be centred upon late points of a timelike geodesic but,
rather, upon an appropriate sphere surrounding the horizon.

IT1.1.4 Elliptic estimates on spheres

Let us discuss one additional fundamental element of the proof of stability of Minkowski space [CK93]: In
order for the estimates in [CK93] to close, one needed to make use of elliptic estimates, in addition to the
hyperbolic estimates and integration of transport equations discussed already above. We explain this briefly
in this section, basing the discussion on the vacuum equations (2) expressed in double null gauge (I1.1.2), for
which similar issues arise.
The equation
divy = Ytry — B+ ... (I11.1.7)

is an example of an elliptic equation contained in the system (I.1.2), corresponding to the celebrated Codazzi
relation associated to the sphere (thought of as a codimension-1 submanifold of the outoing null cone).
Together with the transport equation

1
Vatry = —§(trx)2 —otry + ..., (IT1.1.8)

one can use (II1.1.7) to estimate the pair (x, try) without loss of derivative, i.e. at one level of differentiability
more than curvature. The idea is that elliptic estimates for equation (III.1.7) on spheres improve by one
level of differentiability over their right hand side, whereas equation (III.1.8), which does not improve on its
right hand side, contains no curvature. Remarkably, the work [CK93] showed how additional quantities can
be introduced so as to avoid this this loss of derivatives for all Ricci coefficients, not just the pair (¥, try).

In view of the above structure, the authors of [CK93] obtain a true stability result, where the stability
statement as measured in terms of top order energies does not lose derivatives.

Let us note that the remarkable structure described above descends from (2) to the linearised setting
(I1.1.1) considered in Section II, see for instance the pair of equations

(1) 1 ) (1) ) (1)
divy = iQflv(Qtrx) —B+..., QY 4 (Qry) = (—Qtrx + 2w0) (QrY) + ...

contained in the linearised system (II.1.1). This structure can be again exploited to indeed estimate all
linearised Ricci coefficients at one level of differentiability higher than the linearised curvature. While this
was not necessary to close the estimates in the context of Theorem II.2.1, this improvement will be very
important in the non-linear problem in order to close the estimates. (See already Section V.9.)

I11.1.5 The weak null condition

We emphasise that the above type of gauges are not the only way to capture null structure! It turned out that
a weaker form of the null condition can be shown to hold for (II1.1.2) under harmonic gauge (II1.1.1) by [LR03]
and with this, an alternative proof of non-linear stability of Minkowski space was given in [LR05, LR10].
For further developments, see also [Linl7, HV20, LS17, Keil§].

II1.2 Nonlinear results under symmetry

The study of nonlinear stability of non-trivial asympotically flat solutions, like (1) with M > 0, has up to
now been confined to symmetric situations.

By far the simplest case is where enough symmetry is imposed so as for the equations to reduce to a 14 1-
dimensional system. The only such symmetry compatible with asymptotic flatness is spherical symmetry, and
this requires coupling the Einstein equations to appropriate matter fields to evade Birkhofl’s theorem [Jeb21],
according to which Schwarzschild is the unique spherically symmetric solution of the vacuum equations (2).
For the case of the Einstein-scalar field system under spherical symmetry, the non-linear asymptotic stability
of (1) follows from the more general results of [Chr87, DRO5].
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The vacuum equations (2) in higher space-time dimensions admit other symmetries reducing the equations
to 1+ 1, for instance the triaxial Bianchi symmetry [BCS05]. The non-linear orbital stability of the 4 + 1-
dimensional analogue of (1) under triaxial Bianchi symmetry was proven in [DH06b] while its full asymptotic
stability (in the further restricted biaxial case) was proven in [Holl0a]. We note that under any of the above
symmetries, the presence of the black hole together with the reduction to 1+ 1 breaks the supercriticality of
the equations, and thus, in contrast to the situation discussed in Section 1.4, orbital stability can be shown
independently of showing asymptotic stability. In [Holl0a], however, the full strength of orbital stability was
not in fact used in the proof, to make clear the relation with the more general strategy of necessarily proving
orbital and asymptotic stability at the same time. In particular, the issue of identifying an approximate final
mass parameter in a bootstrap context, via the Hawking mass, appears already in the work [Holl0a).

Beyond reductions to 1 + 1, even the symmetric problem is considerably harder. Non-linear stability
of (1) has been given in the case of (2) under polarised axisymmetry (a 2 4+ 1 reduction) in an impressive
recent work by Klainerman—Szeftel [KS18]. Unlike the 141 dimensional problem, one must here face already
the supercriticality of the equations and one can no longer exploit the special structure of 1+ 1 dimensional
hyperbolic pde’s. Like the present work, the starting point of [KS18] is the linear theory [DHR] discussed in
Section II, though [KS18] opts for a different gauge which is still however governed by transport equations
of geometric quantities associated to foliations. Several of the non-linear difficulties discussed above already
arise in [KS18] in simplified form and are addressed in that work in a different framework. We refer the
reader to [KS18] for more details.

IT11.3 Aside: application of Theorem 1.3.1 to axisymmetry and the statement of
Corollary II1.3.1

It is well known that under the assumption of axisymmetry, vacuum solutions cannot radiate angular mo-
mentum to null infinity. This can be shown using the conservation [Wal84] of the Komar angular momentum
F(S) associated to a 2-surface S. This leads easily to the following corollary of Theorem I1.3.1.

Corollary IIT1.3.1 (Nonlinear stability of Schwarzschild under axisymmetric perturbations with vanishing
initial angular momentum). All characteristic initial data prescribed on (1.3.2), assumed sufficiently close to
Schwarzschild data with mass Minit, which are moreover azxisymmetric and have vanishing Komar angular
momentum, are contained in the codimension-3 “submanifold” Mstaple of Theorem 1.3.1. Thus, consequences
(i), (ii) and (i) apply to such data.

Thus, even though the full codimension-3 “submanifold” 9Mg¢apie of Theorem 1.3.1 can only be character-
ized teleologically, the above Corollary identifies a further infinite-codimension submanifold which can indeed
be explicitly identified examining only initial data, namely axisymmetric solutions with vanishing Komar
angular momentum. We note that the polarised axisymmetric solutions of [KS18] in turn themselves form an
infinite-codimensional sub-class of the set of axisymmetric data with vanishing Komar angular momentum.
See already Section 17.4.

I1I1.4 Some non-linear model problems

We refer briefly here to a series of non-linear model problems which have been studied, in part motivated by
certain of the difficulties of the non-linear stability problem for Schwarzschild and Kerr.
The simplest such problem is the semilinear wave equation

Oy = N(Vip, Vi) (I11.4.1)

on Schwarzschild and more generally on a slowly rotating subextremal Kerr, where N is assumed to satisfy
Klainerman’s null condition [Kla86]. This problem was originally studied in [Luk13], with a proof based on a
weighted conformal Morawetz multiplier together with weighted commutation vector fields. See also [LT18]
where the results of [Luk13] are generalised to the case of a background metric g suitably decaying in ¢
towards Schwarzschild and [0S20] for a very general framework of radiating spacetimes.

An interesting model nonlinear problem motivated by the axisymmetric reduction of the Einstein equa-
tions has been studied in [IK15].

16



Finally, most pertinent for the present work, we mention the recent proof of non-linear stability of the
trivial solution for the Maxwell-Born—Infeld system on Schwarzschild [Pas19a]. This can be thought of as a
quasilinear version of (IT1.4.1) (but with cubic nonlinearities), which moreover has the additional difficulty
that, as with the Einstein vacuum equations (2) themselves, the system admits non-trivial stationary solu-
tions. (Note that this system linearises to the usual Maxwell equations on Schwarzschild, studied previously
in [Blu08, ST15, Pas19b].) To extract the necessary decay, the paper [Pas19a] implements an argument
based on the so-called “r? method” [DR09a, Mos16], exploiting a hierarchy of rP-weighted estimates in place
of the time-weighted multiplier and commutation vector fields used in [Luk13]. The most serious non-linear
difficulties can be localised to near null infinity Z* and near the photon sphere » = 3M. The method
of [Pas19a] can be thought of as a precursor to the arguments described in Section V.6 and V.7 below for
understanding the nonlinearities in these regions in the context of the present work.

III.5 A scattering construction of dynamic black holes

A final related non-linear result is the “scattering construction” of non-trivial examples of spacetimes satis-
fying the conclusion of Theorem 1.3.1, i.e. dynamically settling down to a Schwarzschild exterior [DHR13].
Here, non-trivial means that these examples are not identically Schwarzschild for sufficiently late times.
Such non-trivial spacetimes had in fact first been considered in [Holl10b], where, without proving existence,
a series of estimates were obtained.

In the construction of [DHR13], which in fact produces more generally spacetimes settling down to Kerr,
“scattering data” are posed on what will be the event horizon H* and null infinity Z+, and an exterior
spacetime (M, g) is then proven to exist, with a global double null coordinate system (I.1.1), admitting
H* and ZT as appropriate boundaries and indeed attaining the scattering data. Key to the tractability of
the problem, however, is requiring that the scattering data decay exponentially to Schwarzschild (or more
generally Kerr) in advanced time v along HT and retarded time u along Z7, at a rate at least as fast
as a certain threshold connected to the so-called surface gravity of the event horizon. Note, in contrast,
that for generic initial data in Theorem I.3.1 (and more generally in Conjecture IV.1 to be discussed in
Section IV.1), the solution is expected to approach Schwarzschild (or more generally Kerr) only inverse
polynomially. In fact, in the context of the linear theory, vanishing of the coefficient of each polynomial
term in the asymptotic expansion along H* or ZT imposes an additional constraint on initial data. See for
instance [AAG18b, Hin20, AAG21a, AAG21b]. Thus, in view of the strong assumption on scattering data,
the solutions constructed in [DHR13] are expected to be infinite codimension in the moduli space of initial
data.

The significance of the exponential decay assumption on scattering data is that all linear terms in the
finite region can be uniformly bounded using nothing other than Gronwall’s inequality. In particular, the
construction works independently of the validity of the linear stability of Schwarzschild or Kerr (and indeed,
the theorem of [DHR13] was obtained before the linear results described in Section IT). On the other hand, in
a neighbourhood of null infinity ZT, the “null condition”, discussed already in Section III.1, is relevant, and
thus the structure embodied in equations (II1.1.5)—(II1.1.6) must be used already in the proof of [DHR13].
We note that in [DHR13], the equations of type (III.1.5) derived for some of the I', quantities have only the
borderline decay O for their right hand side; it is important that these borderline terms can be themselves
estimated solely from an equation of type (I11.1.6).

It is interesting finally to remark that there is an essential difficulty in trying to parametrise solutions in
terms of scattering data on H+ UZ" when the decay along H* and along ZV is slower than a certain fixed
exponential rate. This has to do with the red-shift at the horizon H ™', which in the context of backwards
evolution acts as a blue-shift. In particular, one can show already at the linear level that the polynomial-decay
asymptotics of the scattering data on HT and ZT must be correlated to all order for the data to have arisen
from sufficiently regular Cauchy data. See again [AAG21a] and [DRSR18]. Thus, parametrising a full open
set of the moduli space of vacuum spacetimes around Kerr, or even just the finite codimension Mg;aple Space
of Theorem 1.3.1, entirely in terms of free scattering data on H+T UZ™ appears to be a difficult problem. For
linear scattering theory for gravitational perturbations, see the very recent [Mas20] for a complete physical
space treatment around Schwarzschild, and [TdC20, TdCSR20] for fixed frequency statements on Kerr, up
to and including extremality.
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II1.6 Comparison with the case of A # 0

We compare briefly with the situation when a cosmological constant A # 0 is added to the right hand side
of the Einstein vacuum equations (2).

In the case of A > 0, the ground state solution analogous to Minkowski space is so-called de Sitter space.
The (Schwarzschild) Kerr family of black holes also has an analogue, known as (Schwarzschild) Kerr—de
Sitter. The analogue of the exterior region considered in the present work is a stationary region bounded by
an event and cosmological horizon.

In both the de Sitter and (Schwarzschild) Kerr—de Sitter cases above, stability of the relevant regions
reduces to the domain of development of a compact Cauchy surface, and moreover one has exponential
decay of linear fields. Thus, the nonlinear aspects of the stability problem are considerably easier than
the asymptotically flat case, and in particular do not require any special structure for the non-linearities,
like those that were so important in Section III.1. Nonlinear stability of pure de Sitter space had been
obtained by [Fri86], and recently, for the very slowly rotating Kerr—de Sitter case by Hintz and Vasy [HV18].
See [HV18] for further discussion.

In the case A < 0, the ground state solution analogous to Minkowski space is known as anti de Sitter
space. Since null infinity is now timelike, boundary conditions must be imposed there to obtain a well-posed
problem, and the most natural type are so-called reflective conditions. Under this assumption, anti de Sitter
space has been conjectured [DHO6a] to be nonlinearly unstable already in vacuum, precisely because of the
lack of decay mechanism on such spacetimes. In the case of the Einstein—Vlasov system, this conjecture has
recently been proven in [Mos18]. See also [BR11] for numerics and further discussion.

The analogue for A < 0 of the black hole solutions (I1.2.4) is the so-called (Schwarzschild) Kerr—anti de
Sitter family. On these spacetimes, logarithmic decay rates for solutions of the wave equation have been
obtained [HS13], and these have been shown to be sharp in a suitable sense [HS14]. In view of this very slow
decay, it remains completely open whether to expect non-linear stability for these spacetimes for reflective
boundary conditions at null infinity. See the discussion in [HS13].

IV The nonlinear stability of Kerr, extremality and the black hole
interior

We include for completeness a statement of the full non-linear stability of the Kerr exterior (including a
discussion of the extremal case for both vacuum and electrovacuum), as well as the implications for the
interior structure of generic black holes.

IV.1 Formulation of the problem

To compare with our main theorem, we shall again state this problem in double null gauge. (Recall from
our discussion above that the paper [PI98] exhibits the Kerr metric itself in precisely such a gauge (for the
full subextremal range |a| < M).) Fixing parameters, we consider then the subregion of Kerr given as the
maximal Cauchy development of the union of two null hypersurfaces Couy U C},, of the double null gauge,
where as before C;, crosses the event horizon, while Cyy is future complete and terminates at null infinity.
Note that if a # 0, the development is depicted in Figure 4, superimposed on the larger region of Kerr
corresponding to the future Cauchy development of a two-ended asymptotically flat spacelike 3.

In marked contrast to Schwarzschild, the above region of Kerr does not terminate at a strongly singular
spacelike boundary corresponding to r = 0, but rather, can be further extended beyond a non-trivial null
boundary CH ™ known as a Cauchy horizon [Haw67]. These extensions fail to be uniquely determined by
initial data, this pathology motivating the so-called strong cosmic censorship conjecture, according to which,
extendibility across Cauchy horizons should be non-generic. We shall discuss this in Section IV.3 below.

First we give the statement of the stability problem for the exterior region:

Conjecture IV.1 (Nonlinear stability of the Kerr exterior). For all characteristic data prescribed as above,
assumed sufficiently close to Kerr with parameters |ainit| < Minit, the mazimal Cauchy development M
contains a region R which can be covered by appropriate global double null foliations (1.1.1) and which (i)
possesses a complete future null infinity I+ such that R C J~(ZT), and in fact the future boundary of R in
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Figure 4: Kerr with 0 < |a| < M: The Cauchy development of characteristic data superimposed on the
Cauchy development of two-ended spacelike data

M is a regular future affine complete “event horizon” HY. Moreover (i) the metric remains close to Kerr
in R and (iii) asymptotes, inverse polynomially, to a Kerr metric with parameters |agna| < Mgna where
Afinal = Ginit, Manal ~ Minie, as 4 — 0o and v — 00, in particular along Tt and HT.

Moreover, for any given 0 < |agnal| < Manal, the set of initial data above attaining these final parameters
is codimension-2 in the space of all data, the set of initial data attaining agna = 0 for some Mgpa is
codimension-3, and the set of initial data attaining agna = 0 and a fixed Mgna is codimension-4. In
particular, for generic initial data, agna # 0, while the set of solutions agna = 0 corresponds precisely to the
solutions constructed in Theorem 1.5.1.

We remark that the difference in dimensionality in the agna, = 0 case has to do with the enhanced
symmetry of Schwarzschild in comparison to Kerr. Let us also note that, as in Theorem 1.3.1, a true stability
result should give a top-order orbital stability statement representing (ii) without loss of derivatives.

In view of our discussion and the recent [DHR19, TACSR20], the path is now open to obtaining Conjec-
ture IV.1 following the approach of the present work, although, at a technical level, the Kerr case introduces
several new complications related to the necessity of applying frequency localisation to deal with the issues
related to trapping. In this sense, we view one of the appealing features of having a complete, self-contained
physical space treatment of the Schwarzschild case as in the present work to be that one may understand
the essence of the above conjecture without this additional, largely technical, complication.

IV.2 Extremality and the Aretakis instability

It is non-trivial even to formulate the extremal analogue |ainit| = Minit of Conjecture IV.1.

Here, already at the linear level, the situation is considerably more complicated. In particular, a basic
understanding of even the linear scalar wave equation (I.3.4) on an extremal Kerr background (cf. the
discussion in Section I1.3.1 concerning (I1.3.4) in the sub-extremal case) is not yet available. One thing that
is known, however, is that all extremal stationary black holes are subject—at the very least—to the Aretakis
instability [Arel5] along their horizon, according to which, higher order translation invariant derivatives
of solutions to the wave equation (II.3.4) generically blow up polynomially. This has been extended to
gravitational perturbations in [LR12, LMRT13]. One may view these derivatives as infinitely growing horizon
“hair”, whose presence can moreover be inferred indirectly via measurements at Z* [AAG18a]. It is an
interesting problem to understand whether the most basic geometric features of these black hole spacetimes
can still be nonlinearly stable despite this higher order instability phenomenon associated to their horizons,
or, rather, whether this growing “hair” leads at the nonlinear level to some worse type of blowup, for instance
the formation of so-called “naked singularities”, resulting in a future incomplete Z* (i.e. already violating
the analogue of statement (i) of Theorem 1.3.1). So far, this question has only been probed numerically for
toy models under spherical symmetry [MRT13].

In order to disentangle the Aretakis instability from other difficulties associated to extremal Kerr, it
is natural to first consider the electrovacuum Reissner-Nordstrém metrics (see for instance [Wal84]), a
spherically symmetric family of solutions to the Einstein-Maxwell system with parameters @ and M. (Note
that this family contains the Schwarzschild family as the subfamily @ = 0.) One expects that the analogue of
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Theorem 1.3.1 for the sub-extremal case 0 < @) < M of Reissner—Nordstrém is a more or less straightforward
adaptation of the results of the present paper, in view of the recent [Gio20], where a linear stability proof is
carried out explicitly for the subextremal Reissner—Nordstrom family, adapting the methods of [DHR]. The
interesting case to consider further is thus the extremal case Q@ = M.

To set up the problem, fix null hypersurfaces C}, U Coy¢ in background extremal Reissner-Nordstrom
with parameters Minit = Qinit, analogous to (1.3.2), where the terminal sphere of C;, lies in the black
hole interior. (Note that, in contrast to the Schwarzschild case, this terminal sphere is no longer trapped.)
Consider now the moduli space 9 of nearby data defined on C;, U Coyus, suitably normalised. Note that
we may identify the following families of initial data corresponding to explicit solutions: (a) a l-parameter
family corresponding to extremal Reissner—Nordstrém metrics with charge @ = M: (b) a 1-parameter family
corresponding to Reissner—Nordstrom metrics with fixed M = Miy;¢, parametrised by @, (c) a 3-parameter
family corresponding to extremal Kerr-Newman metrics (see [MTW17]) with charge Qinit. We note that (b)
contains both subextremal ) < Miy;; and superextremal @) > Miyi, Reissner-Nordstrém data on C;, U Cout.
The latter lead to spacetimes such that C;, C J~(ZT), i.e. spacetimes that fail to form black holes.

For the extremal Reissner—Nordstrom family (a) itself, then, in view of the above, the best one can hope
is for the existence of a codimension-4 asymptotically stable “submanifold” Mgiapie C M, where moreover
the asymptotic stability statement is suitably relaxed along H* (compared to that of Theorem 1.3.1), so as to
accommodate the growing horizon “hair” associated to the Aretakis instability. This suggests the following:

Conjecture I'V.2 (Asymptotic stability of extremal Reissner—Nordstrém but with growing horizon “hair”).
For all characteristic initial data for the Einstein—Mazwell system prescribed on (1.3.2), assumed sufficiently
close to extremal Reissner—Nordstrom data with mass Minit and Qinit = Minit and lying on a codimension-4
“submanifold” Msgaple of the moduli space M of initial data, the mazimal Cauchy development M contains a
region R which can be covered by appropriate (teleologically normalised) global double null gauges (1.1.1) and
where the analogues of (i), (i) and (iii) of Theorem 1.3.1 are satisfied with an extremal Reissner—Nordstrém
metric with parameters Mgna = Qfinal i1 the place of Schwarzschild. Along HY, however, one has decay to
extremal Reissner—Nordstrom only in a weaker sense, in particular, for generic data lying on Miable, Suitable
higher order quantities in the arising solution blow up polynomially along H* (growing horizon “hair”).

Given a positive resolution of the above, one would moreover expect that the “submanifold” IMgiaple itself
lies on a larger codimension-1 submanifold M, .. of M consisting of data leading to solutions asymptoting
to a very slowly rotating extremal Kerr—Newman, again with growing horizon hair. Moreover, one could hope
to prove that this larger submanifold 9., .. delimits the boundary signifying a phase transition between two
very different open regions of moduli space 9: (1) the set of data leading to spacetimes failing to collapse
(i.e. those for which Cy, € J~(Z1)) and (2) the set of data leading to a black hole exterior settling down
to a very slowly rotating subextremal Kerr—Newman. (Of course, one can already conjecture the analogue
of Conjecture IV.2 for extremal Kerr as a family of the Einstein vacuum equations; we emphasise, however,
that the dynamics near this phase transition in that case may be considerably more complicated!)

In order to prove Conjecture IV.2, one must confront a fundamental new difficulty compared to the
present work: In the extremal case, the stabilising mechanism of the red-shift effect, exploited heavily
here, degenerates at H+. Moreover, in view of the expected growing horizon hair, it would seem that in
order to control the nonlinearities, one must identify and exploit a suitable “null structure”, not just near
null infinity Z* as before (cf. Section I11.1.2), but now also in the region near the horizon H*. See the
recent [AAG20] where this is indeed exploited to show global stability results on a fixed extreme Reissner—
Nordstrém background for a nonlinear scalar wave equation whose nonlinearities satisfy the null condition
(cf. equation (ii) of (III.1.4)). We hope that the present work, with its set-up for proving finite-codimensional
stability statements and with one of its teleological gauges normalised at the event horizon H ™', may provide
a suitable general framework to try to address Conjecture IV.2.

IV.3 Implications for black hole interiors with ag,, # 0 and strong cosmic cen-
sorship

Returning to the subextremal case, Conjecture IV.1 can be applied together with the following theorem to
obtain the CY stability of the Kerr Cauchy horizon:
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Theorem IV.3.1 ([DL17]). Consider general characteristic initial data for the Einstein vacuum equations
on HYUC,, such that H' is future complete and the data along H' approach that of a sub-extremal rotating
Kerr solution (with 0 < |a| < M) along its event horizon at a suitable inverse polynomial rate. Then
restricting to a sufficiently short C,,, the maximal Cauchy development can be covered by a global double
null foliation and can be extended continuously beyond a non-trivial Cauchy horizon CH™ .

In particular, for initial data as in Conjecture IV.1, then as long as agna # 0 (which would be true
generically!), it would follow from the conjecture and the above paragraph that the mazimal Cauchy develop-
ment is extendible beyond a non-trivial Cauchy horizon located in the black hole interior. In particular, the
CO-formulation of strong cosmic censorship (see [Chr99]) is false.

In fact, if one considers now two-ended Kerr initial data X as depicted in Figure 4, then a further extension
of Theorem IV.3.1, see the upcoming [DL21b], implies that the entire Kerr Penrose diagram depicted above
is stable, in particular, spacetime is globally extendible as a C° metric across a bifurcate null Cauchy horizon
such that all future inextendible causal geodesics pass into the extension.

The above result is surprising in view of the presence of a well-known blue-shift instability [PD68] as-
sociated with the Cauchy horizon, which provided the original evidence for the conjecture of strong cosmic
censorship. The theorem is still compatible, however, with the possibility that for generic initial data, the
boundary CH™ be singular in a weaker sense, specifically, that the metric in particular fails to be HlloC in
any extension of the maximal Cauchy development. (This is related to the Christodoulou formulation of
strong cosmic censorship and has been discussed in [Chr09].) Proving this is in turn related to obtaining a
suitable lower bound on the rate of approach to Kerr on H ™ in the statement of Conjecture IV.1 for generic
initial data. See the discussion in [DL17] and [Daf05, LO19a, LO19b, VAM18] for results for a spherically
symmetric model. We also note that here too, the extremal case is exceptional; see [Gajl7, GL19].

IV.4 A conjecture for the ag,, = 0 case

Ironically, it is precisely for data lying on the codimension-3 “submanifold” 9Mgaple constructed in Theo-
rem 1.3.1 satisfying agnal = 0 for which there is no general analogue* of the understanding of the black hole
interior provided by the above theorem. This case is harder from the perspective of the interior because of
the strongly singular nature of the exact Schwarzschild boundary. In the special case of polarised axisym-
metry studied in [KS18], for which in particular agna = 0 (cf. the discussion in Sections III.2 and III.3),
this spacelike singular boundary has very recently been shown to be globally stable [AF20] in a suitable
sense. This result relies heavily on the polarised assumption, however, and the precise results proven are
not expected to carry over outside of the symmetry class. The most basic question one can ask is whether
afnal = 0 necessarily means that, in contrast to the agya 7 0 case, there can never exist a Cauchy horizon
emanating from “timelike infinity”. Thus, it would already be interesting to prove simply:

Conjecture IV.3. For the initial data of Theorem 1.3.1, the maximal Cauchy development (M,g) will
necessarily contain a TIP whose intersection with Cout U Cy, has compact closure.

For the definition of TIPs, see [GKP72]. A positive resolution of the above would in particular show that
the set of vacuum initial data leading to a TIP whose intersection with spacelike initial data has compact
closure, if not open in moduli space, is at least a set of finite codimension. (In contrast, the largest class
of examples produced so far, namely the symmetric solutions of [AF20] discussed above, as well as previous
examples due to [Foul6], produced by a scattering construction, are manifestly of infinite codimension in
moduli space.)

V Brief overview of the proof

In very broad outline, the proof of Theorem 1.3.1 is an adaptation of the linear analysis of [DHR]|—reviewed
in Section IT—using the insights from previous non-linear results—reviewed in Section III—to estimate the

4Note that, as remarked after the statement of Theorem 1.3.1, one can still apply [DL21a] in the case agna = O to obtain
stability up to a suitable spacelike hypersurface foliated by trapped surfaces. In fact, in this case, using translation invariance,
the geometry of Schwarzschild and Cauchy stability, one can then deduce relatively easily the statement that the supremum of
the Kretschmann curvature (taken over the maximal development of data Cout U C;,)) is infinite.
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nonlinear terms (most specifically the setup of [DHR13] described in Section II1.5). As in Section III, linear
analysis is here always understood in the sense of the modern theory of non-linear wave equations, i.e. applied
directly to the non-linear equation. This is essential for a true non-linear stability result which does not lose
derivatives.

In addition, there are various additional specifically nonlinear aspects of the problem, however, concerning
our modulation scheme, small non-linear corrections to the linear teleological determination of the gauge
and other issues.

The precise statement of Theorem 1.3.1 is given as Theorem 6.1 (see already Section 6). We give a brief
overview of the proof in this section.

V.1 The 3-parameter families of data and M.

We decompose the moduli space of characteristic initial data into disjoint 3-parameter families of initial data
LY ={So(N): A€ [—ceo, ceo]® C R3}, (V.1.1)

each determined by some reference data set Sy. (Here ¢ and g( are constants and So(\) denotes initial data
derived from Sy by adding to one of the seed quantities the three independent ¢ = 1 spherical harmonics
weighted by the three coefficients (A_1, Ao, A1) of A, and the norm |A| may be thought to be an approximate
measure of the norm of the angular momentum of the seed data Sp(A).) As Sp is varied in a suitable space,
these families L:fg% cover an entire neighbourhood of the moduli space 91 of initial data around Schwarzschild.
(See already Section 5.8 for a discussion of initial data.) We denote by (M(A),g(\)) the maximal Cauchy
development of initial data Sp(A). (See already Section 5.2 for a general discussion of the maximal Cauchy
development.)

The aim is to show that for each Sy, there exists a Afinal € [—ceq, cgp]® for which (M(Afinal) g(\final))
asymptotes to a Schwarzschild metric as described in the statement of Theorem 6.1. The collection of all
{SO()\ﬁ“al)} as one varies Sy will then form our codimension-3 asymptotically stable “submanifold” Mgiapie C
.

V.2 The logic of the proof

The logic of the proof (see already Section 7) proceeds by a continuity argument. At each step, governed
by a final retarded time u¢, one defines a subset R(uys) C R3 of A-parameter space, and considers, for each
X € R(uy), a certain subregion of the spacetime (M(A), g(\)) together with a set of bootstrap assumptions
on this region. The subregion of spacetime will be described in Section V.3 below. We defer further discussion
of the role of the set of parameters 9(uys) to Section V.11. (Briefly, the set of parameters R(uy) is a closed
set in R? such that the “total angular momentum” of solutions is less than or equal to Eouil, with equality
holding on the boundary 0% (uy). This “total angular momentum” is in turn defined as the norm of a vector
J associated to the ¢ = 1 modes of a suitable Ricci coefficient. The special role of the £ = 0,1 modes will
be discussed in Section V.10.) At each stage of the bootstrap, the solution is compared to a Schwarzschild
solution whose mass M is chosen on the basis of the £ = 0 mode of a curvature component at time uy.

As usual in a continuity argument, the statement that the bootstrap assumptions can be improved is the
main difficulty of the proof (see already the statement of Theorem C). In Sections V.3-V.9 below, we shall
discuss the main difficulties arising in retrieving the bootstrap assumptions (i.e. in the proof of Theorem C).
These are addressed in the chapters corresponding to Part C of the work.

We shall discuss issues related to the ¢ = 0,1 modes in Section V.10, and then how one completes the
continuity argument in Section V.11. Finally, we shall discuss how one obtains the asymptotic gauges and
stability statements in Section V.12.

V.3 The bootstrap region and the teleological normalisation of the null gauges

As in [DHR], the gauge must be normalised towards the future of the bootstrap region. As discussed already,
however, for the nonlinear problem it is necessary to have in fact two separate normalisations corresponding
to a region near the horizon (the HT-gauge) and near infinity (the ZT-gauge). (See already Chapter 2 for
details.)
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Given a final retarded time uy and a A € R(uy), the bootstrap region of (M(X),g(\)) will be defined
as the intersection of the past of a “late” outgoing null cone C,,; and the past of a “late” ingoing null cone
C,_, with v — 00 as uy — oo, intersecting at the sphere S, ... In both gauges, defined by double null
coordinates (uq+,vy+) and (uz+,vz+) respectively, the final outgoing cone C,, will be a hypersurface of
constant uq+, respectively uz+, anchoring the two gauges together.

The HT-gauge will be normalised on the “late” outgoing null cone C,, ; and an initial ingoing cone Qz'lfl
defined by vy+ = v_;. This initial cone does not coincide with the initial data cone C, but remains within
a fixed distance from C;, independently of uy. In the limit as uy — oo, the cone C,,, will coincide with the
event horizon HT. The gauge will only be considered in a region r < Ry, where r is a function of (usy+, vy+).

The Zt-gauge will have the cone C,,.. as a vzt = U hypersurface, and the geometry of the cones will

be normalised on the final ingoing cone €', and the “initial” outgoing cone Cf:r | defined by uz+ =u_;. As
before, this initial cone does not coincide with the initial data cone Cyy, but remains within a fixed distance
from Coy¢ independently of uy. The gauge will only be considered in a region r > R_,, with R_s < R,
where 7 is a function of (uz+,vz+). The two r-functions are close and the gauges thus have a nontrivial
overlap region.

The normalisations are determined by a series of requirements on the spheres S,

FoU—1 and Suf,v(R,Uf)v for

an R_o < R < Ry, and on the cones C,,, CM"" in the case of the H* gauge and on the sphere S, and

Coy )
the cones C’fi, c, ; in the case of the T gauge, for instance, in the case of Zt gauge, the requirements

fsVoo

Qtrx — (Qtrx). =0, Q My — (@ 'try)o =0 on S, (V.3.1)

fiVoo

and that
pe>1 =0on C, . (V.3.2)

Here (Qtry)o, (2 'try)o denote Schwarzschild background quantities and the Ricci coefficient u denotes
the mass-aspect function. Some of the conditions (e.g. (V.3.2)) distingish the behaviour of the £ = 0
or £ = 1 modes; see already Section V.10 below. For issues related to constructing a gauge satisfying
conditions such as (V.3.1) and (V.3.2), see already Section V.11 below. These normalisations ensure that as
(uf, Vo) = (00,00), the normalisation of the 7T gauge becomes Bondi, and moreover, we have vanishing of
the quantity ¥, = lim,_, oo lim, , oo r2x(u,v) = 0 (see already Section V.12 below).

Note that the two gauge normalisations are non-trivial at the linearised level and differ in their overlap
already in linear theory. The future-normalised gauge used in Theorem II.2.1 is closely related to the
normalisations of the H* gauge when it is anchored as above to the Z* gauge. Though one could have
considered the analogue of the normalisations specific to the ZT gauge already in [DHR], we did not need
this type of gauge in the proof of Theorem II.2.1. Its essential usefulness here lies in the fact that it allows
for better control of the decay towards null infinity ZT, important for capturing the null condition necessary
for controlling the non-linear terms (see already the discussion in Section V.6 below).

The teleological gauges are “anchored” to initial data via two auxiliary double null gauges, one Kruskal-
normalised and the other Eddington—Finkelstein normalised, which cover a fixed region in the vicinity of the
initial cones Cout U C;,,, which can be constructed by Cauchy stability considerations, together with some
local analysis near Z* in order to achieve that the latter be Bondi normalised (see already Section 5.5).
(Note that local considerations imply that one has good estimates in these auxiliary regions, coming from
initial data.) The domains of the four gauges are depicted in Figure 5. Note that this depiction is schematic,
as each of the two teleological null gauges and each of the two auxiliary null gauges define different foliations
of spacetime by spheres.

V.4 Boundedness of the initial norm and the relation of the gauges

Since the two teleological gauges are normalised to the future, one must first show that suitable energies on
the “initial” cones C’g: and QZ"; can be controlled from initial data. Here one uses that these “initial” cones
lie in the region covered by the two auxiliary double null gauges in which one already has good estimates. To
compare, however, one must estimate the diffeomorphism f relating teleological to auxiliary gauge in their
overlap region. (See already Chapter 10.) As discussed previously, this is analogous in linear theory to the
underlined part of the statement of Theorem I1.2.1 (stating that the future normalised pure gauge solution
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Figure 5: The two teleological double null gauges and the two auxiliary double null gauges near data

is bounded by the data). To close our estimates, it is important here that the initial energies in question
are “almost gauge invariant” (see already Section V.5), and thus the dependence on the diffeomorphisms
will be at higher order in the smallness parameter £g. (For comparison, this corresponds in the proof of the
nonlinear stability of Minkowski space to the sentence following formula (10.2.4b) on p. 302 of [CK93].)

Similarly, one must show that the two future normalisations of double null gauge are themselves suffi-
ciently close in their mutual overlap region (see the darker shaded region in Figure 5), by estimating the
diffeomorphisms f relating these two. (Again, for comparison, this is in some sense analogous to step 2 in
the proof of the nonlinear stability of Minkowski space (see p. 301 and Chapter 15 of [CK93]), where the
exterior optical function is extended to an interior optical function and appropriate estimates are obtained.)

In general, the idea for estimating the diffeomorphisms connecting the various gauges is to use relations
expressing the difference of curvature or Ricci coefficients in the two gauges, in which derivatives of the
gauge functions appear. For instance, one can write schematically the relation for difference of the curvature
component 8 expressed in two gauges

B-B=V+,
where non-linear terms are omitted and f here denotes one component of the diffeomorphism connecting the

gauges (see already Section 4.3.4). From the above, estimates on curvature components like 5 and B, to be
discussed below, lead to estimates on f.

V.5 The main estimates: revisiting [DHR]

For the main estimates, the general strategy of the linear stability result [DHR] applies, as described in
Section II.
In particular, one first considers the fully non-linear quantities P, P, (defined in analogy with (II.3.2) for

the linearised P and E) which now satisfy equations analogous to (I1.3.3),

a0, L[ 3M\ .
QWZLQW?)(TJP) + TTT ¢2d,iv(7”dp) + 202 1-— T r°P = g[P}, (V51)

but with non-linear error terms £[P] on their right hand sides, coupling with other quantities. These error
terms can be written in schematic form as

EPI=0> > N - (@ha,,)k, (V.5.2)
p1+p2>2 k1 <3
ko>2

where @, is a schematic notation (see already Chapter 3) encompassing both Ricci coefficients I', and
curvature components R, (cf. the discussion in Section III.1.2 above for a discussion of p-weights), but now
for differences of quantities from their Schwarzschild values (e.g. the expressions appearing in (V.3.1)).

An important new technical difficulty that occurs in estimating (V.5.1) is that quantities P and P are
now only “almost” gauge invariant, i.e. unlike in [DHR], they now depend on which of the four gauges we are
using, i.e. we have in fact Py+, P+, etc. This dependence, however, is quadratic in the smallness parameter
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€o. Thus, up to quadratic errors quantified already in the bootstrap assumptions, one can control the initial
data quantities of P evaluated in the teleological gauge from analogous quantities evaluated in the initial data
gauge, and similarly, one can compare a suitable boundary term (on a timelike boundary B in the overlap of
the HT and ZT gauges) which arises when simultaneously applying energy estimates to (V.5.1) in the region
covered by the two teleological gauges. With this understanding, one can then repeat the energy estimates
as in [DHR], to obtain suitable decay estimates for P, given estimates on the right hand side (V.5.2). We
emphasise that in accordance with our comments above, we estimate equation (V.5.1) directly, viewing it as
a linear equation for P, keeping the left hand side’s dependence on the solution itself. This is essential to
prevent loss of derivatives at top order.

As we shall see, the hierarchical approach to estimates (described in Section I1.3 in the context of the
linear theory) can be implemented as before, to estimate all (differences of) curvature components R, (e.g. a,
p — po) and (differences of) Ricci coeflicients I'y, (e.g. X, Qtry — (Qry)o), starting from control of P and P.
(Let us add that in addition to the transport estimates connecting « to P, we also use the nonlinear analogue
of the Teukolsky equation itself (I1.3.1) to control certain derivatives of v which were not explicitly estimated
in the linear work [DHR] described in Section II1.3.) Here, the gauge normalisations, for instance (V.3.1)-
(V.3.2) in the ZT gauge, are essential to indeed obtain decay of all quantities. See Section V.8 for a discussion
of some specifically nonlinear issues that arise.

The estimates thus obtained now allow one to absorb the error terms arising from (V.5.2) and from
similar error terms arising in the other relations, and close the bootstrap.

Let us discuss in more detail the issue of absorbing the errors arising from (V.5.2). In general, in the
context of energy-type estimates, after commutation N — 3 times by suitable operators ©, the £[P] defined
in (V.5.2) produces terms which are cubic and higher, e.g. terms of the form

oN2p.oVNd . ® (V.5.3)

in schematic notation, which must be integrated over spacetime with weights. The highest order terms
DN2P and DV ® (an example of the latter are highest order commuted curvature terms like ®V ), must
typically be estimated in the energy norm, whereas lower order terms ® in (V.5.3) must be taken in a higher
L? norm, say L. The most difficult regions for controlling these non-linear terms are near null infinity Z*
and near the Schwarzschild photon sphere » = 3M. For it is in these two regions where it cannot be ensured
that the spacetime integral of the highest order terms is controlled by the natural (weighted) “integrated
local energy decay estimates”. Thus, in general, to obtain spacetime integrability of the terms (V.5.3) one
must exploit some sort of time-decay for the lower order terms.
We turn to a brief discussion of these two regions in Sections V.6 and V.7 respectively.

V.6 Estimates near null infinity Z* and the null condition

Near null infinity ZT, even local (in u) propagation is non-trivial and requires capturing the so called “null
condition”, discussed above in Section III.1. In the present argument, this enters already at the level of
equation (IT.3.2). The null condition can again be captured by the subscript-p structure in (V.5.2) (cf. the
discussion in Section III.1.2), which ensures that all nonlinear terms have the correct r-decay to propagate.
We emphasise that to infer this structure, we use in an essential way the Bondi normalisation of the Z+
gauge.

In practice, equation (I1.3.2) is estimated by applying the ? method [DR09a]. (For previous uses of the
rP method for nonlinear problems, see [Yan13, Pas19a, Keil8].) To globally control the spacetime integral of
the terms (V.5.3) arising from (V.5.2), which are now multiplied by 7P weights, one must in general exploit
decay (in u) for the lower order terms. This decay must match the type of decay which can be obtained from
the P method itself. In addition to the null condition, our argument depends on the fortuitous absence of
certain quantities in (V.5.2), for which the rate of u-decay which can be obtained is very weak.

V.7 Estimating the non-linear terms near the photon sphere

The region near the Schwarzschild photon sphere r = 3M presents a similar difficulty to null infinity Z+
because the highest order integrated decay estimates one obtains from (V.5.1) for the quantity P necessarily
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degenerate. Thus one again needs to exploit faster decay for the lower order terms in order to control the
part of the spacetime integral arising from (V.5.2) which is supported near r = 3M.
The “usual” way of doing this (see for instance [Luk13]) is to obtain a pointwise statement

8] S (u+v)~3/247, (V.7.1)

for some § < % in the region near r = 3M for the lower order terms ® appearing in (V.5.2). (Note u ~ v
in this region.) Together with the uniform boundedness of the highest order energy fluxes (through null
hypersurfaces u = ¢ or v = ¢ as appropriate) associated to D~ ®, this allows control of the spacetime integral
of terms of the form (V.5.3), restricted to the region near r = 3M. Alternatively, however, instead of the
pointwise (V.7.1), it is in fact sufficient to control the spacetime integral of

w0 sup | @)% (u, v, 07) + v27° sup |®|?(u, v, 2) (V.7.2)

for some 0 > 0, again restricted to the region near r = 3M. It turns out that one can estimate this spacetime
integral of (V.7.2) with less assumptions on initial data than would be required to obtain (V.7.1). This leads
to important simplifications in the argument. (See already Section 11.7.1.)

Moreover, the error terms (V.5.3) have additional special structure (see already Chapter 3.4). For in-
stance, it is useful that certain terms do not appear on the right hand side of (V.5.2), for instance, the term

WNX after N commutations.

V.8 Other nonlinear issues

Let us mention some other nonlinear issues that arise in the estimates of transport equations. The reader
should refer back to the discussion of the linear theory in Section II.3.3.

To exploit the nonlinear analogue Y of the quantity (I1.3.7), necessary to estimate the ingoing shear
rX, we require additional refinements over the method of [DHR]: (i) One requires a further renormalisation
of the (now non-linear) version of the transport equation (I1.3.8) satisfied by Y to improve the regularity
and decay of the right hand side (resulting in the quantity B , see already (14.1.54) in Section 14.1). (ii)
The nonlinear version (I1.3.8) for Y needs in addition to be commuted with Q¥,: Decay is then shown for
QVY,Y, which in turn, by the gauge conditions on Cf; leads to decay for Y itself. (iii) A careful analysis of
the non-linear errors must be done to keep track of the fact that certain anomalous quantities «, 3,w — w,
do not appear in the worst terms. This is perhaps the most involved part of the estimates for quantities
corresponding to the ZT gauge in Chapter 14.

Concerning the corresponding issue associated to the ingoing shear 2x and its blue-shifted transport
equation near the horizon H™, since the location of the event horizon is not a priori known we may no
longer directly exploit the existence of a conserved flux to obtain a priori bounds on the horizon itself as
had been done in [DHR]. Instead, we first directly relate QXHJr to Q)ZI+ (i.e. the quantities expressed in
the two gauges) on the sphere S, s0(Ruy) and estimate {2y backwards on the final cone C,, (for backwards
evolution, the blue-shift is a good sign!). To now estimate 2 is a neighbourhood of C.,, the “blue-shift”
problem can be cured, as in [DHR], by successive commutation of the nonlinear analogue of equation (11.3.9)
with Q71V,. Estimates for €2y, and its V¥ derivatives at low orders, are then obtained by integrating
backwards from the final cone C,,, as in [DHR]. More care is required, however, in estimating higher order
Y derivatives of QX as the above procedure is “expensive” in that it “costs” two Q1Y derivatives. (Note
that in [DHR] this issue was overcome by exploiting a very special property of the linearised equations.)
To avoid commuting with Q~'V; too many times, at top order we estimate differences in place of actual
derivatives. Moreover, rather than estimating Qx directly, the quantity X = X; (see already (15.1.14) for
its definition), is introduced (in complete analogy with the quantity Y discussed above), the right hand side
of whose equation has better regularity and decay properties than that of y. In fact, to obtain an estimate
for WNQX, a further renormalised quantity Xo (see already (15.1.15) for its definition) is considered (now in
analogy with the quantity B discussed above), the right hand side of whose equation has further improved
regularity and decay properties. Due to the fact that the equation for the difference quotient of X5 is only
noshifted, unlike the estimates for 7% in the ZT gauge, the estimates for Q¥ in the H* gauge grow mildly
in v at the highest order. For more details concerning control of quantities associated to the HT gauge, see
already Chapter 15.
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V.9 Top order elliptic estimates for Ricci coefficients

We have discussed in Section III.1 the elliptic structure of some of the equations in (I.1.2) (e.g. equa-
tion (II1.1.7)) and how this structure can be used to improve the control of the Ricci coefficients from
the point of view of differentiability, allowing for top order estimates on these coefficients at one degree of
differentiability greater than curvature.

In the context of the linear stability of Theorem I1.2.1, such top order control was not necessary for the
estimates to close. Thus this control was not part of the statement of the theorem, although it could be
obtained a posteriori. For the present work, however, it turns out to indeed be necessary to estimate certain
Ricci coefficients at the top order at the intersection of €, and QUH_J;. Since the gauge is normalised to the
future, this in turn requires a top order estimate for quantities along the whole of C,, and, in view of the
normalisation in the ZT-gauge, this then requires control of essentially all Ricci coefficients at top order. As
a result, the top order elliptic estimates as described in Section III.1 form an integral part of the argument.

V.10 The /= 0,1 modes

Recall from Section I1.3 that in the context of the linear stability result of Theorem I1.2.1, the projection
of a solution to the £ = 0 and ¢ = 1 modes decouples from the rest of the system and can be written as
the sum of a pure gauge solution and a linearised Kerr solution. The linearised Kerr metric to which the
solution approached could be read off from the quantities pe—o, ggzl,m:,l,m which, appropriately scaled,
were moreover conserved. At infinity the latter three quantities can be related to (lerlﬁ)e:1,m:—1,o,1 .

In the present problem, to identify the Ai"a! such that Sy(Afi"a!) corresponds to a solution which indeed
asymptotes to a Schwarzschild metric of some mass Mgya1, the values of

r3

— 5 Pe=0; 9 (cr]B)e=1,m=—1,01 (V.10.1)

are monitored at late times at the final sphere Sy, ,_, for solutions corresponding to general A\. The Schwarz-

schild mass M used for taking differences at the uy stage of the bootstrap is set equal to —§ pe=o(uf, Vo),
while the vector

I\ up) =7 (crlB) =1 m=—1.01 (s, Voo) (V.10.2)

is used to restrict A to a region R(uy) C R3 of parameter space determined by property
[T\, up)| < equyt (V.10.3)

The quantity (V.10.2) will play a fundamental role in completing the continuity argument discussed in the
next section.

We note that the £ = 0,1 modes above are defined by the projection to the four dimensional kernel space
of a natural differential operator. (See already Section 1.4.)

The fact that, at any given time uy, we are dealing with solutions with potentially non-trivial angular
momentum (V.10.2), bound only by the linear constraint (V.10.3), suggests that, for the sharpest estimates,
we should in fact subtract a “reference fixed-mass linearised Kerr solution”, with parameters determined
by (V.10.2). This turns out to indeed be necessary in order to improve our bootstrap estimates for the
projections on our £ = 0,1 modes. Because these projections no longer exactly decouple, these lead to
various error terms. In particular, bounds for the derivatives of these projection operators must be included
in our bootstrap assumptions.

V.11 Completing the continuity argument

Once the bootstrap assumptions are improved, one aims to show thus that the set % C [u(}, oo) of “allowed”
final retarded times uy (i.e. the set B of uy such that the gauges can be constructed as described and such
that the bootstrap assumptions indeed hold) is a non-empty, open and closed subset of [u?c, o0), and thus
B = [u}, 00).

The standard structure (see already Sections 7.2, 7.4 and 7.6) for such an argument is to appeal to Cauchy
stability to obtain that u?c € B and then to the improvement of the bootstrap assumptions, together with
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an appropriate local existence theorem, to show that one can extend the bootstrap region. In view of our
setup, however, let us note already that there are two additional slightly non-standard features, related to
the finite codimensionality nature of the result and the teleological nature of the gauge:

1. Related to the finite codimensionality, we have now also a varying set of parameters R(uy) to contend
with. The decay imposed by (V.10.3), together with faster decay estimates for suitable derivatives of (V.10.1),
allows us to show the monotonicity statement

R(u}) C R(uy) (V.11.1)

for u’ > uy (see already Section 16.2). (Note that we do not have complete freedom in choosing the decay
rate (V.10.3), as the quantities (V.10.1) couple linearly to the other £ = 0 and ¢ = 1 modes and appear in
the nonlinear error terms coupling to the other modes of the system.) On the other hand, we note that by a
strengthening of Cauchy stability type arguments, the original region %(u(}) can be seen to be a closed disc
and the map Jo : R(u}) — B defined by Jo()) := (A, u}), mapping to an appropriate closed ball B C R?,
can be seen to have degree 1 on am(u(}) (see already Section 5.9). A topological argument applied to an
appropriately defined map J,,, associated to (V.10.2) can then be used to show that R(uy) indeed remains
non-empty for all uy > u?c (see again already Section 16.2).

2. In view of the teleological normalisation of the gauge (see Section V.3 immediately below), enlarging the
bootstrap region requires an appeal to an iteration argument around the analogous linearised construction in
order to select the new “final” sphere Su’f,v;o of an enlarged region and achieve the gauge normalisations such
as (V.3.1)—(V.3.2) described previously in Section V.3. Here again, estimates comparing different gauges
(cf. Section V.4) are used to ensure the regularity of the relevant map.

Once it has been established that B = [u?c, o0), one obtains in view of (V.11.1) that there exists Afinal =
(Afinal " \final “Afinal) “giich that Afinal € R(uy) for all uy > uf, and a solution (M, g) 1= (M(Afinaly g (\finaly)
generated by data S := Sp(Afinal) with an M ¢ tending to the final Schwarzschild mass Mgn, and with “final
total angular momentum” zero. We see thus how it is this collapsing of the 3-parameter family (V.1.1) which
leads to the expected codimension-3 statement in the theorem.

V.12 The properties of null infinity Z+ and the event horizon H™

The asymptotic stability statements for (M, g) defined above and the statements about the properties of
null infinity ZT as well as the existence and regularity of the event horizon H*t then follow easily via an
Arzela—Ascoli argument by taking the limit of the estimates obtained in the bootstrap regions (see already
Section 7.7 and Chapter 17 of Part D).

The finite gauge normalisations and estimates imply that the asymptotic ZT gauge is “Bondi-normalised”,
meaning that in particular one can associate to it a set Z+ with coordinates (u, #), with u € [u_y,00), 6 € S?,
and asymptotic quantities, defined on ZT, familiar from [BvdBM62, Sac62] and [CK93], for instance the
Bondi news =, the asymptotic shear ¥, and the rescaled curvature components A, B, P and Q, satisfying
the “laws of gravitational radiation”. Given the normalisation, the fact that u exhausts the range € [u_1, 00)
corresponds to the (future) completeness of null infinity. Our teleological normalisation of the gauge imposes
in particular the condition that, defining P*(6) := lim, o, P(u, ), we have

Pl = M, PL,=0, (V.12.1)
while
Y= lim ¥ =0. (V.12.2)
U—r 00

The condition (V.12.1) has the interpretation that the final Schwarzschild black hole is at rest with respect
to our teleologically normalised frames. The condition (V.12.2), in the language of [NP66], is the condition
that the final “cut” of null infinity is asymptotically a “good cut”. Given that our two teleological gauges
share a final outgoing cone C,,,, one can think that the normalisation (V.12.2) is a necessary consequence
of the requirement to obtain decay for all quantities at constant .5 See already Section 17.1.

5This is in distinction with the proof of the stability of Minkowski space [CK93], where the supertranslation symmetry is
not broken, corresponding to the fact that the construction of the proof in [CK93] depends on an arbitrary choice of outgoing
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The uniform estimates in the asymptotic H T normalised gauge, together with the presence of a trapped
surface in the initial data which provides a barrier, allow one to extract a limiting, regular hypersurface H™.
Another appeal to local existence of the characteristic initial value problem ensures that H ¥ is indeed in the
maximal development (M, g) (and thus also a neighbourhood of ZT). It is clear moreover that H* is the
future boundary of J~(ZT), when the latter is interpreted in the obvious way, i.e. H* is indeed the event
horizon of the black hole region of (M, g). The future completeness of H*, together with decay along H™*
for various quantities, follows directly from the estimates. See already Section 17.2.

VI Outline of the work and guide to the reader

We end this introduction with an outline of our work and a guide to the reader.

The remainder of the work is divided into four parts. In Part A, we shall give various preliminaries
concerning double null gauge with a background Schwarzschild metric, the almost gauge invariant hierarchy
satisfying the Regge—Wheeler and Teukolsky equations, teleological gauge normalisations, schematic nota-
tion, and a formalism for change of double null gauge. Then, in Part B we shall introduce the local theory
and relevant setup necessary to give a detailed statement of the main theorem (stated as Theorem 6.1) and
the logic of its proof. The main analytical content of the proof is contained in Part C which corresponds
to “improving the bootstrap assumptions”. The remaining statements of the theorem including a necessary
existence theorem for the gauge and the final conclusions concerning the event horizon and null infinity are
obtained in Part D. Each part will be prefaced with a more detailed summary of its contents.

Our work has been written so that it may be read linearly. There are various alternative tracks through the
work, however, that some readers—particularly the impatient reader!'—may wish to pursue. In particular, the
reader anxious to understand the large-scale architecture of the statement and proof of the main theorem can
skip large parts of Part A after reading Chapter 1, turning directly to Part B and referring back. Part D can
then be read independently of Part C. On the other hand, Part C can be understood somewhat independently
of the architecture of the proof of the main theorem.

More precise directions for these alternative tracks will be given in the prologues to the various parts and
chapters.

As we have noted above, the double null gauge framework used in this work is common to a host of
different recent works in general relativity [Chr09, KN03, KLR14, LR17, Luk18, DL17, DHR13], as well as
providing the framework for our previous complete treatment of the linear stability problem in [DHR]. Thus,
the reader who has studied previously these works will find familiar much of the basic setup in Part A, as well
as the architecture of the proof in Part B and the general strategy of estimates in Part C, if not their precise
form. We have included helpful comparisons with some of these other works when appropriate. Conversely,
we hope that the reader who encounters double null gauge for the first time in the present work will find
that the effort necessary to learn this formalism pays off in making the above other works more accessible
for future study.
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cone which is a level surface of the exterior optical function. This is still compatible with decay of all quantities for fixed r
since the “interior” region was covered by a different optical functions whose null cones were not related to the null cones of
the exterior optical function. In the exterior region of [CK93], on the other hand, the r decay is sufficient to compensate for
the lack of decay for some fully rescaled quantities in u, so as for all nonlinearities to still be controllable.
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In this part of the work, we will give various preliminaries concerning the double null gauge, the Schwarz-
schild background (with various derived concepts), and the almost gauge invariant hierarchy and teleological
gauge normalisations.

1 The vacuum Einstein equations in double null gauge and the Schwarzschild background 32

1.1 Geometric preliminaries . . . . . . . . . Lo 33

1.2 The complete set of equations . . . . . . . . . .. L 36
1.3 The Schwarzschild metric in Eddington—Finkelstein and Kruskal normalised double null coor-

dinates . . . . . . e e e 39

1.4 The ¢ = 0,1 modes and the reference linearised Kerr solutions . . . . . . .. .. ... ..... 43

2 The almost gauge-invariant hierarchy and the teleological gauge normalisations 47

2.1 The almost gauge invariant hierarchy: o, ¥, Pand a, ¥, P . . . . ... ... ... .. .... 48

22 TheZV gauge . . . . o v o v i 48

2.3 The HT gaUZe . . . . . o o e 51

3 Schematic notation and the Teukolsky and Regge—Wheeler equations 55

3.1 Schematic notation for differences and the commutation operators . . . . . .. ... ... .. 56

3.2 Schematic notation for nonlinear error terms . . . . . . .. .. ..o 57

3.3 Commutation identities . . . . . . . . . .. L 64

3.4 Derivation of equations satisfied by almost gauge invariant quantities . . . . . . . . . .. . .. 65

4 Change of double null gauge and the diffeomorphism functions 76

4.1 Local double null gauges in a vacuum spacetime (M,g) . . . . . .. ... ... ... 7

4.2 Change of double null gauge: the diffeomorphism functions f and their derivatives . . . . . . 77

4.3 Transformation laws for geometric quantities under change of gauge . . . . . ... ... ... 79

4.4 A determination of the sphere diffecomorphism . . . . . . . ... ... L oL L. 88

We begin in Chapter 1 with the formulation of the Einstein vacuum equations in double null gauge and
the Schwarzschild background.

We shall then present in Chapter 2 two key concepts which will play an important role in our proof:
an almost gauge invariant hierarchy and the teleological gauge normalisations.

In Chapter 3, we shall introduce a schematic notation for differences with Schwarzschild background
quantities, and derive the Teukolsky and Regge—Wheeler equations, exploiting the schematic notation to
organise “error terms”.

Finally, in Chapter 4, we shall derive formulas relating change of gauge between two local double null
parametrisations, and discuss how to break the diffeomorphism invariance of the sphere.

Chapter 1 is essential for all other chapters in the work and must be read first. The reader impatient to
proceed to Part B can skip portions of Chapters 2 and 4 and almost the entirety of Chapter 3, though they
will need to refer to these skipped portions to understand the energies appearing in the main theorem. We
shall give more precise instructions for such a reader in the preambles of the various chapters.
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Chapter 1

The vacuum Einstein equations in
double null gauge and the
Schwarzschild background

In this chapter we will present the Einstein vacuum equations (2) in double null gauge and associate to such
a gauge a Schwarzschild background solution.

Contents

1.1  Geometric preliminaries . . . . . . . . .. L L Lo 33
1.1.1  The plane R? and the sphere S® . . . . . . . . . . ... ... ... 33
1.1.2  Coordinates, differentiable structure and S-tangent tensors . . . . . . . . .. ... 33
1.1.3  Metric and time orientation . . . . . . . .. .. L Lo Lo oo 34
1.1.4  Null frames and associated differential operators. . . . . . . .. .. .. ... ... 34
1.1.5  Ricci coefficients and curvature components . . . . . . . . . .. .. ... ... .. 36

1.2 The complete set of equations . . . . . . . . . . . . .. e 36
1.2.1  The null structure equations . . . . . . . .. ... Lo oo 37
1.2.2  The Bianchi identities . . . . . . . . ..o 38
1.2.3  Interchanging the position of the torsion term . . . . . . . ... ... ... .... 39

1.3 The Schwarzschild metric in Eddington—Finkelstein and Kruskal normalised double null
coordinates . . . . ... e 39
1.3.1 Eddington-Finkelstein normalised double null coordinates . . . . . . . ... ... 39
1.3.2  Kruskal normalised double null coordinates . . . . .. .. .. ... .. ... ... 40
1.3.3  Penrose-type representations . . . . . . . .. .. L Lo oo 41
1.3.4  Schwarzschild as a background and diffeomorphisms of the sphere . . . . . . . .. 41
1.3.5  The parameter Minix and related fixed parameters . . . . . . . . .. .. ... ... 41

1.4 The £ = 0,1 modes and the reference linearised Kerr solutions . . . .. .. ... ... .. 43
1.4.1  Spherical integration and volume form . . . . . ... ... ... ... ... ... 43
1.4.2  Projection onto £ = 0 and ¢ = 1 modes and spherical harmonics Y5, . . . . . . . . 43
1.4.3  The reference linearised Kerr solutions . . . . . . .. ... ... ... ... .... 46

We begin in Section 1.1 with certain geometric preliminaries concerning a manifold represented glob-
ally by a double null coordinate system. We shall then give the complete set of structure equations in
Section 1.2 resulting from (2). In Section 1.3, we introduce the Schwarzschild metric, expressed in two
double null coordinate systems, Eddington—Finkelstein and Kruskal normalised. This will allow us to asso-
ciate a Schwarzschild background to a given general solution of the vacuum equations in double null gauge.
With this, we shall define in Section 1.4 the ¢ = 0,1 modes and the reference linearised Kerr solutions
associated to a solution.
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The results and notations of this chapter will be used throughout the work. After finishing this chapter,
the reader impatient to proceed to Part B may read Chapter 5 up to and including Section 5.3. (We remark
in fact that Sections 5.1-5.2 of Chapter 5 only depend on Sections 1.1-1.2 here and thus could be read directly
after these if the reader prefers.)

1.1 Geometric preliminaries

In this section, we give certain geometric preliminaries.

We begin in Section 1.1.1 with some notation concerning the plane and sphere which will allow us to
introduce in Section 1.1.2 the differentiable structure of the ambient manifold associated to what will be
a double null gauge. We shall consider then the metric and time orientation in Section 1.1.3, interpreting
our previously defined coordinates as double null coordinates. We shall define associated null frames and
differential operators in Section 1.1.4. This will allow us to define all Ricci coefficients and curvature
components in Section 1.1.5.

The reader may wish to also consult and compare with the references [Chr09, DL17, DHR] for equations
and notations very similar to those presented here. (We will point out differences arising from our slightly
different conventions wherever appropriate.)

1.1.1 The plane R? and the sphere S?

Let us fix some notation concerning the plane R? and the sphere S? which will be related to the domains of
double null parametrisations.
We will denote the standard coordinates on R? as (u,v) or (U, V).

We shall consider S? concretely, say as a subset S? C R?x,y,z)' Let us fix the north pole (0,0,1) € S? and

let (0, ¢) denote standard spherical coordinates defined by
0 =cos™' z, ¢ = tan"'(y/x). (1.1.1)

We now let 4 denote the standard metric on S? induced from the inclusion S? C R3. In the spherical

coordinates defined above, we have ) o
4 = df? + sin? 0 do>.

Whereas we shall always refer to standard coordinates (u,v) on R?, on the sphere S?, we shall often
consider general local coordinates. We will denote such general local coordinates on the sphere by 84, where
A=1,2.

We will also sometimes use the notation # € S? to denote a point on the sphere, with no reference to any
particular coordinate system.

1.1.2 Coordinates, differentiable structure and S-tangent tensors

We fix some
W c R?

to be a non-empty open subset. (Later, we shall allow more generally W to be a 2-dimensional submanifold
of R? with piecewise smooth boundary:.)
We define now

Z=Wx$? (1.1.2)
We note that the standard coordinates (u,v) of R? together with a local coordinate system 84, A = 1,2, on
S?, as described in Section 1.1.1, define a local coordinate system (u,v,64) on Z.
We denote
Suw = {(u,v)} x S% (1.1.3)
An S-tangent (r,s) tensor (or S-tensor for short) will be defined to be a tensor ¢ which when expressed
in the coordinate basis defined by the above coordinates takes the form

0
064

¢ = opy (u, 0,01, 6%) @@ o @I @ @ .
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In the above, r labels the number of contravariant indices and s the number of covariant indices. We shall
refer as usual to S-tangent (1,0) tensors as S-tangent vector fields, (0,1) tensors as S-tangent 1-forms, and
(0, ) tensors as S-tangent s-covariant tensors. Note that the notion of S-tensor does not depend on the
choice of local coordinates 4 on S2, and defines for each fixed (u,v) a tensor on S, ,.

1.1.3 Metric and time orientation

On Z, let Q2 denote a smooth positive function, let b denote a smooth S-tangent 1-form and let ¢ denote
a smooth S-tangent symmetric covariant 2-tensor which is assumed to be positive definite (thought of as a
tensor on Sy ).

(More generally, we will consider such tensors of suitably high regularity so that the operations to be
considered in this Chapter can be defined.)

Under the above assumptions, the expression

g = —20%(u,v,0")(du@dv+dv@du) +¢,, , (u,v,04)(d6° b (u,v,60)dv) @ (A6 — b7 (u, v, 64)dv) (1.1.4)

defines a smooth Lorentzian metric on Z. Note that the hypersurfaces

Co=|J Suww Coi= |J Suw (1.1.5)
v:(u,v)EW w:(u,v)EW

of constant u and v respectively, are null with respect to the above metric, while S, , defined in (1.1.3)
satisfies S, , = Cy, N C, and is spacelike with induced (Riemannian) metric g. We will denote by gAB the
components of the inverse induced metric g’l on Sy, and we will denote by ¢, the components of the
volume form of ¢.

We may time-orient the above metric (1.1.4) by the timelike vector 9, + 8, + b“3ga. This makes (M, g)
into a 4-dimensional spacetime.

Note finally that given an arbitrary (r, s) tensor field v, there is a unique projection to an (r, s) S-tensor
I+ defined by

(Hz/;)gi:::g;' = z/;éi_‘_’_’é;‘, all other components vanish.

This definition is independent of the choice of local coordinates 84 on S2.

1.1.4 Null frames and associated differential operators

We define globally on Z the vector fields
es =070y, ea=Q""(0y+b0pa). (1.1.6)

Note that e3 and e4 are future-directed.
Locally, we may complete e3 and ey to a so-called null frame. Let 4, A = 1,2 denote local coordinates
on S%. Consider the S-tangent vector fields

ea = 60% (1.1.7)
defined in a local neighbourhood on M. We shall call the collection {eq, €2, e3,€4} a local null frame. Note
that we have

gles,eq) = =2, g(es,ea) =0, g(es,ep) = 0.

We emphasise that e; and ey are coordinate vector fields and thus not in general orthonormal! Recall
also that such a frame cannot be defined globally on all of S2.

Note also that for covariant S-tensors ¢, since e4 are defined to be coordinate vector fields, then the
nontrivial tensor components ¢, 4, satisty ¢a,,. a4, = ¢(ea,,...,ea,).

We will require various differential operators which take S-tensors to S-tensors.

We define the projected Lie derivatives D and D to act on an S-tensor ¢ as the S-tensor projection of
the Lie derivatives Lqe,¢ and Lo, @, respectively, i.e.

Do =T(Lae,¢), D¢ =1(Lae, ). (1.1.8)
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Note that the above operators map S-tangent (r, s) tensors into S-tangent (r, s) tensors.
The operator Y acts on an S-tensor as the induced covariant derivative on Su ». Note that this is well

defined and raises the order of a tensor. We use the standard notation Wc(bBl’ : for the components of

the tensor V¢.
The operator V5 and ¥, acting on S-tensors at p = (u,v,6) are the S-tensor projections of the covariant
derivatives V3 = V., and V4 = V,, respectively, i.e.

Vsp =1(Vsp), V¢ =I(Vag). (1.1.9)

€3

Like their projected Lie derivative analogues, the above operators (1.1.9) preserve the order of S-tensors ¢.
Finally, for totally symmetric covariant S-tensors ¢ of rank s+ 1, we define the covariant rank s S-tensors

(dive) a,.a, = g7V podca,...a,
(cltlg) a,..a, == ¢V pdca, .. a,

For S-tangent 1-forms £ we will also require the operator
* 1 T ;
Pie = —5 (Ve + V"¢ - diveg), (1.1.10)
where WTf denotes the transpose of Y&,

(V' €)an = Viéa. (1.1.11)

In addition to the above differential operators, we define the following algebraic operations on S-tensors.
Let Y45 and 945 be symmetric covariant S-tangent 2-tensors and &4, €4 be covariant S-tangent 1-forms.
We define

(£&8)ap = Ealp + s — g clng
9 A = ¢AB$?CD19ACI§BD.
For totally symmetric covariant S-tensors of rank s + 2 we define
(tr¢) a,..a, == §°“bBca,..A.

For S-tangent 1-forms £4 and symmetric covariant S-tangent 2-tensors ¥ 45 we define the Hodge duals *€ 4
and *Y 4p by the expressions

Ca=g,.4 s, ap:=g,,¢" Vac.

For a (not necessarily symmetric) 2-covariant S-tensor field 945 and an S-tangent 1-form £4 we note the
musical operations

19?40 = ﬁABchy fﬁ © = EAgBCa

defining S-tangent (1,1) and (1,0) tensors, respectively.
For an S-tensor T, we shall often use the coercive expression

|T|¢ gAlBl .. 'gAkBkTAl...AkTBl...Bk' (1112)
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1.1.5 Ricci coefficients and curvature components

We have already given examples of Ricci coeflicients and curvature components in Section I.1. Here, we give
the complete list, expressed in terms of a local null frame e;, eq, e3, e4. We use the notation V4 = V.,
where V denotes the covariant derivative of g.
Note that although the definition is given in terms of a local null frame, the definitions below determine
the components of globally defined covariant S-tangent tensors, expressed in a local coordinate system 4.
The complete list of Ricci coefficients! is given by:

xaB = 9(Vaes,ep), Xap = 9(Vaes ep),
1 1
nai=—59(Vsea,eq), 1, = —59(Vaea, es),
. 1 . 1
W= §g(V463,e4)7 W= §g(V3647€3)-

We will further decompose x ap, resp. x 4 into its trace-free part Xap, resp. X 40 & Symmetric trace-free
S-tangent 2-tensor, and its trace try, resp. try, i.e. we define

. 1 . 1
XAB ‘= XAB — §(trX)gAB? XAB = XAB - §(trK)gAB
The complete list of curvature components is given by:
aAB = R(BA,€4,€B,€4), aap ‘= R(6A563763363)7
1 1
Ba = 5 R(ea eq, €3, ), B, = R(ea es,e3,e4),
1 1,
p = 1R(64,63,€4,€3), o= 1 R(€47€3a€4763)~

Here, R denotes the Riemann curvature tensor of g, defined as usual by
RW,Z, X,Y)=g(R(X,Y)Z,W)=g(VxVyZ —VyVxZ —[X,Y|Z, W)

and * denotes the Hodge star operation. Note moreover that by the symmetries of the curvature tensor, «
and o are symmetric.

Define also the mass aspect functions?

1., . 1,
uzd/vn+p—§(x,x), and gzdlvﬂ+p—§(x,x)~ (1.1.13)

1.2 The complete set of equations

We now assume that the metric g of (1.1.4) satisfies the Einstein vacuum equations
Riclg] = 0, (1.2.1)
where as usual
Ric(X,Y) =tr(Z — R(Z,X)Y).
The content of (1.2.1) is expressed in the null structure and Bianchi identities satisfied by the Ricci coefficients

and curvature components. Let us note already that a and o are traceless symmetric S-tangent covariant
2-tensors under the assumption (1.2.1), i.e.

tra =0, tra = 0.

We display in Section 1.2.1 the null structure equations (with the Ricci coefficients on the left hand
side) and in Section 1.2.2 the Bianchi identities (with the curvature components on the left hand side).
Finally, in Section 1.2.3, we note the different form the equations take if the position of the torsion term
in (1.1.4) is interchanged.

n comparing formulas with [DL17], note that the & here corresponds to —2w of [DL17], and similarly & here corresponds
to —2w of [DL17].

2In comparing formulas with [Chr09], note that the y here corresponds to —u of [Chr09], and similarly y here corresponds
to —u of [Chr09]. B
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1.2.1 The null structure equations

We give in this section the null structure equations.
We first note the relation of the projected Lie and covariant derivatives. For scalar functions f, we clearly
have Df = QVyf, Df = QVsf. For S-tangent 1-forms, we have

DE=QVié+xF-€),  DE=QVse+x ). (1.2.2)
For S-tangent symmetric covariant 2-tensors, we have
DY=Q(V 9 +xxI+9xyx), DI=QVz0+xx9+9Ixx). (1.2.3)
In particular, in the case where ¥ is trace-free, these simplify to
DY = QY40 + trxd), DV = Q(V39 + trx?). (1.2.4)
We have the first variational formulae:
Dg¢ = 2Qx = 2Qx + Qtrxg and Dg = 2Qx = 2Qx + Qtrxg . (1.2.5)

These formulae are in fact equivalent to the statement that Vs §=0= th.
We then have the following set of transport equations for the so-called shear and expansion:

Vax +trx X —@ X = —a, ViXx+trx x -0 x = -« (1.2.6)

1

2. N 1 . o .
5 (t)” —@trx = — (L.R), Vatrx + 5 (00" — bty = — (1.0 (1.2.7)

Wgtrx +

Note that the last two equations constitute the celebrated Raychaudhuri equations.
The same quantities satisfy an alternative set of transport equations in the conjugate null directions:

1 f e * 1 o~
773X + 5“& X+twx= 72$2n — itrx X + n®mn, (1.2.8)
| RN * 1 A
Vax + S X o X = —2P5n — X X+ n®n, (1.2.9)
1 ;
Yty + itrxtrx + wtry = — (X, )2) +2(n,n) + 2p + 2divy, (1.2.10)
1 R A A
Vatry + S bty + oty = — (X, %) +2(n,n) +2p+ 2divy. (1.2.11)

We then have the following remaining transport equations:

1 1 ) 1 1 )
Van + gtrxn = Strxn+ 5 - (0 —n) + 8, Yan+ gtoxn = St — 5+ (0 —n) = 5, (1.2.12)
2 . .
Yan+trxn = gV (@) + 5 = 2% -0, (1.2.13)
2 . .
Van + trxn = GV (9@) - 8 -2k -, (1.2.14)
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QYL () =2 (n,n) — [0l —p, QY3 QD) =2 (n,n) — n|* — p,

Db = 202 (nA — 77A) .

Finally we have the following tangential equations on Sy, ,:

)A(/\X_O—a

N |

1
cdrln = —§§< ANX+o and cdrlg =

P 1 1
dfvxz—ixﬁ'(ﬁ—ﬂ)*‘*trx (r]—g)—l—ivtr)(—ﬁ
1,

4
1 1
B S RS 1 _
5 X (n—mn) 2tr><ﬂ+2QV(Qtr><) B,

div = S5 - (n—n) — trx (n—n) + %Vtrwé

2 4
1

1 1
_ ot o -
=5X - (n—n) — gtrxn+

The latter two equations represent the well-known Codazzi equations.
We finally note the Gauss equation

1 1, .
K = —trxtry + 5 (4. %) = »,

where K denotes the Gauss curvature of S, ,,, and the relations
n+ﬂ:2WlogQ, &=V, logQ, @ = V3logQ.

1.2.2 The Bianchi identities

(1.2.15)

(1.2.16)

(1.2.17)

(1.2.18)

(1.2.19)

(1.2.20)

(1.2.21)

To complete our system of equations, we record the Bianchi identities satisfied by the curvature components:

1 X . .. 1 .
Yao + 5“&0‘ +20a = —2P,B — 3xp — 3o + 3 (9n —n) @8,
V.8 + 2trx B — @B = diva +n* - a,
V3B +trxB +wB = Vp+*Yo + 3np + 3 no + 2x° - 5,

3 1 1.
Yap + 5trxp = divB+ 5 (n+3n,8) — 5 (%),

3 1 1
Va0 + itrxcr = —aifrl3 — 3 (77 + 3@) A B+ 5X/\ Q,

—_

3 1 .
Vap+ strxp = —divf — 5 (3n+1,8) - 5 (X a),
3 1 1.
Yo + 5“&‘7 = —ayfrlg — 3 (B3n+n)AB— XA
W4§+ trxB +wp = ~VYp+*Yo — 3np + 3*no + QXﬁ - B,
V3B + 2tryB — @B = —diva — 1* - a,

1 e 1 .
V.o + §trxg+2<bg: 2D, — 3xp + 3* X0 — 3 (97 —n) &B.

[\
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1.2.3 Interchanging the position of the torsion term

We shall also consider double null metrics on Z in the form
g = —20%(u,v, HA)(du®dv+dv®du)+gCD(u,U, 0 (dO° —b (u, v, 01)du) @ (dOP —bP (u, v, 6)du), (1.2.32)

i.e. with the torsion term b multiplying du in place of dv. This just interchanges the role of v and v so that
the relevant formulas can immediately be derived from the formulas above. Note that the null pair (1.1.6)
is now replaced by

e3 = Q710 + b29pa),  es=Q710,. (1.2.33)

Note that there is an asymmetry in the roles of e3 and e, in the definition of 3 and 3. As a result of this,

we may repeat all definitions as in Section 1.1 where we replace (1.1.4) with (1.2.32), and all equations in
Section 1.2 remain valid in precisely their original form, except for (1.2.16), which becomes

Ob® = —20% (n* —n?). (1.2.34)

1.3 The Schwarzschild metric in Eddington—Finkelstein and Kruskal
normalised double null coordinates

In this section, we shall give two concrete realisations of the Schwarzschild metric with mass M > 0 expressed
in so-called Eddington—Finkelstein and Kruskal normalised double null coordinates. We shall define these
coordinates in Sections 1.3.1 and 1.3.2, respectively, while in Section 1.3.3 we shall describe how these
coordinate ranges are represented as Penrose diagrams. In Section 1.3.4, we shall associate a Schwarzschild
background with a double null gauge, describing the ambiguity in choosing the diffeomorphism to the sphere.
Finally, in Section 1.3.5 we shall fix a reference parameter Mi,;; and collect a number of parameters
depending on M;,;; which will be used later in this work.

1.3.1 Eddington—Finkelstein normalised double null coordinates

In the notation of Section 1.1.2, we let We 5 := R? with coordinates u, v. We shall refer to the coordinates u
and v as retarded and advanced Eddington—Finkelstein null coordinates. Let ¥ denote the standard metric
on S? as defined in Section 1.1.1.

Let us fix M > 0. On the manifold Z¢7 := Wer x S?, we define the metric

Go.M = —2927M(u, v)(du @ dv + dv @ du) + 73, (u,v)Y 4 pd6* @ d6P (1.3.1)

where the function rps(u, v) is defined implicitly by the relation

2M 7 (U, v) ra(u,v)) v —u
(1 7 (u, v)) onr O < ot ) P\ oar ) (1.3.2)

and .
Qg M(ua U) =1-—- (133)

, or

The expression (1.3.1) describes the Schwarzschild metric with mass M, expressed in Eddington—Finkelstein
normalised double null coordinates (see [Edd24, Fin58] for what is essentially the outgoing null coordinate v).

Note that we may view (1.3.1) as being in either the form (1.1.4) or in (1.2.32), with the metric coefficient
functions given by (1.3.3), and

2 o
bo,IM = 0, go M =Ty

We record here the non-vanishing Ricci coefficients and curvature components associated to (1.3.1):

2M 202 2022 X M X M
QRa=1-"—, Qo ===, (QrX)on = ——, (W)onr = 5 (Woyr = 5,
M M ™ "M "M
(1.3.4)
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and

2M 1
po,M = ——3 KO7M = 5 - (135)
"M "M

The value of the mass M will often be clear from the context, in which case M is omitted from the subscript
and we write Q2. r, etc.
Let us also introduce the following notation: Given r’ > 2M, we define
v(r' u) =v iy (u,v) =1 (1.3.6)

Note that the above v is unique and for fixed 7’ this defines a smooth increasing function of u.

1.3.2 Kruskal normalised double null coordinates

Now let RU v denote R? with coordinates U and V and consider Wi C R v to be the region UV < 1. We
shall refer to U and V as Kruskal normalised retarded and advanced coordinates. Let ~ denote the standard
metric on S? as defined in Section 1.1.1.

On the manifold Zx := Wi x S?, we define the metric

Gonr e = =20 (U, V)(AU @ dV + dV @ dU) + 13, (U, V)3apdo” @ do” (1.3.7)
where r (U, V) is defined by the relation
TM,IC(Uv V) TJVI,IC(Ua V) _
( Wi 1) exp Wi =-UV (1.3.8)
and 5
2 - _TM,IC
(U V) = T exp (— 1) - (1.3.9)

Again, we may view (1.3.7) as being in either the form (1.1.4) or in (1.2.32), as b= 0.
The non-vanishing Ricci coefficients and curvature components associated to (1.3.7) are

8M?

oM 2 oM LK oM
Qtry. 1— Ot -V (— : ) M= — 2 (1.3.10
TXo,M,C = V ALK ( TM,IC) rKo,M,IC T]2\47]C €xXp oM Po,M,K T?VJ’]C ( )
and
1 oM oM M oM sk
O pr k= — 1 1— o vy (— : ) 1.3.11
oMK 2rak < - TMJC) ( TM,)C) o, MK MK ( - TMJC) “P\ oy ( )

As is well known, the expression (1.3.7) again represents the Schwarzschild metric with mass M, but
now in Kruskal normalised double null coordinates (see [Kru60]). We may identify the manifold Mryemaitre
discussed in Section 1.2 as the subregion V' > 0. The map

iy Wer — Wi (1.3.12)

given by

e () Ve ()

gives rise to an embedding tp; x ids2_,g2 taking Zer = Wer x S? into Zx = Wi x S? with
LM(Wg]:) = {U < 0} N {V > 0} C Wk,

(1.3.13)

such that
go.nr = (tar X 9d)* 9o M i,
where go pr was defined by (1.3.1), in particular

v = LRITM,IC; (1314)

where 75 was defined by (1.3.2).

In what follows, the use of capital letters U and V' will be sufficient to distinguish the functions s (U, V)
from rpr(u,v), and thus, in view also of (1.3.14), we will drop the K subscript from r (as well as the
M subscript, as discussed in Section 1.3.2). Similarly, we will often drop the M subscript as from the
map (1.3.12), when the choice of M is implicit.
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Figure 1.1: Kruskal and Eddington—Finkelstein double null coordinates superimposed on a Penrose diagram

1.3.3 Penrose-type representations

We shall often depict yet another representation of spacetime, which refers to a set of null coordinates which
are globally bounded. One can obtain such a representation trivially by suitably rescaling U and V. So
as to avoid the unnecessary further proliferation of symbols, we shall not attempt here to name such new
coordinates but we shall often superimpose Kruskal and Eddington—Finkelstein double null coordinate labels
on such a diagram. Refer to Figure 1.1.

1.3.4 Schwarzschild as a background and diffeomorphisms of the sphere

In this work, we shall use the two alternative double null gauges defined in Sections 1.3.1 and 1.3.2 above to
define Schwarzschild backgrounds corresponding to a metric as in Section 1.1.3.

That is to say, consider Z as in Section 1.1.2 given by (1.1.2), with W C R2.

Assume that we have a metric g on Z expressed as (1.1.4) (or alternatively (1.2.32)), satisfying (1.2.1).

Since we have W C Wex, by identifying the standard coordinates, we may now consider, in addition to
g, also the Schwarzschild metric go as with mass M > 0 defined on the same set Z by the expression (1.3.1).

We shall call g, s the Eddington-Finkelstein Schwarzschild background defined by our choice of double
null gauge.

(We may alternatively, if Z C Zk, consider on Z the Schwarzschild metric defined by (1.3.7). If we are
to do this, we shall denote the coordinates of Z with capital U, V.)

Let us remark already that if we consider a diffeomorphism Z¢x — Z¢ 7 of the form

id X1 : Wer xS? = Wer x S?, (1.3.15)

where ¢ : S? — S? is a diffeomorphism, then this covariantly induces a new solution (id x 1).g of the vacuum
equations on Z, again expressed in the form (1.1.4) (or alternatively (1.2.32)).

Considering Schwarzschild as a background, however, breaks the diffeomorphism invariance, as (id x
)G — gorr # (id X 1) (g — goar) unless 9 is an isometry of the standard metric ¥ on S?. We note already,
however, that several of the background functions are invariant to transformation by such a (1.3.15), for
instance, the function r and all the quantities (1.3.4) and (1.3.5).

1.3.5 The parameter M;,;; and related fixed parameters

Let us fix now a parameter
Minig > 0. (1316)

Associated to M, will be a smallness parameter
€0(Minit ), (1.3.17)

which will be constrained at various stages within the proof. We shall consider Schwarzschild metrics of
various masses M, but we shall always assume

|M — M| < 2. (1.3.18)
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Here and in what follows, A < B for nonnegative A and B denotes A < CB where C > 0 is a constant
depending only on Miy;t.

In our proof we shall require a variety of u, v and r parameters depending on Mip;t.

We first shall require a large value

R = R(Minit) > Minit(S_Q (1.3.19)

which will moreover be further constrained later in the paper, specifically in (13.3.35) and (13.7.27) and
in the proof of Propositions 14.3.25 and 14.3.27, where each time R is constrained in terms of explicitly
computable constants depending only on M;y;;. Here

1

= —. 1.3.2
100 (1.3.20)

For a real number ¢ € R, let us introduce the notation
RC =R + CMinit-

We shall now require a set of u and v values, together with corresponding sets of U and V values defined
via Lag, -

Let us define u_s := 0, and the corresponding U_s := —1 defined by (1.3.13) with M = Mjp;;, and define
v_9:=0 such that, and correspondingly V_5 := 1.

We choose seven additional parameters
Ug > U3 > U > U(} >up > ug > u_1 > u_o =0, (1321)

and four additional parameters
V3 > Vg > Vg > V-1 >V_9g = 0, (1322)

all depending only on My, such that

T M (U—2,V0) = Tagi5, (U2, V—2) + Minit, (1.3.23)
PMiie (00, V2) = Ray  Tag, (uf,v3) > Rs (1.3.24)
T Mo (U1,02) = R (1.3.25)
and
T My (U3, 03) < R_o (1.3.26)

and such that u(} is sufficiently large, by a condition to be determined in Section 5 (the condition (5.9.5)
from Remark 5.9.3, necessary for the validity of Proposition 5.9.2) together with the condition

uf — 2Minie > uy. (1.3.27)

(Note that the above constraints can indeed be satisfied for R and u(} arbitrary large. Thus, we first
select R and u(} sufficiently large, and then the remaining parameters.)
Finally, we shall choose
Us >0 (1.3.28)

such that r(V3,Us) = Minit, where V3 corresponds to vs by (1.3.13).

The role of these parameters will become clear when we discuss the boundaries of the domains of various
gauges in Sections 2.2, 2.3 and 5.5. We note already that we shall introduce in Section 10.3 an additional
parameter vy satisfying vg < v < vg, but this parameter will depend on an actual solution and will thus be
variable.
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1.4 The ¢/ =0,1 modes and the reference linearised Kerr solutions

We will consider a subset Z as in Section 1.1.2 given by (1.1.2), with WW C R2. We will assume that we have
a metric g on Z expressed as (1.1.4) (or alternatively (1.2.32)), satisfying (1.2.1).

As in Section 1.3.4, we shall now consider, in addition to g, also the Schwarzschild metric go, as with mass
M > 0 defined on the same set Z by the expression (1.3.1).

We define in this section the £ = 0 and ¢ = 1 modes and the reference linearised Kerr solutions. These
definitions will all depend on the metric g. We first shall discuss in Section 1.4.1 integration over spheres.
We shall define the projections to £ = 0 and ¢ = 1 spherical harmonics in Section 1.4.2. (This will require
an additional assumption of closeness to the spherical metric.) We shall finally define the reference linearised
Kerr solutions in Section 1.4.3.

1.4.1 Spherical integration and volume form

As usual, let us denote by r the function r = r, 5y on Z = W x S? induced by the background Schwarzschild
metric go ar-

Integrals over spheres S,, , will typically involve the volume form =2, /det gd91d92 and so, accordingly,
define

df :=r~2, /det gd6' d6>. (1.4.1)

We remark already that this volume form will be comparable to that of the round unit sphere metric.
We note however that the volume form changes covariantly under diffeomorphisms of the form (1.3.15).

In particular, the integral
/ fdo
Su,'u

is well defined and invariant to diffeomorphism of the form (1.3.15). We may also define the L? inner product

(a,b) = /s abdf. (1.4.2)

w,v

1.4.2 Projection onto ¢ =0 and ¢ = 1 modes and spherical harmonics Y,

We define in this section the projection onto “low” spherical harmonics.

1.4.2.1 The operator ZD;W and the projections for functions and one-forms

Recall the operator @; acting on S-tangent 1-forms & defined by (1.1.10). Consider now the operator @;W
This operates on scalar functions.

Proposition 1.4.1. Given (u,v) € W, suppose g s sufficiently close to the round metric on Sy, in the
geometric sense, i.e. there exists a diffeomorphism 1 : S? — S? such that for sufficiently small € > 0,

Ir2g(u, v,0) — ™| <e. (1.4.3)
Then, thought of as an operator on C*°(S,,), we have
dim Ker(ByY) = 4,
and the projection Iy . (p:y) defines a continuous map C*(W x S?) = C>=(W x §?).

Remark 1.4.2. We have formulated the assumption (1.4.3) allowing for ¢ to highlight its geometric nature.
In practice, however, we shall always apply this with ¥ as the identity.
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Constant functions on S, ,, are evidently elements of Ker(ﬁzv).
Under the assumptions of Proposition 1.4.1, we may decompose

dimKer(D,¥) = Vo + W1
where
V% :=span{1}
and where
V! = span{l1}* C Ker(ﬁZV),

where the orthogonal complement is taken in the space Ker(P,Y) using the L? inner product on the sphere
Sy, given by (1.4.2).
For a smooth scalar function f(u,v,#), we may now define

fe=o(u,v,0) =Tyo f(u,v,0), (
fo=1(u,v,0) =y f(u,v,0), (1.4.5
fe>1(u,0,0) = f = fi=o, (
fer(u,v,0) = f = fi1, (
fez2(u,v,0) = f = Hgenpyyvyf = [ = fi=0 = fe=1, (1.4.8

where II denotes orthogonal projection with respect to (1.4.2). By Propositon 1.4.1, these functions are
again smooth.

To define projections on 1-forms, let us first recall that, for any function h(u,v,8), the Hodge dual of the
gradient of h is the one form defined by

7'V ah = ¢ABgBCchh,

where ¢ is the induced metric on the sphere S, , and ¢ is the induced volume form. Recall the following
Hodge decomposition of a 1-form (which follows from standard elliptic theory):

Proposition 1.4.3. Under the assumption of Proposition 1.4.1, any smooth S-tangent 1-form & can be
uniquely decomposed as

E(u,v,0) = 1Vhy¢(u,v,0) +r*Vhae(u,v,0),
where hy ¢(u,v,0), ha¢(u,v,0) are smooth functions such that (hy¢)i=o = (ha,¢)e=0 = 0.

Thus, under the assumptions of Proposition 1.4.1, given an S-tangent 1-form &, define the smooth S-
tangent 1-forms

E=1(u,v,0) = 1V (hy¢)e=1(u,v,0) + r*V (ha¢) =1 (u,v,0),
and
£€Z2(u7 v, 9) = Tv(hl,f)ZZZ(Uﬂ v, 0) + T*V(h275)522(u7 v, 9)7

where hy ¢ and ho ¢ are as in Proposition 1.4.3.

Remark 1.4.4. We remark that if we consider a diffeomorphism of the form (1.3.15), the above definitions
are covariant in the sense that ¥*(fo=1) = (V* f)e=1, etc.
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1.4.2.2 Round spherical harmonics

It will be convenient to introduce actual spherical harmonic functions depending on our metric g. We first
will need to recall the round spherical harmonic functions.

Recall the standard spherical coordinates (1.1.1) on S? defined in Section 1.1.1.

We may lift the standard £ = 0 and ¢ = 1 spherical harmonics expressed with respect to this coordinate
system to functions on W x S?. Explicitly, we define the round ¢ = 0 spherical harmonic to be

. o o 1
YY) 0 =4 —
0 (ua v,0, ¢) 47_‘_7
and we define the round ¢ = 1 spherical harmonics Yﬂl17 for m = —1,0,1, to be

?fl(u,v,é,qgﬁ) = \/% sinésing;, ?Ol(u,v,é,i) = \/% cosé, ?f(u,v,@o,cz;) = \/% sinécosgg.

Remark 1.4.5. We note that, in contrast to Remark 1.4.4, the above definitions do not change covariantly
by diffeomorphism of the form (1.3.15). That is to say, they depend on our concrete realisation of the sphere!

1.4.2.3 A basis for the spaces VO and V! and the coefficients Cfy c}”

We may now proceed to define spherical harmonics depending on our metric g. We will always be under the
assumption of Proposition 1.4.1, but now with the additional restriction that ¥ =
Define the ¢ = 0 spherical harmonic simply to be the function

1

Y (u,v) / det d9 d92> 5.
P = ([

For each (u,v), this manifestly spans the space )°.
Let Y,} denote the projection of the round ¢ = 1 spherical harmonics to the space ),

“n11 = Hyl}of,r}” for m = —1,0, 1.

By Proposition 1.4.1, these are again smooth.
One easily shows the following

Lemma 1.4.6. Under the assumption (1.4.3), with the additional requirement that ¢ = id, it follows that
Y.l again form a basis for Y*.

Define finally the ¢ = 1 spherical harmomcs Y1 for m = —1,0,1, to be the result of performing the
Gram-Schmidt orthonormalisation process to Y 1) YO , Y1
We have that for each (u,v),
span{Y' Y}, Yi'} = V1,
span{Yy, Y2, Yy, Y} = V0 + V! = Ker(P, V).

Thus, for a given smooth scalar function f : W xS? — R, there exist unique smooth functions cy, c?l, i ch

W — R such that .
fo=o(u,v) = ¢y (u, U)YOO(U, v) = </ d9> / f(u,v,0)do
Su,v Su,v

1

fe=1(u,v,0) = > ¢ (u,0)Y,} (u,v,0), (1.4.9)

m=—1

and

where fy—o and fy—; were defined in (1.4.4) and (1.4.4), respectively.
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We have in particular that

1
flu,v,0) = cf(u,v)YOO(um) + Z c;c”(u,v)Y,}L(u, v,0) + fo>o(u,v,6),

m=-—1

where f;>2 was defined in (1.4.8). Note that f;>o satisfies
/ fesoY,ir™2, /det gdo' do* = o,
S2

for { = 0,1, |m| < /.

Remark 1.4.7. In view of Remarks 1.4.4 and 1.4.5, we emphasise that that the above definitions of cy (as
opposed to the projections fo—1, etc., themselves) are not preserved by diffeomorphisms of the form (1.3.15).

1.4.3 The reference linearised Kerr solutions

Finally, we will define in this section a fixed-M linearised Kerr solution on Z = W x S? associated to g.
Given a 3-vector (J~1,J9 J') € R?, we define

1 1 1
m 6 = m 3 * = m4* =
OKerr = Z J ﬁyyfl 17 NKerr = _ﬂKerr = Z J ﬁ Wy;fl 17 bKerr = Z J ; Wyrﬁ 1a

m=—1 m=—1 m=—1

L 1
3 - 3 _
Q@ Bren == 3 IV (@ken =2 Y ISV

m=—1 m=—1

where we again assume that (1.4.3) holds with ¢ = id so the spherical harmonics of Section 1.4.2.3 are
indeed well defined on W x S2.

The above expressions are motivated from [DHR], where they appeared as solutions to the linearised Ein-

stein vacuum equations (expressed in double null gauge) around Schwarzschild with mass M, corresponding
to the fixed-M Kerr family of solutions.

Remark 1.4.8. In view of Remark 1.4.7, we again emphasise that these definitions are not covariant under
diffeomorphisms of the form (1.3.15).
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Chapter 2

The almost gauge-invariant hierarchy
and the teleological gauge
normalisations

In this chapter we shall introduce two essential concepts for our work, that of the almost gauge-invariant
hierarchy and that of teleological gauge normalisations suitable for black holes. Both have their origin
in [DHR].

Contents
2.1 The almost gauge invariant hierarchy: o, ¢, Pand o, %, P . . . . . ... ... ... ... 48
2.2 TheZV GAUZE . . . o o v o 48
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2.2.3  Associated linearised Kerr solution . . . . . . ... ... L 0oL 50
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2.3 TheHVT gauge . . . . . . . . 51
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In Section 2.1, we shall introduce the non-linear analogue of the gauge-invariant hierarchy of [DHR]. In
the following two sections, we then introduce two possible teleological normalisations of a double null gauge,
the so called Zt gauge normalisation in Section 2.2, followed by the so-called H* gauge normalisation in
Section 2.3.

The constructions of the present chapter are fundamental for the rest of the paper. In principle, the
impatient reader anzious to already continue reading Part B beyond Section 5.8 could for now skip Section 2.1,
as the gauge invariant quantities only will appear implicitly in the definition of various norms in Sections 5.5
and 6.1 (for which the notations of Chapter 3 will also be essential; see comments in the prologue to the next
chapter). Nonetheless, as this is a short section, and given the centrality of this hierarchy to the spirit of the
paper, we do not recommend so doing! The reader may wish to refer to the discussion of [DHR] for more
background on both the issue of gauge-invariant quantities and of future gauge normalisation.

47



2.1 The almost gauge invariant hierarchy: «, ¢, P and «, ¢, P

We have already remarked in Section V.5 how our approach relies on adapting the gauge-invariant hierarchy
of [DHR]. We give the relevant definitions here.

Definition 2.1.1. We consider subsets Z, VW as in Section 1.1.2, and we assume that we have a metric g
on Z expressed as (1.1.4) (or alternatively (1.2.32)), satisfying (1.2.1).
Given M > 0, using the inclusion W C Wer, we consider as in Section 1.3.4 also the Schwarzschild
metric go.pr with mass M defined on the same set Z by the expression (1.3.1). We shall denote r = rpy.
We define the almost gauge-invariant hierarchy associated to g to consist of the following quantities:

1 2 1 3
«, 'l/} = 7@W3(7"Q Oé), P .= T?’—QW?)(T Q'lz)), (211)
1 2 1 3
Q, y = w02 W4(7’Q a), P = —7T3QY74(7” Qy) (2.1.2)
Moreover, let
L (2.1.3)
7= o 1.

and define also the alternative members of the hierarchy:

- 1
Y= 2rQ)2

Vi(r%a). Pi= — V(0.
r3Q)

In the proof of the main theorem it is useful to consider the quantities 1) and P when r is large since the
error terms in the wave equations that they satisfy have better » behaviour, compared to the error terms in
the v and P equations. The error terms in the wave equations satisfed by ¢ and P, on the other hand, have
better behaviour close to the event horizon. a

The above definitions should be compared with the gauge-invariant quantities of linear theory, defined
in [DHR], and discussed in Section I1.3.1. Since the linear theory analogues of (2.1.1) and (2.1.2) were exactly
gauge invariant and satisfied decoupled equations, it will turn out that the gauge dependence of (2.1.1)
and (2.1.2) and their coupling to the other quantities in the full nonlinear theory, while not trivial, will be
at higher order in the smallness parameter €3 measuring distance from Schwarzschild. That is to say, if we
have two double null parametrisations i and ¢ as in Section 4.2, then the difference between the quantities
corresponding to i*g and i*¢ will be higher order in &.

For the generalisations of the Teukolsky and Regge—Wheeler equations satisfied by the gauge invariant
hierarchy, see already Chapter 3.4.

2.2 The 77 gauge

We define in this section what it means for a metric to be expressed in Zt gauge.

An Z7 gauge will be a particular type of double null gauge (in the alternative form (1.2.32)), characterised
by a specific domain W, depending on parameters us, My and v, and particular gauge normalisations on
the boundary of W. The nomenclature is motivated by the fact that, when applied later to our maximal
developments (M, g), in the limit where uy — 0o and v., — 00, the ingoing future boundary component of
W will tend to what will be null infinity Z*, and the normalisations will be such so as to induce Bondi type
behaviour.

We first introduce the coordinate domain in Section 2.2.1. Refer already to Figure 2.1. The definition
of the domain already refers to a Schwarzschild background metric with mass parameter My, with which we
can define differences, spherical harmonic projections, etc. With this, we give the definition of an Z* gauge
in Section 2.2.2. Finally, we will also define an associated linearised Kerr solution in Section 2.2.3.
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Figure 2.1: The region Wr+ (uy)

2.2.1 The coordinate domain and Schwarzschild background

Given My > 0 satisfying (1.3.18), let us first recall the Schwarzschild metric g as with parameter M := My,
given by (1.3.1), defined on the set Zer = Wer x S2. We will denote the resulting background quantities as

=70y, 02 = Qz_’Mf, etc. (2.2.1)

Recall the parameters R and u_; from Section 1.3.5, and more generally the parameters R, for ¢ € R.

Given now additional (variable) parameters uy > u_; and v satisfying v > v(Ra4,u) for all u_; <u <
us (where v(R., u) is defined by (1.3.6), and we note that this definition depends on 7 given by (2.2.1) and
thus on My), we may define Wrz+ (uf, My, v) to be the subset of R? with coordinates u, v given by

Wre(up, My, vo0) = {u1 <u<up} N{v(R_2,u) <v < vl (2.2.2)
The domain on which an ZT gauge is to be defined will then be
ZI+(Uf,Mf,UOO) = WI+(Uf,Mf,vOQ) X 82. (223)

We shall typically drop explicit reference to the My and v, dependence in what follows.
In view of the inclusion
Wr+ (Uf) C Wer,

we may now also naturally consider the Schwarzschild metric with parameter M as defined on (2.2.3), for
which we shall again use the notation (2.2.1).

2.2.2 Definition of an 7™ gauge

Let us now assume that we have a metric g on the domain Z7+(uy) defined by (2.2.3) in the form (1.2.32)
satisfying the vacuum equations (1.2.1). (Recall the alternative form (1.2.33) of the null frame and the
resulting equations, described in Section 1.2.3.)

We may define the spherical harmonic projections as in Section 1.4, referring always also to the above
Schwarzschild background quantities (2.2.1). For this we shall require that our metric g satisfies the condi-
tion (1.4.3) with ¢ = id, i.e. the assumptions of both Proposition 1.4.1 and Lemma 1.4.6. We will need one
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additional quantity, a “renormalised mass aspect difference”:

02 [(trx (Qtrx)o
2r \ Q 02 ’

XX+ =2 (2.2.4)

1
uh=djvy +(p—po) — 5

We are now ready to give the definition of what it means for a metric to be expressed in ZT gauge.

Definition 2.2.1. Given uy, My, v as above, and defining Wr+(uy) by (2.2.2) and Zz+(uy) by (2.2.3),
we say that a metric g in the form (1.2.32) defined on Zz+(uy) and solving the Einstein vacuum equations
(1.2.1) is expressed in ZT gauge if, for all (u,v) € Wr+(uy), the induced metric on the spheres Sy .
satisfies the roundness condition (1.4.3) with ¢ = id, i.e. the assumptions of both Proposition 1.4.1 and
Lemma 1.4.6 hold, and projections to spherical harmonics are thus defined, and the following relations hold
on the boundary of the domain:

o 3(r’pe=o)(us,veo) = —Mj;
b(u, Voo, 0) = 0 for all u € [u_q,ur], 0 € S%;

(Qtrx — (Qtrx)o) sy (U, vo0,0) =0 for all 0 € S?;

(dfvﬂﬂ)ézl (Uf,Vo0,0) =0 for all § € S*;
(Q_ltrx - (Q_ltrx)o) (Uf,v00,0) =0 for all 6 € S%;

1 (U, Voo, 0) = 0 for all u € [u_q,uy], 0 € S%;

Hgy(u_l,v,ﬂ) =0 for all v € [v(R_2,u_1),vs], 0 € S?;

(@2 —02),_, (u,050) =0 for all u € [u_y,uy];

o (0 — (Q)o)e=o(u—1,v) = F(u_ 1)Q (u—1,v) for all v € [w(R_2,u_1), V0], where
/ / 3(QX, a)r—o (11, voo ) ditdi, (2.2.5)

where the Schwarzschild background is as defined above and pu' is defined in (2.2.4).

Remark 2.2.2. Let us remark that for allug, My and v, the Schwarzschild metric go a1, defined by (1.3.1),
restricted to (2.2.3), is itself expressed in It gauge.

Remark 2.2.3. Note that because the definition of the Schwarzschild scalar quantities and the projection
operations transform covariantly under diffeomorphisms of S? (cf. Remarks 3.1.1 and 1.4.4), it follows that
an It gauge remains such if pulled back by the map id x ¥ : Wr+ (ug) x S — Wr (ug) x S?, where ¢ acts
as a diffeomorphism on S?. In particular, we do not really need the assumptions of Lemma 1.4.6 to hold to
be able to formulate the above definition, but we shall indeed require it in Definition 2.2.5 below.

Remark 2.2.4. All conditions in Definition 2.2.1 can be directly motivated already by their linearised ver-

sions, except for the final condition (2.2.5), which is used in Section 14.3.4.4. See already Remark 2.2.6.

2.2.3 Associated linearised Kerr solution

Given an ZT gauge, we will also define an associated linearised Kerr solution. Recall the ¢ = 1 spherical
harmonic functions Y,} defined in Section 1.4.2.3 with the help also of the Schwarzschild background go as .
By Proposition 1.4.3, the curvature component Q3 of a given Z gauge can be decomposed as

Qﬂ(“a v, 9) = rvhl,ﬂﬁ (U, v, 9) + T*Wh2,QB (U, v, 0)7

for two functions hj qg, h2.03.
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Definition 2.2.5. Given g expressed in I+ gauge with respect to parameters uy, My and voo, we may define
associated Kerr parameters J74, for m = —1,0,1, by the relation

1
(r*h2,08)e=1 (s, Voo (1g), 0) = 3Q2 oy (g, v00) D TPV (g, Voo, 0).

m=—1

This then gives rise to an associated linearised Kerr solution, which we shall denote by O’%:rr, nﬁzm etc.,
by the definitions of Section 1.4.3 with M = My and J™ = J7 defined above. We note that in view
of Remark 1.4.7, the parameters JIi in general change under diffeomorphisms of the type considered in
Remark 2.2.3 above.

Note that, given an ZT gauge, the linearised Kerr solution of Definition 2.2.5 satisfies

efrl(QBr=1) (U, Voo, 0) = crl(QBkerr) (Uf, Voo, 0). (2.2.6)

The energies defined in Section 6.1 involve the solution minus this corresponding reference linearised Kerr
solution and, in the proof of the main theorem, the solution minus the corresponding reference linearised Kerr
solution will be shown to satisfy better estimates than the reference linearised Kerr solutions themselves.

2.2.4 Aside: The Z* gauge in linear theory

The question of existence of an ZT gauge is already nontrivial in linear theory. Understanding this is a
pre-requisite for using this gauge in the fully nonlinear theory. We state already a linearised version of
this, which the reader may wish to already try and prove on their own, referring to [DHR] for the relevant
notation.

Proposition 2.2.6. Consider a smooth solution . of the linearised Einstein equations in double null gauge
as in [DHR] (but with the metric expressed in the alternative double null form (1.2.32)) around Schwarzschild
with mass My, defined on the domain Wr+(uy) x S? of the background Schwarzschild solution. Then there
exists a pure gauge solution 4 and a linearised Schwarzschild solution Ky 0,00 (see Section 6 of [DHR] for
this notation; note that the family of linearised Schwarzschild solutions is a 1-dimensional subfamily of the
linearised Kerr solutions X ) so that & +9 + Jm 00,0 satisfies the linearised version of all requirements of
Definition 2.2.1, e.g. po—o(uf,voo) = 0, etc.

Remark 2.2.7. Let us note that the pure gauge solution ¢ is not unique as any pure gauge solution generated
by a 1-parameter family of diffeomorphisms as in Remark 2.2.3 trivially satisfies the (linearised) conditions
defining the gauge. Similarly, pure gauge solutions generated by the 1-parameter family generated by the
Killing field 0y also trivially satisfy these linearised conditions. In essence, in our setting, we shall break
these symmetries in Section 5.6 with the help of Proposition 4.4.1 and by anchoring the solution to initial
data.

Proof. See Remark 16.1.5 and the remarks referred to there for instructions on how to distill this theorem
from our later Theorem 16.1 of Chapter 16. O

2.3 The H*' gauge

We define in this section what it means for a metric to be expressed in H™ gauge. Like the notion of ZT
gauge, defined in Section 2.2, an H*t gauge will be a particular type of double null gauge, now however
in the form (1.1.4), characterised by a specific domain Z, again depending on parameters M, and uy, and
particular gauge normalisations on its boundary. Both the domain and the boundary normalisations will
differ from those of the case of an ZT gauge, and the nomenclature is now motivated by the fact that, when
applied to our maximal Cauchy development (M, g), as uy — oo, the outgoing future boundary of W will
tend to what will be the event horizon H*, with suitable normalisations there.

We first introduce the coordinate domain in Section 2.3.1, which again depends on two parameters us
and M. Refer to Figure 2.2. As with the notion of Z gauge, the definition of the domain already refers to
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Figure 2.2: The region Wy+ (uy)

a Schwarzschild background metric with mass parameter My, with which we can define differences, spherical
harmonic projections, etc. With this, we give the definition of an H* gauge in Section 2.3.2. Again as in
the case of an ZT gauge, we will also define an associated linearised Kerr solution in Section 2.3.3. Finally,
we will define an associated Kruskalised gauge in Section 2.3.4.

2.3.1 The coordinate domain and Schwarzschild background

As in Section 2.3.1, given parameter M, satisfying (1.3.18), we will consider the Schwarzschild metric go ar
with parameter M := My, given by (1.3.1), defined on the set Wez x S and use the notation (2.2.1).
Recall the parameters R and ug, v_; from Section 1.3.5, and more generally R, for ¢ € R.
Given an additional parameter uy > ug, we define the set Wi+ (uys, M) to be the subset of R? with
coordinates u, v given by

Wa+ (ug, M) = {upg <u<up}N{v_y <v <o(Ro,u)}. (2.3.1)

where v(Ra,u) is defined by (1.3.6), and where we note again that this definition depends on r defined above

and thus on My. Again, we shall typically drop explicit reference to the My dependence in what follows.

We note that by (1.3.18), for £ sufficiently small, we may assume that indeed v_; < v(Ra,u) for all u > wy.
The domain on which the HT gauge is to be defined will then be

Wit (uy) x S%. (2.3.2)

Again, in view of the inclusion

Wy+ CWer,

we may now also naturally consider the Schwarzschild metric with parameter M as defined on (2.2.3), for
which we shall again use the notation (2.2.1).

2.3.2 Definition of an H™ gauge

In analogy to Section 2.3.2, let us now assume that we have a metric g on the domain (2.3.2), now however
in the form (1.1.4), satisfying the vacuum equations (1.2.1).
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We may define spherical harmonic projections as in Section 1.4, referring always also to the above
Schwarzschild background quantities (2.2.1). For this, we shall again require the roundness condition (1.4.3)
with ¢ = id, i.e. the assumptions of both Proposition 1.4.1 and Lemma 1.4.6 hold, and projections to
spherical harmonics are thus defined.

We will need one additional quantity, namely:

pt = divn + (o~ pa) — o (try — (D)) (23.3)

We are now ready to give the definition of what it means for a metric to be expressed in H* gauge.

Definition 2.3.1. Given uy, My as above, and defining Wy +(uy) by (2.3.1), we say that a metric g in the
form (1.1.4) defined on the domain (2.3.2) and solving the Einstein vacuum equations (1.2.1) is expressed
in H* gauge if the induced metric on the spheres S, ., satisfy the roundness condition (1.4.3) with ¢ = id,
i.e. the assumptions of both Proposition 1.4.1 and Lemma 1.4.6 hold, and projections to spherical harmonics
are thus defined, and the following relations hold on the boundary of the domain:

e b(us,v,0) =0 for all v € [v_1,v(Ra,ur)] and all 0 € S%;

tysy (up,v(R,up),0) =0 for all 0 € S?;

(Qtrx — (Qrx)o) g (us, v(R,uy)) = 0;
(Qtry — (Qtrx)o) (ug,v_1,0) =0 for all 6 € S?;

Qus,v,0) = Qo(ug,v,0) for all v € [v_1,v(Ra,us)] and all 6 € S%;

Ou (7‘3(d/i,V77)z21 + 7"3,0@21) (u,v_1,0) =0 for all u € [ug,ugs], 6 € S*;
o Qu,v_1)p=0 = Qo(u,v_1) for all u € [ug, uyl.
where the Schwarzschild background is as defined above and p* is defined in (2.3.3).

Remark 2.3.2. In analogy with Remark 2.2.2, let us remark that for all uy, My, the Schwarzschild metric
9o.u1; defined by (1.3.1), restricted to domain (2.3.2), is itself expressed in H gauge.

Remark 2.3.3. In analogy with Remark 2.2.3, we again note that Ht gauge remains such if pulled back by
the map id x ¢ : Wr+(uy) X S = Wrs (uf) x S2, where ¢ acts as a diffeomorphism on S2.

2.3.3 Associated linearised Kerr solution

As in the case of an ZT gauge, we will also define an associated linearised Kerr solution to a given H™*
gauge. Recall the £ = 1 spherical harmonic functions Y} defined in Section 1.4.2.3 with the help also of the
Schwarzschild background go a,. Again, by Proposition 1.4.3 the curvature component 3 of a given HT
gauge can be decomposed as

Qﬂ(/uw v, 9) = thl,ﬂﬁ (U, v, 0) + T*WhQ,QB (/LL7 v, 0)7
for two functions hi qg, h2.03.

Definition 2.3.4. Given g expressed in H' gauge with respect to parameters wy, My, we may define
associated Kerr parameters J37/, , for m = —1,0,1, by the relation

1
(T4h2’Q5)g:1(Uf,’U(R,Uf)79) = 3Qg’Mf(uf,U(R,uf)) Z JQJrY,ffl(uf,u(R,uf)ﬁ).

m=—1

This then gives rise to an associated linearised Kerr solution, which we shall denote by J%‘;r, 7]}7?;, etc.,

given by the definitions of Section 1.4.3 with M = My and J™ = J3}, defined above.

Note again that, given an H™ gauge, the linearised Kerr solution of Definition 2.3.4 satisfies

CI,{rl(QBgzl)(uf, v(R,uyf),0) = Cl,z(rl(QﬂKerr)(uf, v(R,uy),0).
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2.3.4 Associated Kruskalised gauge

We define finally the associated Kruskalised HT gauge.
Recall the map tpr given by (1.3.12). Given parameters My, uy, let us define Uy := U(uy) where U is
defined by (1.3.13) with M := M}, and

Wi (Ug) = tag, Wae (uy)).
Note that L;;f|WH+(Uf) : Wy (Ug) = Way+ (uy) is well defined.

Definition 2.3.5. Given g expressed in Ht gauge with respect to parameters ug, My, we define the associated
Kruskalised H' gauge to be given by (LX/Ilf x id)*g defined on

Wi+ (Uy) x S2. (2.3.4)

Remark 2.3.6. In view of Remark 2.53.2 and the considerations of Section 1.5.2, let us remark that for
all Uy < 0, My, the Schwarzschild metric go a1, xc defined by (1.3.7), restricted to domain Wy+(Uy) x S,
corresponds precisely to the Kruskalised HT gauge associated with Go,m; defined on Wy+ (Uy) x S2.

Remark 2.3.7. Note that the values Uy and V_1 corresponding to the boundary segments of Wy+(Uy)
depend in fact on My, as opposed to the parameters of Section 1.3.5, which depended only on Miy;.

2.3.5 Aside: The H' gauge in linear theory
We state a counterpart of Proposition 2.2.6 for the H* gauge:

Proposition 2.3.8. Consider a smooth solution . of the linearised Einstein equations in double null gauge
as in [DHR] around Schwarzschild with mass My, defined on the domain Wy+(uys) x S? of the background
Schwarzschild solution. Then there exists a pure gauge solution & so that . + 9 satisfies the linearised
version of all requirements of Definition 2.3.1.

Remark 2.3.9. In comparison to Remark 2.2.7 concerning the I gauge, there is additional non-uniqueness
in the statement of Proposition 2.3.8. For here, there are additional pure gauge solutions & which satisfy
the linearised requirements of Definition 2.3.1. In essence, in our setting, we shall break this degeneracy in
Section 5.6 by anchoring the gauge to the I gauge.

Remark 2.3.10. Let us note that, in the limiting case uy = oo, the H' gauge, when anchored appropriately
to an T gauge as in Section 5.6, is closely related to the gauge yielding the so-called “horizon normalised”
solutions considered in [DHR].

Proof. See Remark 16.1.22 and the remarks referred to there for instructions on how to distill this theorem
from our later Theorem 16.1 of Chapter 16. O
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Chapter 3

Schematic notation and the Teukolsky
and Regge—Wheeler equations

In this chapter, we will consider a metric in double null gauge with a background Schwarzschild metric of
mass M and we will derive a schematic notation to denote differences. This will allow us to derive in a
compact form the equations satisfied by the almost gauge invariant quantities.

Contents
3.1 Schematic notation for differences and the commutation operators . . . . . .. .. .. .. 56
3.1.1  Schematic notation for differences R, 'y and ®, . . . . . . . ... ... .. ... 56
3.1.2 The commutation differential operators © . . . . . .. ... ... oL 57
3.2 Schematic notation for nonlinear error terms . . . . . . . . .. .. ... ... ... .. .. 57
3.2.1  Ordering the schematic differences ® . . . . . . . . . ... ... ... ... ..., 57
3.2.2  Admissible coefficient functions and schematic notation for traces of S-tensors . . 57
3.2.3  The nonlinear error notation E¥ . . . . ... ... 58
3.2.4  The nonlinear error notation S;f ............................ 59
3.2.5  The nonlinear error notation £** and S;k ...................... 60
3.2.6  The nonlinear error notation £* and g’;f ....................... 61
4
3.2.7 The nonlinear error notation <€1’; ............................ 61
(in) (out)
3.2.8  The nonlinear error notation .Z'I; and ;Z‘Z ...................... 62
(Kerr)
3.2.9 The nonlinear error notation & . . . . .. ... .. 64
3.3 Commutation identities . . . . . . . . . . . .. 64
3.4 Derivation of equations satisfied by almost gauge invariant quantities . . . . ... .. .. 65
3.4.1 Elliptic relations . . . . . . . . .. L e 65
3.4.2 Teukolsky equations forcand a . . . . . . . ... Lo 68
3.4.3 Wave equations forpand s . . .. ... ..o oL 70
3.4.4 Regge—Wheeler equations for Pand P . . . . . . . . ... ... ... . ...... 71
3.4.5 Wave equations for 7Q%a, é, P 71

In Section 3.1, we will introduce a schematic notation for such differences and a set of commutation
operators. This will allow us in Section 3.2 to introduce a schematic notation for nonlinear expressions in
differences which we shall be able to think of as “error terms” in our later estimates. We shall derive some
commutation identities in Section 3.3. Finally, with the help of the error term notation introduced, we
shall derive in Section 3.4 the nonlinear Teukolsky and Regge—Wheeler equations for the quantities of our
gauge invariant hierarchy, in a form which makes clear the relation with the familiar linearised equations
from [DHR].
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Section 3.1 is fundamental for understanding the norms appearing later and should be read before con-
tinuing in Part B beyond Section 5.83. The rest of the chapter may be skipped on a first reading, though it
will be necessary for Part C. For related schematic notation, see [DHR13, DL17].

3.1 Schematic notation for differences and the commutation op-
erators

In this section, we will consider throughout a subset Z as in Section 1.1.2, with W C R2?. We shall assume
moreover that we have a metric g on Z expressed as (1.1.4) (or alternatively (1.2.32)), satisfying (1.2.1). By
viewing W as a subset W C Wex, we may define a Schwarzschild background as in Section 1.3.4, i.e. we
may define on the same underlying set Z the Schwarzschild metric go as with mass M > 0 as in (1.3.1),
expressed in Eddington—Finkelstein normalised double null coordinates.

3.1.1 Schematic notation for differences R,, I', and ®,

The notation R, will be schematically used for the following curvature components,
Ri={Q7%a}, R2={Q7'8}, Rs={p—po,0}, Ra={0B, 2},

and the notation I', will be used for the following Ricci coefficients:
02 02 e =2 jn .
r, = {1 - 9737 1- @7 b7 Q 1XaQ Q(Qg_ (QOJ)Q)},
Iy = {Qtrx — (Qtrx)o, 02 (Qtr& - (Qtrx)o) , Q%, 7, Q} ,
F% ={Q0 — (QW)o}.

(The quantities 1 — 3—; and b are metric components, rather than Ricci coefficients, though it is convenient
to include them with the Ricci coefficients nonetheless.)

We may define R = U,R, and I' = U,I',. In addition to denoting sets, we will often also use the above
notation to denote a general element of the respective set, i.e. we may write

0?2
1—— =T
2 v
and say informally that “1 — g—z is a I'”, specifically a I'y, and write expressions like Y"1 [|T']|?, where | - | is

some norm (where one sees together the notation being used for the set and for its elements).

In the above definitions, note that each I" and R contains an appropriate 2 weight so that, in the proof
of the main theorem, it will correspond to a quantity which is in the limit regular on the event horizon. The
p-subscript is used to describe the r weights which appear in certain weighted estimates of each quantity in
the proof of the main theorem. See already (11.7.8) and (11.7.9).

Since in the present paper it will often not be necessary to distinguish between curvature components
and Ricci coefficients, we will use the schematic notation ®, to denote either, i.e.

®,=R,UT,,  &=U,, (3.1.1)

Remark 3.1.1. Recall from Section 1.3.4 that if we consider a diffeomorphism id X ¢ of the form (1.3.15),
where 1 : S — S? is a diffeomorphism, then this covariantly induces a new solution (id x 1).g of the vacuum
equations, again expressed in the form (1.1.4) (or alternatively (1.2.32)). Because the above quantities Rp,
I'y and @, involve differences with Schwarzschild scalars, and these are preserved by such diffeomorphisms
(e.g. Yupo = po), it follows that all these quantities transform covariantly under diffeomorphisms of the above
form.
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3.1.2 The commutation differential operators ©

Let M, Z, g and go, s be as in the beginning of the chapter.
Let ® denote the collection of differential operators ® = {r¥,Q 'V, rQV,}. Given a triple k =
(khkg,kg) for kl,kg,k3 2 O, define

DF = (rY)M (QV3)" (rQV )",

so that, in particular,
@(1,0,0) — TV7 @(0,1,0) — 971V37 @(0,0,1) — T’QW4.

Given, moreover, a multi-index v = (y1,...,7v%), where v; € {(1,0,0),(0,1,0),(0,0,1)} for each i =1,...,k,
and given an S-tensor &, define
DIE = DN . DI,

For v = (y1,...,7), define || = k.

Note that, for a given triple k& and S-tensor £, in the expression DE¢ the rQY, derivatives are always
applied first to &, followed by the 271V derivatives, followed, finally, by the rY¥ derivatives. On the other
hand, the derivatives V¥, Q= '¥,, rQ¥, can appear in any chosen order, given the correct v, in the expression
7.

3.2 Schematic notation for nonlinear error terms

In this section, notation is introduced which is used to describe nonlinear error terms throughout the rest of
the paper. Throughout, let M, Z, g and g, ps be as in Section 3.1.
3.2.1 Ordering the schematic differences ¢

Recall the schematic notation ® from (3.1.1). In order to define the nonlinear error notation below, let the
above collection of ® be given a superscript to order them as follows,

2 2
@1:1—%, @2:1—%7 PP =b, '=07'g, =070 (W), ¢°=0Q7q,

d" = Qtry — (Ury)o, =072 (Qtr& — (Qtrx)o) , 0=y, 0=y o= 7, Pl2 = Q_lg,
P = Q0 — ()., M =p—p,, ®P =0 d°=0qp o' =0%.

3.2.2 Admissible coefficient functions and schematic notation for traces of S-
tensors

Functions of the following form will appear in the nonlinear error notation introduced below. Given N > 0
and a constant C, we say that a smooth function h : Z — R is an admissible coefficient function if

sup Y |D7h| < C. (3.2.1)

[vI<N

The number of derivatives N > 12 will be fixed later in the paper, and the constant C' here is understood to
be chosen sufficiently large so that the claimed inequalities later in the paper hold for the h’s that naturally
arise. In all such instances, it will be clear that this largeness can be chosen to depend only on the parameter
Mt of Section 1.3.5.

The following notation, which describes schematically admissible functions multiplying S-tensor fields
and traces of S-tensor fields, will be used in defining the schematic notation for nonlinear error terms below.

Consider some n > 0. The following objects will act on (0,n) S-tensor fields. A trace set of order 0
is defined simply to be an admissible coefficient function h, satisfying (3.2.1). Given such an h and an
S-tangent (0,n) tensor £, define £ - h by pointwise multiplication

¢ h = he.
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In schematic expressions we will sometimes write £ -5 h to mean £ - h, even though ¢ - h does not involve the
metric ¢, in order to not have to distinguish between trace sets of order 0 and trace sets of order [ > 1, which
are defined below. Suppose now n > 2. A trace set of order 1 is a collection I = {h;;}1<i<j<n, Where each
hi; is an admissible function, satisfying (3.2.1). Given such an I and an S-tangent (0,n) tensor &, define
€ -4 I to be the S-tangent (0,n — 2) tensor

BC
(¢ g I)Al‘..An% = Z hijg™" §ay.. A1 BA;..Aj_5CA; 1. Ap_s-
1<i<j<n

For example, recall that
(X x Q') a4, = gBCQXBAlﬂ”XCAQ = ¢7X @ QU Y) Ba, -
The tensor field Qy x Q*IX can then be written
QY x Q'R = (W'Y 41,

where I = {h;j}1<i<j<4, h13 =1 and h;; = 0 otherwise.

Consider now some n > 2 and some 1 < d < |n/2]. A trace set of order d is defined to be a collection
I ={I"}1<m<a, where each I"™ = {h{}}1<icj<n is a trace set of order 1. If £ is an S-tangent (0,n) tensor
field and I = {I™}1<m<a is a trace set of order d > 1, define -4 I to be the S-tangent (0,n — 2d) tensor

_ 1 d
Eogl=6-T g . oy I%
For example, recall that
(Qx,Q7'%) = gADgBCQXBAQ”XCD = ¢*P ¢ (Qx ® Q'Y Baco-
One can then write
(%, Q7' = (@'} g1,

where I = {I',I?} and I' = {h};}1<i<j<a, hiz = 1 and hj; = 0 otherwise, is as in the previous example,
and 12 = {h?,} where h?3, = 1.

3.2.3 The nonlinear error notation &F

The notation £* is used to denote a nonlinear error term involving at most & derivatives of Ricci coefficients
and curvature components.
Consider some k > 0. Define {(1,0,0),(0,1,0),(0,0,1)}° := {(0,0,0)}. Given i € {1,...,17} and
v € {(1,0,0),(0,1,0),(0,0,1)}*, define
DFD - (i,7) := DD,

As an example, one can write
QY08 =D'® - (9,(0,1,0)), and  n=29%-(11,(0,0,0)).
Consider now some k > 0, [ > 1 and some

- ,
H = {7 Hg,. . ky? Thykys =0, ey et by <k U151,

where

I Hpy oy € {07) [ € {1,...,17},v € {(1,0,0), (0,1,0), (0,0,1)}* } U {0},
for all m = 0,...,!' and ijl..‘k,/ is a trace set of some order d > 0, as in Section 3.2.2, for all j > 1,
ki+...+ky<kand! >1. Forsuch k>0,1>1 and H, define

(@kfb)l -H = Z Z Z (M@ - Hyy gy @... 0 D 'j’l/Hkl..Akl/) g7 Thyhys-
V>l ki Ak <k j>1
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Such expressions are only ever considered when sufficiently many of the components of H vanish so that
each object appearing in the above summation is an S-tensor of the same type, and so that the allowed
ranges of ' > 1 and j > 1 are finite, and so the summation is indeed well defined.

For example, one can write
rYn) @n+Q8eQ g+ %awn = (9'9)° . H,

where Y1 H;o = {10,(1,0,0)}, M2H;o = {11,(0,0,0)}, “'Hyo = {16,(0,0,0)}, “2Hpo = {4,(0,0,0)},
21Hyo = {6,(0,0,0)}, *?Hyo = {10,(0,0,0)} and #"™Hy,  j, = 0 otherwise, and /J;, 1, = 0 are all
trace sets of order 0 (i.e. functions satisfying (3.2.1)) with 'J19 = 'Joo = 2Joo = 1, and 9 Jy, .., = 0
otherwise for all j, kq,..., k.
For a given k > 0,1 > 2 and H as above, define

gh(H) = (D*a) - H.
Note that £¥(H) has the property that, for any -,

DVEF(H) = EFMI(H)

for some H7. l
We will often abuse notation and write “€*” to mean “€*(H) for some H”, and “(@kq)) 7 to mean

“(@’WI))Z - H for some H”.

3.2.4 The nonlinear error notation E;f

The notation 5;“ is used to denote a nonlinear error term involving at most k derivatives of Ricci coefficients

and curvature components which moreover decays, according to the p index notation introduced above, like
-p
r—P,

Define the sets
S ={1,...,6}, So =A{7,...,12}, Sy = {13}, S3 = {14, 15}, Sy = {16,17}.
Consider some k > 0. Given i € {1,...,17} and v € {(1,0,0), (0,1,0), (0,0, 1)}*, recall the definition
DFD - (i,7) := DD’
Given p € {1,2, g, 3,4}, if i € S, then we often add a p subscript for emphasis, i.e.
DED, - (i,7) =D ific S,

The p subscript is added to emphasise certain r weights which appear in estimates established for each
quantity D*®,, - (i,7) in the proof of the main theorem.
Consider now some k > 0,1 > 1, p > 0 and some

__ fjym gyPo---Py/ j 7PO---Py/
H - { Hk‘l...kl/ ’ Jkl...k‘l/ }m:O,A..,l',kl—i-...-i-kll <k,»
Pot..tpy 2pl'>1,5>1

where ‘
J’mHglolfll,, € {(27’7) | i€ Spma’y € {(17 07 0)7 (07 ]-7 0)’ (0707 1)}km} U {0}7

forallm =0,...,l, and JJ,ff,fll: is a trace set of some order d > 0, as in Section 3.2.2, for all k1+...+ky <k,
po+...+pyr>p,j>1andl’ > 1. Forsuch k> 0,1 > 1 and H, define

k l ,_ —po (k1 4,1 77Po---Dy/ K, 3, pyPo---pyr j 7P0---Dy
(@ ‘I’p) -H = E E E :7“ (9 Py, - Hkl..‘k:l/ ®...090"P,, - Hkl‘..kll) ¢ Jkl..‘kl,'
V>l k4. Ak <k j>1
po+...+py>p
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Such expressions are again only ever considered when sufficiently many of the components of H vanish so
that each object appearing in the above summation is an S-tensor of the same type, and moreover that the
ranges of allowed 1 > 1, j > 1 and pg,...,py > p are finite, and so the summation is indeed well defined.

For example one can write
2 4. 1.5 0 2
;Q X@”?"‘;Q g@ﬂ:(@ <1>4) -H,

where VM HIS? = {4,(0,0,0)}, "2H}4? = {10,(0,0,0)}, ' Hjd? = {6,(0,0,0)}, >?Hs? = {11,(0,0,0)}
and 7™ HE Y = 0 otherwise, each /J7 1" = 0 is a trace set of order 0 with 'J54% = 2, 2J55% = 1 and
JJ,Z’,’;;: = 0 otherwise for all ky + ...+ ky <k, po+...+pyr >p,j>1and I’ > 1.

For a given k > 0,1 > 2, p and H as above, define

1
EN(H) == (D*®,) - H.
Note that the EE(H ) have the property that, for any ~,
DIER(H) = EFTII(H)

for some H7. l
We will often abuse notation and write “5;,“” to mean “Sg(H ) for some H”, and “(@kq)p) ” to mean

“(@kép)l - H for some H”.

3.2.5 The nonlinear error notation £** and E;’C

In some nonlinear error terms it will be important to keep note of the fact that certain anomalous quantities—
which, in the proof of Theorem 6.1, will decay at slower rates than other quantities—do not appear. The
notation £*F, therefore, is used to denote a nonlinear error term involving at most k derivatives of Ricci
coefficients and curvature components which does not involve the terms

(rV)kQX, (rW)k(QtrX — Qtryo).

Similarly, the notation E;;k is used for nonlinear errors which do not involve the above terms and which
moreover decay, according to the p index notation introduced above, like »7P.

In order to be more precise, consider again some k > 0, [ > 1. Recall that, in the ordering of Section
3.2.1, &7 = Qtry — Qtry, and ®° = Q. Define the set

Piw =17 ]i€{1,...,17}~ € {(1,0,0),(0,1,0), (0,0, D}*} < {(i,7) | i € {7,9},7 € (1,0,0)"},
and, for k' < k, define
Piw = 16.7) i€ {1,...,17},7 € {(1,0,0),(0,1,0),(0,0,1)}*'}.
Given I’ > [ and kqy + ...+ ky < k, consider some
H* =™ Hf 7 Tk by Ym=0, 00 ke ook <k 215315

as in Section 3.2.3, where now _
PHE ok € Prog,, U {0},

for all m =0,...,I’, and again ijl,,,kl, is a trace set of some order d > 0, as in Section 3.2.2, for all j > 1,
ki+...+kr<kand! >1. Forsuch k>0, >1and H*, define, as in Section 3.2.3,

(@kq))l CHF = Z Z Z (@qu) 'j,lH}Zl.“kl/ ®...® @kuq) . j,l’Hglmkl/) . ijl-ukl/'
U1 kit tky <k j>1
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For a given k£ > 0,1 > 2 and H* as above, define as before
The notation 5;’“(H *) is similarly defined in the obvious way. Note that, for any -,
*xk *\ _ oxk+ *
DIEF(H) = EFTII(Hz)

for some H, ; .

Again, we will often abuse notation and write “€*¥” to mean “**(H*) for some vector H* of the above
form”, and “E;k” to mean “E;k(H*) for some vector H* of the above form”.

3.2.6 The nonlinear error notation £* and c‘:’g

Recall 7, defined in Definition 2.1.1. The notation £¥ is used to denote a nonlinear error term involving at
most k derivatives of Ricci coefficients and curvature components, which may also include factors of powers of
r~1#, and may also contain bad  weights. Such error terms typically arise only in analysis of the quantities
¢ and P which are used, in the proof of Theorem C, only in the Z1 gauge where such bad § weights are
irrelevant. Similarly, 55 is used to denote such a nonlinear error term which moreover decays, according to
the p index notation, like r~P.

Consider some Iy, 15 > 0 and some H = {Hmyms }mi=o0,....1;» where each Hy,, 1, is an array of the form H

of Section 3.2.3. Define

ma2=0,...,l2

- i i Q*ml(g)ngk(ﬂmw).

maq =0 mo =0

Similarly define, for H as in Section 3.2.4,

EX(H) = i i Q- (;)mgj(ﬂmlm).

m1=0ms=0

Again, such expressions are only ever considered when sufficiently many of the components of H vanish so
that each object appearing in the above summation is an S tensor of the same type, and that the summation
is over only finitely many terms.
Note that, for any =,
ko - .
DIER(H) = EFTII(H)

for some H7.
Again, we will typically abuse notation and write “£*” to mean “£*(H) for some vector H of the above
form”, and “&) °k” t0 mean “€ k( ) for some vector H of the above form”.

(4)
3.2.7 The nonlinear error notation Szlf

In Section 3.4.5, it will be important to keep track of error terms which have a gain in decay, which is better
than the expected r~', when acted on by QY,. To do so, it is convenient to introduce additional error
notation. Define

(4) <4> (4) (4) (4) (4)
=Q7'g, =Q7%, @°=Qg, @'=Q7'8, @°=p—p, *°=

4
Note that each ® satisfies a null structure or Bianchi equation of the form

QW4(rp<I> = 2Zchq> (rV)Frid, + &9, (3.2.2)

k=0 &,
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for some admissible functions cy o, satisfying (3.2.1).
(4)
The notation Szlf will be used for nonlinear error terms which involve at most & derivatives of geometric

(4)
quantities, decay in r, according to the p index notation, like =P and moreover only involve the above &

so that there is a gain of r? decay when Y, acts on the error appropriately (see (3.4.7)).
(4

Unlike in the previous error notation, general admissible functions are not allowed to appear in the EI’,“
errors. In order to define these errors one therefore has to consider trace sets, as in Section 3.2.2, which
do not include any admissible functions. To be more precise, first define a constant a to be admissible if
la| < C, where C is as in (3.2.1). A trace set of constants of order 0 is defined simply to be an admissible
constant a. Consider now some n > 2. A trace set of constants of order 1 is a collection I = {ai;}1<i<j<n,
where each a,; is an admissible constant. For 1 < d < |n/2], a trace set of constants of order d is defined to
be a collection I = {I™}1<m<q, where each I"™ = {aﬁhgiqgn is a trace set of constants of order 1. If £ is
a (0,n) S tensor field and I is a trace set of some order d > 0, one defines £ -5 I as in Section 3.2.2.

Define the sets

(4) (4) (4)
S ={1,2}, So=1{3,4}, S4={5,6}
(4)
Consider some k > 0. Given v € {(1,0,0),(0,1,0),(0,0,1)}*, p € {1,2,4} and i € S, define

RO @ @
D, - (i,7) =D D" ifie S,

Consider now some k > 0,1 > 1, p > 0 and some

__ fjm gyPo---Py/ j 7PO---Py/
H - { Hk‘l...kl/ ) Jkl...k‘l/ }m:O,A..,l/,kl-‘r...-‘rkl/ <k,»
Pot..tpy 2pl'>1,5>1

where W
4 4
ImER R e {(6y) i€ Sy, v €{(1,0,0),(0,1,0), (0,0, 1)} } U {0},
for all m = 0,...,0, and JJ,ff,fl’: is a trace set of constants (defined above) of some order d > 0, for all

ki+...+ky <k po+...+pyr>p,j>1and !’ > 1. For such k > 0,1 >1 and H, define

(4) (4) (4)
k L L —po (k1 _j,1 gypo---py kyr GV grpo--pyr\ | § gPo---Py
(DFe,) - H -—Z Z ZT (D" o, Hy ', @ @07 &y, Hk‘l...kl/) 0 Ty ey
US>l kiAot hy <k j>1
Po+-.-+py>p

For a given k > 0, | > 2, consider some l1,l3 > 0 and some H= {Hmyms }mi=o0,...,1; where each Hiy,m,
m2=0,...,l2
is an array of the above form H. Define

L& ; (4)

@ -
%(H) =Y S am (f) (@%a,) - H. (3.2.3)
0

r

Again, such expressions are only ever considered when sufficiently many of the components of H vanish so
that each object appearing in the above summation is an S tensor of the same type, and that the summation

is over only finitely many terms.
Q) @ 3
Again, we will abuse notation and write “EZ’f” to mean “E;f(H ) for some vector H”. In accordance with

(4)
(3.2.2), the key property of EZ’f errors is summarised in Lemma 3.4.2.
(in) (out)
. . k k
3.2.8 The nonlinear error notation $p and ;?fp

In Chapter 14, we are going to derive, in the ZT gauge, top-order estimates for the Ricci-coefficients, hence
we will need to distinguish between Ricci-coefficients and curvature components appearing in the error-terms:
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Up to N + 1 derivatives of Ricci-coefficients may appear at top order but only IV derivatives of curvature.
Moreover, we would like to capture the fact that only certain components appear in certain (ingoing or
outgoing) transport equations. To achieve this, we introduce the shorthand notation

try trx
T = Qtrx — (rx)o, T= O 9707 w—wo = Q0 — (Qw)o, w—w, =00 — (W), (3.2.4)
and let

(in) QQ Qg _

r 6{77 7]7QXaQ T;I71_Qig71_§79 Z(Q_go)}

(in) 02 0?2 y L .

® € {nn Q% QX T,T,1~ gl g T W)U, Q78 p — po, o}
(out) 02 Q(Q)

r 6{77 T]7QX’Q Tazvl_ﬁg71_§7w_wmb}
(out) 02 0?2 )

¢ 6{713777QXaQ XaTT]- 02 71_§§7w_w03b}u{9 Q,QB,P_PQ,U}

We also denote by (Iil;) a (iI:L) from the collection I',, and by (g;) a (g from the collection ®,. The notation
in
(fﬁ) will be introduced to denote a nonlinear error term involving at most k angular derivatives of Ricci
coefficients from (iI:L) and at most k£ — 1 derivatives of the (l‘g) and which decays, according to the p index
out
notation introduced above, like r~P. The analogous definition will be made for ($ ];)
Formal definitions can be given using the notation of Section 3.2.4. We define for ¢ € {1,...17} the

notation [rW]k O, - (1) = [rW]k ®’. In analogy with Section 3.2.4, given k > 0,1 > 1 and p > 0, we let
J m(in)PO Py PO P g m(in)ﬁoﬁlﬁz j fPoP1P2
H = 7 ko ko ' Htop ) top (3.2.5)

with
]meo wef{i<15]iesS,, and i¢{3,13}}u{0},

(in)
am g ponPz ¢ [i <11|i€ S,, and i¢ {3,6}}U{0},

and 7 Jpo iii and jﬂfgflm trace sets of some order d, dyop, > 0, all these being defined for alll’ > I, m =0, ..., ¢,
ki+ ...+ ky <kand pg+..+pr >p, po+ D1+ p2 > p. We finally define

l .
(in) (in) NG
<[rv]k (I)p> . H = Z ZT—PU ([TW]’“(D S H Pop1p2 ® (I) L 32 H?gglpz) g ijgZZ;lpz (326)

Pot+p1+p2>pj>1

EY Y S ey, S o e bV, T )
U2l ki+...4+ky <k j>1

ki<k—1

po+...+pyr >p

(in)
In other words, top order (i.e. equal to k) derivatives, can only involve Christoffel symbols from T' | not
curvature and the terms are necessarily quadratic. Moreover, as is clear from the above notation, in general

only angular derivatives can appear. Note that for & = 0 only the first sum survives and the right hand side
(in)

equals a sum of products of Christoffel symbols from I' where each product can also be multiplied with a

bounded function.
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The same definition is made replacing all superscripts (in) by (out) and setting

(out)

jm po Pl’ c {HZES and i§§{5,6,12}}u{0}7

m

(out)

amog e e {i <13]i €Sy, and i¢ {5,6,12}}U{0}.

Finally, for a given k > 0,1 > 2, p > 0 and given I as above, we define

(in) L\
&) = ([7"77] @ p) - H. (3.2.7)

(out) (in)
The notation Z’; (H) is defined replacing (in) by (out). We will often abuse notation and write “ XI; 7 to
(in)
mean “ é’f’; (H) for some H” etc. We will also freely use the easily verified schematic identities

(in) (in) (out) (out)

Y] g =& and [rY] £ =40 (3.2.8)

(Kerr)
3.2.9 The nonlinear error notation ¢

We finally introduce a schematic notation for errors arising from the subtraction of Kerr reference solutions
in the Bianchi and null structure equations. This will become relevant only in Section 14.1. We define

0, ; _ - -
02 )Y o ’ an =0 1W3YT£,71 ) QW4Y7€L71 ’
R O I A QL A !

where we recall the definition of the spherical harmonics (cf. Section 1.4.2.3) and observe that Z! = 0 holds
for Schwarzschild with the standard spherical harmonics. For a given collection of admissible coefficient
functions (see (3.2.1)) h; (j € {1,...,17}) and hj,, (5 € {1,...,6}, m € {—1,0,1}), denoted collectively by
H, we define the error

(Kerr) Q2
Z Zh]m al - ZI o+ > hi <1—QQ> P (D) Kerr (3.2.9)

m=—1j=1 i€{3,10,11,12,15,16}

zl = (ALYt 22 = (P A 22

where p3 = 1, p1g = p11 = p12 = 2, p15 = 3 and p1g = 4. Such expressions are only ever considered when

sufficiently many of the components of H vanish so that each object appearing in the above summation is
(Kerr) (Kerr)

an S tensor of the same type. Finally, we will often abuse notation and write “ & ” to mean “ ¢ (H) for
some H”.

3.3 Commutation identities

Throughout, let M, Z, g and go ps be as in Section 3.1. The following lemma describes the error terms
generated by commuting the various differential operators.

Lemma 3.3.1 (Commutation identities). For any S-tangent (0,k) tensor &,

QY4, 7Y BléA,.. A, = Fapa,..a €], [QV3, 7Y 5léA,..a, = Q®F3pa,..4, [,

and
[QV& QW4]£A1~-A1¢ = Q2F34A1---Ak [6]7
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where

Fipa,..al€] = = (Qtrx)o — rx) r¥ péa,.a, — QX rVeéa, . a,

DN | =

k
* C
+ 72 E (XAiBQC - XBCﬂAi + BB, ) EA1L. A 1CAisr. Aps
i=1

Fspa,.. a8 = ((Urx)o — QUrx) 7V péa,...a, — Q_lchrvcfAl...Ak

1
02

N | =

- . c
QY- (XAI,BUC — x5 4, + Bt a ) §A1 A1 CA L A
=

k
Figa,..a. 0= (0" —n") Ypéa,..a, + 22 (ﬂA/}C —nan® + 0¢A,.C) EA1. A 1CAiyr . Ag-
=1

Finally,
[WA?WB 601 Cr — KZgAC Ci—1BCi41..Cx — gBCigcl-~Ci—1ACi+1---Ck7 (331)

where K is the Gauss curvature of Sy ,.

Proof. The proof is standard. See, for example, Lemma 7.3.3 of [CK93] (note however the difference with
the present notation). O

Remark 3.3.2. There is an asymmetry in the definitions of F3 and Fy. The reason for this asymmetry is
that, whilst QY 4 is a reqular differential operator in the outgoing null direction, in the incoming null direction
it is Q1Y 5 = Q2QV 4 which is reqular.

Consider some Ricci coefficient or curvature component ®, and some multi index 7. In the notation of
Section 3.2.3, the commutation errors take the form

R0, = ENT, (3.3.2)
B0, = el (3.3.3)
Fpy[D7®,) = 1T (3.3.4)

3.4 Derivation of equations satisfied by almost gauge invariant
quantities

Throughout, let M, Z, g and go,a be as in Section 3.1. In this section, we will derive the equations satisfied
by o, a, ¥, ¢, P, P, 1/), and P (see Definition 2.1.1). In particular, we shall exhibit the special structure of
the nonlinear terms appearing in these equations. Throughout this section, the error notation introduced in
Section 3.2 is utilised.

Recall the definition (1.1.10) of the operator P, acting on S 1-forms ¢ as

. 1 T ;
Pig = —3 (Ve+ ¥ e —atvey),
where ¥ denotes the transpose of ¥ defined by (1.1.11).

3.4.1 Elliptic relations

The following proposition gives expressions for 1, 1, P, P in terms of certain elliptic operators applied to
certain Ricci coefficients and curvature components. It is important to isolate the anomalous error term
%(de — (Q0)o) - in (3.4.3).
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Proposition 3.4.1 (Elliptic relations for 1, ¥, P, P). With M, Z, g and go,p as in Section 3.1, the
quantities 1 and v satisfy

* 3M | x 3M
V=Pof - X +E, v=Puft X +E (3.4.1)
and the quantities P and P satisfy
* N 3IMQ ..
=5 (Vp+ Vo) + M0y —x) 82, (.43
* N 3amMQ . 1, .. R
P =D, (Vp—"Vo) + = (X = %) + - (9@ — (%)) -a + 23 (3.4.3)

Proof. The expressions for ¢ and 1 follow immediately from the Bianchi equations (1.2.22), (1.2.31). The

expression for ¢ implies that

_ M
r3Q)

The identity (3.4.2) for P then follows from the commuted Bianchi equation (1.2.24) and the equation (1.2.8).
The expression for P is obtained similarly after noting that, in fact,

Ly, (Pae) .

V5 (2%) + 30

1 : 1 3k
P = ==Yy (1) = Vs (r0P38)

Lo3M. 1 .
%—ZDQQ—&— X E(Qtrx—ﬂtrxo) ca+ &),

and that
QY 4 (r3(Qtry — Qtryo) - ra) = 4Q2r% (0 — Qi) - a + &5,

which follows from the Raychaudhuri equation, (1.2.7), which can be rewritten

QY (r?(Qtry — Qtryo)) = 2M (Qtry — Qtryo) + 4rQ2 (O — Qo) + 5. (3.4.4)
O
Recall the definition of 7
20
Fi=—
try
and the definitions of @ and P
b= V(%) Pi= V(P00
= o2t = = r3Q "4 -

introduced in Definition 2.1.1. It follows from the Raychaudhuri equation (1.2.7) that 7 satisfies

T 72 12
Oy = ey + 53 |4 (3.4.5)
In particular,
. )
—1. T T ~12
81)(7" 7’) = g(QtI‘X — QtI'XO) + W |QX| . (346)

At various points in this section it is important to keep track of weaker decaying error terms which, in
fact, have a gain in decay, which is better than the expected r—!, when acted on by QY,. To do so, it is
convenient to use error notation of Section 3.2.7 and the following lemma.

4)
Lemma 3.4.2 (Y, derivative of error terms). Each error term of the form Ezlf satisfies

(4)
QY (rPER) = E5TL. (3.4.7)
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(4)
Proof. The proof is an easy consequence of the property (3.2.2) of the ® geometric quantities, equation
(3.4.6) and equation (1.2.21). O

The following proposition in particular uses the above expression for 9,7.

Proposition 3.4.3 (Elliptic relations for é, B) With M, Z, g and go,m as in Section 3.1, the quantities
@ and P satisfy

T * 3M . T * N 3IMQ <
;%:pgéﬂ‘ﬁl'f'gg, ;B:,DQ(WP_ WJ)+ A (X_X)"’_Sé-

Proof. The proof is similar to that of Proposition 3.4.1, now taking into account (3.4.5), which in particular
implies that

= | X

- 3SM 1 3 3 1 ~
P= (7D2B+ ) QR e+ <—(p—po)>2+ 30X =7 (9 —n) ®ﬁ) :

4932 2

The equation for @ then follows. Using the definition of P from Definition 2.1.1 we deduce

ﬁ\‘h

. 4)
P=- (@2 (Vp—"Yo) + 3%9 (X - x)) (6 + kI VORS + ka(Qtry — Qtrxo)Paf + kn®5> +&,

(3.4.8)

for some constants kq, ks, k3, which implies the result. The refined statement (3.4.8) will be used in Propo-
sition 3.4.4 below. O

Note that, in the proof of Theorem 6.1, ¢ and P will only be considered in the ZT gauge, where

7r~1, Q71 ~ 1, and so the presence of the error terms &, rather than the regular error terms &, in Proposition
3.4.3 is irrelevant.

The following proposition similarly gives expressions for V,(r°P), Y, (r°P) in terms of certain elliptic
operators applied to certain Ricci coefficients and curvature components. It is important to isolate the
anomalous nonlinear error terms involving YV (Qw)&8, Y4rV (Qw)&A and 74(Qb — Qe )P, 6 in (3.4.10).

Proposition 3.4.4 (Elliptic relations for Y, (r°P), Y4(r°P)). With M, Z, g and 9o, M S in Section 3.1,
the quantities P and P satisfy

W ( 5P) = r5¢2Wd,{v,B — 7’5¢2chﬁlﬁ 6MQ7"$277 + 6M (1 — W) X+ ﬂ7"2$2VQ‘C1"X + 3MrQa
+o7tes, (3.4.9)
T 5 7 5AR* ; 58* * 3M 3M 2
;Yﬂ (r B) =r ZDQWd,{Vﬁ +r ﬁQchﬁrlﬁ — 6MQ7"$2Q+ 6M (1 — 7“) X+ —r ]DQWQtrX + 3MrQa

+ E2 4+ a1V (Q0)&B + aort V4 r Y (Q0)&B + azr (0 — Qo) D5, (3.4.10)

for some admissible coefficient functions a; = a;(r) satisfying (3.2.1). Moreover (3.4.10) is also satisfied
with V4 (%TSB) in place of %WZL (r5£) (with a different nonlinear error term 522 with the same schematic

form).
Proof. Consider first (3.4.9). Revisiting Proposition 3.4.1, note that in fact

P =1, (Yo + *Yo) + 2MO

(%~ ) + 50 Vs (20— po)X +0™0) +2P5 (% B) + €4,

Now equations (1.2.25) and (1.2.26) imply that
570* 575% 3M 5 —1¢2 575" % 5h% —1¢2
Vi (1PP3V0) = PPLVAIVG + "t BV Qe + Q7N Y (1B Vo) = —r7By Ve + 071 ES.
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Equations (1.2.9) and (1.2.6) imply that

. 2M
Vi (rQx) = —2rQDyn + Q2% + QE3, Vi (rQx) = —Q2x + X Qa4+ QY.

Similarly, using also Lemma 3.3.1,
r? 3 N 2 r? 30) 2 508% (o 2
OV, (Vs (P —po)X) | =3, VL (Vs (P0R) ) =5, v, (PP (x-8)) = &5

The expression (3.4.9) then follows from the fact that QY,(r°&}) = £32.
The expression (3.4.10) is obtained similarly, using now equation (3.4.8), equation (3.4.6), the form (3.4.4)
of the Raychaudhuri equation and Lemma 3.4.2. The statement concerning Y, (%r‘r’ﬂ) follows easily from

(3.4.10) and equation (3.4.6). O

3.4.2 Teukolsky equations for o and o

In this section, the nonlinear wave equations satisfied by a and « are derived. To linear order, both satisfy
the Teukolsky equation. See the discussion in Section I1.3. We will refer to the nonlinear analogues below
also as Teukolsky equations.

Recall the @ product for S-tangent 1-forms ¢ and ¢/,

(g’ =g+ @l (£- &)y,
defined previously in Section 1.1.4. The following product rule for the operator @; is easily checked.

Lemma 3.4.5 (Product rule for symmetric traceless gradient). For any S-tangent 1-form & and any function

/ D3(f€) = F3E — 2V L.
The fact that o, (?j) ) _2%2 <i <1 - 31\4> (- (m})o)) (3.4.11)

will be used often in what follows.

Proposition 3.4.6 (Wave equation for «). With M, Z, g and go.a as in Section 3.1, a satisfies the
Teukolsky equation

QY QY5 (rQ%a) + 1%27“2$;d1v(7“92a) =

T

4 3M 6MQ2

Proof. The Bianchi equation (1.2.22) can be rewritten

6MO?
r2

ot . N
QOV;5(rQ%a) = 7274—47"@2(#9715) + Qx + Eq,

where

By, = Q%r (3(p — po)AX — 30X + 2(n + )R(QB) + %(977 —n)R(QB) — ﬁ(ﬂtr& - (Qtrx)o)ﬂza> ,

is a nonlinear error term. Then,

Qy, (g:QW?,(era)) = — DOV, (r* Q1 B) — 6Mria 4+ QY, (§E1>

+ 6Mr2Q7 (Qtry)e — Qtrx) OF — 200V 4, rP3] (21 5),
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by equation (1.2.6). The Bianchi equation (1.2.23) can be rewritten
QY4 (r1Q718) = rldiva + Bs,

where

rd

EQ:@

(- Q2a —2(Qtry — (Qtry)o)Q8) .

Hence,

4 4
Oy, (;;ALQW?,(TQ%()) 9Pl diva — 6Mr%a — 2 PLEs + OF, (&E1>
+ 6Mr2Q72 ((Qtry), — Qtry) QY — 2[QV 4, 7D, ] (r*Q~13),

which can be rearranged to give

QY QY 5(rQ%a) + 2ﬂ—4r2$*d,fva = —Q—4§W7 i QY4 (rQ%a) — 6Mﬂ—4a
4 3 r 2 ra 4 04 3 72
4

4
+ ?—4 [—2r¢;E2 +QV, (&El) +6Mr2Q2 (Qtry)o — Qry) QX — 2[QV 4, T@Z](r‘lQ_lﬁ)} .

The proof follows after noting that, by (3.4.11),

ay, (gi) = —2%9% (222) = —2;% (—i (1 - 31”) +2(Qw — (Q@)O)>

and, by Lemma 3.4.5,

Qo 207 5 o 02 20% ¢, 3 5 370
277“ Podiva = a7 Dodiv(rQa) + gy (2r (n + n)&diva — Dy ((n + 1) - oz)) )
and checking by inspection that all of the nonlinear error terms have the correct form, using Lemma 3.3.1
and the schematic expression (3.3.2). The nontrivial error terms to check are 4(Qw — (Qw)0)QV3(rQ%a),
for which the Bianchi equation (1.2.22) is used, and the term —3QY,(r°Q2(p — po)Q2X) in QY4 (r*Q*Ey),

which is rewritten as
=3QY4(r°Q 2 (p — po)Q2X) = =3QV4(r*(p — po)) - r*Q7'X = 3r%(p — po)QAV 4 (' R),

and evaluated using equations (1.2.25) and (1.2.6). Similarly for the term —3QV ,(r°Q~20Q*%) in the error
Qy, (rQEy). O

In the proof of the main theorem, the following wave equation for o will be used only for the the H+ gauge
and therefore the r behaviour of the error terms are not considered. For the ZT gauge, the equation (3.4.18)
for #Q%a will be used. The reason for considering the wave equation for #Q2« in the ZT gauge is the absence
of an error term with bad r behaviour of the form

(Qtry — (Qtrx)o) QY5 (rQ2a)
in equation (3.4.18), which is present in the following equation for rQ2%a.

Proposition 3.4.7 (Wave equation for a). With M, Z, g and go m as in Section 8.1, a satisfies the
Teukolsky equation

202 . 4 3M 6M Q2
QY 3QY 4 (rQ%a) + 7r2$2d,fv(r§22g) — (

—(1- ) QY4 (r?a) — 3 rQ2a + Q0L (3.4.14)
r r r

Proof. The proof is similar to that of Proposition 3.4.6, using now the Bianchi equations (1.2.30), (1.2.31),
but is much simpler since the precise r behaviour of the error terms is not recorded. One sees easily by
inspection that the terms rYQx and »VQtry do not appear. O
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3.4.3 Wave equations for ¢ and ¢

In this section, the wave equations satisfied by

1 1
2rQ)2 2rQ)2

are derived. The fact that, for any p, k and v € {(1,0,0), (0, 1,0),(0,0,1)},

== V3(rQ%a) and ¢ := V4 (rQ%a)

DIEE = ghF1, (3.4.15)
will be used.

Proposition 3.4.8 (Wave equation for o). With M, Z, g and go p as in Section 3.1, ¢ satisfies the wave
equation

QF OF () + %zr%dzv(r?’ﬂw)

2 M 202 M MQ?
<1 _ 3r> QY4 (r3Q0) — = (1 _ 3) 3 + 3 3 rQ%a + Q*€7. (3.4.16)

T

Proof. The Teukolsky equation (3.4.13) can be rewritten
2 20% 5 .« 8 3M Q2 0?
—20Y, (ﬂr39w> + T—Qr%pgdiv (rQa) = — (1 - T) 0y — 6M73m?a + Q%85

The expression (3.4.11) then implies

QY 4 (r*Qy) = r?PLdiv(rQ2a) — % (1 - 31\4) ) + %m% - ﬁmgﬁ —2(Qw — (W) r*Q,
and applying QY then gives
QY QY 5 (3 0)) = —2D,div (Sfr?’sw) 2 (1 - 3‘1”) QY 5 (r3 Q) — 2%2 (1 — 31\4) 3

+ 31\;92 ra—QY; (292 0?E5 — 2(% — (W)o)r 3Qw) — [QY3, QY4 (r*Q0) + [QY 5, r*Podiv] (rQPa)

- T% (Q2-0?) (1 - 650”) Py + 22 5 (2 - 0%)rQa,

2
Y, <3]\/‘[> = %QE’ and —QY, (2 (1 — W)) = 2Q <1 — G‘M)
r r T r2 T

The proof then follows from checking by inspection that the nonlinear error terms have the correct form.
The expression (3.4.1) is used, along with (3.3.3), (3.3.4) and (3.4.15). O

since

Proposition 3.4.9 (Wave equation for ¢). With M, Z, g and go,p as in Section 3.1, 1) satisfies the wave
equation,
3 202 5 o« 3
QY QY ,(r*Qy) + poRd Dodiv(riQy)

2 2
i (1 - 31”) QY4 (r*Qy) — ? (1 - ?’i”) ) + 3MQ rQ%a + Q12 (3.4.17)

Proof. The proof is similar to that of Proposition 3.4.8, using now the Teukolsky equation (3.4.14) and
(3.4.12) instead of (3.4.11). One again easily sees, by inspecting the principal terms, that the terms (rV)2Qyx
and (rV)2Qtry do not appear. O
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3.4.4 Regge—Wheeler equations for P and P

In this section, the wave equations satisfied by

1 1
Pi= —oVa(rQw), and Pi= ——oVa(riou),

are derived. To linear order, both satisfy the Regge—Wheeler equation. See Section I1.3. We will refer to the
nonlinear analogues below also as Regge—Wheeler equations.

Proposition 3.4.10 (Wave equation for P). With M, Z, g and go.p as in Section 3.1, P satisfies the
Regge—Wheeler equation,

202 % 2 M
Q¥4 (" P) + e Piatv(rP) = - 2 (1 - 3) PP+ 0285,
r r r

Proof. Equation (3.4.16) can be rewritten as

2.3 20% 5« 3
QV ., (Q*r°P) + r—gr Do div(riQy)

20?2 M 2022 M MO?
T A VAT AT T
T r
Using (3.4.11), as in the proof of Proposition 3.4.8, this gives
OV, (1°P) + 22 Pidiv(r?0) = —2 (1 — M) 130 + 300702 T O02E2 2 — (D)) P
J°P) + 2 Datv(r0w) = —2 (1 20) 0y 4 300 + Lo0%7 - 2(00 — (Q2).)°P

Note the cancellation which occurs this time. Applying QY3 gives

2
QY QY 5(r° P) + %ﬁzb;dzv(ﬁp) = —20? (1 - ?’M) r°pP
r

r

+ 8L 02— 00000 — 207, DA 00) + 07, 07 —2 (00 - (0).)r°P )

since

2
-QV; <2 - 61”) = GMQQ(’.

Again, note the cancellation. The proof again follows by checking that the nonlinear error terms have the
correct form. The fact that the nonlinear error is of the form Q2£33, rather than merely of the form Q2&3,
is easily seen from the fact that the principal terms all arise from applying Y3 and ¥, derivatives to the
nonlinear terms in the Bianchi equations (1.2.22) and (1.2.23). O

r

Proposition 3.4.11 (Wave equation for P). With M, Z, g and go,m as in Section 3.1, P satisfies the
Regge—Wheeler equation,

207 , . 202 M
OV QY 3(r°P) + —-r*Pydiv(r®P) = - - (1 - 3) P+ Q%23
r r r
Proof. The proof is similar to that of Proposition 3.4.10, using now (3.4.12) and equation (3.4.17). O

3.4.5 Wave equations for 7(2%q, é, P

Recall 7, @ and P from Definition 2.1.1. In this section, the wave equations satisfied by 7a, @ and P are
derived. Since @ and P are only considered, in the proof of Theorem 6.1, for the Zt gauge, where it will be
shown that 2 ~ 1, it is not necessary to keep track of the 2 behaviour of error terms in the equations for é
and P, and so only the error notation of Section 3.2.6 will be used.
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In deriving the wave equation satisfied by 7, it is important to keep track of weaker decaying error terms
which, in fact, have a gain in decay, which is better than the expected ', when acted on by QY,. To do
so, it is convenient to use error notation of Section 3.2.7.

In the following proposition it is convenient to isolate the slowest decaying nonlinear error terms. More-
over, the term rZD; (rWQtrX . g) involves too many derivatives to be incorporated into the error S§ and it is

important to isolate it as it is, in an appropriate sense, better than the typical error of the form 5'3? .

Proposition 3.4.12 (Wave equation for #Q%a). With M, Z, g and go p as in Section 3.1, a satisfies the
Teukolsky equation

OV,OF 4 (70%) + %Qﬁzbgdiv(m? )= % (1 - ) oy, (19%a) - M r020 1 Bl (3.4.18)

r3

where the nonlinear error £[a) has the form

~ 5 (4) * ~ ~ * *
Ela) = &€ + &3 + kirDy (rWQtrX . g) + korn®diva + kgTﬂ@dng + karD5(n - a) + ksrDy (n-a)
+ ker? YV Qtrx@diva + k7 (Q@ — (Qw)o)rDy (271 8) + ksr ¥V (Qw)& (271 8)
= g; + kﬁ“@; (rWQtrX . g) ,
for functions k; = k;(r=%), i = 1,...,8, which each either take the form k; = IELf or k; = k; %, for some

constants kl, .. kg

Proof. The Bianchi equation (1.2.31) can be rewritten as

4
%QYQ(%QQ a) = rwz ( )+6M Q' + B,
where
3 1
E, = L < 3rQ g (p — po) — 3 rQIr* gro — ,,«(1377+ 3n)Grt O > + 2r' Q70|22 a
,

Rewriting the Bianchi equation (1.2.30)
4
Y, (;ﬂ) = —r4d1vg—|—ﬁ2, E, = —0%r (Q Q%20+ Q*Q(Qtrx — (Qtrx)o)Qflé) ,

and the equations (1.2.6), (1.2.10) as

vy, (gx> = —rfa + Es, (3.4.19)
with
Ey = QX [ ((Qrx)o — Qtry) + 27 (Q — (Qw).) + % - % (= (X, %) +2[n]* + 2(p — po) + 2divn)

it follows that
7,,4 « % ARk _
Oy, (949?4(7‘92(1)> = —2T47*$2d1vg —6Mria+ QVs (E)) + 2FDoEy + E5 + 2[QV 5, rﬁg](r‘lQ 1@

After rearranging, using (3.4.12) and the fact that

FYPPhdiva = Dodiv (7Q%a) + 2V (FQ*)@diva — P, (Y (7Q°) - a)
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this gives

6MO*
e

QY QY , (7% a) + %Qrwgdjv(m?g) = % <1 - 31”) QY4 (7Q%a) —

—4Q*Y (7% &diva + 24P; (Y (7Q?%) - @) + 4 (Qw — (Qw)o) QY4 (7Q%a)

o 204 ., 0% 204 . ~
+ QVB ( ) + TTFDQEZ + TTES + TT[QW?)?FDQ](?AQ 1§)

The proof then follows by inspecting each of the error terms and using the fact that

7;2
W(?‘Qz) = 2702 (n+n) — EV(QtrX — (Q2rx)o).

As in Lemma 3.3.1, using equation (1.2.10),

204 y )
“T V5, PR (0T B) = 40 (9 — (Q)o) IR (A7) + &4 + &5

The most nontrivial terms to check are those in %Qvg (E,). Equations (1.2.27) and (3.4.19) are used for

the first term after writing

o 4 —1g o 3 “0—1c o “0—1zc s, o
_3r—49y73 (r*F(p— po)Q'%) = —3T—4§W73 (r*(p — po)) TP X + —37(p — o)V 3 (rFQYRY) = &4 + &5

Similarly
o 4x_o—lxg s, o
73771(2?73 (7“ 70§} K) =& +&;.
Equations (1.2.14) and (1.2.30) are used to show

304 A 7 O A i )
2 1 QW3 (T' 77®Q @) = — 3;7W(Q ) ( Q- 6) 2 , 7"77®sz06 + 54 + 53,

and equations (1.2.12) and (1.2.30) to show

139

13 R . (4)
> QVg (r47‘n®Q 15) 7“Q4ﬂ®d,fvg + &+ &,

For the final term in %:QWg (E,) note that,

04 . (4)
B, (G geiowiora) - Loy, (priosrata) < & +e)
O

Again, it is important to isolate the slowest decaying nonlinear error terms in the following proposition.
The additional structure in the error, namely the fact that each term contains at least one factor which is
not equal to D7Q%a, DYQB or DV (Qw — QW,), is used in Chapter 14 to show that the error in equation
(14.1.60) also has this additional structure, as shown in Proposition 14.2.14.

Proposition 3.4.13 (Wave equation for @) With M, Z, g and go,amr as in Section 3.1, é satisfies the wave
equation,

QY 3QY,(r* Q) + gﬁzbgdzv(rmzb)
f (1 — ) QY (r* ) — 2?2 (1 — 3?) ) + MfQQ a+ &[], (3.4.20)
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where the nonlinear error 5@] has the schematic form,

B (4) A . A .
EW] = &3 + &5 + kin@ridiva + karDy(rn - @) + ksrYQo@r?diva + karDy (rY QW - ra)

+ kst Y Qry@ridiva + ke (Qtry — (Qtry)o) r2Dydiv(ra) (3.4.21)

for functions k; = k;(r=17), fori=1,...,6, which each take either the form k; = JE;Z; ork; = I;:z:—z, for some
constants ki, ..., ks. Moreover, each term in the nonlinear error E[w] contains at least one factor which is
not equal to @7(2204 DYQB or DY (Q — Q).

Proof. As in the proof of Proposition 3.4.8, the Teukolsky equation (3.4.18) and (3.4.12) imply that

07,95.°00) = 2Dt (ron) + 2 (1- 2 ay,eag) - 2 (1- 2
+ 2 s+ oz —ayrera - Sz - (1- ) pap - jav,.09:000)

[0 4 PPN 90) — 207 (9% - (02).)r°00) - 10, (Tl

It remains to check the form of the error. It is straightforward to check by inspection, using also Proposi-
tion 3.4.3, that most of the terms have the correct form. For the penultimate term one also uses the fact
that equation (1.2.15) gives

QY4 (Q@ — (Q@)o) = @ [(n,7) — Inl* = (p = po)] + po (22 — 02),
so that
OV 4 (@ — (90)0)r* ) = QF 4 (9@ — (22)0)) QP + (w2 — (00)0)QV 4 (r*Q) =
For the third from last term, Lemma 3.3.1 implies that
(4)
22V 4, r* Dodiv] (F%) = 1Dy [((trx)e — Qbrx) rdiv(FQ%a)]| + (Qtrx)o — Qtrx) r*Prdlv(712%a) + €5 + ;.

The remaining nontrivial terms to check are those in QY, (5—25 [Q]), which can be done so in a similar

straightforward way by using the relevant null structure and Bianchi equations. As an example, the first
anomalous term in £[a] gives the contribution

QY 4 (rn&ridiva) = Qgﬂé??“zdivg + &2
) CORNCY

Lemma 3.4.2 is used for the terms arising from the &1 error in £[a] to give QY (r2E1) = €5 + &3.
One easily sees that each term in the nonlinear error £[¢] contains at least one factor which is not equal

to D70%a, DIQB or DV (QW — QW) by noting the form of the terms in £[a] in Proposition 3.4.12 and the
terms in Lemma 3.3.1. O

Finally, the wave equation satisfied by P can be derived. It is convenient to isolate certain anomalous
nonlinear error terms. Accordingly, define

Eanom[P] = 2k17* YV (Q0)&diva + 2kor* D5 (VY (W) - @) + ksr®YQY 4 (Qw)&diva (3.4.22)
+ kar® D5 (YQY (D) - @) + 4ksr Y (Q0)&diva + dker® (Q0 — Qe) Pydiva,

and k; = k;(r~7), for i = 1,...,6, are as in Proposition 3.4.13.
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Proposition 3.4.14 (Wave equation for P). With M, Z, g and go,m as in Section 8.1, P satisfies the
Regge—Wheeler equation,

QY ,QV4(r°P) + QT—%ZMD;@{V(TSE + 2%2 (1 — 31”) P =E[P], (3.4.23)

where the nonlinear error E[P] has the schematic form
5[2] = g‘g} + ganom[E} = gév

where Eanom|P) is defined in (3.4.22).

Proof. As in the proof of Proposition 3.4.10, using now (3.4.12), equation (3.4.20) implies that

2 2
QY3QY 4(r°P) = —2r° P, div (%ﬁ“) — % (1 — ?’M) P+ % (Q2 - 0%)r*Qy
r T T -

r
2

- 07, (6l + 2002~ (02))r°R) - [0V, 0F,10°) + 207, PPt (1°00).

Note the cancellations. It remains to check the structure of the error terms, which is done by inspection.
The most nontrivial terms to check are those in QY (6—15[@) for which the equations (1.2.7), (1.2.13),
(1.2.31) are used, together with Lemma 3.4.2. O
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Chapter 4

Change of double null gauge and the
diffeomorphism functions

The vacuum Lorentzian manifold (M, g) of interest in this paper will not be covered by a single double null
coordinate system. We will thus consider locally defined double null parametrisations, and being able to
understand (and estimate) the diffeomorphisms relating two such parametrisations will be paramount. This
is the goal of the present chapter.
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o T 96

We shall set the notation in Section 4.1 for a local double null parametrisations covering a region of a
vacuum spacetime (M, g). We shall then consider change of double null gauge in Section 4.2, introducing
a formalism for estimating the diffeomorphism functions f to arbitrary order. We shall then give formulas
for how geometric quantities transform under such change of gauge in Section 4.3. Finally, in Section 4.4,
we shall give a canonical choice for breaking the diffeomorphism invariance of the sphere.
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The basic notation of Section 4.1 is fundamental for all of Part B beyond Section 5.5. Section 4.2 will
also be necessary wherever the f notation appears (e.g. already in Section 5.6), and the operations defining
derivatives of f appear in the energies of Section 6.1. Section 4.3 may be skipped on a first reading, though
it will be necessary for Part C. The statement of the main proposition of Section 4.4 is referred to in
Section 5.6.3; the proof may also be safely skipped on a first reading. (We remark here that Section 4.4 is in
fact independent of the rest of the paper with the exception of the notation of Section 1.1.1.)

4.1 Local double null gauges in a vacuum spacetime (M, g)

Let (M, g) be a smooth time-oriented 4-dimensional Lorentzian manifold satisfying the Einstein vacuum
equations (1.2.1). Consider a subset as before

Z=WxS2cR?xS§?

and a local parameterisation
i:Z—(M,qg) (4.1.1)

where i*g satisfies the assumptions of Section 1.1. We will assume that the time-orientation defined in
Section 1.1.3 coincides with that induced from (M, g). We will call such a parametrisation a (locally defined)
double null gauge in (M, g). In the context of restricting domains, we will may also consider Z C R? x S?
to be an arbitrary 4-dimensional submanfiold with piecewise smooth boundary.

When working in a single such parametrisation, we will usually not differentiate our notation between g
and i*g, and, as is standard, we may think of u,v, 84 as coordinate functions on M, i.e. we may identify
these with uoi~!, etc. Similarly, we shall use the notations C,, C,, Sy etc., to denote subsets of M,
i.e. they correspond to i(Cy), i(C,), etc., defined previously.

Remark 4.1.1. We note that although our underlying manifold (M, g) will be smooth, as it will be a mazimal
Cauchy development of smooth data, some gauges which will be defined via normalisations on null infinity
will only have limited reqularity. Thus, we shall sometimes refer also to parametrisations (4.1.1) which are
only C* for some sufficiently high k, in which case the corresponding geometric quantities will only have
finite reqularity. We note already that the fundamental parametrisations of our work, however, i.e. those
corresponding to our I and Ht gauge normalised at finite uy time, will indeed be smooth.

4.2 Change of double null gauge: the diffeomorphism functions f
and their derivatives

We shall often cover the same region of M by multiple local parameterisations of the form (4.1.1). For
instance, in Chapter 5, we shall consider the two initial data gauges (5.6.1) and (5.6.2) (defined in Section 5.5)
and the two teleologically normalised Z and H T gauges (5.6.5) and (5.6.6) (defined in Section 5.6.3), and the
ranges of these parametrisations will indeed overlap. It will be of fundamental importance to understand how
quantities transform, and in particular, to estimate the diffeomorphisms relating two such parametrisations.

With (M, g) and (4.1.1) as in Section 4.1, let us consider then, in addition to a parametrisation (4.1.1),
a second parametrisation

i Z M, (4.2.1)

where i*¢ again satisfies the assumptions of Section 1.1. We may define transition functions

F:=iltoi: i 1(i(2) =i '(i(2)). (4.2.2)

When considering coordinates in two such gauges, it is convenient to introduce labels on the coordinates so
as to distinguish them. Thus, we may denote by u, v, 64 local coordinates defined by a parametrisation (4.1.1)
and @, 7, 84 local coordinates defined by a second parametrisation (4.2.1). With this notational convention
we may consider both C,, etc., and Cj, etc., as subsets of M, where the different labelling of the coordinates
is sufficient to distinguish these.
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4.2.1 The diffeomorphism functions f

In coordinates, we may write F = (F!, F? F3 F?) in the form
FA@,7,0) = 0" + fA@W,v,0), F*u,0,0) =10+ f*@,v,0), F'(u,0,0)=0+ f*u,0,0), (4.2.3)

where the above expressions define f4, 3 and f%. One may think of 3 and f* as scalar valued functions on
it (i(Z)). Their definition does not depend on the choice of local angular coordinates. The decomposition of
FA =64+ f4 on the other hand, is somewhat unnatural, because the linear structure is heavily dependent
on the choice of local coordinates 84 and 64. Nonetheless, we use this notation to facilitate comparison
with [DHR]. In the subsections below, we will define tensorial derivatives of F, which we will later use to
estimate the diffeomorphisms.

4.2.2 First order derivatives of the diffeomorphism functions

Consider the set ggg C Z and some point p € 5575. The image F(p) lies on a unique S,, C Z. The
restriction of the differential dF}, to 7,577 can be projected to TSy, to give a map which we shall

denote N B
de : TpSg;g — TF(p)Su,m (424)

defined by %FP(X) = 1,5, (dF,X), for X € T,Sz5. We emphasise that the definition of this map is

independent of the choice of local angular coordinates 84 and 4.
In components,
~ aFB afB
AF(054,d07) = — =05 + —=.
O d07) = 350 =04 g
We note that the two summands on the right hand side of above do not have a natural tensorial meaning
individually.
Similarly, define 8ng € Tr(p)Su,» and ang € Tr(p)Su,w by

(4.2.5)

Ol y =Tr, 5., (dF05), 0k, =Tlr, s, (dF,05). (4.2.6)

In components,
OFA _ ofA
ou  ou’

OFA  afA

) A — —_—

S (do) =

Define now

Ouf = 0ul, O5f == 0F.

4.2.3 Beyond S-tensors: higher order derivatives of the diffeomorphism func-
tions

So as to not overload the notation with restrictions of domain, let us assume without loss of generality that
the transition map F of (4.2.2) is in fact a global diffeomorphism F : Z — Z. (Note here that in this case,
we will not assume that Z and Z in general factor as products, so it is important to allow these to be general
4-dimensional submanifolds of R? x §? with boundary, as noted in Section 4.1.)

Thought of as defined on Z, then 9z F and 03 F are simply S-vector fields. On the other hand, dF is a
new kind of tensorial object which cannot be thought of either as an S-tensor or as a S-tensor. Thus, we
cannot follow the calculus of Section 1.1.4 to define higher order derivatives.

We would like to view both (4.2.5) and (4.2.6) as tensors on Z and to differentiate them with respect to
operators which are connected to the double null structure of Z. The purpose of this section is to provide
such a calculus. _ N

We first introduce certain vector bundles over Z and note that the objects 03/, 95/, and dF, introduced
in the previous section, are indeed sections of these vector bundles.
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Let T'S C TZ denote the sub-bundle of vectors tangential to the spheres Sy, i.e. TS = J,cz{p} x
TpSu(p) with the obvious topology and smooth structure. Let F*(7T'S) denote the pull back bundle over

Z,

w(p)s

= J{p} x Trp S
peEZ
where TF(p)S is the fibre of T'S over F(p). Similarly let T*S C T*M denote the sub-bundle of S~5 one
forms, T*S = U eM{p} x Ty S P).(p)-
Now 95 f,0;f € T(F*(TS)) and dF € I‘(T*§® F* (TS)) and so, in order to apply the operators §7, §73
and §74 to 0z f, Oy f, and ;fZF, we define the operators §7, Y~73 and §74 applied to general sections of these

vector bundles. .
First consider a one form & € T'(T*S). Define ¥ x¢ to be the restriction of the spacetime one form Vp, x¢&

to Sy, vectors. Define moreover W3§ and Y74§ to be the restriction of Vi & and Vg z,£ to Sy, vectors.
Given now a tensor field T € T'((T*S)* @ F*(TS)), define YT € I'((T*S)**' @ F*(TS)) b

(YxT)(Yis....Ys,6) = ( (Yi,ee Yoy ©)) = T(Yx Vi, oo, Yer &) = oo = T(Vi, ..., Y Ve, ©)
T(Yi,...,Ys, Vx€),
for X,Y1,...,Y, € T(TS) and ¢ € I(T*S). Similarly define
(YsT)(Yi, ... Ys,f)—eg( (Yi,.., Y0, ©)) = T(YsYa, .o, Yer &) — . = T(Vi,..., ¥5Ys, €)
T(Yi,...,Ys, Vsb),
(YaT)(Yi, ..., Vs, )—e4( (Vi Yo ©)) = T(VaVise o Yo &) = = T(Vi, .., VYo €)
T(Yi,...,Y, Vi)

Setting, for example, T = 05 f, the above defines the derivative Y~787;f € F(T*§® F*(TS)). Higher order
Y~7 derivatives are then inductively defined, for k > 2, by setting T = Y~7k65f € F((T*g)k ® F*(TS)) in the
above and defining N L
Vit oz = YY*0:f € T((T7S)F! @ F*(TS)).
One similarly defines general combinations of Y~7, Y~73 and Y~74 derivatives of 0z f, and also of Jyf and %F .
For T € I‘((T*g)s ® F*(TS)) and p € W x U, we note that the expression

T2 =P ). 3 0oy FONTr 0T5 5 ) (4.2.7)

provides a coercive expression.

4.3 Transformation laws for geometric quantities under change of
gauge

In this section, identities are derived for how certain geometric quantities change under a change of gauge
relations. See Proposition 4.3.1, Proposition 4.3.2 and Proposition 4.3.3.

4.3.1 Basic setup: two double null gauges and two Schwarzschild backgrounds
with masses M and M

Throughout, (M, ¢g) and parametrisations (4.1.1) and (4.2.1) are as in Section 4.2. As in Section 4.2.3, with-
out loss of generality we may assume that the diffeomorphism F' of (4.2.2) is in fact a global diffeomorphism
F : Z — Z. We may suppress F' from the notation, writing (4.2.3) as

wu="1u+ f2@5,0%6%), v=0+f4w0,60%6%), 64=0"+ fA(u0,60'6%). (4.3.1)
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We may consider (4.3.1) as relations on Z (or alternatively on the spacetime region i(Z)) with the usual
identifications.

We will typically be interested in the case where parametrisation (4.1.1) is in the form (1.1.4) whereas
parametrisation (4.2.1) is in the form (1.2.32). In this case, we have the associated null frames

1 1
ea = Opa, e3 = ﬁﬁu, ey = 5(81} +b), (4.3.2)
and ] L
€a=0:,, &3==(05+b), &= =05 433
A 9 3 Q( ) 4 0 ( )

Both (4.3.2) and (4.3.3) may be considered as (local) frames on Z with the usual identifications, i.e. where
ea is identified with (F.)~*(ea), etc.

We shall write down identities in Section 4.3.2 corresponding to the above case. We shall less frequently
consider also the case where (4.2.1) is of the form (1.1.4); the resulting identities change in the obvious way.

For given masses M > 0, M > 0, we may now associate also Schwarzschild backgrounds to i*g and i*g
as in Section 1.3.4. We will denote the Schwarzschild background corresponding to i*g with ~s and the
Schwarzschild background corresponding to i*g without. We con81der the Schwarzschild scalar quantities
defined in both gauges, denoting the ones correspondlng to ¢*¢g with a ™. Thus, we distinguish 7 T, from 7y,
We will in what follows drop the M and M subscripts.

We will similarly distinguish the operators associated with 7*g and i*g by putting ~ on the former.

Again, using the diffeomorphism F of (4.2.2), we may consider all such quantities as defined on Z.

4.3.2 Basic identities

With the setup of Section 4.3.1 and the above conventions, we compute the relations

_ af? 3f3 Of° 5a
du = (1 + 9 > du+ —= 81} 86 ——do (4.3.4)
4 4 4
dv = (1+ aaf >d§+ %f du + gg et (4.3.5)
A A A
dot = (5;} + gf B> o + %fu di + éfv dv, (4.3.6)
and
3 4 A
Oz = (1 + %J; ) Ou + 8f 3 + 8f 89A (4.3.7)
4 3 A
Oy = (1 + anN ) Oy + 88{ Oy + 88f~ Opa (4.3.8)
B 8fB afS f4
Oga = (5,4 + 89A) Ops + 89A6 + 86‘Aa (4.3.9)
It then follows that the frames (4.3.2) and (4.3.3) are related by
B 3 4 4
=~ _ (s, 9f of a9/ or,
€4 = (5,4 89A> e + Qa~ es + 89A64 A b, (4.3.10)
I af? Qoft 1 0f4 1~ 10f4
eg_ﬁ(uau) e+ =pmeat =geeat <b— <ob, (4.3.11)
- aft Qaft Laf4 1 oft
€q = 5 (1 + Bhi ) es+ = a~ €3 + = 8~ €pq — 5 1+ — aN b. (4312)
Note that 1 1
VeAeB = FZBQC + §XAB€3 + 5&4364’ (4.3.13)
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1 1
Vei€3 :KABeB+§(nAfQA)63, Ve, €4 :XABeBnLi(QAan)ezl, (4.3.14)
Vesea = x,ep+naes, Veea=[xa® —ea(”)]es+n e, (4.3.15)
Veseq = —Wes + 20 ea, Ve,es = —es +2n°ep, (4.3.16)
Veses = wes, Ve, eq = wey. (4.3.17)
Similar formulas hold for {€,}, with the exception of equations (4.3.15) which take the form
Veg,€a = [Xﬁ - gA(EB)} B + 1743, V&,€a=X4cn +1],01.
The null components of the Riemann curvature tensor satisfy

R(ea,es,ep,e4) = alea,ep), R(ea,es3,ep,e3) = alea,ep), (4.3.18)
R(ea,eq,e3,e4) = 2B(ea), R(ea,es,e3,eq) = 20(ean), (4.3.19)
R(ea,eq,ep,ec) = —"B(ea)é(en, ec), R(ea,es3,ep,ec) = "Blea)¢(en,ec), (4.3.20)
R(ea,e3,ep,eq) = —pglea,ep) +o¢(ea, en), R(ea,ep,ec,ep) = péea,er)é(ec,en), (4.3.21)
R(es, eq4,€3,64) = 4p, R(ea,ep,e3,e4) =20¢(ea,ep). (4.3.22)

Similar formulas hold for {€,}.
Suppose that the metric g takes the following expressions in each of the two double null coordinate
systems

9la=s, = —4Q%dudv + |b]*dvdv — 2¢ , b dvdd® + ¢ ,  d6*do"”

x=zo+f(z0)

= —40?dudy + [b|*diidii — 2g , ,b*dudf” + g , ,d6*db”

5:1}0

Note the asymmetry between the two expressions in the location of the torsion term b.! Expanding the
first line, using the relations (4.3.4)—(4.3.6), and equating with the second line gives the following system of
equations for f. The equated coefficients of dudv give

52 _ of? ofty  ofoft 2 afty oft
402 = — 40?2 |:(1+ a~>(1+ 8~>+8~8~]+2|b (1+a~)8,ﬁ
Of*\ OfF  Oft ofP oft of8
=24 ,5" [(1+ 8v>(?9ﬂ+ ou ou } a0y v ou’

The equated coeflicients of dudu give

i° = a2 (1 O ort AOf107% 071 0f7
B =025 (14 5= ) 4 b (S= ) = 20,0 S S+ dap e (4.3.24)

(4.3.23)

The equated coefficients of dvdv give

3 4\ 2 4 B A 5¢B
0:7492%{1 (1+ af )+|b|2 <1+%’;> —2¢, b <1+%{}>a§;+¢wa§v 8an (4.3.25)

The equated coefficients of d6° du give
~ 7 af3 oft of*aft 2 Of* Of*
_ A _ 402 2 2 Y
2,00 =102 (1455 ) 000 + S e G
(c)fB af4 afB af4 afA afB
_ A i 2
29 450 [(50 + 390) ou | ou 9gc 2045 0+ = 90Cc ) ou

IThe following relations will most commonly be used with the present location of the torsion terms. Similar relations hold,
and will also be used, with alternative locations of the torsion terms. The following relations all hold with obvious modification,
e.g. in equations (4.3.26) and (4.3.27).

(4.3.26)
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The equated coefficients of do° dv give
4 3 4 53 4 4
0:-492{(1+8f>8f+8f 8f}+2|b| ( 8*’()8{

av ) p9c  9ec v v ) 9o
o 25N afP off 254 05 (4.3.27)
A
~ 2z KH 0~> (50 - 390> o aeC] T2z (50 - aeC> o

The equated coefficients of docdoP give

~ afs aft | aft oft 2 Of* 9f*
4., =—20° + —==—==| + [0
¢b 00C 900 99D 9HC 00C 9P

af* afB\  oft dfB dfA ofB
— 50" {850 <5f§ + aéD) + o5 (53 - 850)] s (50 - 890> (6{% + a§D> . (4.3.28)

Given a (0,k) S-tensor ¢, the projection Il is defined to be the restriction of § to S vectors. The
relation (4.3.9) implies that, in components,

Mgt@a,- ) = €( (65 +6£31)631,...,(5fg+ JiB:)eB,C). (4.3.29)

. . 1 2
4.3.3 The nonlinear error notation ng » and ng »

In this section, we introduce a notation for nonlinear error terms which involve the diffeomorphisms which
relate two gauges. We will assume throughout that we have the setup of Section 4.3.1.
The notation Df,, for p = —1,0, 1, is used to schematically denote the following first order derivatives

5f—l :7:%‘][‘4,7‘/(—2\%‘]04, iSfO = ,{2728’5/7?85/,77:%.]037Q_1V3f37Q_1W3f4a 6fl ZTQWAL]C?"

The notation 5%? » will be used to denote a quadratic error term which involves at most k derivatives of

Of and ®, each term involves at least one of factor, and which decays, according to the p index notation,
like 7~P. Similarly, the notation 5%:3 will be used to denote a quadratic error term which involves at most

k derivatives of @f ZI |=1 D7Df and ®, each term involves at least one ZI <1 D1Df factor, and which
decays, according to the p index notation, like 7P.

We remark that in the above expressions, the derivatives of f are taken with respect to the operators of
the gauge (4.2.1), while the Ricci coefficients and curvature components ® are those of the gauge (4.1.1).
These are the type of terms that will naturally appear later in the paper.
4.3.3.1 Ordering the schematic diffeomorphism components of

In order to define the error notation more precisely, let the collection Df be ordered as follows
£ =Y D = QY. rt,
D = 02051, DL =7, D =1V, D =Q-1¥,f3, DT = Q-1¥, L DS = rQY, [0

4.3.3.2 The notation D*t!f and D*t'f,

Consider some k > 0. Define {(1,0,0),(0,1,0),(0,0,1)}° := {(0,0,0)}. Given i € {1,...,8} and v €
{(1,0,0),(0,1,0),(0,0,1)}*, define N o
DFFLE . (4,7) == DD (4.3.30)

As an example, one can write

m3mf3:52f-(8,(0,1,0)), and 77§7f4:f51f-(1,(0,0,0)).
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Define now the sets
Q—l :{172}7 Q0:{37"'a7}7 Ql = {8}
Consider some k > 0. Given p € {—1,0,1} and v € {(1,0,0), (0,1,0), (0,0,1)}*, if i € Q, then we often add
a p subscript in (4.3.30) for emphasis, i.e.
DL, - (i,7) = DD ifieQ,.

4.3.3.3 The notation (D*+!f)!

Consider now some k > 0, [ > 1 and some
. )
G ={""Gryoky>? Ly by Yrm=0,. 00 ey ook <k, U121

where .
I Gk € {(8,7) |1 € {1,...,8} 7 € {(1,0,0),(0,1,0), (0,0, 1)} } U {0},

for all m = 0,...,0' and ij1...k,/ is a trace set of some order d > 0, as in Section 3.2.2, for all j > 1,

ki+...+ks<kand! >1. Forsuchk>0,]>1and G, define
~ l ~ . ~ - .
(©k+lf) G = Z Z Z DR+ Gy g, ® ... @D HE Gy ) ';}]Lkl‘..klw
U1k 4.4k <k j>1

Such expressions are only ever considered when sufficiently many of the components of G and L vanish so
that each object appearing in the above summation is a tensor field of the same type, and so that the allowed
ranges of I1,l2, p1,p2 and j > 1 are finite, and so the summation is indeed well defined.

Note that the operation -gj Ly, ...k, involves multiplying with admissible functions on Z or taking traces

over the ~ indices. Note also that
~ l ~
(@k“f) .G eT((T*S)" ® F*(TS)"),
for some r and s.

4.3.3.4 The notation (D**1f,)!
Consider now some k> 0,1 > 1, p > 0 and some
b ) p
__ (jymYPo---Py/ jyPO---Py/
G _{ leu.k,n Lkl...kl,}m:O,...,l’,k1+...+kl,gk,7
pot..Fpy 2p,l'>1,j>1

where _
PG € {(i,5) | i € Qpu € {(1,0,0),(0,1,0), (0,0, 1)} } U {0},
forallm =0,...,l’, and ijLnkl’ is a trace set of some order d > 0, as in Section 3.2.2, for all k1 +...+ky < k,

po+...+pyr>p,j>1and !’ > 1. Forsuch k > 0,1 > 1 and G, define

~ l ~ ~
k41 . = E § § »—Dbo ki+1 . J)Lpo---py ky+1 4,1 ¥po--pir\ _ jrPo--Py
(Q fP) G = r (® fpl le...kl/ ®... 09" fpz’ Gk1...kl/) g Lk1...kl/'
U1 byt hy <k j>1
pot...+py 2p

Again, such expressions will only ever be considered when sufficiently many components of G and L vanish
so that the summation is well defined.
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4.3.3.5 The notation Eéf and 5;:?17

Given appropriate H = {JH,lcll,;" }and G = {JGlll2 }, where each JH,lclllg is as in Section 3.2.3 and each
Gl1l2 is as above, and K = {JKlll2 , where each JK,?IZIQ is a trace set of some order d > 0, as in Section
3.2.2, deﬁne the S tensor
1,k i rrlal ~ i Al Ll
ESUHLGK) =T > S (@Me)Imp @@=t 6, ) KL,

ki+ka<k j>1
l1+12>2,12>1

where Ilg denotes the projection to the S spheres (sce (4.3.29)). Note that I, > 1 in the summation, so
that each term in the nonlinear error 5%? (H,G, K) involves at least one factor involving (derivatives of) a

diffeomorphism component Of.
Similarly, for given k, p, and for appropriate H = {jH,lclll,i}, G={ Glll2 Jpand K = {J Klll2 _}, define

p1p2 P1P2 101172
Lk — 1~ 2: Z ki L jgrlale Nkotle o gl J7rl1ls
g@f,p(HvaK)_Hs ((9 (I)Pl) : Hk1k2®(© fpz) : Gk1k2 ¥} Kk1k2
ki+ko<k j5>1 P1p2 P1p2 P1P2
Li+12>215>1
pP1+p2>p

Such expressions are only ever considered when sufficiently many of the components of H, G and K vanish
so that each object appearing in the above summations is a tensor field of the same type, and so that the
allowed ranges of l1,1la, p1,p2 and j > 1 are finite, and so each summation is indeed well defined.

Note that, for any ~,
DEgt, (H.G,K) = Egp, " (H, 67, K7)
for some HY,G7, K7.
We will typically abuse notation and write “81 k ” to mean “é}gﬁp(H» G, K) for some H,G, K7, etc

4.3.3.6 The notation 5 of ¥ and é'@fp
The nonlinear error notation 8%? (H,G, K) is defined, for appropriate H, G, K, by

EHHGE) =Ty > S (@Re) - THpk e @Rk G ) KR,
k1+ke<k+1,k1<k j>1
l1412>2,12>1

so that each term in é’%f (H,G, K) involves a total of at most k + 1 derivatives of Df and @, but at most k
derivatives of ®. Similarly, for appropriate H, G, K, define

k l j rrlal Nko+1 11l i -l
E, (LG K) =T > (@00, THRE @ (D) TG, ) g KL,
k1+ko<k+1,k1<k j>1 p1p2 P1p2 pP1p2
l14+12>2,15>1
p1+p2>p

Here Iz again denotes the projection to the S spheres (see (4.3.29)).

Again, such expressions are only ever considered when sufficiently many of the components of H, G and
K wvanish so that each object appearing in the above summations is a tensor field of the same type, and so
that the allowed ranges of l1,1s, p1,p2 and j > 1 are finite, and so each summation is indeed well defined.

Note that, for any =,
N~y o2,k 2,k+
DEYE (H G K) = et (1Y, 67, K7)
for some HY,G7, K".
Again, we will typically abuse notation and write “ %’ﬁp” to mean “ngp(H, G, K) for some H,G,K”,
etc.
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4.3.4 The change of gauge relations

Recall the nonlinear error notation ng p and 5®f from Section 4.3.3.

The relations (4.3.23)—(4.3.28) between the metric coefficients can be written in the following schematic
form. Recall the notation 0y f, 05/ from Section 4.1. Since 0y f and Jyf are S-vectors one can also define
their b with respect to ¢,

0zl (O9a) =g, ,0afP.  05f (9pa) =g, ,05f".
Recall also the operator IIg, which projects S-tensor fields to S-tensor fields (see (4.3.29)). The relations of

Propositions 4.3.1, 4.3.2 and 4.3.3 are relations between S tensor fields.

Proposition 4.3.1 (Change of gauge relations for metric components). With the setup of Section 4.3.1, the
metric coefficients of the two gauges, viewed as spacetime tensors, satisfy the relations

Q205 f* = g (4.3.31)

O (14 05f*) 051 = Egg .o (4.3.32)
(4.3.33)

(4.3.34)

202V f4 = M0 f” + b + Exto; 4.3.33

202V 3 = 112 505" —Tgh’ + 57 15 4.3.34

H§r2'y —r2y = (% — 7’27> -1z (g — 7’27) + 511)’?71; (4.3.35)

O (0f° + Osf') + 020 — 02 = (02— 02 1) — (@2 - 02 ) + €50, (4.3.36)

Proof. The identities (4.3.31), (4.3.32) and (4.3.36) are simply the relations (4.3.24), (4.3.25), and (4.3.23)
respectively written using the nonlinear error notation of Section 4.3.3. For (4.3.33), one notes that the
relation (4.3.26) can be written as

~ afA\ afB
285 gA JrgAB <5C+6fc) af~ +5®f0( c)s

from which (4.3.33) follows. The relations (4.3.34) and (4.3.35) follow similarly from (4.3.27) and (4.3.36)
respectively. O

Relations between the Ricci coefficients of the two gauges can similarly be obtained. Note that certain

nonlinear error terms have worse r behaviour than the typical terms (such as the term 95 f*¥ g f2 in the
relation (4.3.39)), according to the p index notation of Section 4.3.3, and so are stated explicitly.

Proposition 4.3.2 (Change of gauge relations for Ricci coefficients). With the setup of Section 4.3.1, the
Ricci coefficients of the two gauges, viewed as spacetime tensors, satisfy the relations

Oy -8 = — 2Q2¢2y7f3 +E5¢ 5 (4.3.37)
Oy -T0g = — 202 PEV 4 + E5e1 (4.3.38)

7 —Ign= (1 + aaf4> W%{j + (2Qw — %me)w?’ + ;Qtrxvf4 +E3¢ o (4.3.39)

i Tlgn = (1 + %f 3) W%’f + (200 — %Qtrx)% £t %Qnﬁ 24 €30 (4.3.40)

0 — (Q2), 57) — (9 = (@)o,r) = (Q@)onr — (02), 37 + O %fj + ; %2;’;4 +Exey (43.41)
Qw — (QAQ)M) — (@ — (W)o,m) = ()0, nr — (/QZ)M + Q@ aafj + 1%23; +E300; (4.3.42)
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and Qtrx and Qtry satisfy

—_—~— —_~

— ~ ) 4
(Qtrx - (Qtrx)o,]\'z) — (Qtry — (Qtrx)o,nr) = (QUrx)o,m — (Urx), 37 + 2024 f3 + Qtrxﬁ + 5%’?72;
(4.3.43)

—_~— —_~—

— ~ 93
(Qtrx — (Qtr&)mﬁ) — (Qtrx — (Qtr&)o,M) = (Urx)o,m — (Qtr&)o’ﬁ + 202 A St + QtrX% + 5%’?71.
(4.3.44)

Proof. Consider first (4.3.37) and (4.3.43). Writing
Qx(€a,e5) = 9(Vz, 0, ep),

expanding €4,¢5,0¢; using the relations (4.3.10) and (4.3.12), and using the metric relation (4.3.34), it
follows that

OX(Ea,E8) = (1+ 05 f)x(Haec, Hp ep) + 20°Y3_, o, f* + E3¢4(Ca,CB),
where H, = 6§ + 8§Afc, and so
Qx = (1+ 05 /Mg + 20°V2 2 + €20,

The proof of (4.3.37) and (4.3.43) then follow from decomposing into trace and trace free parts, with respect
to ¢, and using the relation (4.3.35). The proof of the other relations is similar. O

The following proposition similarly gives relations between the curvature components of the two gauges.

Proposition 4.3.3 (Change of gauge relations for curvature components). With the setup of Section 4.5.1,
the curvature components of the two gauges, viewed as spacetime tensors, satisfy the relations

Pa — MgQ% = £5¢ ; (4.3.45)
020 —TgQ % = E5¢ 5 (4.3.46)
QB — 508 = 3Q%pY 2 + £52,; (4.3.47)
QB —Tg0 8= — 3oV /* + 5L, (4.3.48)
(B = Py57) = (P = po.rs) = pors — By 57 + Eopni (4.3.49)
G—0=Eg0s (4.3.50)
Proof. Consider first (4.3.45). Using (4.3.18),
Q2aup = R(E4, e, 5, Q081).
Expanding €7, €3 and €4 in terms of ey, ..., e4 using the relations (4.3.10)—(4.3.12), evaluating the resulting

curvature components using the relations (4.3.18)—(4.3.22), and checking each of the resulting terms has the
correct form, one sees that

DPaap = (85 + 95 f€) (08 + 075 fP)Rlec, Qea,ep, Qes) + Enp 4(€a, ),

and (4.3.45) follows.
The identities (4.3.46)(4.3.50) follow similarly. Note that the term (85 fhea +?5) in & (see (4.3.11))

can be replaced by 2%2% f%, plus nonlinear terms, using the relation (4.3.33). O
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4.3.5 Norms and derivatives of projections of S-tensors

Recall the setup of Section 4.3.1 and recall the definition (1.1.12) of the norm of an S-tensor. In this

section the S norms and derivatives of projections of S-tensors are related to the corresponding S norms
and derivatives. B
Proposition 4.3.4 relates the ¢ norm of an S-tensor field to the ¢ norm of its projection to S. Proposition

4.3.5 relates the D derivative of the projection of an S-tensor field to an S-tensor field, to the projection of
the corresponding ® derivative of the tensor field.

Proposition 4.3.4 (g norm of projection to S of an S-tensor field). With the setup of Section 4.3.1, assuming
that the map (4.2.4) is a vector space isomorphism, for any multi index v and any S-geometric quantity @,

1,
D70, |y = [5D7D,[; + Eg1 ).

Proof. Let G& denote the components of the inverse of (6% + g];A) so that

afc B
G4 (o5 + 5 ) = o,
If £ and & are two (0, k) S-tensors, one can define

(Mg¢) (g€, Tge') = (Tgg) M P ... (T59) P> (15 A, .4, (g€ ) B,... B, Mgélf,y = (Mgg) (g€, 58),
where
(T59)*" = GAGE",
is the projection of g_l to S.
One easily computes
Indeed, if £ =1,

(159) (156 115€) = 4 (50", s (55 + 2L ew ) (05 + 250 Vo) = g*“eact. = gie.€).

Similarly for & > 2. The proof then follows from the relation (4.3.35).

O

Proposition 4.3.5 (’)5 derivatives of projection to S of an S-tensor field). With the setup of Section 4.3.1,
for any multi index v and any of the S-geometric quantities ®,

YID70, = Hg¥D®, + E5111 (4.3.51)
QY,11507®, = ;QV,073, + E51711, (4.3.52)
OV, 11gD7®, = T15Q¥,07, + E51. (4.3.53)

Proof. The relation (4.3.10) implies that, for any S-tensor &,

3fc> af° oo oft ¢
Ve, &= (05 + Ve +0—==V  é+Q—V,. - —=b"V..E.
¢ ( B g ) Vet T g Vet T g Vet T g Vet

If £ is an S-tangent 1-form, the relation (4.3.6) implies that,
~_AafA TA A o A~ A e W
Mgt = (0 + S )€add" = € (d8* — 05 *dil - O AdF) = € — € O fdi — & - O

and so

Vit = Mg(VE) — & - 0p Vi — € - O/ V.

87



It follows that
VIsE = (V) 4 F* OT5(OV, &) 47 F oSOV, 6) ~F F O 5(b-VE) — 56050~ J6-0:/0' 1
The proof of (4.3.51) then follows if D7® is a one form. If D7® is a higher order tensor the proof of (4.3.51)
is similar, using now the fact that, for any (0, k) S-tensor &,

Mol =&, ... Ea, (O — Oz f1 du — O fHrdv) ... (A0 — Oz fA*du — D5 f A+ d).
The proofs of (4.3.52) and (4.3.53) are similar, using now the relations (4.3.11) and (4.3.12) respectively. [

4.3.6 S-tangential operators acting on S-tensors

Recall the setup of Section 4.3.1. o

It is convenient to define the action of the differential operators Y, Y3, Y4 associated to the S double
null foliation on S-tensors. Recall, for any S-tangent 1-form &, the Y derivative V¢ € I‘((Ffl)*T*§® T*S)
defined in Section 4.2.3, with F defined by (4.2.2). Similarly, if £ € T'((T*S)*) is an S-tangent (0, k)
tensor, for any X € F((F_l)*T*g) define Y~7X§ to be the restriction of Vg, x§ to S-vectors, so that Y~7§ €
F((F‘l)*T*g ® (T*S)*). In view of the relation (4.3.10),

Vx€ = Vg €+ Vx POV + Vi 1OV4E — V[ Vic. (4.3.54)

Similarly, define %35 and Y~74§ to be the restriction of Vg, z,€ and Vg, g,& to S-vectors respectively. In view
of the relations (4.3.11), (4.3.12),

5 . Q Qof4 10f4 1 0f4

Vsé = 5 ( ) Vi + = S % =Y+ = S o5 e i S on Vi (4.3.55)
+ - Wmf + QD) V56 + ()Y a€ = bV,

~ Q 4 Q 3 A 4

Vit — 2 ( PV e S S vae- £ (1495 ) ve aase)
Q Q

Define the coercive expression
|Y~7€|2 = géﬁgAlBl .. .gAkBk’ Y~75§A1,”Aky~75531“_3k. (4357)

Note that Y~73§,Y~74§ € I'((T*S)¥) are S-tangent (0,k) tensors and so W~73§| and |Y~74§| are defined as usual
by (1.1.12).

4.4 A determination of the sphere diffeomorphism

We have already discussed how some definitions of Section 1.4 are sensitive to diffeomorphisms v of the form
(1.3.15) (cf. Remarks 1.4.5, 1.4.7 and 1.4.8). Thus, it is important to have a canonical way of choosing the
correct such identification with the standard S? of Section 1.1.1. In this respect, the following proposition
will be of use later in the paper.

Proposition 4.4.1. Let (S, h) be a compact oriented Riemannian 2-manifold such that
K —1| <e, VK| <e, (4.4.1)

where K here denotes the Gauss curvature of h. Then for ¢ > 0 sufficiently small, it follows that S is
diffeomorphic to the standard sphere S* of Section 1.1.1, and given p € S, v € T,,S with h(v,v) = 1, we can
associate to the triple ((S,h),p,v) a “canonical” diffeornorphism

Y:S*—= S (4.4.2)
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such that 1(1,0,0) = p, and 1.(0,1,0) = v, where we consider (0,1,0) as a vector (0,1,0) € T(1,0,0)S* C R.
This association is canonical in the following sense: If € : S — S is a diffeomorphism then 1/) associated

to the triple (€*h,&71(p), (£.)71(v)) satisfies
P =Eo1. (4.4.3)

Moreover, the association is equivariant in the following sense: If (S, h) admits a non-trivial Killing field
X such that X (p) =0, then 8¢; s a Killing field of ¥*h, where 8(;) is the coordinate vector field on S? defined
with respect to the canonical coordinates (1.1.1).

The association depends smoothly on h, p and v in the following sense: Let us fix the manifold S and
suppose hy, pt, v¢ depend smoothly on a parameter t. Then the resulting map ¥ given by our association
depends smoothly on t.

Moreover, for all integers k > 3, with 1 as above, we have the following estimates

k+2
/ ‘vw (P h — ’Y)|¢ RdVoly-p, < Ck / |V¢ Wt (K —1)]2 (4.4.4)

Finally, if (S,h) and (S h) are two manifolds, with distinguished points and vectors p, p and v, ¥, with
Gauss curvature K and K and with corresponding canonical diffeomorphisms 1 and 1/1, we have the estimate

k+2
/ |Vw cn(W*h = h) 2. (4.4.5)

5 [ ek

If S = S, p =D and v = A0 for some positive multiple \, we moreover have the following zeroth and
first order pointwise estimates on the diffeomorphisms 1 o 1)~1, which can be expressed geometrically as the
statement

2
supdts (v 09! 0) < O3 L1957 = Vol (146
supds (A o0 l), 1) < CZ/ 95 (h — B2 (44.7)
Moreover i) o 77!}*1 satisfies the higher order estimates
k+1
Z/ |Vk“d (W o )2 dVolysy < CZ/ |vw " (h = h)|2. dVolyp,. (4.4.8)

In (4.4.6), d(sn) may be taken to be the Riemannian distance, while in (4.4.7), d(s ) simply denotes any
appropriate geometric notion of distance between maps T,S — szo A,I(I)S and T, S — T,S, defined so as
to be comparable to the differences of the components of the differential maps expressed in a fived chart. In

formulas (4.4.6)—(4.4.8), the constant C' depends on

k+1
/ V"R

Remark 4.4.2. By Gauss—Bonnet, the statement that S is diffeomorphic to the sphere already follows from
the first inequality of (4.4.1) as soon as e < 1.

*tholw*h.

Remark 4.4.3. Note that in the case where (S,h) = (S?,%) defined in Section 1.1.1, and p = (1,0,0),
v=1(0,1,0) € T{1,0,0)S C R3, then our 1 as defined below will in fact be the identity map. By (4.4.3), it then
follows that for the same choice (S, h) = (S?,%) but for a different choice of point p and vector © € TS, then
the resulting 1 : S — S = S? is the unique Euclidean rotation of S* which brings (1,0,0) to p and (0,1,0)
to v.
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Remark 4.4.4. Estimate (4.4.5) is the statement that the metrics of h and h in their respective canonical
coordinates are close if their curvatures are close as measured in canonical coordinates. Estimates (4.4.6)
and (4.4.7) correspond to the statement that the canonical diffeomorphisms are suitably close to each other, if
the metrics, considered as defined on the same S are sufficiently close, when the anchoring point and vector
is taken to be the same. In practice, estimates (4.4.6) and (4.4.7) will in fact be applied to metrics h and
§*ﬁ on S where £ : S — Sisa diffeomorphism and p, v are distinguished points and vectors on S such that
ENp)=p, &=,

Remark 4.4.5. The equivariance statement is only relevant for the proof of Corollary I11.3.1 in Section 4.4.6.
This will be discussed in Section 4.4.6.

Proof. We begin the proof with some additional constructions related to S2.

4.4.1 Preliminaries on the sphere S?

Recall the standard sphere S? as described in Section 1.1.1. In addition to the coordinates é, ¢ defined
by (1.1.1), we may define a standard isothermal coordinate system z, ¢ defined by

1—cosf - 1—cosf . -
T = ﬂ cos @, Y= ﬂ sin ¢. (4.4.9)
sin 6 sin 6
Note also the identity
1—cosf :
Vit + 2 = | — 2% — tan(d/2). (4.4.10)
sin 0

The above coordinates satisfy Az =0, A5y = 0, and g is a harmonic conjugate of & with respect to the
standard metric on the sphere, i.e.
djj = *di. (4.4.11)

Note that g is uniquely determined from & and equation (4.4.11) together with the additional requirement
that ¢ vanish at the “north pole” (0,0,1). Let us note that the standard metric  in these coordinates takes
the form

4 = @9 (di? + dj?) (4.4.12)

where

o

AT, 7) := log (4.4.13)

(1+&% +5%)2
We may consider an auxiliary set of coordinates associated to the “south pole” (0,0,—1). We denote
of of 3 o
these as 6 , ¢ . These are related to 6, ¢ by the relations

o/

0 =n—6, & =26 (4.4.14)

Finally, we may also define an isothermal coordinate system Z’, ' by replacing 6 by ¢ and ¢ by &’ in (4.4.9).
The two isothermal coordinate systems are themselves related by the transformation law:

y T o Y
-_r —__Yv 44.15
TR 4 % 492 ( )

To define now a diffeomorphism v : S? — S, it suffices to define open sets & C S, and U’ C S with
UUU = S and to define diffeomorphisms

©:U—VCR?, o U =V CcR?
such that the transition map
lop TtV =V (4.4.16)

is given by (4.4.15) when we view V C Riy and V' C Rﬁ,@,. (For then % can be defined consistently in local

1

coordinates (&,7) by ¢! and in local coordinates (&',4') by ¢'~'.) This is what we shall proceed to do.
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4.4.2 Two geodesic polar charts on (S, h)

We begin with the point p € S and v € T),S. By a well known result of Klingenberg [K1i59], if € in (4.4.1) is
sufficiently small, there exists a geodesic polar neighbourhood S, 7z, C S around p of, say, radius %7‘(’. Let
us denote the chart by the diffeomorphism
$p,Tn: Sp,%ﬂ — ]D)gw.

Associated to this chart are geodesic polar coordinates which we shall denote as (6, ¢). These are uniquely
determined by declaring that ¢ = 0 corresponds to the direction 9, and the frame 0y, 0y is compatible with
the orientation where defined.

Let v(s) denote the geodesic in S with initial condition v(0) = p, 7'(0) = v. This is parametrised by arc
length. We will define an “antipode” ¢ as follows:

Note that by the assumption on curvature, for € sufficiently small, v will have have a unique conjugate
point in the interval (997/100,1017/100). Let to correspond to this value and define ¢ = (o).

Similarly, there exists a geodesic polar neighbourhood S Ir around q of radius %w. Let us denote the
chart by

(pq%,ﬁ : Sq,%ﬂ — D%,ﬁ.

Again, associated to this chart are geodesic polar coordinates which we shall denote as (8, ¢’). These are
selected so that ¢ = 0 corresponds to the direction y(t9 — s) and the frame 9y, —0y is compatible with the
orientation where defined.

Let us introduce some auxiliary notation: For any 0 < o < %77, we define the sets

Sp.a i={x €S dist(z,p) < a},

Sq.o i={z € S :dist(z,q) < a},
To = Sp,a NSqa,

Cpo ={z € S :dist(z,p) = a},

Coo ={z € S :dist(z,p) = a}.

Note that Spo C S, In and is itself a geodesic polar neighbourhood. Similarly, for Sy . The sets Cp, o and
C4,a are geodesic c1rcles that generalise the “lines of constant latitude”.
We recall that in the patches S, In and S, 7, the metric h takes the form

a5
h=d0%+ G0, ¢)de?,  h=do"” + G0, ¢)de"”, (4.4.17)
respectively, where G and G’ satisfy the differential equations
VGog+ KVG =0, G+ KVG =0 (4.4.18)

with the initial conditions
VG(0,0) =0,VGp(0,0) =1, and  VG'(#,0) =0,VGy(0,0) =1, (4.4.19)

respectively.
Note (as is well known) that if K = 1 identically, it follows that G = sin?#, G’ = sin?#’. In view of the
assumptions on K, we may quantify the closeness of G and G’ to these values with the following

Lemma 4.4.6. The metric functions G and G’ satisfy the following estimates:

\/E—sinGH_i_ sup ‘39(\/5—sin9)H+ sup ‘&P(\/é—sinQ)

H <COIK —1|ers  (44.20)

su
D”z sin® 6 D7 /8x sin” 0 D7,/ 8x sin® 6
VG —sin @’ Op (VG —sind’ B, (VG —sin @’
sup ‘73/ sup ‘ ( —5 ) ‘—&— sup ) o —3 )H <COIK = 1llgrsy - (4.4.21)
D7, 8x sin” 6 D7 /8n sin” 6 D7 /5x sin® 6
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Proof. From (4.4.18) and (4.4.19) we derive the ordinary differential equation
(VG —sinf)gg + (VG —sinf) = —(K —1)sinf — (K — 1)(vVG —sin ) ,
with initial condition (v/G — sin#)(0,0) = 0 and 9p(v/G — sin6)(0,0

0
@—sinHz—sinG/ df cos O(sin 6 + VG — sin 0) (K — 1)(0, )
0

0
+cos€/ df sin O(sin  + VG — sin 0)(K — 1)(0, ¢)
0

from which the estimates follow. The computation in the south chart is of course analogous.

Let us note that the overlap region 7Tz
of the coordinates.

Lemma 4.4.7. We have in the overlap region ’Tgﬂ the zeroth order estimate

10— (7 —

Proof. This follows easily from the estimates of Lemma 4.4.6.

9’)||c°(7%ﬂ) + e — ‘PI”CO(T%ﬂ) < CIK = 1|ers) -

In particular, it follows from the above lemma that 05, 7, C S, 1, and 95, 1, C 5
S, 1, U S, Tn is both open and closed and by connectivity we have

S = SP%W USq)%ﬂ.

7
48™ p;g™

More generally, given any o > %77, this argument yields
S =5p.aUS.a

for sufficiently small e.

4.4.3 Two isothermal charts on (S, h)

) = 0. The solution satisfies

O

is nonempty. We have the following estimate for the difference

(4.4.22)

O

. In particular,

(4.4.23)

Associated to each of the two geodesic polar neighbourhoods defined above, we may define isothermal charts

in the subregions Sp)%ﬂ and Sqéw with the following properties:

Lemma 4.4.8. Let (S, h), p, v be as above. We may associate two isothermal coordinate systems (x,y) and

and S respectively, such that

q,3m

Ahx = 07 Ahy = Oa

(«,y"), defined in Sp2n
Ahx/ = Oa Ahy/ = 07

dy = dz, dy' = xdx’,
( ):an(p> =0,
1 —coso9
Hx - OSQ’)H S COIK = 1lcis)
H2(S, 3.)
4
1—cosf
H e sin ¢H < CIK —1lcys),
sin (S, 3
1— 0
’ 2= — 7 cos ¢! < CIE = 1lois)
sin @ H2(Sq%ﬂ)
1 —cos@ .
‘y/_sh'lel81n¢/ SOHK_l”Cl(S)

H2(S_ 3.)
a5

The choice is canonical and, if (S,h) =
(@', y') = (&",9).
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(S2,%) with p = (1,0,0) and v = (0,1,0), then (z,y) =

(4.4.29)

(4.4.30)

(Z,9) and



Proof. Let us first define pyelim to be unique solution of the Dirichlet problem for
Ahﬂcprclim =0
with the boundary condition
Tprelim = — . 3 v COS ¢
(37)

onCps..
In view of the estimates of Lemma 4.4.6, it follows that

1 —cos@
Tprelim —

- 0s <C|IK -1 .
0 ¢HH2(S . [ lcis)
Py
In particular, |[Zprelim(p)| < C||K — 1||c1(s), and defining & = Zprelim — Tprelim (), We have that x satisfies
again Apz = 0 and the estimate (4.4.27).
We define y to be the harmonic conjugate of z

dy = xdx,

where * is the Hodge-star operator associated to the metric h, with the additional condition that y = 0
at p. Note that this uniquely determines y. The pair z,y clearly satisfy the relations of (4.4.24), (4.4.25)
and (4.4.26).

We note that y can also be easily seen to satisfy (4.4.28).

In the case where (S, h) = (S%,%) and p = (1,0,0), v = (0,1,0), then x = &, y = ¢ defined in Section 4.4.1
above.

In an entirely analogous fashion, we may define isothermal coordinates 2’ and ¢’ and they clearly satisfy
the estimates (4.4.29) and (4.4.30).

O
Let us denote the diffeomorphisms defined by the above coordinates as
Pisoth * Sp,%n- - VP C Rza (p{soth : Sq,%ﬂ' - thz CR%
These are indeed diffeomorphisms and V,, V, are bounded open subsets of R?.
We may write the metric h in the coordinates z, y, as
h = M@V (dz? + dy?) (4.4.31)
for a smooth function A : V, — R. Similarly, we have
h=eN ) (da'? 4 dy'?) (4.4.32)
for a smooth function A" : V, — R.
Lemma 4.4.9. We have the following estimates for the transition functions on the overlap region 7%”:
|+ - | + v+ | < CIK —1]crgs) - (4.4.33)
a? +y?llcory ) a? +y?lloory,) —

Proof. This follows from the exact relation (4.4.15) in the case of the transition functions connecting standard
isothermal coordinates on the standard sphere, and the estimates of Lemma 4.4.7 and 4.4.8. O

Note the following corollary:
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Corollary 4.4.10.

s, o oy (e 22|

m+n<N %isoclx(T%ﬂ) 2+ y2
m n 7 Y
—_ < — . 4.
+ max =~ sup H(ax) (9y) <y (@,9) + — +y2> H < ON[K —1llcrs) (4.4.34)

Pisoth (T11 )
16

Proof. The case N = 0 follows from Lemma 4.4.9. The higher order estimates for N > 1 now follow by
elliptic estimates in view of the identities:

82 82 , T 82 82 / Y
) (P9 - i) =0 (gt g (Ve - i) =0

Note that the identities above follow since Apx = 0, Apy = 0, the functions ﬁ and ﬁ are harmonic
as functions of (z,y), and the fact that the coordinates = and y are isothermal. O

4.4.4 Estimates for the metric in isothermal charts
In this section we prove the following estimates:
Lemma 4.4.11. Let ¥ denote the metric on subsets of R? given by the expression (4.4.12). For N > 4, we

have the estimate:

||(<P£§th)*h - 'OY”HNH(%SOw(S 11 ) () h) < C1N||I( - 1HHNfl(S)v (44-35)
PG T isot

[(Plsotn ™) P = A En+1(000 (5. 11w 1m) < ONIK = 1 gn-1(s)- (4.4.36)
16"

Here H® is the geometrically defined Sobolev norm for tensors (defined using covariant derivatives).
Proof. Let us define

4 4

Ao(z,y) = 1o N =log —
O(SC y) g( 0 g (1 +I/2 +y/2)2

1+ x2 + y2>2 ’
In view of (4.4.31), (4.4.32) and (4.4.12), it clearly suffices to estimate

1A = Aol stz (iouns, 11,y < Cl K = Lmees) + Cell K = Lllenes) (4.4.37)

H)\/ — /\/0‘|Hk+2(‘»"i,som(sq,%,r)) < Ck||K — 1HHk(S) + CkHK — 1”01(3) s (4.4.38)

in view of the fact that for k > 3 the second term can evidently be dropped on the right hand side of (4.4.37)
and (4.4.38) can evidently be dropped by a Sobolev inequality (note that a geometric Sobolev inequality
with bounded constant holds for metrics satisfying (4.4.1)). The norm on the left hand side of (4.4.37)
can (4.4.38) can be understood either as the Euclidean Sobolev norm or as the norm with respect (p;.2,,)*h
or (¢l ') h respectively, since in view of the estimates on the Christoffel symbols, these norms are
equivalent.

From the change of variable formula relating h in the form (4.4.17) and (4.4.31), we obtain that

’% g ’% P oM@ tho(@y) g—o(ey) (4.4.39)
Defining 0, := = — % cosp and oy ==y — % sin ¢, the left hand side of (4.4.39) can be reexpressed

as

12
4cos*(6/2) 907"

2+22 ﬁ 1 —cosf p +‘2 ‘2+2£ 2 1_Cose'gb
007700 \ “sing 207" 007790 \ “sme "M?) -
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We also compute the second factor on the right hand side of (4.4.39)

2 2\2 )
oy - A2 Ay)E L/ 1 (1ocosf sy (1ocost 2
) 4 4 \ cos?(6/2) +200 g C9) Fou 2oy | g s ) oy )

We conclude using formulas (4.4.27), (4.4.28) of Lemma 4.4.8 and formula (4.4.33) of Lemma 4.4.9 that

||e’\7)‘071||L2(¢iso:h(sp%7r)) < CHK — 1”01(5). (4440)

To obtain (4.4.37) as desired we must upgrade (4.4.40) to higher order. For this, we note that we have
in Gisoth (S, 2,)) the relation

0? 0?

02t o2 A+2Ket =0.
Recalling that A satisfies the above relation with K = 1 we obtain
0? 02
2 o (A=Xo) +2(e* —eM) = —2(K — 1)e*. (4.4.41)

Thus, noting the restriction of the domain, inequality (4.4.37) indeed follows from (4.4.40) by applying
standard Euclidean interior elliptic estimates to (4.4.41).
The case of (4.4.38) is of course completely analogous. O

4.4.5 The modified chart on the southern hemisphere and the completion of
the construction

To define our desired map to the standard sphere S?, it suffices to interpolate between ( ) and

x —y
12+y2 I 12+y2
(2',y') via a partition of unity.

Lemma 4.4.12. One can canonically define a third set of coordinates (&',§') defining a regular chart

¢ 8, n. =V, CR? (4.4.42)

such that the identities " y
S Jy = —2— 4.4.43
TR Yooty ( )

and such that the estimate (4.4.36) holds with @' replacing Yisotn -

T

hold in Tiz
32

T
Proof. Lset us fix a smooth cutoff function x(¢) such that x(¢) = 1 for ¢ > tan 1§~ and x(¢) = 0 for
o < tan %ﬂ We define coordinates
. x
7 = X VP ) + =XV + )
~ -y
y = mx( @)+ (¥)?) + (1 —x(V () + (¥)2)y"-

Note that the (z,y) coordinates are indeed defined in the region where x(1/(2')? + (v')?) # 0. Using the
estimate (4.4.34) of Corollary 4.4.10, we easily see that this is indeed a smooth change of coordinates in
Sq, 117, provided € in (4.4.1) is sufficiently small.

Let (4.4.42) denote the diffeomorphism defined by these coordinates. In view of the identity (4.4.10) and
again using the estimate (4.4.34), it follows that for € in (4.4.1) sufficiently small, \/(z')2 + (y/)? > tan @
in T%Tr, and thus relation (4.4.43) holds on that region.

Finally, we note that using (4.4.29) and (4.4.30) it is easy to see now that the estimate (4.4.36) holds for
@’ replacing . O
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In view of the remarks at the end of Section 4.4.1, then denoting ¢ := cpisoth\spﬁ%ﬂ, and requiring that €
in (4.4.1) be sufficiently small so that (4.4.23) holds with o = £, it follows that the charts

@18y = 0(Sparn), @Sy = @ (S, 1)

indeed determine a well-defined map 1 : S? — S in view in particular of the property (4.4.43) (which corre-
sponds to the transition maps (4.4.16) satisfying (4.4.15)). The statement (4.4.4) now follows from (4.4.35)
and the analogue of (4.4.36) for #’' and ¢’ asserted in Lemma 4.4.12.

4.4.6 Equivariance

We note that, in the presence of a Killing field, the construction is indeed equivariant as claimed in the
statement of Proposition 4.4.1. For let us assume that (S,h) admits a nontrivial Killing field X which
vanishes at p. Note that the geodesics emanating from p are taken to one another under the 1-parameter
group of diffeomorphisms generated by X. It follows that if two such geodesics intersect at another point ¢,
then X must vanish at . Now let v, tg and ¢ = y(¢o) be as in Section 4.4.2. It is clear that for v(¢o) to be
conjugate to p, it must be that all arc-length parameterised geodesics 4 emanating from p satisfy ¥(t9) = ¢
and thus X(¢) = 0. The antipode ¢ is in fact the unique other point of S with this vanishing property.
One clearly sees now that the G and G’ of geodesic polar coordinates in both hemispheres are manifestly ¢,
respectively ¢’, independent. All subsequent constructions respect this symmetry and thus the equivariance
claim follows.

4.4.7 Estimates for differences in canonical coordinates

To obtain the geometric estimate (4.4.5) for differences of two metrics expressed in canonical coordinates,
let us now assume we have two metrics h and h on S as in statement. We essentially repeat the steps of the
previous proof, starting from the remark that, considering G and G as functions on D T, WE have

VG V& < ClK - Kllovoy ).
and similarly in the southern hemisphere.

4.4.8 Proof of canonicity, smooth dependence and estimates for the diffeomor-
phisms ) o)~ !

We note that the canonicity relation (4.4.3) follows immediately from the construction as all coordinate
systems are defined geometrically. It is also clear that all constructions depend smoothly on the metric in
the sense described.

To obtain the more quantitative statements (4.4.6)—(4.4.8) estimating the diffeomorphisms v o oL,
then denoting x, y the final coordinates on the northern hemisphere corresponding to i and Z, § the
corresponding coordinates on the northern hemisphere corresponding to 1), then viewing @’ (x,y) and ¢/ (z, y)
on a suitable smaller overlap domain, statement (4.4.6) is equivalent to C° bounds for Z(z,y) — = and
G(x,y) — v, (together with corresponding bounds on &/(%’,§') — & and /(#',7') — ¢ covering the southern
hemisphere), statement (4.4.7) is equivalent to C'! bounds for these functions, while (4.4.8) is equivalent to
H**2 bounds.

Note that because these diffeomorphisms are based on isothermal coordinates, this easily reduces in
coordinates to showing k + 2 order interior estimates for differences of appropriate solutions of the Laplace
equation with respect to the metrics h and iz, which can easily be seen to be bounded by the quantity on
the right hand side of (4.4.8)

Note finally that the statement of Remark 4.4.3 follows from the various remarks in the lemmas concerning
the case (S, h) = (S2,7).

O
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Part B

The main theorem: setup, statement
and logic of the proof
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In this part of the work, we will give the setup of the main theorem, including its detailed statement and
the complete logic of the proof.

5 The local theory 99
5.1 Characteristic initial data generated by seed data & . . . . . . . . . ... ... ... ... .. 100
5.2 The maximal Cauchy development (M,g) . . . . . . . . . . ... 102
5.3 Identification with Schwarzschild and global existence of the data . . . . . . . ... ... ... 103
5.4 The global smallness assumption and the smallness parameter eg . . . . . . . .. .. ... .. 106
5.5 Cauchy stability and the initial data gauges . . . . . . . . .. ... o oL 109
5.6 The anchoring conditions . . . . . . . . . .. L e 114
5.7 Existence of anchored teleological gauges at time u(} ....................... 118
5.8 The 3-parameter families of initial data Ls, and the structure of the moduli space 9t . . . . 119
5.9 The homeomorphism Jg : Ry — B, Jul and its degree 1 property . . . . . ... ... ... .. 121

6 Final formulation of the main result: Theorem 6.1 122
6.1 Emergies . . . . . . .. e 123
6.2 The statement of Theorem 6.1 . . . . . . . . . . . . . ... 132
6.3 The stable codimension-3 “submanifold” 9Mgiap1e and other remarks on the statement . . . . . 134

7 The logic of the proof of Theorem 6.1 135
7.1 The bootstrap set B . . . . . . . L e 136
7.2 Non-emptiness of the bootstrap set B . . . . . . . . ... 137
7.3 Improving the bootstrap assumptions: the statement of Theorem C. . . . . . . . .. ... .. 138
7.4 The bootstrap set 28 is open and the statements of Theorems 16.1 and 16.2 . . . . . . . . .. 138
7.5 Higher order estimates: the statement of Theorem 16.3. . . . . . . . ... .. ... ... ... 140
7.6 The bootstrap set B isclosed . . . . . . . . . L 140
7.7 Completing the proof and the statements of Theorems 17.1 and 17.2 . . . . . . . .. ... .. 142

First, in Chapter 5, we shall consider the local theory for our problem, giving a well-posedness statement
for the characteristic initial value problem which we shall study, a Cauchy stability type statement which
will allow us to infer the existence of a sufficiently large region of spacetime covered by initial data gauges,
a decomposition of the set of initial data into 3-parameter families, and the anchoring conditions linking
teleological normalised gauges to initial data gauges. This will finally allow us to assert the existence of
anchored teleologically normalised gauges at time u(])c.

In Chapter 6, after introducing a variety of energies, we shall be able to give a complete statement of
our main theorem, stated as Theorem 6.1.

Finally, in Chapter 7 we shall give the logic of the proof of Theorem 6.1. The main analytical content
will be deferred to subtheorems whose proofs will appear in Part C while some of the other statements
necessary to complete the proof will be deferred to subtheorems whose proofs appear in Part D.

In general, the chapters of this part will use definitions from Part A, but, as discussed previously, portions
can be read independently. The notations and theorems of Chapter 5 will be fundamental for the rest of
the work, though the proofs may be skipped at a first reading. The reader who is primarily interested in
understanding the large-scale architecture of the proof can skip some of the detailed definitions of energies
in Chapter 6. On the other hand, the reader more interested in the statement and proof of the bootstrap
theorem forming the analytic heart of the argument can in principle skip the later parts of Chapter 7. More
detailed instructions to the reader will be provided in the preambles of each chapter.
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Chapter 5

The local theory

In the present chapter we will develop the local theory associated to the characteristic initial value problem
to be studied in this work. This will also involve introducing some of the basic setup which will be central to
the proof of our main theorem, including a description of “seed” data, a basic well-posedness statement, the
existence of teleological gauges, anchored to suitable initial data gauges, and a discussion of the structure of
the moduli space 9 of initial data.

Contents
5.1 Characteristic initial data generated by seed data & . . . . . . . . . ... ... ... ... 100
5.2 The maximal Cauchy development (M,g) . . ... ... ... ... ... ....... 102
5.3 Identification with Schwarzschild and global existence of the data, . . . . . .. ... ... 103
5.3.1  The initial hypersurfaces and additional normalisations . . . . . . . .. . ... .. 103
5.3.2  Associated Eddington—Finkelstein data and covariance . . . . .. ... ... ... 103
5.3.3  Global existence of the full initial data . . . . . . . . .. ... ... ..., 104
5.3.4 Kerr parameters of thedata . . . . . . ... ... ... . L o 104
5.3.5  Associated linearised data and linearised solution . . . . . .. .. ... ... ... 105
5.4 The global smallness assumption and the smallness parameter eg . . . . . . . . . ... .. 106
5.5 Cauchy stability and the initial data gauges . . . . . . . . .. .. ... oL L. 109
5.5.1  The initial Kruskal gauge . . . . . . .. ... . .. .. o 109
5.5.2  The initial Eddington—Finkelstein gauge . . . . . . . . . ... ... ... ... 111
5.6 The anchoring conditions . . . . . . . . . ..o Lo 114
5.6.1 The basic setup: four local double null parametrisations in (M,g) . ... .. .. 114
5.6.2 Notation for coordinates and diffeomorphism functions . . . . . . .. .. ... .. 115
5.6.3  Definition of anchored gauges . . . . . . .. . ... .. 116
5.7 Existence of anchored teleological gauges at time u(} ..................... 118

5.8 The 3-parameter families of initial data Ls, and the structure of the moduli space 9t . . 119

5.9 The homeomorphism Jo : Ro — B 0 and its degree 1 property . . .. .. .. ... .. 121

eo/u

In Section 5.1 we shall define the characteristic initial data considered, as generated by “seed data” S.
Next, in Section 5.2 we shall give the existence of a maximal future Cauchy development (Theorem 5.2.1).
We note that these two sections depend only on Sections 1.1-1.2.

In Section 5.3, we shall identify the initial characteristic hypersurfaces with analogous hypersurfaces in
Schwarzschild, and give a smallness condition on seed data guaranteeing that initial data themselves exist
globally on the characteristic hypersurfaces. We shall then introduce in Section 5.4 the norm on initial data
which will define the global smallness condition fundamental for our work, determined by a parameter £g.
In Section 5.5, we shall state two theorems (Theorems 5.5.1 and 5.5.2) giving that, for data with small
norm, the resulting solution exists for a sufficiently long interval so as to contain regions covered by what
we shall term “the initial data gauges”. This can be thought of as a more quantitative version of Cauchy
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stability (using already the null structure exhibited by the equations!), allowing existence all the way up to
a “piece” of null infinity.

In Section 5.6, we shall give the anchoring conditions connecting two teleologically normalised Z+ and
H* gauges with the initial data gauges. We shall address the question of existence of anchored gauges
corresponding to some fixed retarded time parameter u(} in Section 5.7.

In Section 5.8, we shall discuss the structure of the moduli space of initial data, foliating it by 3-
parameter families Lg, labelled by some choice of seed data Sy € Ls, and parametrised by A € R3. This will
be essential for the statement of the main theorem in Section 6. Finally, in Section 5.9, appealing to the
existence of the anchored gauges corresponding to time u(} asserted in Section 5.7, we shall define the map

JO : %0 — Beo/u(}v
defined using the associated Kerr angular momentum parameters of the solution in ZT gauge, where %3¢ C R?
is a subset of the A-parameter space, which will be key to our topological argument in the proof of the main
theorem.

This chapter is fundamental for understanding the detailed statement of the main theorem of this work,
Theorem 6.1 stated in Chapter 6, as well as for the large-scale architecture of the proof as outlined in Chapter 7
and for the statement of the main “bootstrap” theorem, Theorem C stated in Section 7.3, in particular. On
a first reading, however, the reader may wish to skip some of the details and refer back as necessary. The
work [Chr09] provides a useful reference for setting up data for the characteristic initial value problem.

5.1 Characteristic initial data generated by seed data S

In this and the following section, we will set up the characteristic initial value problem for the Einstein
equations in double null gauge and state a well-posedness theorem. The results here make no reference to a
Schwarzschild background and only depend on Sections 1.1-1.2.

Consider arbitrary parameters U_o < Uy, V_5. Let us define

C,, =[U_2,Us] x {V_,} xS? Cout = {U_5} x [V_5,00) x §?

and
Su_,v_, ={U_a} x {V_5} x §%

Note that we can naturally define the notion of S-tangent tensor on C;, U Coyt.
We define initial data on C, U Cyyy as follows.
We prescribe smooth functions trx(6), trx(f) and a 1-form n4(0) on Su_, v_,.
We further prescribe smooth positive functions Q™(U, #) and Q°"*(V,6) on C,, and C,,4 respectively,
with ‘
Q™ (U_,0) = Q°"(V_5,0),
and a smooth S-tangent vector field b (V,0) on Coyt.

out
We may now define the vector fields

e3 = (") 'y, ea= () (Ov + bl 0a)

on C;,, Coy; respectively. Note that the operations D and D can be defined for covariant S-tensors on C;,

and Cl,t respectively, since the relevant projection does not require the metric.

Finally we prescribe smooth symmetric positive definite S-tangent covariant 2-tensors in the angular
~out

coordinates gi:B (U,0) and ¢ , ,(V,0) on C;, and Coy; respectively, with the property that

~out

QZIB(U—%G) =4 ,5(V-2,0)
and that N A
(DF™ap =0, (D" ap =0 (5.1.1)

where ;in, ;O‘lt denote the area element of ,;ji:B, ﬁ:u;, respectively.
We refer to this information as the seed data and denote this collectively by the symbol S.
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Proposition 5.1.1 (Existence of the initial data set). Consider seed data

S = {trx,trx,n,ﬂin,ﬂouty bA ~in »out}

Ou“gAB’gAB (512)

as defined above. Then there exists a UL satisfying U_s < UL < Uy and a V| satisfying V_o < V|, < 0o
and unique smooth vector field bt defined on C!, = C;,N{U < U} and a smooth g 1 defined on C;,UC,

out
!

where C.,, = Cous N{V < V{}, generated by the prescribed data. Moreover, on Ci, U C. . we may define

1

the operation ¥, we may define Y3 on C., and ¥V, on C. ., and we may determine D79 applied to each of
the quantities 9 defined in Section 1.2 for all |y| > 0, yielding definitions for quantities D79 on C’;  UC’ syt
such that the equations of Section 1.2, and the equations that arise after commutation by D7, are satisfied.

We may in fact define o on all of Cony and o on all of C,,.

Proof. Refer to [Chr09].
Let us set

~in

4,5(U,V_5,0):=¢™(U,0)¢,.(U,0) (5.1.3)

g, (U_2,V.0) := 6" (V,0)d . (V,0) (5.1.4)

for a ¢™, ¢°" to be determined. Using (5.1.1), we derive from the relations of Section 1.2 the ordinary
differential equations

@(bin + ein¢in _ 0’ -D‘D¢0ut + eOthSOUt =0 (515)
where
n E(Ainfl)AC("infl)BDD"in D,\in out . 1("O‘ltfl)AC("OUtfl)BDD"OUtD"OUt
e =3 4 Dg s L9 e =3 ' 915P9cp

Let us define now ¢, ¢°"* to be the unique solutions of the (5.1.5) with initial condition
. . 1 .. 1 .
"™ (U_g,0) =1, D¢ (U_y) = iﬂmtrx, and ¢°"(V_5,0) =1, D¢ (Vo) = 59”‘1:1'&,

respectively. These are globally defined on C,, and C,; respectively, but may not be positive. Thus, we do
not know yet that the definitions (5.1.3)-(5.1.4) define metrics.

Nonetheless, motivated by the relations of Section 1.2, we may already define x on C;, and x on Cy
by the expressions a

ing 1 in ~ out o~ 1 ou -
O"Xap = §(¢ )’D4 , - Q" Xup = §(¢ )’Dg , -

Note that since we may rewrite (1.2.6) as D(2x) = —Qa, D(Q%) = —a, we may now already define o
along C;, and a along C,yt as

in L 1 in\2 1 out L 1 out\2 1M 3
Q"a = D(;(6"7Df),  Qa = D(;(6™)?DJ). (5.1.6)

To define the remaining quantities, we shall require restricting the initial data cones such that ¢ and
#°1 are indeed safely positive. Let us fix thus a U%, V) such that say ¢ > %, pout > % for U_, < U< U
and V_5 <V < V{. This defines the restricted cones C’;, and C’ ;.

We may define now ¢ , , from (5.1.3), (5.1.4) and these are non-degenerate (Riemannian) metrics on the
spheres of constant U or V respectively. Thus, we may now define the covariant derivative ¥ with respect
to ¢, the algebraic relations on S-tensors as well as the S-tangential differential operators div, etc.

Motivated by the relations of Section 1.2, we may also now define try, on C’. and tryx on C’,y; by the
expressions -

ﬂintI‘X _ 2(¢in)—1Q¢in ﬂouttrx _ 2(¢out)—1D¢out.
We may now define x = x + %trxg, X=X+t %tr&g.

Note at this point it follows from the relations (1.2.2)—(1.2.3) that the covariant operators Y3, ¥, can
now be defined along C;,, and C" ., respectively.

—in out?
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We note first that we may define @ and @ along Coy, Cj, respectively, by the second two relations
of (1.2.21). To define  and n, note that the first relation of (1.2.21) allows one to determine n + n on
Cou U C’yy. In particular, we may use this to define n(U_3, V_3,0) from n(U_y, V_y,60). B

Considering now equations (1.2.12), we may substitute the 3, respectively 3, term on the right hand side
from (1.2.18), respectively from (1.2.19). Finally, we may substitute the 7, respectively 7, term by (7+n)—n,
respectively (n+n) —n. This allows us to integrate (1.2.12) as a linear propagation relation for 7 along Cout
and 7 along Cj, with known coefficients and known initial data at Cj, N Cgyus. This integration defines our
n, non C’;, and C’,y. We may similarly now integrate (1.2.13) and (1.2.14) to obtain these quantities on
C’ou and C’; . Thus, we have defined both 1 and n on all of C’,; UC’,,,.
has been determined. N

From (1.2.16) we may now determine b along C’

Finally, we may define 3 as it

thus we define

in»’

U
AU, Vo0,0) = b, (s, Vori) 4 [ 2072~ )
U_»

Note that we may define K on C,y U C’,, by the usual expression for Gauss curvature of the metric
¢. Using this we may rewrite the transport equations (1.2.10) and (1.2.11) for try and try in the 3 and 4
directions in terms of known quantities. We may now integrate the transport equations (1.2.8) and (1.2.9)
for ¥ and k. This allows us to complete the definition of both x and x to all of C{, U C . Moreover, this
now determines p from the Gauss equation (1.2.20), whereas o is determined by (1.2.17). We thus define p

and o according to these determinations.
Continuing as above, we may inductively determine ©71) for any of the quantities of Section 1.2 and for
any order ||, so that all equations of Section 1.2, commuted by D7, are satisfied along C} U C!.

out*

O

Remark 5.1.2. We remark already that considering a diffeomorphism 1 : S> — S2, associated to any seed
data set we may define a new data set by replacing all quantities by their pullback under *.

Remark 5.1.3. We note that the initial data may not exist globally, in particular, the quantities g:‘B and

?4“12,, since if ¢ is negative, these no longer define metrics. Global existence of the data on the full C;, UC oy
will require conditions on the seed data to be discussed in Section 5.3. It is useful, however, that o and «
are defined on Coyy and C;, by (5.1.6), because this way we may phrase the conditions for global existence

of data in terms of these quantities.

5.2 The maximal Cauchy development (M, g)

In the meantime, let us state a general well posedness theorem for the above characteristic initial value
problem.

Theorem 5.2.1 (Existence of the maximal Cauchy evolution [Ren90, Luk12, Sbil6]). Consider seed data
as in Proposition 5.1.1 and C;, U C, . such that the full set of initial data exist, as in the statement of the
proposition. Then there exists a unique smooth mazimal globally hyperbolic future Cauchy evolution (M, g),
with past boundary diffeomorphic to C' UC. ., satisfying (2) and obtaining the data, in the sense that there
exists a globally hyperbolic subset VW x 82 C R2 x S? with past boundary C', UC. ., and an embedding

out’
it Wx ST M (5.2.1)

such that i*(g) is of the form (1.1.4) (and thus satisfies the equations (1.2.5)—(1.2.31)) and obtains the
prescribed quantities on C;, UC. ., and ilcr uer,, s a diffeomorphism of C! UC. . onto the past boundary

of (M, g).

The spacetime (M, g) is mazimal in the sense that, given any other globally hyperbolic C* Lorentzian
manifold (M,q), for sufficiently hzgh k, satisfying (2) admitting the data in the sense of the existence
of (5.2.1) as above for some map i : W x S — M, then (M, g) admits a smooth atlas with respect to which

g 1is in fact smooth, and there exists an isometric embedding j : M = M such that i oj=1o0n WNW x S2.
In particular, the following uniqueness statement holds for i in (5.2.1): If Wi and Ws are two open sets
satisfying the above in place of W, with embeddings i1, iz, then if(g) = i5(g) on (W1 N Ws) x S2.

out’
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Remark 5.2.1. We emphasise here that it is already nontrivial that the maximal future Cauchy evolution
exists in a full neighbourhood of C;, U C. ., as stated in the above theorem. This depends in an essential
way on the null condition and follows from the work of [Luk12].

5.3 Identification with Schwarzschild and global existence of the
data

We recall the parameter Miy,;; > 0 fixed in (1.3.16). Recall the Kruskal manifold Wi x S? with the Schwarz-
schild metric (1.3.7) with mass M = Mip;.

5.3.1 The initial hypersurfaces and additional normalisations

We now recall the parameters defined in Section 1.3.5 associated to M = Mj,i;. Let us now identify the U
with U and V with V', and thus U_s, etc., with our chosen parameters U_», etc.
For definiteness, in this context we denote the identified C; as CN and Cly as CK,,. We have

CK = [U_5,Us] x {V_3} x S, Ck . = {U_3} x [V_g,00) x §?

We thus have that Ok U CK, c Wi x S2, by our choices of U_g, V_3, Us. Let us also define

—=1n

Cg}— : (LM X id)_l(Cout) = [’U_Q,OO) X S2 C Wer X SQ (531)

out

and, for any C'X ¢ C* n{U <0},

C'&T = (e x id)7H(C ™) € Wer (5.3.2)

where ¢ = ¢) is the map (1.3.12).
We consider now seed data S = S* as in Proposition 5.1.1, with the following additional normalisations:

bl, =0, Qr=0F  Qut=0f (5.3.3)

We recall from Proposition 5.1.1 that we may define X, globally on CX,, and o on CX by (5.1.6).

5.3.2 Associated Eddington—Finkelstein data and covariance

On (5.3.1) and any choice of (5.3.2), we may define an associated Eddington-Finkelstein realisation S of
the seed data. The Eddington—Finkelstein realisation of the data is defined by first setting

br, =0, Q=05 Qo =0fF (5.3.4)
We notice that under this choice ¢, (eX) = %g e§, 1(el) = %‘5 e5”. We now define, trx, - and ner
EF v EF K du
trx© (u_o,v_9,0) = trxx(U—2, V_q )aV(U_Q, V_a), trx“7 (u_2,v_2,0) = trx~(U_2,V_a, )aU(U_Q, V_a),
ou
na” =i 5 (U, Voo),

Finally, we define jign]__(u, 0) = g,c( (u), ) and gg]__(u 0) = g,c( (u),8). Note that the resulting a7 will
satisfy

o500 = (20) o)

Finally, we note that the Gaussian curvature K = K £F = KK on Ci, N Coyt is determined by the seed
data.
The uniqueness statement in Theorem 5.2.1 gives us the following
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Proposition 5.3.1. Fix M = M, consider the seed data S* defined on C U CK . satisfying (5.3.3),
and let C'K U C'% i, (M,g) be as in the statement of Theorem 5.2.1. Then, provided C'X is chosen

out’

o't c{U <0}, deﬁmng 85]: as above, and with i : W x S* — (M,g) as in the statement of Theorem 5.2.1
but for data ST, then vii*g =G on 1y} (W) N W.
In view of the above, we may indeed consider the initial data sets induced by seed data S* and corre-

sponding seed data S¢7 as geometrically the same initial data. In discussing norms, it will be natural to
use the S* quantities on C,, while using S quantities on Cyy; in order to parameterise initial data.

5.3.3 Global existence of the full initial data

We now formulate a smallness assumption guaranteeing the existence of the full initial data on all of C’C “uCk ..

Proposition 5.3.2. Fiz M = M, consider seed data S* = 8 defined on Qi U Ck, satisfying (5.3.3),
and define the corresponding S€% as above on CX.. Assume in addition the following smallness assumption

is satisfied:

Z/ /|ry7 )ealils dUd0+/ / Veagnly dvdd

0<k<3
R L A e O AR (3 A R U e
10T el + o) 2B+ 10 e sl + 1P )F I~ )3 (s, v2)db < o1,

Then, for sufficiently small e1 = £1(Minit), we may take U, = Us, Vi = oo in Proposition 5.1.1, i.e. the full
initial data exists globally on CN U CK, .
Moreover, {Us} x S? is a trapped surface in the sense that trx(Us,6) < 0, trx(Us,6) < 0.

Proof. Note that the Y, and the norms are taken with respect to the Schwarzschild metric as one cannot
define globally the metric ¢ before we know that the data exist globally. Essentially one simply requires that
¢™ and ¢°"* from Proposition 5.1.1 satisfy globally ¢ > %, @eut > % The smallness condition can easily
seen to be sufficient for sufficiently small ¢; as it ensures weighted pointwise estimates on the quantities e™
and e°"*. The statement concerning the trapped surface follows easily from examining the first equation
of (1.2.7) and equation (1.2.10). O

5.3.4 Kerr parameters of the data

We may associate Kerr parameters to an initial data set (cf. Section 2.2.3).

We first remark that on the sphere S,_, ,_, we may define the ¢ = 1 spherical harmonic functions YT}L
as in Section 1.4.2.3 with the help also of the Schwarzschild background g¢. .. By Proposition 1.4.3 the
curvature component Q8 computed from the seed data can be decomposed as

QB(u—z,v_2,0) = rYVhias(u_z,v_2,0) + r*Vhaas(u_2,v_2,0),
where * here is defined with respect g(u_2,v_2).

Definition 5.3.3. Given seed initial data as above, we may define associated Kerr parameters J.. ,, for
= —1,0,1, by the relation

(r*ho,08) =1 (u_2,v_2,0) = 3Q2 5. (u_3,v_2) Z soed Ym (U—2,v_2,0).

m=—1

We note that in view of Remark 1.4.7, the parameters JI., in general change under diffeomorphisms of the
type considered in Remark 2.2.3 above.
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Remark 5.3.4. We note that the Kerr parameters can be computed from the seed data quantity n by using
the Codazzi equation (1.2.18) on the sphere Sy _, ._, which yields the relation

02 . 1 .
afrl(QB) = 7°cu{r1n — cyfrldiv (Qx) + cyfrl (—2 (Qtrx — (rxo))n + QX“”) :

After projection to £ =1 one obtains the relation 2(hs og)r=1 ~ 0?2 (cu(rl 77)@:1 up to monlinear terms, and
hence Jq = &7 (cdrln)e 1.om (u_o,v_2) + O(2).

5.3.5 Associated linearised data and linearised solution

Given seed data as in Proposition 5.3.2, we may define an associated linearised seed data set. This gives
rise to an associated linearised solution, which we may furthermore renormalise at Z+. We summarise this
in the following:

Proposition 5.3.5. Given general seed data as in Proposition 5.3.2, we may define associated seed data for
the linearised Einstein equations in double null gauge around Schwarzschild with mass My, restricted to the
exterior, as follows: All the linearised seed functions are defined by assigning the linearised quantities their full
nonlinear values (in Eddzngton—kaelstem representation) minus the Schwarzschild values, e.g. 1 := ner,
Q10 = 0, etc., except for gn andg which must be constrained to be symmetric traceless S-tangent 2-
tensors with respect to the Schwarzschild metric, but which we can again choose so that |g —g | < &2,

|gout gout\ < &2 with respect to a suitable norm. This gives rise to a full data set for the linearised Einstein
equations on [u_z,00) x {v_2} X S U {u_s} x [v_g,00) x S%.
The following hold:

(a) Preliminary normalised solution. We may associate to this data set a smooth “linearised metric”

G(u,v,8) = —20(u,v,0)(du @ dv + dv @ du) + g, (u,v,0)(d§° © do”)

g, (1 (u, 0, 0)du © dOP — b (u,v,0)du @ d6°) (5.3.5)

defined globally in [u_o,00) X [v_3,00) x S? attaining the data and solving the linearised Einstein equations in
double null gauge. We call this the preliminary normalised linearised solution and we may define associated

linearised quantities X; etc., as in [DHR].

(b) Null-infinity renormalised solution. We may now define a pure gauge solution & so that, upon
adding this solution to (5.3.5), we have that the new associated linearised quantities satisfy:

lim rfzg(u,v,ﬁ) =0, lim rfzf/%(u,v,ﬂ) =0, lim &(u,v,@) =0. (5.3.6)

V—00 vV—00 vV—00

We call this the null infinity renormalised linearised solution.

For both these linearised solutions (a) and (b), we have the following (cf. Section 1.4.3):

cfrln—, = Z Seed YE L cyrl(Q 5 02 Z Seed YZ L (5.3.7)

m=—1 m=—1

where we recall that Y denote the round spherical harmonics and the operators above are defined with respect
to the Schwarzschild metric with mass Myt .

Proof. Statement (a) follows directly from the well-posedness statement Theorem 8.1 of [DHR]. (Note that,

to apply here [DHR], one must trivially rewrite the equations [DHR] with the torsion b term corresponding
to the form (1.2.32) in place of (1.1.4).). For (b), note that the so-called initial data normalisation of
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Theorem 9.1 of [DHR] already accomplishes the first two relations of (5.3.6), while an additional explicit

and easily computed pure gauge solution generated by fg (u, 0) can be seen to accomplish ﬁ(u, v,0) = 0 along
null infinity. The statement (5.3.7) now follows from Remark 5.3.4, the definition of the linearised seed data
in the statement of the proposition and the properties of the propagation of £ = 1 modes in linearised theory
(see Theorem 9.2 of [DHR]). O

Remark 5.3.6. Let us note that the above pure gauge solution ¢ will not in general be smooth, although,
under our assumption on data, it will be such that all geometric quantities are only C* for finite k. This
is because, even though our data and thus the resulting (5.3.5) are smooth, the linearised diffeomorphisms

realising (5.3.6) (for instance fg(u, 0)) depend on the asymptotic behaviour at null infinity. Smoothness of this
would require weighted estimates to all order, whereas our only assumption here is that of Proposition 5.5.2.

See also Remark 5.5.8.

5.4 The global smallness assumption and the smallness parame-
ter ¢

With a criterion ensuring the global existence of initial data, we now give the smallness assumption on initial
data which will appear in the main theorem of this work.

Set M = Mipniy with M fixed in (1.3.16) and consider initial data on C,;, U Cyyt generated by seed
data S = S*. Let 8¢ again denote the corresponding seed data on Coy. For general k, we define the
following energy quantity

k+10 U

BLs)= Y [

i+5=0

5 ] ] k+10 ) 4 4
/ (Vo) (DYl 2 dudo + / / P PL) (rDEF VaELIR dvde (5.4.1)
2 S2 © i+j=0 V_o S2 [e]
k+10 ‘ A -
+ Z \/§2 {|(7’Wo)l(tr)€8}' - trXO,Minit7g-F)|;o + |(7”Wo)z(t1x£}_ — trXO,Minimg}-”;o + |(T’WO)Z>25]:‘;O
=0

HVo) X ply + 1Yo nerly +1(rVo) (K —r=)[5 +[(r¥o)" (¢ — r*3) |2}(u_2,v_2)d9.

Note that for all £ > 0, this quantity is stronger than that appearing in Proposition 5.1.1 both in terms of
its regularity and its r weights.
Let us fix the parameter
N =12.

This will define the order of differentiability of our smallness assumption. Consider seed data satisfying

EN OS] < €2, (5.4.2)

seed

and a 0 < g9 < €o(Minit), where €9(Minit) is to be constrained to be sufficiently small at various points in
the work. The inequality (5.4.2) will be our fundamental global smallness assumption which we shall require
of all S whose evolution we shall attempt to estimate.

More generally, we may set N > 12, but in this case our constant £ must be taken to depend in addition
on N, ie. &(Mip, N).

If follows in particular from (5.4.2) that if

éo S €1, (543)

then the assumptions of Proposition 5.1.1 hold and the full data exist globally. For convenience, let us always
assume (5.4.3) in what follows.

Recall by Proposition 5.1.1 that the operators ¥, V,, Y35, and more generally ® to all order, are defined
acting on all the quantities of Section 1.2. Let us use the convention that these will represent operators on
Qﬁ and on C&/ as we will express the norm in terms of K quantities and £F quantities, respectively, on

these two initial hypersurfaces. For quantities defined on their sphere of intersection, we will use the EF
quantities.
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With this understanding, under the assumption (5.4.2), we may define, for k > 12, the following initial
data energy,

EX[S] := / / Dl (rta, 8,72 (p — po), 10, r§)|2d9dv(u,2)

U<k
/ /S (’}Dl(ﬂ’c,p’c—po’c, *, B85, ’C)fdedU(V_Q)

|l|<lc
+ > sup / D! (R, X xS — xS trx S — xS 0 oM — )P de
1| <k+1 UeU-2,Us] /Su,v_,

+ Z sup / ‘C‘Dl (r2>27 X, T2 (Qtry — Qtry.), r(Qry — Qtrx_),m, rn,
|l|§k+1 ”6[7)—2700] Su_z,v - - - -

(& —@o),1— ) }d9+2/ |y71 _7,2&)‘2010,

(5.4.4)

which in general may be infinite. In the above, we note that we have dropped the £F labels from the EF
quantities, but have retained them on the K quantities.

Proposition 5.4.1. Under the assumption (5.4.2), with the above definitions, it follows that the full initial
data satisfy the estimate
oy [S] S €. (5.4.5)

More generally, for k > 12, we have the estimate

EX[S] < CRLEFTI01S],

seed
for a constant Cy, depending only on My and k (provided the right hand side is finite).

Proof. See the appendix of [DHR] where this construction is carried out explicitly in the linearised setting
(the familiar derivative loss being due to the integration of transport equations along the characteristic
hypersurfaces). O

Note that for Schwarzschild data of mass My in its usual form we have EX[S] = Ef;géo [S]=0.

Remark 5.4. 2 Due to the specific normalisation (5.3.3), (5.3.4) here, the zeroth order bounds on & — &,

2
1- Q—g and & Q’OC are in fact trivial and, in view of n +n = 0, the zeroth order bound on 1 may be

replaced by one on r?n. We have included the quantities because the normalisation (5.5.3), (5.8.4) is not
strictly necessary to construct data satisfying (5.4.2).

Remark 5.4.3. From the point of view of reqularity, the norm (5.4.4) is slightly stronger than what we will
need to keep track of: For convenience we have included bounds on k+ 1 derivatives of all Ricci coefficients,
although such bounds are only required (and propagated) for some of them. Finally, note that L* bounds
on k derivatives (not all of them in the 4-direction) of o™ on the ingoing cone C, follow from the Bianchi
equations and (5.4.2). Similarly, weighted L? bounds on k derivatives (not all of them in the 3-direction) of
«a follow on the outgoing cone Coyt .

Remark 5.4.4. Note that the bounds on (Qtrx —Qtry_) and n imposed by (5.4.2) are weaker than suggested
by the ®, notation. Indeed, it is only when the corresponding solution is renormalised with respect to null
infinity that these quantities will exhibit r—2-decay along outgoing cones.

Remark 5.4.5. The boundedness (5.4.2), together with standard Sobolev inequalities, imposes the pointwise
bound |r°/?a| < e and, through the Bianchi identity (1.2.23) connecting B and «, the bound |rB| < eo.
We see thus that (5.4.2) is a stronger assumption than that arising from the most general asymptotically flat
ingtial data considered in [CK93]. We emphasise however that one may still recover (5.4.2) from suitable
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assumptions on asymptotically flat spacelike initial data (see for instance [KN03]). We note that this slightly
stronger decay, effectively imposed by the r* power of a in (5.4.1), is not essential to our method but is
convenient for our modulation theory used in constructing Msiaple- See already Remarks 16.2.1 and 17.4.1.
Remark 5.4.6. Consider seed data S* satisfying (5.4.2) for some &g, but where EN_,[S] is defined without
the last term in (5.4.1). Then, by Proposition 4.4.1 and Remark 5.1.2, we may define a new seed data set

related to the original one by pulling back the quantities via a diffeomorphism 1) : S* — S%, such that (5.4.2)
is satisfied with Ceq in place of €g, for some C depending only on M, provided of course that Cey < &g.

Let us introduce also the notation E’g’voo [S] for (5.4.4) where we replace v = oo in the limit of integration
with v = 2v,, for a given parameter vs,. For smooth initial data, we have trivially by compactness that

Ef .. [S] < C(k,vs) (5.4.6)

for some constant depending on the seed data, k and vo,. This will be useful for considering the propagation
of higher regularity (see already the statement of Theorem 16.3).

Remark 5.4.7. Let us note that given an embedding (5.2.1) for a W x S? with past boundary C’(')Cut UQ;?1 N
W x S? where (M, g) is globally hyperbolic (with past boundary diffeomorphic to CX UQ{E NW x S?) and

out
satisfies the (1.2.1) and where i*g is expressed in double null form (1.1.4), then if moreover

Q2(Z‘*g)|C(’f‘,tUQ§]ﬁWXS2 = QE,M,)C’ bA(i*9)|c{§,tmst2 =0, (5.4.7)
it follows that defining the seed data by the quantities corresponding to i*g on CX, UQ;i NW x S2, then
(M, g) is a Cauchy evolution corresponding to this seed data.

Remark 5.4.8. We have already remarked that for Schwarzschild data of mass M = My induced
from (1.3.7), we have that E§[S] = EE _,[S] = 0 and thus the smallness condition (5.4.2) is trivially satisfied.
Let us also note the following additional “trivial” examples of initial data satisfying the smallness condi-

tion, which will all be induced from the Schwarzschild (or more generally Kerr) family itself via Remark 5.4.7.

1. Consider a diffeomorphism ¢ : S? — S? sufficiently close to the identity and consider the initial
data induced as in Remark 5.4.7 by i*go mxc where i = id X ¥ : W X §? — (MKyuskals Jo,n.kc) and
W = WiN[U_a,Us]| x [V_q,00). This satisfies the smallness condition (5.4.2) but fails to satisfy Bk =0
only on account of the final term in the last integral of (5.4.4).

2. Constider a sphere S C (Miruskal, §o, M k) in the Schwarzschild solution sufficiently near Sy_,v_,, and
consider smooth future directed null vector fields e, e4 defined along S such that g(es,es) = —2, and
e3 LTS, eq L TS, and such that es and ey4 are sufficiently close to the Kruskal vectors eSK and ef,

resp., defined previously. Assume in particular that S is such that the map S — Wi x S 5 §? is a
diffeomorphism S — S%. For a suitable W as in Remark 5.4.7, we may now define uniquely a local

double null gauge W x S? N (MKruskal, o, M k) With the property that the metric i*go arc takes the
double null form (1.1.4), moi|w_, v_,)xs> = id, such that (5.4.7) are satisfied and such that the vector
fields (i.)"t(e3) and (ix)"tey correspond to (1.1.6) on i=(S) = Sy_,v_,. This gives rise to initial
data via Remark 5.4.7 satisfying the smallness condition (5.4.2).

3. Given M # M, for a suitable W as in Remark 5.4.7, consider the map i : W xS? — (Mxkruskal, go,M,)c)
uniquely determined by the conditions iy, y;oms2 = mgz 01, i(U_2,V_9,)=(U_-2,V_9,-), i(Us, V_a,-) =
(Us, V_2,") and i*g, y; x s in double null form (1.1.4) with

QQ(i*go,]\?[,}C)(U—Qa ) ) = Qg,M,K(U—Zv * ')7 Qz(i*go71\;[,lc)(" Voo, ) = Qg,M,K('? Voo, )

Note under these assumptions all normalisations (5.4.7) are in fact satisfied. Then, if |M — M| is
sufficiently small, it follows that the data induced by i*g, i satisfy the smallness condition (5.4.2).

4. Consider (the analogue of the Lemaitre region of) a slowly rotating Kerr solution (Mkerr, ga,n)
(see (1.2.4) for the form of the metric in local coordinates on the exterior), again with M := My and
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with some a # 0. We claim that, for a suitable W, there exists an embedding i : W x S* = (M, ga.rr)
satisfying the assumptions of Remark 5.4.7. (One can deduce this again via purely geometric consid-
erations starting from a sphere S and a null frame ez, ey as in example 2 above. Alternatively, one
can deduce an explicit form for i starting from the Kerr metric in double null gauge given in equation
(A.48) of [DL17], reqularising the coordinate across the event horizon, and rescaling so that the nor-
malisations (5.4.7) hold.) Moreover, if |a| < M, this choice can be made so that the induced data from
i*ga, M Moreover satisfy the smallness condition (5.4.2).

We can in fact combine 1—4 to construct more complicated examples all connected to the explicit Schwarz-

schild/Kerr family.

5.5 Cauchy stability and the initial data gauges

In this section we shall state two results giving that, for data with small norm, the maximal Cauchy develop-
ment contains sufficiently “large” regions covered by what we shall term “the initial data gauges”. The initial
Kruskal gauge result is given by Theorem 5.5.1 in Section 5.5.1 while the initial Eddington—Finkelstein
gauge is given by Theorem 5.5.2 in Section 5.5.2. The former result is essentially just standard Cauchy
stability, while the latter can be thought of as a more quantitative version, allowing existence all the way up
to a piece of null infinity. (In particular, the latter already depends on the good “null structure” satisfied by
our equations (cf. Section II1.1.2).)

5.5.1 The initial Kruskal gauge

The following statement follows from a standard Cauchy stability argument.

Theorem 5.5.1 (Cauchy stability and the initial Kruskal gauge). Set M = My, consider initial data as
in Proposition 5.3.2 and let (M, g) denote the mazimal Cauchy development given by Theorem 5.2.1.
Recall the parameter V3 > V_o from Section 1.3.5 associated to vs. Then for sufficiently small €, if the
initial data satisfy the global smallness assumption (5.4.2) with eg < &y, then, defining C! = Cout N{V <
V3}, then the domain W of Theorem 5.2.1 can be chosen to be

Wi(V3) = [U-2,Us] x [V_a, V3].

Refer to Figure 5.1.
We will denote the map (5.2.1) by ixc and the image

DR (V3) := ix Wi (V3) x S?) € M. (5.5.1)

Moreover, the metric g expressed in the above gauge is eo-close to the Schwarzschild metric (1.3.7)
expressed in the Kruskal gauge by making eq sufficiently small, in the following sense: Noting Wi (V3) C Wi,
then we may define go pr on Wic(Vs) by (1.3.7), and the statement is that ix-g—go ar is appropriately controlled
by €9, and in particular the quantities ® defined in Section 3.1.1, satisfy

Eo [®x.4] < &3, (5.5.2)
where the energy EY [®x,q) is described in Definition 5.5.1 immediately below.

Definition 5.5.1. We will describe here geometrically an energy B [®e . 4] for which (5.5.2) holds.
Consider any diffeomorphism sphere S C D*(V3) which is Ct close to a Sy v+ sphere of the gauge ik,
i.e. such that ms2|g : S —§? is a C' diffeomorphism and such that there exist (U',V') € Wi with

sup [Ty lg — (U, V)] < eo, sup |[Y7mwe |5l S eo (5.5.3)
z€S z€S
where the | - | in the first formula of (5.5.3) is in the usual sense of distance in R?, while in the second we

think of Ty, |5 as a pair of scalar functions and Y denotes the operator on S defined with respect to the pull
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Figure 5.1: The region Wi (V3) as a subset of the Kruskal domain of Schwarzschild with M = My

back of the usual round covariant derivative under Ts2|g S = S? and we interpret finally | - | as the norm
on pairs of vectors again defined from the round metric on S2.

We consider the past ingoing and outgoing cones Ci, C D(V3), Cowy € DF(Va) emanating from S. (It
follows from (5.5.3) that these are again C* close to U = U’ and V = V' hypersurfaces of the gauge ix in
the sense of the analogue of (5.5.3).)

We define

EY [ = sup { S 1@ @)l

SCDK(V3)

@, [v|<N-1
Y I@RkalE, Y 1@ R)kald
R\{Q2a}, |y|<N R\{Q%a} |y|<N
+ 3 IH@ @akaly, + S (Y@ (@ a)kal

|y <N -1 v [<N-1
+ Y D)@ Q kalZ,, + Y ((F)@(@ a>>f<dll2m}
[YI<N-1 lyl<N-1

(5.5.4)

where the supremum is taken over all S satisfying (5.5.3), and the Cin and Coy are the corresponding null
cones defined above.

In the above, the operators rY¥, r¥s, V4 are appropriate tangential operators to the cones Cins Cout
(defined in analogy to Section 4.3.6) and the volume elements are appropriately defined (see Remark 5.5.2).

Remark 5.5.2. In practice, it is only in Propositions 10.1.18 and 10.5.1 where we shall apply the esti-
mate (5.5.2) for the quantity (5.5.4). We shall need specifically the control of the expression in brackets
in (5.5.4) corresponding to a particular S taken to be a sphere of our teleological H gauge anchored to the
gauge ix by the conditions described in Section 5.6. In this case, we may represent explicitly the quanti-
ties appearing in (5.5.4) using diffeomorphism functions relating our teleological H™ gauge to the gauge ix
and the pull back measures and “mized tensors” defined in Section 4.2.3. For Proposition 10.1.13, the es-
timate (5.5.2) will be used to control an initial energy controlling the above diffeomorphism functions. For
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Proposition 10.5.1, the important point will be that the norm (5.5.4) directly controls through the natural
energy fluzes for the quantities of the almost gauge invariant hierarchy (a,, P) and (g, é, B) Thus, the
estimate (5.5.2) will appear in this work only through the estimates (10.1.38) of Proposition 10.1.13 and
estimates (10.5.1) and (10.5.2) of Proposition 10.5.1.

Remark 5.5.3. When we must distinguish between different double null gauges (cf. the discussion in Sec-
tion 4.2), we shall denote the coordinates on D*(V3) as (Udam,Vdam,@dKam) and refer to these coordinates
as the “initial Kruskal system”.

Proof. This is essentially a standard Cauchy stability argument applied to the equations of Section 1.2. The
reader unfamiliar with local energy estimates for this system may wish to return to this theorem after reading
the main estimates of this work, which are strictly harder, so as to understand how the expressions in (5.5.4)
naturally appear. O

5.5.2 The initial Eddington—Finkelstein gauge

The construction of the initial Eddington—Finkelstein gauge is slightly more involved.

First of all, we need a more quantitative theorem than Cauchy stability as we would like the gauge to
exist up until a fixed retarded time ug for all values of v > vy, i.e. we would like to define a “piece of null
infinity Z1”.

Moreover, for this gauge to properly exhibit the asymptotic flatness of the solution (roundness of spheres
and Bondi normalisation) we will need to re-normalise the gauge “at” null infinity ZT, cf. the condi-
tions (5.3.6) for the null infinity normalised linearised solution.

Thus, we will obtain the gauge in two stages. We first (a) obtain a preliminary gauge which admits the
initial data and exists in a large enough region, and then (b) we renormalise it along the initial outgoing null
cone and along null infinity so as to have roundness of the spheres and Bondi normalisation.

All these statements are summarised in the following theorem:

Theorem 5.5.2 (Existence of the initial Eddington—Finkelstein gauge). Set M = Miyit, consider initial data
as in Proposition 5.3.2 and let (M, g) denote the mazimal Cauchy development given by Theorem 5.2.1.

(a) The preliminary gauge. Recall the parameter uqy > u_o from Section 1.3.5. Then for sufficiently
small o, if the initial data satisfy the global smallness assumption (5.4.2) with eg < &g, then the following
18 true:

Defining C'7 = 13} (CK N {U < U,}), then the domain W of Theorem 5.2.1 applied to S€7 restricted
to C'¢7 U CESL can be chosen to be

Wer(ua) = [u—2,ua] X [v-2,00).

We will denote the map (5.2.1) by iz and its image by D2 x(uy4).
In the region 1y (W2x(us)) N Wic(Vs) we have

kg = (t31)"2%g. (5.5.5)

Moreover, the metric g expressed in the above gauge is eo-close to the Schwarzschild metric (1.3.1)
expressed in the Eddington-Finkelstein double null gauge: Noting W2r(us) C Wez, then we may define
go.mr on W2x(ug) by (1.3.1), and the statement is that i zg — go m s controlled in a suitable norm by .

In fact, iOE}-g — gomr — g is controllable in a suitable norm by €3, where g denotes the initial data
normalised linearised solution of Proposition 5.3.5.

(b) The renormalised gauge at ZT. Now, recalling also the parameters uz and vy from Section 1.3.5
and defining
We r(vo, uz) = [u_2,u3] X [vg,00),

we may define, for sufficiently small €9, a new parameterisation

leF - Wg]:(’UQ,’LLg) X S2 - M (556)
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Figure 5.2: The region Wex(u3) as a subset of the Kruskal domain of Schwarzschild with M = My

such that the following normalisations hold:

. 92 e . 2 _ . 2 _
Ulglolo’l“ g(u,v,0) =(0), Ulglolo’l“ K(u,v,0) =1, DILH;OQ (u,v,0) =1 (5.5.7)
0*(u_s,v,0) = Qz,M,gf (5.5.8)

and such that
isFWer(vo,uz) x §%) Cigr(Wer(ua) x §?) = D2z (ua),
Z‘g]:({ufg} X [’U(),OO) X Sz) C ig‘]-‘(Cout)~
and
mg2 0 (i27) toigr({u_a} x [vo,00) x {(0,0,1)}) = (0,0,1) € S (5.5.9)
d(mgz o (ig;>_1 o ig]:)‘({u72}><[vo’m)x{(o’o,l)})(o, 1,0) =(0,14+¢&,0) € T(0,071)82 CR? (5.5.10)

for some real number |§| < eg. Refer to Figure 5.2.
We will denote the image

D (ug) := ier(Wer(u3) x S?) € M. (5.5.11)
This parametrisation is close to the parametrisation ig £, i particular, in the sense that
|7T|W27< o (i57) 7t 0 i (u,v,0) — (u,v)| < eorar(u,v). (5.5.12)
s

(Note, however, the growth in r on the right hand side of (5.5.12).)
As with %% rg, we have that ifrg — go,m is controlled by eq, specifically the quantities ® defined in
Section 3.1.1 satisfy

Eo [®er.d] S &5, (5.5.13)

where the energy EY (®ex 4] is described in Definition 5.5.4 immediately below.
Moreover, i3 79 — go.m — g is in fact controlled by €2, where g now denotes the null infinity normalised
linearised solution of Proposition 5.3.5, in particular

1
|75 cfriQBo—1 (u, v, 0) — Q3 Z gged%)/;ﬁ:l(u,v,&ﬂ <el, (5.5.14)

m=—1
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where Y,'=1 denote the spherical harmonics associated to the parameterisation (5.3.6) as defined in Sec-
tion 1.4.2.3 and J. , are defined by Definition 5.5.5.

see!

Definition 5.5.4. We will describe here geometrically an energy B [®gx 4] for which (5.5.13) holds. Com-
pare with Definition 5.5.1.

Consider any diffeomorphism sphere S C DT (ug) which is C' close to a Sy . sphere of the gauge (5.5.6),
i.e. such that Ts2|g : S — S? is a C' diffeomorphism and such that there exist (u',v') € Wer with

sup [v]g — (u,v)] Seor,  suplulg — (W) Seo sup Vx|l S o (5.5.15)
€S zeS zeS
interpreted as in (5.5.3). (Note the factor of r allowed in the first inequality of (5.5.15).)
We consider the past ingoing and outgoing cones Ciy, C D (u3), Cout C DE7 (u3) emanating from S, (1t
follows from (5.5.15) that these are again C* close to u = u' and v = v’ hypersurfaces of the gauge (5.5.6)
in the sense of the analogue of (5.5.15).)

We define
Ey [®er.al :=  sup { > @ra,)
SC'DE‘F(Ug) D, |'Y|<N 1
+ Z lr= (DY (e, 1B, 73 p + 2M, 30, r B))g]:d||cmt
IvI<N
+ Z ||©7(r4ﬁ,7"3p+2M,r3a,r2g,rg)g}-7dH2éA
e -
+ > | |V (@7 a Jeralg, + > |(Vs)(@r%a Jeralg,
Iy <N-1 Iyl <N-1

+ > [v-@/)(@vm) | %m,+||M<@Wa>gf,d||%wj } (5.5.16)

[y[<N-1

where the supremum is taken over all S satisfying (5.5.15), and the Cin and Coy are the corresponding null
cones defined above.

In the above, the operators r¥, r¥s, ¥, are appropriate tangential operators to the cones C’in, Cout
(defined in analogy to Section 4.3.6) and the volume elements are appropriately defined (see Remark 5.5.5).

Remark 5.5.5. Analogously with Remark 5.5.2, it is only in Propositions 10.1.10 and 10.5.1 where we shall
apply the estimate (5.5.13) for the quantity (5.5.16). We shall need specifically the control of the expression in
brackets in (5.5.16) corresponding to a particular S taken to be a sphere of our teleological It gauge anchored
to the gauge (5.5.6) by the conditions described in Section 5.6. In this case, we may represent explicitly the
quantities appearing in (5.5.16) using diffeomorphism functions relating our teleological T+ gauge to (5.5.6)
and the pull back measures and “mized tensors” defined in Section 4.2.3. For Proposition 10.1.10, the
estimate (5.5.13) will be used to control an initial energy controlling the above diffeomorphism functions.
For Proposition 10.5.1, the important point will be that the norm (5.5.16) directly controls through the
Bianchi equations energy fluxes for the quantities of the almost gauge invariant hierarchy (o,, P) and
(g,@,ﬁ). Thus, the estimate (5.5.13) will appear in this work only through the estimates (10.1.21) of
Proposition 10.1.10 and estimates (10.5.1) and (10.5.2) of Proposition 10.5.1.

Remark 5.5.6. When we must distinguish between different double null gauges (cf. the discussion in Sec-
tion 4.2), we will denote the coordinates on D7 (u3) as (Udata, Vdata, Hdga};a) and refer to these coordinates as
the “initial Eddington—Finkelstein system”.

Remark 5.5.7. We remark that from the Raychaudhuri equation (1.2.7) and the first limiting statement
of (5.5.7), it follows that try > 0 in the domain of (5.3.6).

Remark 5.5.8. We note that while the preliminary gauge 25 is smooth, the renormalised gauge (5.5.6),
due to its normalisation on null infinity, has in general only the finite reqularity given from (5.5.16) which
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follows from the smallness of (5.4.1) for k= N. (See Remark 5.5.6 for the analogous statement concerning
linear theory.) For iy to be smooth, one must require the finiteness (though not smallness!) of (5.4.1) for
all k. Because it will be convenient to appeal to smoothness in the closedness argument, we shall circumvent
this issue by appealing directly to the preliminary gauge i%x in place of (5.5.16). See already Theorems 16.3
and 7.6.1. (These are the only points in this work where the preliminary gauge gauge ig]_- will reappear.)

Remark 5.5.9. Conditions (5.5.9) and (5.5.10) are necessary so as to anchor the poles and standard merid-
ian of the sphere of the two gauges. Without these conditions, relation (5.5.14) would only be true after a
rotation of the vector Jseeq-

Proof. Compare with the corresponding linear statement, Proposition 5.3.5. In contrast to Theorem 5.5.1,
the proof of Theorem 5.5.2, already for (a), requires something slightly more quantitative than Cauchy
stability, as one must show that r-weighted estimates propagate. These estimates are now quite standard
and have appeared often in the literature. For instance, one can infer a proof of (a) directly from [Tay17].
For (b), one must moreover show the possibility of achieving (5.5.7) (cf. the linearised version (5.3.6)) and the
improved r-decay (see Remark 5.4.4) which this leads to, which is itself incorporated by the decay inherent in
the p-notation in the energy of (5.5.16) of Definition 5.5.4. The estimates required for this appear implicitly
in a more complicated form as part of the construction of Chapter 16. We encourage the reader unfamiliar
with how to accomplish these estimates to provide a detailed proof after reading Chapter 16. O

5.6 The anchoring conditions

In this section we shall define conditions which will “anchor” future normalised Z* and H ™ gauges, as defined
in Sections 2.2 and 2.3, to the maximal Cauchy development (M, g) with its two initial data gauges defined
in Section 5.5. This will uniquely fix the freedom in choosing these gauges and will determine the setup used
in the proof of the main theorem.

We give the basic setup in Section 5.6.1 of the four local double null parametrisations. We shall then
review some notational conventions for dealing with multiple double null parametrisations in Section 5.6.2.
Finally, we shall give the precise anchoring conditions in Section 5.6.3.

5.6.1 The basic setup: four local double null parametrisations in (M, g)

In this section (M, g) will denote the maximal Cauchy development of data given by Theorem 5.2.1 applied
to data as in Proposition 5.3.2 satisfying the global smallness assumption (5.4.2).
In particular, we have the two double null parametrisations

i : Wi (V3) x S — DX (V3) ¢ M (5.6.1)
ier : Wer(us) x S — D (u3) € M, (5.6.2)

from Theorems 5.5.1 and 5.5.2, respectively. (Recall that the parameters involved in the definition of the
above sets, including us and V3, are those determined in Section 1.3.5.)
We now also assume that we are given additional parameters uy > u_; and My satisfying (1.3.18). We
define
Voo (20, ) 1= 5 2 (up) 3, (5.6.3)
where § > 0 is as fixed in Section 1.3.5. The role of the parameter (5.6.3) will become clear in Section 14.2.2.
For convenience, we shall require that &y is sufficiently small so that for any M = M satisfying (1.3.18) and
0 < egg < &g, we have
0(Rayu) + Minie < g5 °u'/? (5.6.4)
for all w > u_q, where v(Rq4,u) is defined with respect to My. Note that by (5.6.4) and the fact that
R_5 < Ry, it follows that the v-range in (2.2.2) is non-empty for all u_; < u < uy.
Associated to the above parameters, we assume that we have two additional parametrisations:

iz+ : Wrs (ug, My, vs) x S = DI € M (5.6.5)
i Wags (ug, My) x 82— DILT < M, (5.6.6)
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such that i%, ¢ is 7T normalised and i3,49 18 H T normalised, both with respect to uy and Mjy.
Finally, we note that we may consider a fifth local parametrisation, directly associated to (5.6.6), namely

i ot Wagr (U, My) x 8? = DI M, (5.6.7)
where iyt = (L;;f x id) o iy +, and thus 4}, g is the metric of the associated Kruskalised HT gauge to
5,49
5.6.2 Notation for coordinates and diffeomorphism functions

As discussed in Section 4.1, we may interpret the coordinates of the domains of the above parametrisations
(5.6.1)—(5.6.6) as functions on the images of (5.6.1)—(5.6.6), i.e. as functions on subsets of M. When doing
so, however, we shall give the coordinates distinctive labels.

5.6.2.1 Coordinate labels

As we have already remarked above (see Remarks 5.5.3 and 5.5.6) we shall refer to the coordinates of (5.6.1)
and (5.6.2) as

(Udataa Vdata, adKata)a (Udata» Vdata, gga};a)v
respectively. We shall refer to the coordinates of (5.6.5) and (5.6.6) as
(uI‘th‘*'vaI"')a (UH+7UH+70H+)7
respectively. Finally, we shall refer to the coordinates of (5.6.7) as
(Ung+, Vay+, 97.[+).
The use of the same symbol 64+ in the H* gauge and its associated Kruskalised gauge will not be confusing
as these indeed coincide.
5.6.2.2 Labels on cones and spheres

In order to distinguish the cones and spheres of intersection in both gauges, we shall typically put the HT
and Z* labels on the C' and S themselves, i.e. we denote

N
CZ# = {uy+ =u} N DM CM" = {vyr = v} DM
+
CZ+ = {uz+ =u}ln P, CL" = (v = v} DI’
and + + + + + +
sk, =cit nclt’, SI =cl nci.

5.6.2.3 Diffeomorphism functions

When considering transition diffeomorphisms between our patches we shall follow the f notation of Sec-
tion 4.2. We summarise this here explicitly in the context of the specific diffeomorphism functions we shall
typically be interested in.

The first pair of such coordinate systems we shall consider is the initial data Kruskal gauge (5.6.1) and
a Kruskalised H* gauge (5.6.7). For this, we shall use the notation:

Udata = Up+ + foge (Une, Ve, 030,031 ), Vaata = Var + fi g Uper, Vage 03,4, 03,1,

9¢liata = 9?1-[+ + f;,?-ﬁ (Upg+s Vg, 9?1-[+ ) 972-L+)7 ggata = 9?2-[+ + fg,?-ﬁ (Ungt, Vagr, 9?1-[+ ) 972-[+)

The second pair we shall consider will be the initial Eddington—Finkelstein gauge (5.6.1) and an Z* gauge
(5.6.5). For this, we shall use the notation:

3 1 2 4 1 2
Udata = Uz+ + fd,1+ (UI+7 UI+791+J91+), VUdata = U7+ + fd’1+ (uI+, UI+a01+a91+)a
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1 1 1 1 2 2 2 2 1 2
Odata = 07+ + fd,z+ (UI+7UI+a 91+791+)7 Odata = 07+ + fd,I+ (UI+7UI+79F~ 91+)-

Finally, the third pair we shall consider will be an H* gauge (5.6.6) and an Z* gauge (5.6.5). For this,
we shall use the notation

3 1 2 4 1 2
Uy+ = Uz+ + f’HJr’IJr (uIJra Uz+, 91’+ ) 01’+ )a Vy+ = U+ + fH+,I+ (UI+ ) U+, QI+ ) HI+)7

1 1 1 1 2 2 2 2 1 2
03+ =07+ + fy+7z+ (uz+,vr+,07+,07+), 03+ =07+ + fH+,I+ (ug+,vr+, 074,07+ ).

In particular, these diffeomorphism functions will already appear in Section 5.6.3 below, where we discuss
the anchoring conditions between our gauges.

5.6.3 Definition of anchored gauges

We may now give a definition of what it means for gauges (5.6.5) and (5.6.6) to be anchored in the maximal
development (M, g) of initial data considered in Theorem 5.2.1.

Let us first introduce some additional notation that will be useful. Recalling the function r := rp, on
We r defined by (1.3.2), we may consider this as a function on PZ' and P*". We shall denote the resulting
functions rz+, ry+ respectively, i.e.

—1 —1
T+ =TM; Olri, TH+ = TMy Olg .

We also recall the parameter R defined in Section 1.3.5.

In addition to dropping the explicit dependence on My, we will often drop the u; from the notation, i.e.
we shall write D" instead of Df+, D" instead of DZ“+, etc. This will allow us to insert additional labels
without the proliferation of symbols. With this understanding, given § > s > 0, we may now define the sets

DZ{; = DH+ N {TH+ < S}a

DL, :=D" N{ry+ >s}, DL,_;:=DF n{s<rp <3}

Refer to Figure 5.3.

Definition 5.6.1. Let (M,g) be the mazimal development of initial data given by Theorem 5.2.1 applied
to data as in Proposition 5.5.2, satisfying the global smallness assumption (5.4.2) with 0 < g9 < &y for
sufficiently small g and let (5.6.1) and (5.6.2) be the initial data gauges of Theorems 5.5.1 and 5.5.2.

Let us be given parameters uy and My, and smooth parametrisations (5.6.5) and (5.6.6) as in Sec-
tion 5.6.1, i.e. such that iz, g and i}, g are expressed in Z7 and HT gauge, respectively, with respect to the
parameters uy and My. We say that the gauges are anchored in (M, g) with respect to the parameters uy,
Voo = Voo (Uf,€0) and My if the following hold:

e Overlap of DX and DT'. We have that the following inclusions hold

+ +
DZER,I C DIR,ZgrgR27 (5.6.8)

+ + +
DIR—2§r§R1 N J+(Sz,-é,v,1) C D?§R2; (569)

e Common future null cone. The final outgoing cones coincide in their common domain, i.e. we

assume moreover that N N . .
Cr. nD* =Cl D (5.6.10)

note that this implies the statement
f%+,l’+ (uf7 v(R, Ufs 0),6) =0

for all 6 € S, where f;;r 7+ 18 as defined in Section 5.6.2.
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Figure 5.3: The region D partitioned into the overlapping regions DM and DX": Beware of reading off
incidence relations!

e Overlap with initial data gauges. The “initial hypersurfaces” defined by the us-normalised I+
gauge and wg-normalised H* gauge are contained in appropriate regions covered by the initial data
gauge, i.e. they satisfy the inclusions

U i cp v, (5.6.11)
v_1<v<vg
U % c D (us); (5.6.12)

u—1<usuz

let us assume here in addition that the restriction map

AP A (5.6.13)

is a C'-diffeomorphism, where wgf : DEF — S? denotes w2 o (i€7) 7L

Relating u; with distance from initial data. The following diffeomorphism component vanishes:
f§’,1+ (U1, Vo0, ") e=0 = 0; (5.6.14)

Affixing the sphere diffeomorphism of the H™ gauge to that of the Z+ gauge. We have the
equality of maps

.1 1
Tg2 014 + = Tg2 0% + 5.6.15
+ |S1’:¢,v(R,u) HE |SZTL,U(R,U) ( )

as maps S,HjRu) — S2, where ms> denotes the natural projection to S?; note that in the notation

u,v(R,
of Section 5.6.2.3, this can be written as the statement that the following diffeomorphism component
vanishes:

f’i[+l+ (Uf,’l)I+ (Uf7’l)7.[+ (R, UH+),9H+),91+ (Uf,UH+ (R, UH+>7 93‘-[*)) = 0,

fori=1,2, and all 03+ € S?;
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e Determining the sphere diffeomorphism of the T gauge and affixing it to initial data. Let
us note first that we can distinguish a point p on Sg;voo and a vector v € TpSI+ as follows:

Uf Voo
Noting the natural null flow diffeomorphism j : Sfjl,voc — Sg;vw associated to the double null gauge,
then in view of (5.6.13) we may distinguish
p=jo (@ |gz  )7H(1,0,0,  w=d (jo (5 gz, )‘1> l(1.0.0)(0, 1,0), (5.6.16)

where we consider here (1,0,0) € S? and (0,1,0) € T(LO’O)SQ.
Our final condition is thus that the map:

. +
ZI+|(Uf,voc)><SQ : (uf,voo) x §? — SI c M,

Uf;Voo

+ . . .. . _
thought of as a map S? — ST , be the unique map determined by Proposition 4.4.1, with h =r Qg,

Uf,Voo
and with p € Sf;vm, v = r2g(w,w) " ?w € TZ,SI+ given by (5.6.16).

Uf,Voo

We note finally that (5.6.16) can be expressed as the following statement. If (0*,0%) denote local coor-
dinates on S? such that (6§,03) corresponds to the point (1,0,0) and the vector g (63, 03) corresponds
to the vector (0,1,0), then in the notation of the diffeomorphism functions of Section 5.6.2.3, we have

_ Ofize

fo g+ (u_1,v00,00,68) = 0 = W(U_l,vmﬂé,@g), i=1,2. (5.6.17)

Remark 5.6.2. As we shall see later, the above anchoring conditions make the choice of teleological gauges
rigid. Let us note that since (5.6.5) and (5.6.6) will be smooth, but the parameterisation (5.6.2) is not in
general, the diffeomorphism (5.6.13) is in general only of finite reqularity. (In this context, we also note that,
since the £ = 0 mode is constant on spheres, the mild condition (5.6.14) does not impose the finite regularity
of (5.6.2) onto (5.6.5).)

We define . .
D:=D" uDI c M,

Cy, =CL UCH.
We note finally the following easy proposition:
Proposition 5.6.3. Consider anchored gauges as in Definition 5.6.1. Then the set

DUDFUDET

is globally hyperbolic and admits ixc(CN) Uier(CEX) as a (bifurcate null) past Cauchy surface.

5.7 Existence of anchored teleological gauges at time ug)c

Let us already state the following existence theorem.

Theorem 5.7.1. Let (M,g) be the mazimal development of initial data given by Theorem 5.2.1 applied

to data as in Proposition 5.5.2, satisfying the global smallness assumption (5.4.2) with 0 < g9 < &g for

sufficiently small &y and let (5.6.1) and (5.6.2) be the initial data gauges of Theorems 5.5.1 and 5.5.2.
Then, for u? defined in Section 1.3.5, it follows that there exists an M}J satisfying

|M? — Minit| < €0 (5.7.1)

and anchored gauges (5.6.5) and (5.6.6) with respect to parameters u? and M9, in the sense of Defini-
tion 5.6.1.
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We have moreover the inclusions
D;%; c DF(V3), Df; C D7 (us) (5.7.2)

and the associated Kerr angular momentum parameters given by Definitions 2.2.5 and 5.3.3 satisfy

foed — JT4] S €8 (5.7.3)
Moreover, the almost gauge invariant quantities of Section 2.1, the difference quantities of Section 3.1.1,
and the diffeomorphisms of Section 5.6.2 connecting the gauges are all controlled in certain energies (in
particular (7.1.4) and (7.1.5) hold for uy := u?c and with < 3 replacing < &2).
Finally, with the understanding that g = \/e2, we may replace €3 on the right hand side of (5.7.1),
(5.7.3) and all the estimates for the energies claimed above by the quantity

&' [®x,a) + Ey [Per,dl- (5.7.4)

Remark 5.7.1. The linear version of the existence part of Theorem 5.7.1 is already given by Proposi-
tion 2.2.6 and 2.3.8. The linear analogue of the boundedness statement of Theorem 5.7.1 is the statement
that the pure gauge solution ¢4 and linearised Kerr solutions & are unique and themselves bounded with
respect to the solution .7 expressed in the “initial data normalisation”. See again [DHR].

Proof. This proof of the existence of the anchored gauges can be thought of as an easier version of Theo-
rem 16.1, proven later in this work (see Chapter 16) as part of the continuity argument of the bootstrap.
See Remark 16.1.6 for precise instructions on how to distill this. (Briefly, one first constructs the Z* nor-
malised gauge (cf. Section 16.1.2) and then the H™ normalised gauge (cf. Section 16.1.3). In view of the
expected inclusions (5.7.2) we can apply our Cauchy stability statements from Theorems 5.5.1 and 5.5.2.
The construction proceeds by similar iterations to Sections 16.1.2 and 16.1.3, using the fact that by Propo-
sition 2.2.6, the linearised version of the gauge conditions can be readily satisfied.) The estimate (5.7.3)
follows from (5.5.14) and the fact that the linearised change of gauge does not alter the quantities (5.3.7).
Note that to obtain (5.7.3) we are using here also the anchoring condition (5.6.16) determining the sphere
diffeomorphism. (The fact that we may replace gy with (5.7.4) is clear, because it is from control of the
norm (5.7.4) that one constructs the gauges, and €2 only entered in the first place through its appearance
in equations (5.5.2) and (5.5.13) of Theorems 5.5.1 and 5.5.2.) O

Remark 5.7.2. Implicit in our proof of the above Theorem is a rigidity statement giving the uniqueness
of the above gauges (see again Remark 16.1.6). Let us note in particular that this implies that were we to
consider initial data given by any of the examples 1-8 of Remark 5.4.8, then My = M, M, M, respectively,
and our two teleological gauges would give the standard Eddington—Finkelstein representation (1.3.1) of the
Schwarzschild metric with mass My, restricted to (2.2.3) or (2.3.2) (c¢f. Remarks 2.2.2 and 2.3.2). In
particular these gauges can be defined for all uy > u(}, and the gauge corresponding to u} with u% < u} < uy
is simply the restriction of the gauge corresponding to ug. (This latter property will not be true for general
initial data!) In the case of example 4 of the same remark, it is already not easy to obtain an explicit form
of this gauge, nor is it clear that the gauge can be defined for all sufficiently large uy. It will turn out that
this latter example of initial data is excluded from corresponding to the final (M, g) of our main theorem by
the codimensionality assumption.

5.8 The 3-parameter families of initial data £s, and the structure
of the moduli space 9

Given 0 < g9 < €p, we shall denote by I (Minit,e0) the set of all characteristic initial data as in Propo-
sition 5.3.2 which moreover satisfy the smallness assumption (5.4.2). We can think of 9(Miyit,€0) as the
moduli space of characteristic initial data eg-close to the Schwarzschild metric of mass of mass Mn;;. When
there is no danger of confusion, we will sometimes simply write 9 := DM (Minit,0). Since characteristic
initial data are determined by seed data, we will often refer to an element of 9(Mipit, €0) by its seed initial
data S = S* representing (5.1.2), i.e. we may write S € I(Minit, €0)-
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Given thus & € M(Minit,€0), recall that we denote by SEF the associated realisation of the seed data
on Cyut, and with £F subscripts the quantities associated to this realisation. Recall from Section 5.3.4 that
the ¢ = 1 spherical harmonics Y71, Y{=!, Y}/=! and the corresponding projection to the ¢ = 1 space can be
defined on the sphere S,_,,_, with the help of go ar,,, (v—2,v_2) according to Section 1.4.2.3. Using this,
we may identify a subset

Mo (Minit, €0) C M(Minit, €0)

consisting of all seed data of all seed data S* € M ( Minit, €0) such that

(el mer)e=1 = 0 = (cylrlne) =1

on the sphere S,_,._,. We shall in general denote seed data contained in 9ty with a 0 subscript, i.e. as
Sy = S(’JC. In view of Definition 5.3.3 and Remark 5.3.4, we note that such data satisfy |J 4] < €3.
Given such seed data Sy € Mo(Minit, £0), and real parameters A_1, Ag, A1, then, setting

A= ()\,1,>\0,)\1) S R37

let us denote by Sp(\) the seed data (5.1.2) arising from

3 . _ * — * =
ner(A) =ner + — (A1 VYS! 4+ M VY + A Y Y ), (5.8.1)

r2(u_g,v_3)

in place of the ngx of Sy, and all other seed data quantities (5.1.2) the same as Sp. We note here that by
Remark 5.3.4,

A = Jiea[SoW]| S €5 -
Given seed data Sy € My(Minit, €0), let us denote by Efs([’) the 3-parameter family of initial data

LY ={So(\): A€ [—ceo, ce0]®} (5.8.2)
where ¢ = ¢(Min;t) > 0 is a constant referred to in Proposition 5.8.1. Note that for Sy # S, then
EZ‘Z NLY =0.
We have the following:

Proposition 5.8.1. Foreg sufficiently small, there exists a constant ¢ = ¢(Minit) > 0 such that the following
is true. Let 0 < g9 < €g. Then

Mot darc ) M) 53
Soemo(MinityCQaO)

In particular, the statement of Theorem 5.7.1 holds for all initial data sets parameterised by Efg%

Proof. Note that the second inclusion follows simply from the triangle inequality, in view of the smoothness
of the new term on the right hand side of (5.4.1), the restriction of A to [—ceg,cgo]® and the fact that the
energy (5.4.1) is expressed directly in terms of seed data. O

Remark 5.8.2. The above Proposition covers M (M, c2eo) by disjoint S-parameter families, which are
themselves contained in a M(Minit,0). Moreover, My is evidently a codimension-3 submanifold of M in
a natural sense. One should think of My as a non-teleological approximation to our actual asymptotically
stable “submanifold” Mstaple- In our main theorem, we will show that global asymptotic stability holds for
one member of every leaf Eg{’) of this foliation, corresponding to a N (Sy). Our actual asymptotically stable
“submanifold” will then be defined as union

s):nstable = U SO()‘ﬁnal)
So€Mo

for some Ninal which itself depends on Sy. It is in this sense that our “submanifold” can be naturally viewed

as codimension 3. See Remark 6.53.1.
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5.9 The homeomorphism J;:Rg — B 9 and its degree 1 property

60/u
In this section, we shall define a map
Jo : 9%0 — B

]
Eo/uf

associated to u}. Here B, ,0 C R? denotes the closed ball of radius eo/u} in R®.

Eg/uf
The topological properties of the extension of this map to later times uy > u?c in the context of the proof
of our main theorem will be essential to obtaining our codimension-3 stability result.

Definition 5.9.1. For éy(Minit) chosen sufficiently small (so that in particular Theorem 5.7.1 applies) and
0 < g9 < &y, let us fix a leaf EES% as in Proposition 5.8.1. For \ € [—ceq, cgo)®, define

Jo(N) == (J7, L, J31) € RP (5.9.1)

where JJ. are the associated Kerr parameters defined in Definition 2.2.5 corresponding to the anchored I+
gauge with respect to parameters u? and M})()\) given by Theorem 5.7.1 applied to (M(X), g(N)). We define
the set

ERO = {)\ S [—850,660]3 : |Jo()\)| < 28} . (592)
f
Proposition 5.9.2. For sufficiently small £y and for 0 < gy < €, let Eg?) be as in Definition 5.9.1. Then the

set Ry defined by (5.9.2) is homeomorphic (in fact diffeomorphic) to a closed 3-ball under the map (5.9.1),
i.e. the map

Jo:Ro — Beo/u? (593)
is a diffeomorphism, so, in particular, the restriction
Jolom, : 0Ro — OB., /w0 (5.9.4)

is of degree 1.

Remark 5.9.3. In view of (5.3.7) of Proposition 5.3.5, it follows that the linear analogue of the map Jg is
sitmply the identity map

A=A
Thus, in linear theory, provided that say
u§ > 27! (5.9.5)
where c is the constant above, then Bsg/u‘} C (—cgo,ce)® and thus Ry = Bso/u(}; whence the analogue

Of JO : 9{0 — Beo/u

restriction on US)(' announced in Section 1.3.5.

o is (trivially) a diffeomorphism. The condition (5.9.5) thus defines our additional

Remark 5.9.4. Note that it is the weaker statement that the map (5.9.4) is degree-1 which we shall propagate
in our bootstrap as a property of a uy-dependent map J,, (see already Definition 7.1.1), rather than the
stronger statement that (5.9.3) is in fact a diffeomorphism. In fact, we shall propagate this property by
simply ensuring that our map J,,, coincides with Jo on 0Ro.

Proof. In view of Remark 5.9.3, the result is simply an improvement on the statement (5.7.3) and follows
again from Cauchy stability type arguments. O
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Chapter 6

Final formulation of the main result:
Theorem 6.1

Using the local theory and associated structures defined in the previous chapter, we may now record in this
chapter the final formulation of our main theorem.

Contents
6.1 Energies . . . . . . . e e 123
6.1.1 Some auxiliary notation . . . . . . ... L L Lo 123
6.1.2 Norms on spheres, cones and spacetime regions . . . . . . ... ... ... .... 123
6.1.3 Conventions for the volume form in integrals . . . . . . . . .. ... ... ..... 124
6.1.4 Energiesof Pand P . . . . . . . . . e e 124
6.1.5 Energiesof coand . . . . . . ... 125
6.1.6  Energies of ®T . . . ... 126
6.1.7 Energies of M, 129
6.1.8 Pointwise norms of ®Z and @™ . . ... 130
6.1.9  Energies of diffeomorphisms . . . . . .. ... oL L Lo 131
6.1.10 Pointwise norms of diffeomorphism functions. . . . . . . ... ... 131
6.2 The statement of Theorem 6.1 . . . . . . . . . .. .. L 132
(1) Completeness of null infinity Z and properties of the event horizon H™ . . . . . 132
(ii) Orbital stability . . . . . . . . . . 133
(iii) Asymptotic stability . . . . . . ... 133
6.3 The stable codimension-3 “submanifold” 9MMstable and other remarks on the statement . . 134

We first will define in Section 6.1 a collection of energies controlling our various quantities, which are
combined into a set of master energies, which will then appear explicitly in the statement of the theorem.
The final formulation of our theorem will appear as Theorem 6.1 in Section 6.2. Finally, in Section 6.3,
we shall interpret our theorem as defining a codimension-3 asymptotically stable “submanifold” Mg.pie and
conclude with some technical remarks.

The detailed definitions of the various energies in Section 6.1 can be skipped on a first reading. We note
that the reliance of this chapter on many of the notations from Part A (e.g. the gauge invariant hierarchy of
Section 2.1, the calculus of diffeomorphism functions of Chapter 4.1, etc.) is only through their presence in
the energies of Section 6.1; thus the present chapter may in fact be read independently of much of Part A,
provided that the reader takes these energies as a black box.
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6.1 Energies

In this section, we shall fix parameters uy and My and assume we have a spacetime as in Definition 5.6.1,
i.e. the maximal Cauchy development (M, g), satisfying the Einstein vacuum equations (1.2.1), equipped
with the four gauges (5.6.1)—(5.6.6) defined in Section 5.6.1. We will proceed to define a variety of energies
controlling our basic quantities in both teleological gauges as well as the diffeomorphism functions. These
energies will be combined to form the master energies appearing explicitly in the statement of Theorem 6.1.

Many of the estimates shown in the proof of Theorem 6.1 amount to stronger statements than the
boundedness, stated in Theorem 6.1, of the following energies. The reader is referred to Part C for the
sharpest statements.

6.1.1 Some auxiliary notation

In this section, we introduce various auxiliary notations concerning anchored gauges which will appear in
the definition of energies.
We will often typically drop the u; dependence from the notation.

Recall the definitions of D?", D" CZ‘H, Qzﬁ, Cf and Q%+ from Section 5.6.2. Define also
DI ="' nDT.
For given u, v, we will find useful the notations
’DH+v::DH+ﬁv+2v, DI () :=DF N Ur+ > U},
H
pH’ (u,v) := pP*' N {up+ > u} N {oy+ > v}, DT’ (u,v) := ol {uz+ > u} N{vr+ >0},

DL (u) = D" N DT (u),

and
CH () 1= C A f{vgs >0}, C () = CM N {ugs > b,

CI'(v) == CT N{oge 20}, CF (u):=CT N {uge > u}.

u

6.1.2 Norms on spheres, cones and spacetime regions

We define the norms on the spheres, for any S _tensor or ST -tensor ¢ by

R 2 . 2
I€2,e; = /S el = /S _ lePa,

respectively. Recall that the notation df is defined in (1.4.1). (In particular, the true induced volume form
is 72df, and, thus, the above integrands are r—2 weighted with respect to the true induced volume form.)

Define the norms on the ZT null hypersurfaces, for any SI tensor &,

) Voo ) , min{us,u(R_2,v)} ys )
IENEz+ ;=/U [Sﬁ |£|2dOdy’, ||£HCI+ : /u /SI+ €292, dodu,

u’ v

and

2,20 = 120t oy ENZze = €,

Similarly define the norms on the H* null hypersurfaces, for any S™" _tensor &,

2 = 2 ! . 292 /
e = [ VRO el = [ o

and

. 2 . 2
||£||CHJr . ‘|€HC,Z'L+('U,1)’ ||€||C«HJr : ||§HQZ]‘+(max{u,l,u(Rg,v)})'
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For the spacetime regions define, for v_; < v < v(Ra, uf) and u_; <u < uy,

||5Hm+<v : /DH+ o €[2Q3,+ dOdudv’ ||§\|DI+ : /Dﬁ(u) €202, dOdu’dv ,
and
N 13 O 12 SO
and finally
||§Hpitr(u) = ||€]IDH+HDZ+ (u)H’DZ+'
Finally, for any of the above norms || - | we define for any S, ,, tensors &1, ... ,&; and any D7,

197 (&1, -, &)l = 1D + . + D7k

6.1.3 Conventions for the volume form in integrals

In what follows, we shall use the following convention for integrals, recalling again the notation df defined
n (1.4.1):

If the measure is not spelled out explicitly, integration over an ingoing cone C,, will always be with respect
to dudf, over an outgoing cone Cy with always be with respect to dvdf and over a spacetime region will
always be with respect to dudv df.

Note that with this convention all Q2?-weights near (what will be) the horizon and all r-weights near
infinity will appear explicitly in the integrand.

6.1.4 Energies of P and P

Recall the quantities P, P and P appearing in the almost gauge invariant hierarchy of Section 2.1, expressed
now with respect to the H* and Z* gauges.
We first define the following rescaled quantities:

W+ = T5PH+ s Ury = ’1"5PI+ and g,# = T5£H+ s QI‘F = T5£1’+ . (6~1'1)

We recall the fixed parameters N > 12 from Section 5.4 and § = 100 from Section 1.3.5.
We define for 1 < K < N — 2, the energies for v > v_;

K K

EX [Py ] (v) = sup / 02 S DEwL[2+ sup / S D (6.1.2)
20O h ok K usus JOUT ) =0k 2K
K M 2 K-1
+/ QZ{ > ( — f> ol ZYEE Y :okq/H+|2+|R*®k\1/H+|2},
D@ =0 " k=0

where we have already used the convention of Section 6.1.3 for the volume form, and for p € {0,1,2},
1<K<N-3and7T>u_;

K-1
1
EXP[Pri] (1) := sup / DIR[0 2%is CEETECTIR doll ZE (6.1.3)
rsusus JOET | (ko r
K—1 -
+ sup/ Z QY D5V 7 | + — [rYDED £, |?
V<Voo Qf+(7) |k|=0 r
K-1
+/ { > r1+5\977333£‘111+|2 + P QY DR P + 3H00F rYOEwL | 5.
PEO k=0
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Furthermore, we define EX [P, ] (v) replacing U3+ by ¥, on the right hand side of (6.1.2) and EX-? [P, ] (1)
replacing U7+ by ¥, on the right hand side of (6.1.3).
We finally define the master energies (now making the dependence on uy manifest in the notation)

]ng_Q[PH+,PI+] = Z sup 7% -ENTZS27S (P (1) 4 Z sup v°-EN7275 [Py (v)

5=0,1,2 -1 STSUY s=0,1,2 V15V
Eﬁﬂ[ﬂ%hﬂm} = Z sup 7% EN727s27s [EIJ (1) + Z sup v® -EN7273 [Pyy+] (v) .
5=0,1,2 U-1STSuy §=0,1,2 V-1V

(6.1.4)

6.1.5 Energies of o and o
Recall the curvature components a and o appearing in the almost gauge invariant hierarchy of Section 2.1,
expressed now with respect to the H+ and ZT gauges.
6.1.5.1 Energies of «
We first define the following rescaled quantities:
Ayr = Prage , Az = QDPraze , Hy+ =00y, e = Qi (6.1.5)
For 1 < K < N, we define the energies for v > v_;

K K
EX [ag+] (v) := sup / 0> DA + sup / > DA
i>vJ ot k| =03k £K ulug JCHT (v) |k|=0
K 3M;\ 2 =
+;/ ! 3 ( B f) P A P+ Y DR Agys 2 + R DE Ay | (6.1.6)
DR (v) |k|=0 " |k|=0

and for p€ {0,1,2}, I< K < Nand 7 >u_;

K K—1
EXP [azi] (1) := sup /cy{* { Z P IDEAL 1?4 Z r2|©kﬂz+|2}

TSuSus |k|=1 |k]=0

K K—1 K—2
+ sup / . { Z r4+p|©@Az+|2+ Z r2+p|©ﬁﬂz+|2 + Z |33k\I!I+|2}
CI™(n)

Voo |k|=1,ks AK |k|=0 |k|=0

K K-1 K-2
+/ {Zﬁw%%ﬁ+2“”%%ﬂ+2rww%%.wm
DI (r) |k|=1 |k|=0 |E|=0

Now, restoring the dependence on u s, we define the master energy

E{Yf [OéHerOéIJr] = Z sup 5. EN—S,Q—S [aI+] (T) + Z sup v° -EN_S [OéHJr] (’U) ) (6.1.8)
5=0,1,2 u—1STSug 5=0,1,2V-1 <wv

6.1.5.2 Energies of o

We define the following rescaled quantities:

A’H+ = QQTQHJr s AI+ = szQI+ , E’H+ = QT’?’%HJF 5 HI+ = Q'I'3é1.+. (619)
We define
K K
EX = / 02 DEOA,,))? / DEQA,,)? 6.1.10
lagr] ) i=sup | 2 PN Ay )P + i A 2 PHOTAP (6110)
|k|=0 u |k|=0;ka £ K
K M 2 K-—1
+ / Q0N (1= ) RO A )P + Y DR A )P + [RDEQ T4,
DHY (v) |k|=0 r |k|=0

125



K K-1 K—2
1 - . .
EX [azi] (1) := fuf) _'/Cf‘*' 7“2{ Z |DEAL|? + Z DI P + Z |@k‘111+|2}

TEuSUs |E|=0;k2 £ K |k|=0 |k|=0
K K-1
+ sup / { |DEAL* + |©kﬁ1+2}
V<Voo Q%Jr (1) 2—:0 |§0
2 k 2 *
Jr/DIJr( r1+5{ [OFAL | + Z DAz | + Z [(R) } (6.1.11)
|k|=0 |k]=0
Now, restoring the dependence on u ¢, we define the master energy
EY e ar]:= D sup 7 -ENTlag](r) 4+ Y sup of BN ag] (v) (6.1.12)
§=0,1,2 U-1STSUf s201,2V-150

6.1.6 Energies of &7

Recall the schematic notation from Section 3.1 and the shorthands (3.2.4). For the energies below we define
the following weights which affect the quantities w — w, and g only.

For the Ricci coefficients we let wy (I'y) = 1 = ws(T'p) = 1 for all T', \ {w — wo} and s = 0,1,2 while
W (W —wo) =7r17% and W, (w — wo) = r7°.

For the curvature components, we let w,(R,) =
while for 8 we set w4(23) = r=% and w(Q8) = r~L.

Finally, we recall from Section 1.4.3 the Kerr reference solutions. Below we will denote by (I'p)kerr and
(Rp)Kerr the value of the Kerr reference solution of the relevant quantity I', or R,,. In particular, (I')kerr = 0
unless T'), € {n,n,b} and (R,)Kkerr = 0 unless R, € {Q8,Q2718,0}.

w(R,) =1 for all R, \ {Q%a, 272,08} and s =0,1,2

. +
6.1.6.1 Energies on CZ_

We define the following (angular) energies for the Ricci coefficients and curvature on Qf;,

2 N-s
B = Y 33 sup wt - [[0V)F (07T = P (D e 12

Tp\{w—wo} s=0 k=0 “E[u—1,ts]

2 N-—s uf
£ N BN e [ 09 07T, )
P\ {w—wo} =0 k=0 “Elu-tusl  Ju -
uf
+ du - ||(TW)N+1 (7’%7 - T277Kerra 7‘2ﬂ - TQQKerN 7"2)27 TX? ﬂT) ||QS§ °
U—1 e
+ sup (PN (r5/2T7 7"21) 32, + Z sup  [[(rV)' (D)% (6.1.13)

uw€lu_1,uy] i—0 uwE[u— 1“1]

N—-1-s
Z sup  w™ET L B(Ry) - [[(rY)F (PR — 1P (Rp)er) 22,

u€lu_1,uy]

B Rl= > Y

Rp\{Q%a, 0720} s=0

Y

S

N—-1-s

> sup ur[|(PY)F (r'28 = (QB)kerr) 132

—0 k=0 u€lu-1,us] oo
N—s ug

+ Z Z sup u® / du - Wg (RP) : ||(7"W)k (TpRp - Tp(Rp)Kerr) ||25%,7,0C

Ry\{Q2a,Q-2a} 5=0 k=0 “E[U-1,us]

[\v]

126



6.1.6.2 Energies on ijl

We define the (angular) energies for the Ricci coefficients and curvature on CI+1'

N

B, [[):= 3 3 sup 1 Y)F (7D — 17 (T )cerr) |3

T\{Q-2(90—(9,))) k=0 Ve[ (-1 Fi2)vec]

—1,v

Voo B 1 . R 2
N / dvﬁ H (TV)N+1 <7’277 - 7'277Kcrra Tgﬁ - 7AzﬂKerr’ T2X7 TX’ WT3> ’ 2 ,
v(u_1,R_2) v
+ Z sup | (rY)E (7‘?77“5/2T, YT, 3T, v (w — wo)> 1% (6.1.14)
o velu(u 1R ) vc] o
N N-1
B, Rl= >0 > s OV PR, — P (Ryken) 1F

R\ {220,020} k=0 vev(u—1,R-2),v00]
N

Y S [T Y PRy~ Ry I

Rp\{Q20,2-2a} k=0 v(u—1,R_2)

—1.v

6.1.6.3 Energies in pI*
We define:

2
EX.+ [T ::ZZ Z sup u® - ws(Ty) - [DF (rPTp — rP(Tp)kerr) 52 + Z sup [ DE(°T)|3, ,
T, s=0 [k<N-s DT" " k<N DT
Ew7$(01N7O)
k,#(0,0,N)

N1 _
+ sup || [rY] (r*T, 7T, \/rb) ||%2 _+sup 22 Ty, 72, (% — Q2) o |22
pIt " pIt

u,v

1 ,
s dudv _
FXY S et [ S ) [T )
T, s=0 |k|<N—su€lu-1us u

1 .
+ / dudv— 5 (9 (2T, 725, 72 (0 =y )20 = M)y (w0 = w0) ) Il (61.15)
pI+ T wv
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where the restriction k, # (0, N,0) indicates that the term [QV3]™ (rw —rw,) is excluded from the sum and
similarly k_ # (0,0, N) indicates that the term [QY ]V (r3w — r3w,) is excluded,

2
S2

u,v

2
EN [Rl= > > Y sup wmGT) @ (R,) - D (PR, — P (Ry)ker) |
Rp\{Q?a,Q2a} s=0 [k|<N—1-s uEDT"

2
+>0 > swp wF DR (08 - (QB)ken) 1%

=0 |k| <N —1—g “E[U-1:0]

1 _
s dudv
B B T L S (R IRy = Ry

Rp\Q20,0-2a} s=0 [k|<N—s u€u_1,uy]
2 N-s
Y YY sww [ duw Ry [0V 7Ry~ Ry
Ro\{Q2a,Q-2a} 5=0 n—0 UE[L-1,uy] C,(u) :
2 N-—s 1
YN s [ 09 07R, (R ) g
Ry\{Q2a,Q-2a} 5=0 n—0 UE[L-1,uy] Cy

+ sup w213 ppg + 2M4 |12+ suput |0 (dfvQB) =1 )% - (6.1.16)
'DZ+ u,v v ufp,v

We also define the energies ]Egﬁ [['] and ]Egﬁ [R] to be as above but with the multi-indices k restricted to
those of the form k = (n,0,0), i.e. only angular derivatives are employed.
We finally define the angular master energy

Buy e =By, [0+ B[R]+ By [T+ By [R] 4+ Epes [+ Bpee [R] (6.1.17)
2 N+l-s 2 N+2-s 1 .
tsup Y ut Y ([FV]" (g =) e, Fsup Y owt Y Y Y)Y = V) e
DIT s=0 k=0 DIY s=0 k=0 m=-1 Y
and the (total) master energy
2
]Eivf,IJr iz]Efjf,I+ + Egﬁ [T+ Egﬁ [R] + sup ZUS Z Hgk (T(g - ’”27)) H%g,u . (6.1.18)

DX 5=0  |KI<N-s

6.1.6.4 An auxiliary energy for w —w, and w — w,

We finally define two auxiliary energies on w —w, and w —w, respectively. The motivation is that controlling
(1) these auxiliary energies (2) the angular master energy ]EfjflJr and (3) the energy EuNf [ag+,az+] +
EN [z, az+] will control the full master energy ]Ef:/fl+ by exploiting the form of the null structure and
Bianchi equations.! See already Theorem 14.3.3. The definitions are as follows:

1

Eﬁ’fﬂzw [w] :Z sup {us Z /DI+ " 74%”(9?73)’63 (rY)* (r(w — @o))”?sgu}

s=0 UE[u—1,uy] ki+ks<N—s
k14+k3<N4+1—s,k1>2

£ s {ut YOS ) - w) )

s=0 DTT k1+ks<N—s
k?17£N—S
2 ug
1SS DR 1 AU ST (6.1.19)
s=0 k1+k3<N-—s v

k1+ks<N41—s, ki >1

1The point is that w and w are the only connection coefficients not satisfying an equation in both the 3 and the 4-direction
and a and « are the only curvature components not satisfying an equation in both the 3 and the 4-direction.
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1

RYENTED DL D I M. [ ARG AR,

s=0 UElu—1,uf] katki<N—s

P s F YRR -l )

s=0 DTT katki<N—s
k4;éN s
+/( ) )dv—|| 09, 03w —wol% - (6.1.20)
v(U-1,fv—2

6.1.7 Energies of ®""
Recall the H1 linearised Kerr solution of Definition 2.3.4. Define

Ar = {(Q8 = Qers) (- Q7B ) (0= po)™ (0 — oxer) ™},

+

+

Ar = {(2:20% - )" 07157 Q72 (Qtry - Qtex )™ (0 nen) ™, (0 — e, )
(20 — Q@)™ 0720w — @) ).
Elements of Ax and Ar are denoted R and I' respectively, with a ”added to emphasise the fact that the

linearised Kerr values have been subtracted. The Ricci coefficients Q)A(H+ and (Qtry — Qtrxo)H+ satisfy
weaker estimates than the remaining Ricci coefficients. Accordingly, define

A, = {Q)ZH+, (Qtry — Qtrxo)}ﬁ}.
Define the spacetime energy

EN[DH+] = sup Z vs< Z Z [(1—3M;/r)D7 R||DH+

vorSvsv(Rats) 520,12 My |<N—s e
b T Rt Y T 19T e)
[v[<N-1— QRE.AR [v|<N— QFG.AF

and the null cone energies

Ve = swp 3T 3w sup S DT,

vo1SvSu(Raug) 52012 |y|<N—s  U1SUSYS deArUAr

NEc* = sup DORED DEEANED DE 21 J A

Vo1 SvSv(R2,us) 52012 |y <N —s dcARUAr
along with the energy on spheres
EViS" i=sup 30 v (X Y IR+ X Y 0TI ).
DHY 5=01,2 [V<N—1—s2cAn [vI<N-sTeAr

and the energy of N + 1 derivatives of certain Ricci coefficients on the final hypersurface
N+1—s

+ +
EN+1 [CZ;; ] = sup Z Z QX, QtI‘X (Qtr)()o, n—- nKerr)H ||é;_¢f+ ()

v_1<v<v(Re,u) $=0,1,2
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For the metric components, ¢, b and the mode difference, Yl — Ynll, define

N+1 1
+
T EE T (D S CX R ED Sl Dt SN R AV
v,luﬁo';;?j(%i,u) [v|I<SN ' k=0 m=-—1
+ Y0 Y (197297 (0 = bken) I3, ., + D70 — bien) 12,

s=0,1,2 |[v|<N-—s

+ D7 (b — bKerr)\\ch(v) + 27 (b - bKerr)H%H*(v)))

For the quantities QY and Qtry — Qtry, recall that, for k = (ky, ka, k3), DF = (rV)* (Q71V¥4)F2 (rQY 4 )"
and define
VY= Y (s o S l0m T2 + Y0 ST (sup o,
rea, DH** s=0,1,2 [k|<N—s D*"
k:17$N78

s k|2 k2 k|2
AL A Q,f;lfguf ATt ) + D [er + 1D s o) )]

Finally, define

.
EY s = EN[D*' |+ EN[CH |+ EN[CT] + EN[S™ ]+ BV ]+ ENTUOR | + EN[gH]
1
up)t Y T — TR (6.1.21)
m=—1

where JJ}, are the associated Kerr angular momentum parameters of the H* gauge (see Definition 2.3.4).

6.1.8 Pointwise norms of ®Z' and ®*"
Define the pointwise norm of the geometric quantities in the ZT gauge
PYO[@% = sup D (|r%©va| + uz D8] + 13D (Qtry — Qtryo)| + [rPD7(Qd — Qo)
DT |y |<N-5
+u(|rEDal + [rDYal + [rED] + 12DV B| + [r°D (p — po)| + [1PD 70| (6.1.22)
+ [rD7(Q720 — 1)| + [r*D7(Qtrx — Qrxo)| + [r*D7 (Qtry — Qtryx )| + D¢ + [rD7K|
+ 2D + 12D+ 207 (G — Qo) | + [rD7 (0@ — Q,)| + Db + [rD7 (¢ — r27)]) ),

and of the geometric quantities in the H™ gauge

Py ") = sup v > (197Q%] + D70 2al + [D7Q8| +|D7Q 7B + D7 (p — po)| + [D70]
DHT
[Y|[EN-5
+[D7(05%0% — 1| + |D7(Qtry — Qtrxo)| + [D7Q 7 (Qtry — Qtrx )| + D] + (D71
(6.1.23)
+[D7QR] + (D7 + [D7(Q0 — Q)| + [D7QTH Q@ — Q)| + [DTQ2] + (DY (g — rP)]).
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6.1.9 Energies of diffeomorphisms
Define the energy of the fy+ 7+ diffeomorphisms

B ol = sw (X @[ X (1070 P 1 107 1l )
U(R,Q,u)_gv_gvf(Rg,u) k<N=5 k-|‘:||'y<|§1
+ 3 (16 D70t 1 + 1Y) D01 12 )| (6.1.24)

[vI<1

S = o U+ = Pecallg )+l + o)

D03 @) [ 30 (VD P + 16V P ) + 30 109 D02 |

=0 k::O ly|<2 [v|=0,1

N—

CIA

where f = fy+ 7+, 1 = 1yt ypz+, and 1= 1r_,<r<pr, so that, for any tensor &,

v(Ry,uf) )
et = [ (g, v.0) Pdodv.
v(R_1,uf) J 52

Note that the higher order derivatives of fz+ 7+ in the final line of (6.1.24) are only considered on the final
hypersurface u = uy.

Define the energy of the f; 7+ diffeomorphisms as

Bu,lfaz+] = sup ) [ > ()27 2 z Hr 2OV D7 Ners) (6.1.25)

U-—1SuSuz oy <
V(R_2,u)<v<voe =2

+ > (P O YO 2t HIEV DV af Gz + 10V D0t gzs +1rV) D705z )|

lvl<1

where f = fq7+.
Finally, define

Eu,[fap+] = sup > { >l 212 wt T r%’cmf‘*\lsw)

Uo<U<Uy =
V,lgvgvy\v(Rz,U)k— lvI<2

+ > (ley) 2 ou /% #h +||(rY7)k®78v/||SH+) (6.1.26)

[vI<1
where f = f3+, VoAV (R, U) = min{V,, V(R2,U)}, and Uy := U(ug), where U is defined by (1.3.13) with
M = Mf.

6.1.10 Pointwise norms of diffeomorphism functions

Define the pointwise norm of the diffeomorphism functions

Py [furzel = sup (u|<f3 — om0l +uB[(f* + )=l (6.1.27)
DHTADIT (uy)
+ Z { Z ( (rY) k©7f3|+|(ry7)k®vf4>+ Z ( ((FY)EDV0, 1] + () D78, f)D
k<N—T7 k4|r7\|<|i1 =1
71>
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where f = fy+ 7+,

Puf [fd,I*] = sup |: Z (|®’Yf3| + T_l‘gﬂyfﬂ)
N S T
3 GV Va0 970,11)] . (6128
lvI<1
where f = f; 7+, and
Po,[fa+] = sup [ Z (D73 + D7 F4)) + Z (1D70u f] + |©78Vj’|)} (6.1.29)
St vi<2 <1

V_1<V<VaAV(Ra,U)

where f = fy3+, VoAV (R, U) = min{V,, V(R2,U)}, and Uy := U(ug), where U is defined by (1.3.13) with
M = Mj.

6.2 The statement of Theorem 6.1

Below is the detailed statement of the main theorem (corresponding to Theorem I1.3.1 of the introduction):

Theorem 6.1 (Full finite-codimension nonlinear asymptotic stability of Schwarzschild). Let Min;x > 0 and
associated parameters be fized as in Section 1.3.5, with £o(Minit) sufficiently small.
Given 0 < e < &g, let So € M(Minit, >co) be initial data as in Proposition 5.8.1. Then the 3-parameter
family Eg‘; contains an initial data set
S = S(}\ﬁnal) c ‘C‘ES%

such that the following is true.

Let (M, g) denote the mazimal Cauchy development of the initial data S as given by Theorem 5.2.1.
Recall that Proposition 5.3.2 applies, and moreover (M, g) admits the Kruskal and Eddington—Finkelstein
initial data gauges as in Theorems 5.5.1 and 5.5.2, and Theorem 5.7.1 applies, so we have in addition
anchored (in the sense of Definition 5.6.1) teleologically normalised T+ and H* gauges (5.6.5) and (5.6.6)
corresponding to ug)c and some parameter MJQ.

Then (M, g) satisfies the following global stability properties:

(i) Completeness of null infinity Z+ and properties of the event horizon H*

For alluy > u$, there exists an My = M¢(uy) such that (M, g) admit T+ and H* normalised gauges (5.6.5)
and (5.6.6) anchored in (M, g) in the sense of Definition 5.6.1.

Moreover, the T+ normalised and Ht normalised gauges induce two limiting double null gauges corre-
sponding to uy = oo, i.e. C* embeddings for a k > 3

i7+ oot Wi+ (00, Minat) X §2 = DL ¢ M (6.2.1)

i3+ o0 Wit (00, Miinal) x 8% — DI ¢ M (6.2.2)

where the sets Wr+ (00, Mana1) and Wi+ (00, Manal), are defined as in (2.2.2) and (2.3.1) with < oo replacing
< uy and < v, and where all statements of Definition 2.2.1 and 2.5.1 hold which do not correspond to
evaluation at u = uf or v = Vs, where the background Schwarzschild metric is defined with respect to

Mﬁnal = u}linoo Mf(Uf). (623)

Moreover, null infinity is complete in the sense of [Chr99], and the domain of outer communications

MNJ(ZH)=DF uDFuDL UDE NnJ (DL
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is bounded to the future in M by a C* null hypersurface HT, for a k > 3, to be called the event horizon, whose
null generators are future complete and which can be identified with the limiting hypersurface {uy+ = oo} of
the limiting HT normalised gauge (6.2.2).

Null infinity can be realised as an ideal boundary corresponding to the limiting vz+ = oo hypersurface of
the limiting T gauge (6.2.1) and the “laws of gravitational radiation” hold on I+ as relations linking the
asymptotic behaviour of various rescaled quantities [CK93], and the limiting It gauge satisfies the normali-

sations
£y=0, PL,=0 (6.2.4)
which express that uy = 0o is asymptotically a “good cut” of I+ and in centre-of-mass frame.
Given the finiteness of higher order weighted norms on initial data, arbitrary high smoothness of the

asymptotic gauges (6.2.1) and (6.2.2), and thus of the event horizon HY itself, follows and also of the
rescaled quantities at ZT. In particular, if (5.4.4) is finite for all k, then H™ is a smooth hypersurface.

(ii) Orbital stability

For all uy > u?c above, the masses My(uy) referred to in (i) remain uniformly close to the initial Schwarz-
schild mass Min;; in the sense that

‘Mf(uf) - Minitl S €0, (625)
the two future normalised gauges corresponding to time uy remain uniformly close to the initial data gauges
in the sense that

IEuf [fd,?-l*] SJ 637 ]Euf [fd,I*] ,S Ega (626)

and the solution in both the H' and IT normalised gauges satisfies
N N
Euf,HJr + Euf,I+ 5 E% (627)

and the lower order pointwise estimates
_ + _ +
Py 0@ ]+ PY [0 ] S e (6.2.8)

Moreover, we may replace €& on the right hand side of the above estimates (as well as all estimates
appearing below) with the quantity
EY [®xc.d] + By [Per.d) (6.2.9)

from (5.5.4) and (5.5.16). In view of the top order boundedness statement included in the estimates (6.2.7),
the spacetime (M, g) remains uniformly close to the Schwarzschild metric with mass My in terms of
energies at the same level of differentiability as the “initial” energy fluzes (6.2.9). (It is this aspect of (6.2.7)
which strictly speaking represents orbital stability.)

(iii) Asymptotic stability

For all uy > u?c above, the energy and pointwise decay estimates for the Ricci coefficients and curvature
components included in (6.2.7) and (6.2.8) can already be considered as a statement of asymptotic stability.

An analogous energy statement
EY s+ +EX 7+ S b (6.2.10)

holds for the asymptotically normalised gauges (where the above norms in (6.2.10) are defined by applying
the norms of (6.2.7) to the asymptotically normalised gauges (6.2.1) and (6.2.2), replacing < uy, < vy with
< 00, and including all quantities which are not evaluated at u = uy or v = Vo).

Similarly, an analogous lower order pointwise statement

PNS@T |+ PN S [0M ] < g (6.2.11)

holds, where Df;r and DZ"; are replaced by ij and D" in formulas (6.1.22) and (6.1.23), respectively,
and the quantities are taken with respect to the asymptotic gauges (6.2.1) and (6.2.2).
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In this sense, the spacetime (M,g), expressed in the asymptotic HY and IT gauges, asymptotically
settles down to the Schwarzschild metric (1.3.1) of mass Mgna given by (6.2.3) in the domain of outer
communications. (Note that by (6.2.5), Mgna satisfies |Mgnal — Minit] < €0-)

Moreover, we have a number of inverse polynomial decay bounds along H™ and IT for instance the
pointwise estimate on HT

|92 ag+ (00,0, )| Seov™t, (6.2.12)

where Q2+ (00,v,-) is defined as the u — oo limit of Q%+ defined with respect to the asymptotic H*
gauge (6.2.2), and the estimates
0 < M(u) — Mgna S e2u™2, 12(u, )| < eou™t, 1= (u, )| S gou?, |A(u, )| Seou™, (6.2.13)

where M (u) denotes the Bondi mass and E, ¥ and A are defined in Section 17.1.3.

6.3 The stable codimension-3 “submanifold” ... and other re-
marks on the statement

We note a number of remarks:

Remark 6.3.1. The above statement should be compared directly to the rough statement given in Theo-
rem 1.3.1. Note that by Remark 5.8.2, defining

Mstable 1= U So(A 21y € M (e, Minit)
SoEMo

to be union of all data S(AP®) whose existence follows from Theorem 6.1, this can indeed be viewed as
defining a “submanifold” Msable C M(c0, Minit) of codimension 3. (Here we are primarily interested in
the size of the set of allowed initial data and not its reqularity as a true submanifold of moduli space. For
removing the quotes, see Remark 6.3.3 below.) Statements (i), (ii) and (iii) above are elaborations of the
corresponding statements in Theorem 1.5.1.

Remark 6.3.2. With extra work, one can show that there is in fact a unique S € L) satisfying (i), (ii), and
(iii). In essence, this follows from our understanding of the linearised Kerr modes in linear theory [DHR].
Note that this is a weaker statement than the purely teleological statement that, for small ey, S € Efg% is the
unique data set in the family that eventually evolves to Schwarzschild. The latter would of course follow from
a positive resolution to Conjecture IV.1 for small |a| < M.

Remark 6.3.3. In addition to uniqueness (cf. Remark 6.3.2), with more work one can indeed show that
Mstable C M indeed forms a regular submanifold of codimension exactly 3.

Remark 6.3.4. The inequalities (6.2.13) imply that Meana can also be identified as the final Bondi mass,
and the total fluz of energy radiated to T is bounded (and quadratic in the smallness parameter gq), as
measured from retarded time corresponding to uy = ug in the asymptotically defined IT gauge, whereas the
total infinitesimal displacement of far-away test masses given by |24 (1) — E(u—1,-)| = |Z(u_1,-)| < €0 is
also bounded. One can show similarly the flux of linear momentum to IT to be finite and quadratic in &g
(see already 17.1.17). Let us note finally that had we started from asymptotically flat spacelike initial data,
then we could define our asymptotic T gauge for all u € (—oo0,0), and defining P_, ¥_, etc. as the limit
u — —o00, we would obtain the relations of [Chr91] concerning ¥4 —X_. In particular, note that in this case
24 - 2| Sep

Remark 6.3.5. We remark finally that although one immediately has only the bound || < &4, one may
show relatively easily that one has in fact |\final] < 2.
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Chapter 7

The logic of the proof of Theorem 6.1

In the present section, we shall give the logic of the proof of Theorem 6.1, i.e. the skeletal form of the proof,
broken into various subtheorems. The analytical difficulty of the skeleton will then be fleshed out by the
proofs of the subtheorems to be given over Parts C and D of the remainder of this work.

Contents
7.1 The bootstrap set B . . . . . . . e 136
7.2 Non-emptiness of the bootstrap set 8 . . . . . . . . ... oL 137
7.3 Improving the bootstrap assumptions: the statement of Theorem C . . . . . . . ... .. 138
7.4 The bootstrap set 9B is open and the statements of Theorems 16.1 and 16.2 . . . . . . . . 138
7.4.1  Existence of anchored 4y + § normalised gauges: The statement of Theorem 16.1 139
7.4.2  Properties of R(as + J) and Ja,4s: The statement of Theorem 16.2 . . . . . . . 139
7.5 Higher order estimates: the statement of Theorem 16.3 . . . . . . . ... ... ... ... 140
7.6  The bootstrap set B isclosed. . . . . . . . .. L L 140
7.7  Completing the proof and the statements of Theorems 17.1 and 17.2 . . . . . . .. . . .. 142
7.7.1  Proof of (i) and the statement of Theorem 17.1 . . . . . . . .. ... ... .... 142
772 Proofof (1) . . . . . o o o oo 144
7.7.3  Proof of (iii) and the statement of Theorem 17.2 . . . .. ... .. ... ..... 145

The logic of the proof follows a bootstrap and the first order of business is to define the bootstrap set 5
in Section 7.1. The main part of the proof then consists of showing that 8 is nonempty, open and closed.

We give the nonemptiness statement in Section 7.2.

The main part of showing openness consists of “improving the bootstrap assumptions”. The statement
of this bootstrap theorem (Theorem C) will be given in Section 7.3 . (It is precisely this theorem whose
proof will form Part C.)

The openness statement itself is then given in Section 7.4 (depending on an existence theorem for the
teleologically normalised gauges which is deferred to Part D).

Higher order estimates are given in Section 7.5 (whose proof is also deferred to Part D) followed by the
closedness statement in Section 7.6.

The remaining assertions of Theorem 6.1 are deduced in Section 7.7. (Some of these will depend on
subtheorems whose proof is again deferred to Part D.)

The reader primarily interested in the large-scale architecture of the proof may read this chapter without
having read Section 6.1, provided they are happy to treat the energies defined there as black boxes or refer
back as necessary for the notation. The reader primarily interested in Theorem C may read up to Section 7.3
and immediately turn to Part C. On the other hand, the reader willing to take Theorem C on faith may turn
immediately to Part D after reading this chapter.
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7.1 The bootstrap set 5

Let S € Mo(Minit, ceo) be as in the statement of Theorem 6.1 and let Eg% be the three parameter family
defined in (5.8.2), parametrised by A € [—csg, cgo)?.

Let (M(X), g(N)) denote the maximal Cauchy development corresponding to So(A) as given by Theo-
rem 5.2.1. Recall (cf. the statement of Theorem 6.1) that Proposition 5.3.2 applies, and moreover (M (), g(A))
admit the Kruskal and Eddington—Finkelstein initial data gauges as in Theorems 5.5.1 and 5.5.2. Recall also
from the statement that Theorem 5.7.1 applies, so we have in addition anchored (in the sense of Defini-
tion 5.6.1) teleologically normalised Z+ and H* gauges (5.6.5) and (5.6.6) corresponding to u(} and some
parameter MJQ. Recall finally the set PRy defined in Section 5.9, and the map

Jo : Ro — Bleo/u}),

given by (5.9.1), which, by Proposition 5.9.2 is a diffeomorphism, and thus in particular restricts on its
boundary to a degree-1 map to a 2-sphere.
Consider the quantity
€ 1= vey, (7.1.1)

where v denotes a large constant which will be fixed later.
Definition 7.1.1. Let B denote the set of Uy € [u?e,oo) such that

e The A-parameter range sets R(us) and their topology and monotonicity. For alluy € (u?c, ayl,
there exists a nonempty closed subset R(uys) C [ — ceq,ceo)® C R3 with

R(uf) C R(up),  IR(uf) NR(uf) =0 (7.1.2)
for u’f’ > u’f, and such that %(ug) 18 homeomorphic to a closed ball;

e The M; parameter and the existence of anchored teleologically normalised 7+ and H*
gauges. There exists a function My : Uy efug,a,){us} X R(up) — R satisfying for all uy € [u?c,ﬁf],
AE m(Uf)

‘Mf(Uf,)\) — Minit] < e, (7.1.3)
and, anchored (in the sense of Definition 5.6.1) teleologically normalised TV and HT gauges (5.6.5)
and (5.6.6) corresponding to parameters uy and My = My(uy, X) in (M(X), g(N));

e Continuous dependence of the anchored teleologically normalised gauges on uy¢. The func-
tion My(uys, \) is continuous, and for fized A € R(ux), the two teleologically normalised gauges depend
continuously on uy, in the sense that their domains and all geometric quantities depend continuously
on uy.

e Energy estimates for geometric quantities in both teleological gauges. For all (M()),g()\))
as above, all uy € [u?c,ﬁf], and with the above gauges, the estimate

By 2 [Prr, Pogs | + B2 [Pre, Pro |+ B lagge, azs ] + B (g, az |+ EY 50 +EY 70 <2 (T.1.4)

holds, where the above energies are defined in Section 6.1.4, by (6.1.8) and (6.1.12) in Section 6.1.5,
by (6.1.21) in Section 6.1.7 and by (6.1.18) in Section 6.1.6.3;

e Energy estimates for the diffeomorphism functions connecting the teleological gauges to
each other and to initial data. For all (M()), g(X)) as above, all uy € [u(},ﬁf], and with the above
gauges, the estimate

EN 2 fagr 4] + Buy [fans ] + Buy [faze] < €2 (7.1.5)

holds, where the above energies are defined by (6.1.24), (6.1.26) and (6.1.25) in Section 6.1.9;
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e Zeroth order metric estimates. For all (M()),g()\)) as above, all ug € [u, 1], and with the above
gauges, the estimate

sup (|7“_2gHJr — s + \952(23# — 1|) + sup (r|r—2gfr — s + ‘T(Q;2Q%+ — 1)\) <+Ve (7.1.6)
pHt pzt
holds;

¢ Estimate for the angular momentum. For all (M(X),g()\)) as above, all uy € [ug,ﬂf], and with
the above gauges, recalling the definition (1.4.9), and defining

J(up, A) = (J 5 I, J1e) € R (7.1.7)
where JT, are the associated Kerr parameters defined in Definition 2.2.5 corresponding to the anchored
" gauge in (M(X), g(X)) with parameters uy and My as above, then J : que[u(},af]{uf} xR(us) — R?
s a continuous map and the following estimate holds:

€0 .

RICTRVIES ) (7.1.8)

e Norm of angular momentum on the boundary of the parameter range. For all us € [u?, Uyl
and (M(X), g(N\)) corresponding to A € 0R(uy), then
€0
[J(ug, )| = —; (7.1.9)
uf

e Degree properties of the map J,,. Defining the map

Ju; t R(uf) — By uo © R3 (7.1.10)
by
Juy (N) = I (up, ), ) (7.1.11)
where

up(up, \) = sup{u? <l <upc X R(uf)}

then J, is continuous and its restriction satisfies
Juf ‘89?(1»(}) = Ju?|89§(u(}) : am(u(}) - aBEO/u? (71]‘2)
and is thus a degree-1 map.

The essential part of the proof of Theorem 6.1 will follow from showing that 28 # () and that 9B is open
and closed.

7.2 Non-emptiness of the bootstrap set ‘B

The first step in the proof of Theorem 6.1 is to show that B = (). This follows from Theorem 5.7.1 and
Proposition 5.9.2.

Theorem 7.2.1 (Non-emptiness of the bootstrap set). Let So L3, (M(X), g(N)), M})(/\), Ro and the map
Jo defined by (5.9.1), considered as a map (5.9.3), be as in the beginning of Section 7.1.

Then defining %(u(}) = Ro, defining My : {u?} X m(u?) — R by Mf(ug,)\) = M]?()\), it follows that,
for sufficiently large v in (7.1.1), all conditions of Definition 7.1.1 are satisfied by u?c with these choices,
i.e. u§ € B and thus B # 0.

Proof. We note that J(A, u?c) defined by (7.1.7) satisfies J(A, u?) = Jo, and thus J,,, defined by (7.1.10) also
satisfies J,, = Jo. Thus, (7.1.8) holds by definition while (7.1.9), the continuity statements in A and the
statement that (7.1.10) is of degree 1 follow from Proposition 5.9.2. The monotonicity property (7.1.2) is
vacuous, while (7.1.4) follows from the statement of Theorem 5.7.1. The continuous dependence on uy is

also vacuous. Inequalities (7.1.4), (7.1.5) have already been asserted in the statement of Theorem 5.7.1. O
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7.3 Improving the bootstrap assumptions: the statement of The-
orem C

The main analytical content of this work can be expressed as a theorem stating that given a @y € 9B, then
all quantitative estimates in Definition 7.1.1 can in fact be improved, i.e.

Theorem C (Improving the bootstrap assumptions). There exists an v = v(Minit) sufficiently large such
that for ég(Minit) sufficiently small, and all 0 < gy < &g, the following is true with ¢ = veg defined by (7.1.1).
Let So LG, (M(X),g(\)) be as in the beginning of Section 7.1, and let B be the set defined by Defini-
tion 7.1.1.
Let iy € B. Then for all up € [u},iy] and all X € R(uy), we have the following improved estimates for
the solution (M(N), g(N)):

a0 DT 1
sup (297" =l 10520 — 1)+ sup (rlr 297 s + (@205, DI < 5vE (3
'DH+ DI+
1
|Mf(uf7 )‘) - Minit| <zs (732)

2

. 1
EuNf‘Q[PwaBm] +E%_2[Pz+,£z+] +EuNf [egg+, az+] +IEf:’f [+, ar] +]Efjf’w +EuNf,z+ < 5527 (7.3.3)

1
EuNf*Q[fwr,ﬁ] + B, [fant] + B faz+] < 552 (7.3.4)
and the following improved inclusions:
+ +
DZ'-LZR71 - D52R7§7 (735)
2
+ + +
IDZ-SRl N J+(Sl7t-f),vo) - ,D?:[SR% (736)
and
U CH" c DX (Va) N {V_1 — Ce < Vgt < Vo + Ce} N {Up — Ce < Ugata < Ce}, (7.3.7)
v_1<v<vg
U CF c D (us) M {us — Ce < tgara < us + Ce}, (7.3.8)

u—1<uluz
for some constant C' depending only on Myt .

Remark 7.3.1. Here we recall that the energies appearing in (7.3.3) are defined in Section 6.1.4, by (6.1.8)
and (6.1.12) in Section 6.1.5, by (6.1.21) in Section 6.1.7 and by (6.1.18) in Sections 6.1.6.3 while the
energies appearing in (7.3.4) are defined by (6.1.24), (6.1.26) and (6.1.25) in Section 6.1.9.

Inequality (7.3.2) improves (7.1.3), inequality (7.3.3) improves (7.1.4), inequality (7.3.4) improves (7.1.5)
and inequality (7.3.1) improves (7.1.6).

The inclusion relations (7.3.5)—(7.3.6) improve (5.6.8)~(5.6.9) while the inclusion relations (7.3.7)—(7.3.8)
improve (5.6.11)—(5.6.12), provided that £y is chosen sufficiently small.

Proof. The proof of the above theorem will be the content of Part C. See Chapter 8. O

7.4 The bootstrap set 8 is open and the statements of Theo-
rems 16.1 and 16.2

Having improved the bootstrap assumptions in Theorem C, we now turn to proving that the bootstrap set
is open:
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Theorem 7.4.1 (The bootstrap set B is open). For £o(Minit) sufficiently small, let 0 < g9 < €o, So E?U,
(M(A),g(N) be as in the beginning of Section 7.1, and let B be the set defined by Definition 7.1.1.
Then if iy € B, then for sufficiently small 6y, it follows that iy 4 6o € B.

Proof. The first step (Section 7.4.1) is to show that for sufficiently small §, the spacetimes (M(X), g(N))
admit anchored Z* and HT gauges with respect to 4y + 6 and a suitable My (s + d, ), continuously
depending on ¢, which, in view of Theorem C, inherit by continuity the bootstrap estimates (7.1.4), (7.1.5)
and (7.1.6). This will be the statement of Theorem 16.1, whose proof is deferred to Section 16.1. Finally
(Section 7.4.2), it is shown that 4y + 0y satisfies the remaining assumptions of Definition 7.1.1, after
appropriately defining (i + J) for all 0 < § < dp. This will be the statement of Theorem 16.2, a
statement whose proof is deferred to Section 16.2. It follows that indeed, @ f + o together with the definition
of R(uy +9) for 0 < § < 4y satisfy all the conditions of Definition 7.1.1. Thus we have indeed @y + dp € ‘B.
This completes now the proof of Theorem 7.4.1. O

7.4.1 Existence of anchored s + 0 normalised gauges: The statement of Theo-
rem 16.1

The following theorem gives that for sufficiently small 6o > 0, there exist anchored %y 4 6 normalised
teleological gauges, for all 0 < § < §p, which inherit the improved bootstrap estimates.

Theorem 16.1 (Existence of anchored 4y + ¢ normalised gauges). For éo(Minis) sufficiently small, let
0 < eo < éo, So L3, (M(X),g(N)) be as in the beginning of Section 7.1, and let B be the set defined by
Definition 7.1.1.
Let iy € B. Then there exists a 6o > 0 such that for all 6 € [0, 6], and all X € R(4y), with the gauges
as defined above, we have the following:
There exists a function
Mf : [ﬂf,’&f + (50] X m(’llf) — R (7.4.1)

satisfying (7.1.3), and anchored I+ and H* normalised gauges with respect to G + 8, Voo = Voo (€0, Us + §)
and My (g +9, ) given by (7.4.1), defined as in Definition 5.6.1, satisfying (7.1.4), (7.1.5) and (7.1.6), with
uf = ﬁf + 4.
The function My defined by (7.4.1) is continuous and coincides with the previously defined My at § = 0.
Finally, one may define the map J(ty + 6, \) by (7.1.7) as a map

J i Jag,dy + 6] x R(ay) — R (7.4.2)

and (7.4.2) is a continuous map (i.e. continuous in both A\ and 0) and coincides with the previously defined
map for § = 0.

Proof. See Section 16.1. O

7.4.2 Properties of R(iuy + ) and J3,,5: The statement of Theorem 16.2

Finally, we deduce the existence of R(u s +J) for all 0 < 6 < §p and infer that @ ¢ + dy satisfies the remaining
hypotheses of Definition 7.1.1.

Theorem 16.2 (Definition, non-emptyness and monotonicity properties of R(@s + §) and properties of the
map Jg,4s). Let 0o, the iy + 0 gauges, (7.4.1) and (7.4.2) be as in Theorem 16.1, for 0 < 6 < dg.
Defining the closed set

Wiy +9) = {3 € M) 30y + 0.0 < 755 (149)

then, after possibly redefining 5o > 0, we have for all 0 < § < §g that

Rty +0) # 0, (7.4.4)
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and if 0 < §' < § < &g, then
R(as +06) CR(ay + 5/), OR(ty + (5/) NR(uy +90) = 0. (7.4.5)

Moreover, the inequality (7.1.8) trivially holds on R(uy + &) while (7.1.9) holds on OR(4y + &) and the
map Ja, 5 defined by (7.1.11) is continuous and satisfies (7.1.12), thus its restriction to the boundary is in
particular degree 1.

Proof. See Section 16.2. O

7.5 Higher order estimates: the statement of Theorem 16.3

Given the estimates we have obtained in the bootstrap region as part of the proof of Theorem C for small
data, we can obtain higher order estimates. In particular, for smooth data, this will imply pointwise estimates
to arbitrary order, depending only on the order and the supremum of u;. These will be useful for showing
closedness in Section 7.6.

Theorem 16.3 (Higher order estimates). For &o(Minit) sufficiently small, let 0 < g9 < &g, So L'g%,
(M(N), g(N)) be as in the beginning of Section 7.1, and let B be the set defined by Definition 7.1.1.

Let uy € B and let R(uys) be as in the statement of Definition 7.1.1.

Then, for all k > N there exist constants Cj such that for all A € R(uy), we have the following higher
order estimates for the solution (M(X), g(\)):

ES [agr, aze] + EE lage, aze] +EE o +EE 2o 4 BN (fyn 24] + A7) 4+ P P[0T

< CREE[S(N)]. (7.5.1)
Moreover, we have in addition the localised estimate

ES [ager, aze] + EE g, aze] +EE o +EE 2o 4 BN (fyn 24] +PEO[@0M ] 4 PO (97]

SEQ[SOV)] + C(ug)ES o [SOV), (7.5.2)

where Voo = Voo(ug), the energy EE | [S(N)] is defined in Section 5.4 (appearing in particular in equa-
tion (5.4.6)) and where Ci(uys) is a constant which depends in addition on uy.

Proof. See Section 16.3. O

Remark 7.5.1. We will use (7.5.2) to show closedness. We note that (7.5.2) does not follow immediately
from (7.5.1) and the domain of dependence property because the fact that the initial Eddington—Finkelstein
gauge is normalised at null infinity means that the choice of the teleologically normalised gauges at time uy
depend on the full initial data along Couy, even if the solution itself geometrically can be shown not to. One
expects that (7.5.2) is true without the additional uy-dependence, but due to our crude use of the preliminary
initial Eddington—Finkelstein gauge 12 » in the proof of Theorem 7.5.2 in Section 16.3 (with bad r-dependence
of estimates), we shall not track this.

Corollary 7.5.2. Fiz an arbitrary constant umax < 00, and let us be as in Theorem 16.3 satisfying uy <
Umax- Then, in view of (5.4.6) and statement (7.5.2) above, it follows that for all k, there exists a constant
D(k, umayx), depending only on k and umay, such that the C* norms of €2, the tensor Yop and the vector
field bP in both teleologically normalised gauges are bounded by D(k,Umax). In particular, with a different
labelling of k, all geometric quantities are uniformly bounded, depending only on their order and Umyay-

7.6 The bootstrap set B is closed

Using the higher order estimates of Theorem 16.3 and a soft local existence theorem for the characteristic
initial value problem (in the smooth category), the bootstrap set % can readily be seen to be closed. For
this it will suffice to show the following.
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Theorem 7.6.1 (The bootstrap set B is closed). For éy(Minit) sufficiently small, let 0 < g9 < &p, So E%"U,
(M(A),g(N) be as in the beginning of Section 7.1, and let B be the set defined by Definition 7.1.1.
Let ug, € B such that uy, — uy monotonically increasingly. Then uy € B.

Proof. Define first
Rup) = | Ruy,). (7.6.1)

By compactness, we have that R(uys) # 0.

Consider now A € R(uy) and consider (M(A),g())). Clearly, A € R(uy,) for all uy,. Since uy, < uy,
by Corollary 7.5.2, one has C*t! estimates for all quantities in both us;,-normalised teleological gauges,
independent of j. Thus, one can extract a subsequence converging in all C* to limiting Z+ and % normalised
metrics gz+(A) and g+ () defined in domains

Wr+ (Uf) X SQ, Wy+ (Uf) X SQ, (7.6.2)

with respect to
Mf(Uf,)\) = hm Mf(’l,Lf].,)\), (763)
j—o00

where the existence of this limit is again assured by Arzela—Ascoli.

At this point we have produced normalised metrics satisfying the assumptions of Sections 2.2 and 2.3,
and which can be smoothly attached to another (by applying the limit of the transition functions of the wuy,
normalised gauges), but, we do not yet know that they are contained in our spacetime (M(M\), g(})), i.e. we
do not yet know of the existence of the embeddings (5.6.5) and (5.6.6) defined on the domains (7.6.2).

To argue for this, we first note that, again by continuity, we may indeed obtain smooth isometric embed-
dings on the restricted domains

iz : (Wr+(00) x SN {u < ug} N {v < veolug)}, gz () = (M(X), g(N) (7.6.4

)
i+ : Wyy+(00) X 2N {u < Uf},g’;.[+ (A) = (M(N),g(N), (7.6.5)
by considering the limit of the embeddings corresponding to uy;. Let us consider the union in (M(X), g(A))
of the images of iz+ and iy+ and let us construct a new spacetime with boundary (Mg (), gge™ ()
by attaching a future boundary defined from (the mutually compatible in view of our above comments)
extensions of gr+ and g+ to u = uy and v = v (uy), along with parts of the initial data regions DX and
D2 (where we have here used the preliminary Eddington-Finkelstein gauge so as for our solution to be
smooth; cf. Remark 5.5.8). Refer to Figure 7.1. We may now solve in the smooth category the obvious
characteristic initial value problems [Ren90, Luk12] for the Einstein vacuum equations (1.2.1), in succession,
given by the data on the null future boundary of MV (\) and attach the maximal solution to M{™ to
form a spacetime (M™% (\), g"°¥(A)). In particular, applying [Luk12], M™®" contains a full neighbourhood
of the data including the terminal sphere. We thus have obtained a smooth vacuum spacetime M"Y which
is easily seen to be a development of the original initial data S(A). It follows then that this new spacetime is
contained in (M(A), g(A)) by the uniqueness of the maximal Cauchy development as stated in Theorem 5.2.1.

Finally it follows that the embeddings (7.6.4) and (7.6.5) can be extended to embeddings on the entire
domains (7.6.2) into (M(A),g(A)). It is clear again by continuity that these embeddings correspond to
anchored gauges (M(A), g()\)) in the sense of Definition 5.6.1, with respect to uy and My (uy, A) is defined
by (7.6.3).

The estimates and relations (7.1.3)-(7.1.5) follow by continuity for uy. The newly defined JR(uy)
from (7.6.1) manifestly inherits the monotonicity properties (7.1.2) with any ug < vy < uy, whereas, J(uy, )
defined by (7.1.7) manifestly extends continuously the previously defined J, and by continuity manifestly
inherits the properties (7.1.8) for all A € R(uy) and (7.1.9) for all X € OR(uy).

Finally, defining J,, by (7.1.10), by continuous dependence, this map is again continuous as a map
S)fi(u?) = By and inherits the property (7.1.12) on its boundary restriction.

Thus indeed u; € B. O

Remark 7.6.1. It follows now immediately from Theorem 7.2.1, Theorem 7.4.1 and Theorem 7.6.1 that
B = [ul, ).
il
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Figure 7.1: The region D » U DX UD and the extension through local existence

7.7 Completing the proof and the statements of Theorems 17.1
and 17.2

The bootstrap having “closed” we now obtain relatively easily all assertions of Theorem 6.1. The only part
which will need extra argument (deferred to Chapter 17) is the precise properties of the limiting gauges and
the event horizon H*. (These properties will be stated as Theorems 17.1 and 17.2.)

We first identify the seed data S in the statement of the theorem.

Since by Theorem 7.2.1, Theorem 7.4.1 and Theorem 7.6.1 we have B = [u},00) (cf. Remark 7.6.1), it
follows that defining

mﬁnal _ m m(ufj)

for some uy, — oo, we have by compactness and (7.1.2) that Rfinal -£ () and thus there exists an
/\ﬁnal c mﬁnal

We define
S 1= Sp(Afimal), (7.7.1)

Remark 7.7.1. Note that we are not here asserting R = {\inall “nor are we exzamining the continuous
dependence of Ni"al on the reference seed Sy. See however Remarks 6.3.2 and 6.3.3.

In Sections 7.7.1, 7.7.2 and 7.7.3 below, we shall obtain statements (i), (ii) and (iii), respectively, of
Therorem 6.1
7.7.1 Proof of (i) and the statement of Theorem 17.1

Clearly, since (M(Afinal)] g(Afinal)) satisfies the conditions of Definition 7.1.1 for all uy € [u},00) the first
statement of (i) holds concerning the existence of anchored H* and Z* normalised gauges holds with pa-
rameters uy, My¢(uys), where we define

My (ug) = My(ug, AP,
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We remark that we can already deduce from this fact the statement that null infinity is future complete
in the sense of Christodoulou [Chr99]. This is because the generators of the final ingoing cones C,  of
the us-normalised Zt gauge have affine length ~ us (as measured with respect to that gauge), with the
constants in ~ independent of uy. But in view of the estimates on the diffeomorphisms to the initial data
gauge (Theorem 10.1.1), then it follows easily that the affine length of the generators of C,,_ is again ~ uy as
measured and normalised from some fixed outgoing cone contained in the region covered by the Eddington—
Finkelstein normalised initial data gauge. Thus, completeness in the sense of [Chr99] follows already since
we may take us — 00.

The existence of the induced asymptotic ZT and H ™ gauges is given by the following

Theorem 7.7.1. Let Ainal (M(\nal) g(\inal)) be g5 above. There exist limiting T+ and Ht gauges, i.e. C*
embeddings (6.2.1) and (6.2.2), for a k > 3, where

o the sets Wr+ (00, Mfina1) and Wy+ (00, Manay) are defined as in (2.2.2) and (2.3.1) with < oo replacing
<uy and < v,

o all statements of Definition 2.2.1 and 2.3.1 hold which do not correspond to evaluation at uw = uy or
UV = Voo, where the background Schwarzschild metric is defined with respect to Mgy given by (6.2.3).

The union Di": U Df: UDEF UDR satisfies
DX uDL UDTuUD = |J DI UDL UDFUDES (7.7.2)
0
§

uUfp>u

and is a globally hyperbolic subset of M(Afinal).

Given the finiteness of the higher order weighted norm (5.4.4) on initial data, arbitrary high smoothness of
the asymptotic gauges can be achieved. In particular, if (5.4.4) is finite for all k, then the embeddings (6.2.1)
and (6.2.2) are in fact C*°.

Proof. Let A8l be as given and (uy); — 0o be a sequence, and denote (My); :== My ((ug);)-
Consider first the anchored T gauges with parameters (uy);, (My);. These are defined on sets

Wrs ((uy)i, (My);) x S, (7.7.3)
These sets “converge” to Wr+ (00, Mgna1) x S? in the sense that for all compact subsets
X C Wr+ (00, Mgnal) X S%, (7.7.4)

then X C Wr+((ug)i, (My);) x S? for all i sufficiently large.

On any compact X as in (7.7.4), we have uniform C**! estimates for a k > 3 for the metric coefficients
02, g, b with respect to all (uy);, (My); normalised ZT gauges containing X.

By exhausting Wxz+ (00, Mgna) X S? by a sequence of compact subsets &X;, it follows by Arzela—Ascoli
that there exists a subsequence, which we again denote as (uy);, such that on all compact subsets (7.7.4),
the metric coefficients Q2, g;, b; with respect to the (uf)i, (My); normalised gauges converge in C* to
globally defined metric coefficients 92, g, b on (7.7.3). This defines a metric expressed in double null gauge
which satisfies the Einstein vacuum equations (1.2.1) pointwise, i.e. we have obtained a vacuum solution to
the system on the domain (7.7.3). Note that by continuity this metric indeed satisfies all normalisations
in Definition 2.2.1 which do not correspond to evaluation at u = uy or v = v, where the background
Schwarzschild metric is defined with respect to Mgy given by (6.2.3).

We now consider the H+ normalised gauges and similarly extract via a subsequence a solution to the
system on Wi+ (00, Mgnal) X S2. Again, by continuity this metric indeed satisfies all normalisations in Defi-
nition 2.3.1 which do not correspond to evaluation at u = uy, where as before, the background Schwarzschild
metric is defined with respect to M. given by (6.2.3).

For convenience, we may require that both limiting gauges are in fact limits of a common subsequence. It
follows that there is also a sequence of diffeomorphisms f; which connect the gauges, with uniform estimates.
Thus, we may also assume that these diffeomorphisms converge to a limiting diffeomorphism. Thus, the two
limiting gauges are related by a C* diffeomorphism.
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Finally, we also have the diffeomorphisms between the gauges and the initial data. As we have uniform
estimates C**1 on these, we may finally assume that these also converge to limiting C* diffeomorphisms.

The transition functions defined by these diffeomorphisms are all compatible as they inherit this from
the compatibility relations at finite (uy);. It follows that we may define an abstract spacetime by gluing
together the limiting teleological metrics on their domains and the metrics corresponding to the initial data
regions D¢ and DX on their domains via these limiting diffeomorphisms. This is easily seen (see also below)
to yield a globally hyperbolic Lorentzian C* 4-manifold (MV, g) , which admits the initial C;, U Coy with
induced data corresponding to parameter A\i*2! as a past bifurcate null Cauchy hypersurface.

It follows from the uniqueness statement as stated in Theorem 5.2.1 (in the category of C* Lorentzian
manifolds) that (M, ) indeed embeds into the maximal Cauchy development (M (Afinal), g(Afinal)y,

Finally, we may define (6.2.1) and (6.2.2) to be the restriction of the above embedding to the domains
Wr+ (00, Mnal) x S? and Wyt (00, Mana) X S2. Note that the restriction of the embedding to any X as
in (7.7.4) is easily then seen to be limit of the embeddings corresponding to the sequence (uy);, (My);. We
have then that the image of (Mv7 g) in (M, g) under the aforementioned embedding is precisely the set on
the left hand side of (7.7.2) and the relation (7.7.2) easily follows. Note that since by Proposition 5.6.3,
each set in the big union on the right hand side of (7.7.2) is globally hyperbolic with a common Cauchy
hypersurface, this yields (a posteriori) the global hyperbolicity of the left hand side of (7.7.2). (We could
have thus inferred the global hyperbolicity of (MV ,9), as needed previously, by interpreting this relation in
the abstract manifold before applying the embedding.)

Finally, we note that under the assumption that (5.4.4) is finite for sufficient high k, we may show
using (7.5.1) of Theorem 16.3 that the manifold (Mv, g) above is a C* Lorentzian manifold where k — oo as
k — oo and thus the embeddings (6.2.1) and (6.2.2) are in fact C*. It follows that if (5.4.4) is finite for all
k, then the embeddings (6.2.1) and (6.2.2) are in fact C°. O

The two limiting gauges allow us to define null infinity Z and the event horizon H*. We summarise the
additional properties we can obtain concerning these asymptotic gauges which are relevant to statement (i).

Theorem 17.1 (Properties of ZT and H™'). Under the assumptions of Theorem 7.7.1, null infinity can be
realised as the asymptotic null hypersurface v = oo of the gauge (6.2.1), denoted now simply as T, which
is future complete in the sense that the coordinate u along It is Bondi normalised and u — oo along IT
towards the future. The ‘laws of gravitational radiation’ can be formulated along I+, and It can be endowed
with a frame on which the final asymptotic shear ¥4 = 0 and final centre of mass normalisation PL =0,
i.e. satisfying (6.2.4).

We may characterise the domain

PH UDL UDEF UDKE N (DL) (7.7.5)
as the domain of outer communications of M, and we may write:
— + + £ c _ +
J(ZHNnM=D% uDL uDF UDFNJ(DL).

On the other hand, the future boundary of (7.7.5) in M is_a future affine complete regular null hyper-

surface HT. If (5.4.4) is finite for a certain k, then H¥ is a C* hypersurface, where k— o0 as k — oo. In
particular, if (5.4.4) is finite for all k, then HY is a smooth hypersurface.

The above theorem, with more detailed properties, will be proven in Chapter 17. We note that with the
above theorem, all statements in (i) have now been obtained.

7.7.2 Proof of (ii)

The energy estimates of (ii) follow from the fact that (M(\inal) g(Afinal)) satisfies the properties of Defini-
tion 7.1.1 for all u?c < uy < 00, ie. (6.2.5) follows from (7.1.3), (6.2.6) follows from (7.1.5) and (6.2.7) follows
from (7.1.4). Finally, the pointwise estimate (6.2.8) follows from (8.1.2) of Theorem C.1.

Note that the statement concerning replacing €3 on the right hand side of the estimates by the quan-
tity (6.2.9) follows immediately (cf. the analogous statement concerning (5.7.4) in Theorem 5.7.1), since for
the solution corresponding to Afi"al| ¢2 only arises in the first place in the context of bounding (6.2.9).
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7.7.3 Proof of (iii) and the statement of Theorem 17.2

The decay estimates (6.2.10) for energies in the asymptotic teleological gauges follow immediately from (6.2.7)
and the way these gauges are defined. Similarly, the pointwise estimates (6.2.11) from (6.2.8).
The polynomial decay estimates (6.2.12) and (6.2.13) at H* and ZT, respectively, follow from

Theorem 17.2 (Polynomial decay along Z and H™). Under the assumptions of Theorem 7.7.1, we have
inverse polynomial decay along H™ and I, for instance the pointwise estimates

|5220[7'lJr (OO? v, )| 5 601}715 (776)

where Q2ayy+ (00, v, ) is defined as the u — oo limit of Q2aqy+ defined with respect to the asymptotic HT
gauge (6.2.2), and

0 < M(u) — Mana < e2u™2, 1S(u, )| < eout, 1Z(u, )| < gou?, |A(u, )| Seou™, (7.7.7)
where M (u) denotes the Bondi mass and E, ¥ and A are defined in Section 17.1.3.

As with Theorem 17.1, the above Theorem, together with more detailed properties, will be proven in
Chapter 17. We note already, however, that given the way H* and Z are constructed in Theorem 17.1, the
result of Theorem 17.2 becomes essentially a direct consequence of the estimates (6.2.11).
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Part C

Improving the bootstrap assumptions
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In this part, we shall give the proof of Theorem C. This constitutes the bulk of the analysis of the present
work.

8 The logic of the proof of Theorem C 148
9 Sobolev inequalities, pointwise bounds and elliptic estimates: the proof of

Theorem C.1 153
10 Estimating diffeomorphisms and relating the gauges: the proof of Theorem C.2 166
11 Tensorial wave equations 194
12 Estimates for P and P: the proof of Theorem C.3 223
13 Estimates for o and a: the proof of Theorem C.4 241
14 Estimates in the 7T gauge: the proof of Theorem C.5 283
15 Estimates in the #* gauge: the proof of Theorem C.6 346

We begin in Chapter 8 with the logic of the proof of Theorem C. This will depend on several subtheorems
to be proven in the remaining chapters that constitute this part. These chapters will be outlined in Chapter 8.

This part depends on essentially all of the notation introduced in Part A. This part can be understood,

however, independently of some of the large-scale architecture of the proof of Theorem 6.1; in particular, this
part is independent of Chapter 7 beyond Section 7.5.
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Chapter 8

The logic of the proof of Theorem C

In this chapter we shall give the logic of the proof of Theorem C, first stated in Section 7.3. The proof will
depend on six subtheorems, which will be proven in the chapters that follow.
For the convenience of the reader, let us first restate the theorem below:

Theorem C (Improving the bootstrap assumptions). There exists an v = v(Minit) sufficiently large such
that for ég(Minit) sufficiently small, and all 0 < gg < &g, the following is true with ¢ = veg defined by (7.1.1).
Let So Lg, (M(X),g(N)) be as in the beginning of Section 7.1, and let B be the set defined by Defini-
tion 7.1.1.
Let iy € B. Then for all up € [u},iy] and all X € R(uy), we have the following improved estimates for
the solution (M(XN), g(N)):

. _ _ . _ 1
sup (|7"72¢H+ — s + 195203,4 — 1|> + sup (7’|r 2gz+ — s + [r(Q520%, — 1)\) < 5\@, (7.3.1)
DHT pzt
1
|Mf(uf7 /\) - Minit| < &, (732)

2

_ _ - 1
Efuvf 2[Py+, Pyy+ +IEfff 2[Pr+, Py —|—Efyf[oz7_[+,oz1+] +IEf:’f[gH+,gI+] +]Ef:’fﬂ+ +EuNf,z+ < 5527 (7.3.3)

1
Eﬁ;”[fﬂhﬁ] + By [fant] + Byl faz+] < 562 (7.3.4)
and the following improved inclusions:
+ +
DXR., C DgZR_%> (7.3.5)
+ + +
Dicp, NJT(SH ) C DZ“SR% (7.3.6)
and
U O cD(Vs) N {Viy — Ce < Viara < Vo + Ce} N {Up — Ce < Ugata < Ce}, (7.3.7)
v_1<v<vg
U €% <D (us) N {u_y — C¢ < tgata < uz + Ce}, (7.3.8)

u—1<ulug
for some constant C' depending only on Myt .

Proof. Below, we consider uy € [u, 1], with @y € 9B, the spacetimes (M(X), g(\)) for all X € R(uy), and we
shall refer to the anchored Z+ and H™ gauges, corresponding to parameters uyg, My(uys, ), whose existence
is ensured by Definition 7.1.1.

We shall break up the main part of the proof of Theorem C into a collection of subtheorems, given as
Theorems C.1-C.6.
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Theorem Purpose Proof
Theorem C.1 | Sobolev inequalities, elliptic estimates and basic pointwise bounds | Chapter 9
Theorem C.2 Estimating diffeomorphisms and relating the gauges Chapter 10
Theorem C.3 Estimating almost gauge invariant quantities: P and P Chapter 12
Theorem C.4 Estimating almost gauge invariant quantities: o and « Chapter 13
Theorem C.5 Estimating geometric quantities in the Z+ gauge Chapter 14
Theorem C.6 Estimating geometric quantities in the HT gauge Chapter 15

Theorems C.3 and C.4 will rely on a general framework for estimating inhomogeneous tensorial wave
equations, left to Chapter 11.

We proceed to discuss briefly these theorems, giving in particular their statements, and show how they
allow us to complete the proof of Theorem C.

The remainder of this chapter is essential reading for Part C. The theorems stated below are proven in
their logical order in the subsequent chapters, with each chapter depending on the the previous. One can,
however, read various chapters independently. Theorems C.1 and C.2 of Chapters 9 and 10 are used in all
remaining chapters of Part C, but the reader can simply refer back to the statements if they want to focus
on other aspects of the argument. In particular, Chapters 11-13, concerning estimates for almost gauge
invariant quantities, constitute a cohesive unit, proving Theorems C.3 and C.4 while the later Chapters 14
and 15 can in turn be largely understood independently of this unit, though they appeal to the statements of
Theorems C.3 and C.4. The order of the estimates follows closely the situation in linear theory, and thus
we recommend the reader refer also back to [DHR]. We note finally that many aspects of the large-scalar
architecture of the theorem is familiar from other works in double null gauge, see for instance [Chr09, DL17].

8.1 Theorem C.1: Sobolev inequalities, elliptic estimates and ba-
sic pointwise bounds

The first step of the proof of Theorem C will be to obtain basic Sobolev inequalities and elliptic estimates.
These will then allow us to show pointwise bounds which, as well as being part of the statement of our main
theorem, will be important later for controlling error terms.

Theorem C.1 (Sobolev inequalities, elliptic estimates and basic pointwise bounds). Under the assumptions
of Theorem C, then for all uy € [u(},ﬂf] and all A € R(uy), with the gauges as defined above, we have the
Sobolev inequality

sup [€(u, 0, 0)] S Y 1Y) ¥ells, .. (8.1.1)

2
GESu,u k=0

for & an S-tensor field in either the HT or IT gauges, and the pointwise estimates
N-57gHT N-575Z"
Py, [@7 ]+ Py, [@° ] S e, (8.1.2)

in particular the zeroth order estimate

sup (129" =415 + 1905203 — 1) + sup (297" =4l + Q205 —D]) Se. (8.13)
pHT DIt

In addition, we have the Sobolev inequalities on cones given by Propositions 9.1.2 and 9.1.4, the Poincaré
estimates of Proposition 9.3.2 and the elliptic estimates of Propositions 9.3.3 and 9.3.4 and the estimates
for nonlinear errors associated to mode projection given by Propositions 9.4.1, 9.4.2, 9.4.3, 9.4.4, 9.4.5
and 9.4.6.

Remark 8.1.1. We note that estimate (8.1.3) already yields the improved (7.3.1) of Theorem C, for &
sufficiently small.
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8.2 Theorem C.2: Estimating diffeomorphisms and relating the
gauges

The next step of the proof of Theorem C will be to show that the bootstrap assumptions (7.1.4) lead to
estimates relating the various gauges.

Included in the statement below will be estimates for the diffeomorphisms relating the gauges, estimates
for the initial data themselves in the teleological gauge (recall Section V.4 for a discussion of both of these
issues) as well as estimates for the cancellation of terms arising from different gauges on various domains,
including a timelike hypersurface B (recall Section V.5 for a discussion of the relevance of this issue for the
main energy estimates).

Theorem C.2 (Estimating diffeomorphisms and relating the gauges). Under the assumptions of Theorem C,
then for all uy € [u%ﬁf] and all A € R(uy), with the gauges as defined above, the diffeomorphism functions
of Section 5.6.2.3 satisfy the estimates

Eivf+2[fy+7z+] < ]EivfﬂJr + Ef:’ffr + e, (8.2.1)
Eu,[fat]) S Eq, g+ + 65 +eb, (8.2.2)
Eu[faz+] SEY 7+ + €5+, (8.2.3)

and the mass parameter satisfies the estimate
My (g, A) = Minie2 SEN o423+, (8.2.4)

the improved inclusions (7.3.5)~(7.3.6) and (7.3.7)—(7.3.8) are satisfied, the “initial” energies in the teleo-
logical gauges are controlled by €3 according to the statement of Propositions 10.5.1, the differences of cor-
responding quantities in the two teleological gauges satisfy the statements of Propositions 10.3.2 and 10.4.1,

and certain Ht quantities can be directly estimated from I+ quantities according to the statement of Propo-
sition 10.6.1.

Remark 8.2.1. We recall here that the energies on the left hand side of (8.2.1), (8.2.2) and (8.2.3) above
are defined by (6.1.24), (6.1.26) and (6.1.25), respectively, in Section 6.1.9 and are the same ones appearing
in formula (7.3.4) of the statement of Theorem C. Thus, the above theorem will be key to obtaining the
improved statement (7.3.4). On the other hand, the right hand side of (8.2.1), (8.2.2) and (8.2.3) still
contains additional energies which must be estimated at later stages of the argument.

Remark 8.2.2. We note explicitly that the above statement already contains the improved inclusions (7.3.5)—
(7.3.6) and (7.3.7)—(7.3.8) of Theorem C concerning the domains.

8.3 Theorem C.3: Estimating almost gauge invariant quantities:
P and P

We have arrived at what can be viewed as the main estimates of the proof (cf. the discussion in Section V.5):
improving the estimates on the almost gauge invariant quantities, starting with the quantities P and P,
which are the key to unraveling the almost gauge invariant hierarchy of Section 2.1.

Recall from Section 3.4 that the quantities P and P satisfy Regge—Wheeler equations. Wave equation-
type estimates lead to the following:

Theorem C.3 (Estimates for P and P). Under the assumptions of Theorem C, then for all uy € [u, ]
and all A € R(uy), with the gauges as defined above, then the following holds:
The quantities Py+, Pr+, Py+, Pry satisfy the estimates

Ep [Py, Pre] + BY 72 [Py, Pri] Seg + €7

Proof. See Chapter 12. O
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Remark 8.3.1. We recall that the energies appearing in the statement of the theorem are defined in Sec-
tion 6.1.4. We remark that this theorem depends on some of the cancellation properties included in Theo-
rem C.2. We recall in particular the discussions of Section V.6 and V.7 concerning the special difficulties
near ZT and near the photon sphere.

8.4 Theorem C.4: Estimating almost gauge invariant quantities:
o and «

Having obtained improved estimates on P and P, we proceed to unlock the rest of the almost gauge invariant
hierarchy of Section 2.1, obtaining in the end estimates for a and a.
This is the content of:

Theorem C.4 (Estimates for o and «). Under the assumptions of Theorem C, then for all uy € [u(},@f]
and all A € R(uy), with the gauges as defined above, then the quantities ay+, az+, G+, Qrr satisfy the
estimates

]E]uvf [ag+, az+] + Efyf [apr, az+] Seg + €.

Proof. See Chapter 13. O

Remark 8.4.1. We recall that the energy appearing in the above theorem are defined by (6.1.8) and (6.1.12).
The quantities o and o are controlled directly from P and P (just estimated in Theorem C.3) using transport
estimates as well as by direct use of wave equation estimates for the Teukolsky equations they satisfy. We
will need again to appeal to Theorem C.2 for cancellations on an appropriate boundary.

8.5 Theorem C.5: Estimating geometric quantities in the Z* gauge

Having improved the estimates on the almost gauge invariant quantities, the next step in the proof of
Theorem C is to improve the estimates on the remaining quantities. We first consider the Z+ gauge.

From «, a, the gauge conditions and the estimate (7.1.8), the geometric quantities in the ZT gauge can
be controlled.

Theorem C.5 (Estimates for geometric quantities in the Z+ gauge). Under the assumptions of Theorem C,
then for all uy € [u?,df] and all X € R(uy), with the gauges as defined above, it follows that the geometric
quantities in the It gauge satisfy the estimates

IEin’I+ < 6(2) + 3.
Proof. See Chapter 14. O

Remark 8.5.1. We recall that the energy appearing in the above theorem is defined by (6.1.18) in Sec-
tions 6.1.6.8. As described in Section V.5, we shall estimate these via transport equations, following the
method of [DHR], using the estimates obtained for the almost gauge invariant quantities in Theorems C.3
and C.4 above, together with elliptic estimates, in particular to control top order energies of the Ricci co-
efficients (cf. Section V.9). The reader may wish to refer back to some of the specific nonlinear difficulties
discussed in Section V.8.

8.6 Theorem C.6: Estimating geometric quantities in the H™ gauge

Having improved the estimates for the geometric quantities in the ZT gauge, the next step of the proof of
Theorem C is to improve the estimates for the geometric quantities in the H™ gauge.

The geometric quantities in the HT gauge can be controlled using the estimates on a, a (from The-
orem C.4), the gauge conditions, and the estimates on the geometric quantities in the Z* gauge (from
Theorem C.5).
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Theorem C.6 (Estimates for geometric quantities in the H gauge). Under the assumptions of Theorem C,
then for all uy € [u?,ﬂf] and all X € R(uy), with the gauges as defined above, it follows that the geometric
quantities in the H* gauge satisfy the estimates

Efyfﬂ+ et 4eb.
Proof. See Chapter 15. O

Remark 8.6.1. We recall that the energy in the above theorem is defined by (6.1.21) in Section 6.1.7. As
with Theorem C.5, we shall estimate these via transport equations, following the method of [DHR], together
with elliptic estimates. Note that to start the argument, we shall appeal also to Theorem C.2 to directly relate
some of the I quantities estimated before to some H' quantities on Cu,- Again, the reader may wish to
refer back to some of the specific nonlinear difficulties discussed in Section V.8.

Completing the proof of Theorem C

Recall (7.1.1). Theorems C.3, C.4, C.5 and C.6 in particular imply that

By 2 [Prr, Pre] + B2 (Pogr, Pra] + EY laggr, azs] + B lage, azs] + B, s +EY 710 <CO(ef +€%),

for some constant C, independent of v. If follows that, if v is chosen so that v? > 4C and if &, is sufficiently
small so that &y < (4vC)~!, the estimate (7.1.4) in fact holds with constant 1, i.e.

. 1
EuNf__Q[PH+,£H+] + ng,_Q[PZ'+,BI+] +EuNf [OKH+,0[I+] + Eivf [QH+,QI+] + ]Ei[:[f,/HJr +E1]:/;,I+ S 582. (861)

Theorems C.5 and C.6, together with Theorem C.2, similarly imply that, provided v is sufficiently large
and € is sufficiently small,

1
E”]ijrz[fH*,I*] + Ky, [fa ]+ By, (faz+] < 562 (8.6.2)
and 1
|Mf(ufv )‘) - Minit‘ < 552.
With this, in view also of Remarks 8.1.1 and 8.2.2, the proof of Theorem C is now complete. 0
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Chapter 9

Sobolev inequalities, pointwise bounds
and elliptic estimates: the proof of

Theorem C.1

This section will prove Theorem C.1, which yields our basic pointwise estimates, after showing appropriate
Sobolev and Poincaré inequalities. The theorem also collects a variety of additional elliptic estimates and
estimates for mode projection errors. We restate the theorem here.

Theorem C.1 (Sobolev inequalities, elliptic estimates and basic pointwise bounds). Under the assumptions
of Theorem C, then for all uy € [u?f,ﬁf] and all A € R(uy), with the gauges as defined above, we have the
Sobolev inequality

2
sup [&(u,v,0)] S D 1(rY)* s, (8.1.1)
€S0 prs
for & an S-tensor field in either the H™ or I gauges, and the pointwise estimates
PY P[0 ) + P[0T ] S e, (8.1.2)

in particular the zeroth order estimate

o Mt e _ D _
sup (|r QgH — s + 195 QQ%H — 1|) + sup (r|r zgz —¥ls + (2 QQ%+ — 1)|) <e. (8.1.3)
pHt Dzt

In addition, we have the Sobolev inequalities on cones given by Propositions 9.1.2 and 9.1.4, the Poincaré
estimates of Proposition 9.3.2 and the elliptic estimates of Propositions 9.3.3 and 9.3.4 and the estimates
for nonlinear errors associated to mode projection given by Propositions 9.4.1, 9.4.2, 9.4.8, 9.4.4, 9.4.5
and 9.4.6.

Contents
9.1 Sobolev inequalities . . . . . . . . L e 154
9.2 Pointwise estimates . . . . . .. Lo 155
9.3 Poincaré inequalities and elliptic estimates . . . . . . . .. ... oL oL 155
9.3.1 Poincaré inequalities . . . . . . . ... L Lo 156
9.3.2 Elliptic estimates . . . . . . . . . . L e 156
9.4 Error estimates arising from mode projections . . . . . .. ... L oo 158
9.4.1 Estimates for spherical harmonic functions and their eigenvalues . . . . ... .. 158
9.4.2 Commuting mode projections with derivative operators . . . . . . . . .. ... .. 161
9.4.3 {=1modes of Gauss curvature . . . . . . . . ... ..o 164
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We shall first prove in Section 9.1 the fundamental Sobolev inequality (8.1.1) on spheres and the
propositions giving Sobolev inequalities on cones, using only our most basic zeroth order bootstrap assump-
tion (7.1.6). We shall then immediately infer the pointwise bounds (8.1.2) in Section 9.2, already improving
in particular (7.1.6) with (8.1.3). We shall then prove the propositions providing Poincaré inequalities and
elliptic estimates in Section 9.3. Finally, we shall prove the propositions giving error estimates arising from
mode projections in Section 9.4.

We shall assume throughout the assumptions of Theorem C. Let us fix an arbitrary uy € [u?c,ﬁ ], with
Gy € B, and fix some A\ € R(uy). All propositions below shall always refer to the anchored Zt and
HT gauges in the spacetime (M(X), g(\)), corresponding to parameters uyg, My(uys, ), whose existence is
ensured by Definition 7.1.1.

The estimates here will be used throughout the remaining sections of Part C. The reader may wish also
to refer to [Chr09]. The reader may wish to skip Section 9.4 on a first reading and refer back as necessary.

9.1 Sobolev inequalities

We begin with the most basic Sobolev inequality (8.1.1).

Proposition 9.1.1 (Sobolev inequality on spheres). In both the H* and ZT gauges, for any sphere S, ,
and any Sy, tensor field &,

2
sup [£(u,v,0)| S D I(rY)* s, .
s k=0

0€Su,v

Proof. The proof is standard given the closeness to the round sphere provided by the bootstrap assump-
tion (7.1.6). See, for example, Chapter 5 of [Chr09]. O

Again, using only (7.1.6), we can also infer the following additional Sobolev inequalities on null cones.

Proposition 9.1.2 (Sobolev inequality on incoming cones). In the HT gauge, for any S-tensor field &

s €S Y (109 QT s ) + 10T Q V)8l et i)
0€5u.v 0<ky +hy<2
0<ko<I
for all (u,v) € Wyt (ug, My) such that (uf — Minit,v) € Way+(ug, Mg). In the It gauge, for any S-tensor
field €,

sup |€(’U,, v, 6‘)‘ S Z (”(rv)kl (Q_1W3)k2§|‘gf+ (u) + ||(7.y7)k1 (Q_1W3)k2§HQf+ (ufmeit/\u(thv))) ’
6€Su,v 0<k+ko <2
0<ks<1

for all (u,v) € Wzt (ug, voo(uyg), My) such that (ug — Minis Au(R—1,v),v) € Wr+ (ug, My), where uy — Minis A
w(R_1,v) := min{us — Mini¢, u(R_1,v)}.

Proof. The proof is again standard given (7.1.6). See, for example, Chapter 10 of [Chr09]. Note that it
is necessary to include the terms involving the norms || - ngﬁ(uf_Mim) and || - Hgf*(uf—an/\u(R,l,v))
case Uy — Minit < u < uy and u(R_1,v) < u < u(R_2,v) respectively. Note that, by (1.3.27), we have
Uy — Minit > us. O

in

Remark 9.1.3. Note that the domains of the teleological gauges do not contain sufficiently long incoming
cones too close to uy+ = uyf, vy+ = v(Ra,uf) and uz+ = u_1, vr+ = v(R_2,u_1) respectively, and so such
values of (u,v) have been excluded in the statement above.
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Proposition 9.1.4 (Sobolev inequality on outgoing cones). In the H™ gauge, for any S-tensor field & and
all (u,v) € Wy+ (uy, My),

sup [E(u,v,0)[ S >
0ESu v 0<ky+ka<2
0<ks<1

(1Y) V)2l s 0y + 10TV POV € e () -

In the I gauge, for any function S-tensor field & and all (u,v) € Wr+ (uf, voo(ug), My) ,

sup ¢, 0.0 S D (10" 0V el ) + 10V OV et o ap)
0€Sy, v 0<k;+k2<2
0<ko<1

Proof. Again see, for example, Chapter 10 of [Chr09]. It is again necessary to include the terms involving
the norms || - ”Cu”+ (w(Ruy) 2nd |- ||Cg+ (0o —Mipzy) 11 €8S€ V(R u) < v < (R, u) and vog — Minit < v < Vinit
respectively. Note that by (5.6.4), we have in particular that (u, veo — Minit) € Wr+ (uf, Voo (uy), M) under
our assumptions. O

9.2 Pointwise estimates

We now prove the estimates (8.1.2).
Proposition 9.2.1. The pointwise estimates
PN3[eH | £ PNPPTT) < e (9.2.1)
hold, in particular, the improved zeroth order bounds
2 HT . _ R _
sup (Ir=2g%" =3l 1925203, — 1]) + sup (rlr=2g7" = 415 + 195203, — 1)) S
DHT DIt
and the higher order tangential pointwise bounds
—2 HT D
DIV =) S, DoV - Se (92.2)
E<N—5 E<N—-5

Proof. This is a direct consequence of the Sobolev inequalities and the bootstrap assumption (7.1.4), on
examination of the relation between the integrands of the energies and the expressions in (6.1.22) and (6.1.23).
O

9.3 Poincaré inequalities and elliptic estimates

This section concerns Poincare inequalities and L? elliptic estimates for certain operators on the spheres S,, ,
of the ZT and HT gauges.
We will use here the pointwise bounds (9.2.2) as well as the bounds

N N+1
DNEYG =G, S D IEYY - Y)lE,, S€° (9.3.1)
=0 k=0

which follow in either of the H* or ZT gauges, from the bootstrap estimates IE,JUVM_£+ < €2, Ef:’f,IJ, < g2

contained in (7.1.4), in view of the definitions of Section 6.1.6 and 6.1.7.
We also note the following stronger bound on curvature

Lemma 9.3.1. We have, in either of the HT or ZT gauges, the bound

N-—1
SICYFE|E, , S € (9.3.2)
k=0

Proof. We apply the operator 7Y to the Gauss equation (1.2.20) N —1 times, using the estimates Eivf wr < g2

(respectively, EuNf 7+ < %) and the pointwise bound (9.2.1) to estimate the resulting terms. O
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9.3.1 Poincaré inequalities

Proposition 9.3.2 (Poincaré inequalities). In both the Ht and I gauges, for any sphere S, ,,

V2 =4 fezills,,, <7V f]
V1—=90[¢ls,., < ||7“Y7£||5uyu for any 1-form & on Sy,
V2 =0

Proof. Note first that

Su. Jfor any function f on Sy.,

Suw < ||TY7§||5W, for any symmetric traceless tensor & on Sy .

Foolu,v) = (/S detgdé))_l/s £(u,v,0), /det gdo),

and so fy>1 is equal to f minus its average with respect to the sphere (S, ,, g) The first inequality is then
standard given the control on the induced metric ¢ in each of the H* and ZT gauges implied by (9.2.2) and
the fact that (by a classical result of Lichnerowicz) the lowest positive eigenvalue of (Sw,, g) is bounded below
by twice the minimum of its Gaussian curvature (whose difference from 1 is of course bounded by (9.2.2)).
The second and third inequalities are proven most easily by establishing them first for the case of the round
metric, where they hold with 6 = 0. See for instance Proposition 4.4.4 of [DHR] for an explicit treatment of
the case of symmetric traceless tensors. In a second step one then uses the closeness assumptions (9.2.2) of
the induced metric ¢ to estimate (say for symmetric traceless tensors)

IrYels, g > (1= COIrVeEls, . 5 — Cellélls, . j = VZL— Co)l€lls, . 5 = VEL— C)€ls.ng

where a ring denotes reference to the round metric and the constant C' may be different in each occurrence. [

9.3.2 Elliptic estimates
The first proposition concerns the operator ﬁ;

Proposition 9.3.3 (Elliptic estimates for symmetric traceless gradient). Suppose eg is sufficiently small.
In both the Ht and I gauges, for any sphere Sy ., any function h, and any 2 <1< N +1,

l -

SNV hesalls, . SNV r*BoVh s, - (9.3.3)
k

k=0

[}

Moreover, for any Sy, one form § and any 1 <1< N +1,
l -1
DoY) solls,, S DY) rPyls.,.. (9.3.4)
k=0 k=0

Proof. Let ¥ denote the Levi-Civita connection of the round metric 2%, and let ﬁ; denote the corresponding
symmetric traceless gradient operator. Moreover given a function h, let h, -, h,-,, h,s, denote the projection
of htoits £ =0, £ =1 and ¢ > 2 modes respectively, as defined by the round sphere. Explicitly, in the
notation of Section 1.4.2,

1

1 o oy o

hezo = = /hde, heey = > /hY,,lldG, hyso=h—hyg—hyz,,
m=—1

where df = /det vdf*dh?. Consider first (9.3.3) for [ = 2. Recall that, using properties of the round spherical
harmonics (see, for example, Proposition 4.4.2 of [DHR]), for any smooth function h,

2
3 / () by 20 < /
k=07 Suv 5

Ir2 D5 Y h|d6.

u
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Now

2N — P3V)h = (¥ — V)dh + (¥ = ¥ )dh — (div — div)dhry — Ah(g — r2%),

where d is the exterior derivative of the sphere. Since ((V—Y})dh)AB = (]?‘33 —FZB)dCh, and |]7‘—]7‘\ Ser2,

it follows that )

P23V = PaV)Al S = D 1V h.

k=0

Similarly Zi:o |(rV)*h| < Zi:o |(7"Y7)kh| Let now h be a function with hy—¢ = hy=1 = 0. It follows that,

Z/ (r V)" sl d9</ [r? D5V h|*do + = Z/ |(rY)*h|2d6.

Su v Su, v u v

Hence, if ¢ is sufficiently small,

2
SN hlls,., S IPPYhs,., + Z 1P V)  (hesa = hyzo)lls,.
k=0 k=0
2 1
<P hls, + bl (3 32 109~ Vbl + 772l = r%4s...).
k=0m=-—1
since hy>2 — heiz =h,oy - hz 1+ hy2y — he=o. The estimate (9.3.3), for [ = 2, then follows, using the

bound (9.3.1) for ¢ —r?5 and 1y if g is sufficiently small since, for any function h, Py Vhesa = P, Yh.
For | > 3 the proof of (9.3.3) follows similarly using now the fact that, that, for any smooth function h,

l 1-2
S [0 bl 3 [ (B
k=0"Su.w k=0 " Suw
The proof of (9.3.4) follows similarly using the decomposition of Proposition 1.4.3. O

The next proposition concerns L? elliptic estimates for div-curl-trace systems.

Proposition 9.3.4 (Elliptic estimates for div-curl-trace systems). In either the H' or the I gauge, let &
be an S-tangent totally symmetric (0,7 + 1) tensor satisfying

rdivé = a, refrlé = b, tré = c,
where tr€ := 0 if j = 0. Then, for any 1 <I < N +1,

l

S eels... < i (1Y alls, . + 1) *bls, . + 1) Fels.) (9.3.5)
=0

k=0
If € is an S-tangent symmetric traceless (0,2) tensor such that
rd,i'vg = a,
then

l
oY) ¥ells,., < Z 1Y) *alls,... (9.3.6)
k=0

Finally, if £ is an S-tangent symmetric traceless (0,2) tensor such that
r2divdivé = a, r?eyrldivé = b,
then, for any 2 <l < N +1,

l

-2
DY s, S (V) als,., + 1) s, ) - (9:3.7)
k=0

k=0
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Proof. The proof, given the bounds (9.3.1) and (9.3.2) on g - r2%, is standard and so is only sketched. For
more details see, for example, Section 7.3 of [Chr09].
Consider first (9.3.5) and note the identity

/ PYER + (j + 1)r2K|¢ (20 = / laf? + b + jr2K|cdo.
Su,'u u,v

This immediately yields (9.3.5) for I = 1. For I > 2, the proof follows inductively by relating the higher
order symmetrised gradients of ¢,

"
1 J
stBAl...Aj+1 = 12 (V;;f,ql...AHl + ZWAifAl...Ai1BAH1.A.AJ-+1> )
i—1

to symmetrised gradients of a, b and ¢, and using the estimate (9.3.2) on derivatives of the Gauss curvature.
The estimate (9.3.6) follows from (9.3.5) and the fact that

crlé = *dive,

if £ is an S-tangent symmetric traceless (0, 2) tensor.
Finally, to show (9.3.7), first note that it follows from (9.3.5) that

-1 -

2
Yol rdivels,, £ (Ir¥)*al
k

k=0

Su 1Y) 0]

Suw) -

(e}

The proof then follows from (9.3.6). O

9.4 Error estimates arising from mode projections

In this section, we shall give estimates for various nonlinear error terms which arise from different ways of
applying mode projections.

In contrast to Section 9.3 where we only used tangential bounds (9.2.2), (9.3.1) and (9.3.2) on spheres S, ,,
in the present section, we will appeal to additional bounds following from the main bootstrap estimate (7.1.4),
including order bounds on other Ricci coefficients like the expansion Qtry and the shear .

9.4.1 Estimates for spherical harmonic functions and their eigenvalues

First, estimates are given for the differences Y, — Yrﬁl of the ¢ = 1 spherical harmonics with their round
counterparts.

Recall the definitions of Section 1.4.2. Note that there is a discrepancy between the number of derivatives
estimated in the HT and Z1 gauges in the following proposition. This discrepancy is due to the fact that, in
the HT gauge, the estimates for (rV)NQy and (r¥)NQtry grow in v. Though a more optimal statement, in
terms of number of derivatives of 9,Y,} and 9,Y,} estimated, can be made in the H* gauge, such a statement

is not used anywhere and so only non-optimal estimates are stated for simplicity.

Proposition 9.4.1 (Estimates for Y;} — Y,1). In the H* gauge, for all ug < u < us, v_1 < v < v(Ra,u),
the differences Y,t — Y.L form = —1,0,1, for any l < N,

I1+1 l

SOV = V) gs S SNV = 123) g (9.4.1)
k=0 ’ k=0 ’

and the derivatives 9,Y,. and 8,Y,}, for m = —1,0,1, satisfy, for |y| < N—-1-s, s=0,1,2, and k = 0,1,

3

1Y) D 0uY | et + (V) DO Y [l goer < (9-4.2)

s -
V2

158



In the It gauge, for all u—y < u < uy, v(R_2,u) < v < Voo, the differences Yl — Y#L, form = -1,0,1,
satisfy, for any l < N + 1,

I+1 l
DY) (Y, - ?nll)”SfI SN g = r*Dllszs- (9-4.3)
k=0 k=0

and the derivatives 8,Y,} and 0,Y,}, form = —1,0,1, satisfy, for |y| < N—1-s,s=0,1,2, and k= 0,1, 2,

€
rll(rY)* D10u.Y gz + 2 ((rY)* D70, Y ll g2+ S = (9.4.4)
Proof. Consider first (9.4.1) and (9.4.3) for [ = 0. First note that, for m = —1,0,1,
2 o
DY Vieells,., S Ir@ =Pls,. + 19— r*ls... (9.4.5)
k=0

Indeed, o )
— DYV =BV (V, = Y,h) = (D3Y — DoY)V, (9.4.6)

where Y denotes the Levi-Civita connection of the round metric 724, and ﬁ; denotes the corresponding
symmetric traceless gradient operator. As in the proof of Proposition 9.3.3, it follows that

2PV = DoY)Vl S v[1 =TI+ g — 241,
and so (9.4.5) follows from Proposition 9.3.3. Similarly, the fact that [ f’,}l\/det ~vdf'df? = 0 implies that
(Vo) e=ol S g = *Alls,.

Recall now the notation of Section 1.4.2. Since Y;} := Hydo/nll it follows that (V1 — Y1),y = 0 for
m = —1,0,1. Moreover,

1Y llsu. = 1] S llg = 73500 (9.4.7)
and, since [|Vills, , = |(Vh)e=olls,. + [(Vh)e=1lls.. + [(Vh)es2lls,., and [Vils,, = [(Vh)e=tls,.. it

follows from (9.4.5) and (9.4.7) that
YA lls., =1 SIr@ =Pls.. + g —*3s....-
Now Y}, = ||§v/_11||§11 7}}“/_11 and so
2

Z ||(7"V)k(y—11 - Y—11)|

k=0

2 2
Seo S DOV =Y)lls,, + IV, =1 D16V Y s, .-
k=0 k=0

The estimates (9.4.1) and (9.4.3) for m = —1 then follow. Similarly for Y} and Y;'. The proof of (9.4.1) for
1 <1< N —1- s and the proof of (9.4.3) for 1 <! < N — s are similar.

The main difficulty in the estimates (9.4.2) and (9.4.4) are in the £ > 2 modes of D79,Y,} and ©79,Y,..
For the ¢ = 0 modes, for example, one uses the fact that (Y,}),—o = 0 and so, in the ZT gauge for example,

-1
ozav((Yn£>e:o):<avYni>z:o+( / de) / Y, (Qtrx — Qtryo)e>1df,
S.

Su,v u,v

to which one can apply ©7. Similarly for the ¢ = 1 modes, using again the fact that (Y,) — Y,1),—; = 0
Consider, therefore, the estimates (9.4.2) and (9.4.4) for the £ > 2 modes. For the 9,Y,} estimate of (9.4.2),
consider first the case that |y| = 0. First note that (9.4.6) implies that

PPY0,Y, = PPV, VY, - V) + Vs (r(D5Y - PV )Y,
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As in the proof of Proposition 9.3.3,
=22 (P3Y = BoV)Y,, = 2r(F = 1) - rVY,, = *(A = AV, - g+ 2(g — r29) Vo,
and moreover

Va(r(F =105 =rY a(@0)5 + 1V (@004 — 1Y (Qx) an (9.4.8)
— QAP (@ =155 — QB2r (@ - DSp + 2 r(F — )5,
and
QV4(g — r°3) ap = (Qrx — Qtrxe)r*Yan + Wa“r*5es + W r*Yac.

The proof of the 9,Y,} estimate of (9.4.2) then follows from Lemma 3.3.1, the estimate (9.4.1), Proposition
9.3.3 and the bootstrap assumption (7.1.4) on the Ricci coeflicients and curvature components. Consider
now the ©74,Y,} estimate of (9.4.2) for |y| # 0, and first the case that ®7 = (rY¥)¥, for some k < N —1—s.
Note that the principal terms above are the Y (2x) terms in (9.4.8). If k& < 2 then proof is as above. For
3 <k < N —1— s the proof follows similarly by commuting (9.4.6) with (r¥)¥~20, and using the fact that

€

Y (V) QRllgper + 1Y) (Qrx — Qtrxo) [ gper ) <
I<N—1—s

N

v

For general ®7 with |y] < N — 1 — s, which contains at least one Q'Y or 7QY, derivative, the proof
is similar (one even controls ||(7"Y7)2©’78UY,,11HS’H+), commuting (9.4.6) with ©7 and using the fact that,

from (7.1.4), we have from (7.1.4) the estimate

3

1970 s + 107 (Qery — Qrxe) g S =

s
V2

for all [§| < N — s provided ®7 contains at least one Q'Y or rQY, derivative.
The proof of the 9,Y,} estimate of (9.4.2) is similar, and is in fact slightly easier since one has better
estimates for Q1'% than for Qx, using now the fact that

PPYO.Y = [FPD5Y, OV (Ve — Vi) + Q¥ (r(D3¥ — BV, ).
and
Vs(r(F = )55 =rY a5 +r¥ (204 — 7Y () a5
-, Pr(t = 5p — %, (P = 1) 5p + %, r(F = 12,

and
OVa(g = 1*9)ap = (Qtry — Qtry Jr'Fan + Q% “r*Jon + Q2% r*Fac.

The proof of (9.4.4) is similar, and is again slightly easier due to the better estimates for { in the Z*
gauge. One simply commutes (9.4.6) with ©79,, and D79, and uses the estimates

PN 5 PN 5 €
PIDTQR g + 2D (Qtry — Qtrx | g + r2IDTQR grer + r2|D7 (R — Qbrxo) s S
- u,v - — u,v u,v u,v Uz

for any |j| < N — s, contained in (7.1.4). Note the better behaviour in 7 of the commutator [r2P,V, QY,],
and of V,(r(F' —¥)) and Y,(¢ — r*%), compared to [PV, QY 5], Ys(r(F —¥)) and V(g — r?%). O
Recall that the round ¢ = 1 modes, Y,}L, are eigenvalues of the round spherical Laplacian, T2ZA, with

eigenvalue —2. The following proposition shows that the £ = 1 modes Y,} are almost eigenvalues of r?A with
eigenvalue —2.
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Proposition 9.4.2 (Y,} are almost eigenvalues of A). In the HT gauge, for all ug < u < up, v1 < v <
v(Rg,u), the £ =1 modes Y,}, for m = —1,0,1, satisfy, for any |y| < N —1—s, s=0,1,2,

3
IDY(r* A +2)Y g0t S =

~ E
V2

In the IT gauge, for allu_1 <u < uy, v(R_2,u) <v < vy, the £ =1 modes Y,., for m = —1,0,1, satisfy,

forany |y| < N —s,5=0,1,2
€
D7 (A +2)Yallgr+ S —=-
wo ™ opy

Proof. Proposition 9.4.1 in particular implies that

o + € o Tt
oY DY - YT lszer S 5 DD UG NV AT A lszt <

k<2 |y|<N—1—s k<2 |y|<N-—s

in the H* gauge and ZT gauge respectively. Since 7’2;&)0’% = -2V}

m?

it follows that,
(P& +2)Y,, =AY, - V) + (A - Q)Y 42V, - V),
and, after applying ©7, it follows, as in the proof of Proposition 9.4.1, that

D74 + 2V S ST Y)Y, — V) 4+ r @7 (1~ B + 107 (4 — r24)],

k<2

and the proof follows from Proposition 9.4.1 and the bootstrap assumptions on ¢ — r2% contained in (7.1.4)
in the two gauges. O

9.4.2 Commuting mode projections with derivative operators

In this section, estimates are given for the nonlinear error terms which arise when projections of functions
and S-tangent 1-forms to their £ = 0, { = 1 and ¢ > 2 modes are commuted with certain derivative operators.
See Proposition 9.4.3, Proposition 9.4.4 and Proposition 9.4.5 below.

The following proposition gives estimates for the nonlinear error terms generated by commuting projec-
tions of a function to its ¢ = 0, £ = 1 and ¢ > 2 modes with the operators QY5 and QY.

Proposition 9.4.3 (Estimates for commutator of mode projections with ¥4 and Y, derivatives). If f is a
function in the H gauge then, for any up < u <wuy, v_1 <v < v(Rs,u) and any |y < N —s, s=0,1,2,

D7 ((QV3/)e=0 — Q¥ 3(fi=0)) ||s3;.;r + |97 ((QV3/)e=1 — Q¥ 3(fe=1)) ||s3;j
07 (OFafyezs = O alfezo) ey S o D 19" Flyr, (949)

v
[711< |7l
and
D7 ((QAV 4 f)e=0 — 2V 4(fe=0)) Hsj}j + |97 (V4 f)e=1 — QY 4(fi=1)) Hsgfj
+ D7 (QVif)z2 — Wil g S D 19" Fllgps- (94.10)
’ RARR] '

Similarly, if f is a function in the T gauge then, for any u_1 < u < ug, v(R_2,u) < v < vy and any
|’Y| SN*S! 52071727

D7 (AV3.f)e=0 — QV3(fr=0)) Hsgfv + |97 (AV3.f)e=1 — QV3(fe=1)) Hsgfg

+ ||5DV ((Qv:zf)ézQ - QWs(fQZ))HSE: S m% Z ||@71f”5§j)v (9.4.11)

711 <]
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and

H@’Y ((Qv4f)£:0 — QW4(fg:o)) ||Sf,-t + HQ'Y ((QV;Lf)Z:l - QWAL(fE:l)) ||S§t

R (O af)ez2 = OFalfez) sy S

s
reuz

> 1D fllge. (9.4.12)

[v1l<]v]
Proof. Consider first (9.4.12), and recall that, in the ZT gauge, the double null frame takes the form

1 1
e1 =0p, ex=0p, e3= =0, e4=

a (D + bDga).

2|

In what follows 0, fe—o = 9y (fe=0) etc.
First,

By fi—o =av(( /S @) /S fde) = @)oo+ ( /S @) /S F(QUrx — Qtrxo)es 16,

u,v u,v u,v u,v

as 0y (r—2,/det ¢) = (Ury — Qtryo)r—2,/det ¢, and so
QY4 f)e=0 = QVa(fe=0)| S IIflls,.. [Qrx — Qtrxolls, -

Similarly, for any multi index -y,

DY ((AV4f)e=0 — AV 4(fr=0))| S > D5 1s,.., [IDH(Qtrx — Qtrxo) s,
ko+kz+l2+13<]y|

where k = (0, kg, k3), L = (0,12,13) and DE = (Q71Y4)F2(rQY ,)*s, DL = (Q71V3)2(rQ¥,)%, so that, in
particular, no angular derivatives of Qtry — Qtry, appear.

For fy—1, note first that,
1
Dofoer = 3 a,,( / fYnﬁdeynﬁ),
Su,v

m=—1

and so

)

1
Oufom1 = (Ouf)e=1+ Y l / FOLY ), + fY,5(Qtrx — Qtrxo)dOY,, + / fY,,d00,Y,,,
SUJ) S

u,v

m=—1
so that
1
OV 4 fet = (O s et | S 1., (1260 = Qrxells,,, + 3 (10Yhls,., +10.Y2) ).
m=—1

Similarly, for any multi index «, by Proposition 9.4.1,

D7 (A afi=1 — (AV4f)i=1) ||sw
1
S Y el (Y 19HQx - Qtro)lls,, + D 1920V ks ),
[val+lv2l<lvl la+13< |2 m=-1

where | = (0,l,13) and DL = (Q71V¥3)!2(rQ¥,)"2, so that no angular derivatives of Qtry — Qtry, appear.
The estimate (9.4.12) then follows from the fact that

QY 4 frs2 — (V4 f)es2 = (V4 f)e=1 — QY 4 fo=1 + (QV 4 f)e=0 — QY 4 fr=o0,

the estimate for Qtry — Qtrx, provided directly by the bootstrap estimate (7.1.4) and Proposition 9.4.1.
The proof of (9.4.11), and (9.4.9) and (9.4.10), are similar. O
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The next proposition similarly gives estimates for the nonlinear error terms generated by commuting
projections of an S-tangent 1-form to its £ = 1 and ¢ > 2 modes with the operators QY3 and QY.

Proposition 9.4.4 (Estimates for commutator of mode projections with V5 and ¥4 derivatives for S-tangent
1-forms). If £ is an S-tangent 1-form in the HT gauge then, for any up < u < uy, v_1 < v < v(Ry,u) and
any |y| < N—-s,5=0,1,2,

|97 ((@Fs)emr = QFa(e-0)) | gyes + D7 (QF56)z2 — QW 5(E22)) |l g S — |Z| 127 Ellsze;
(9.4.13)
and
|97 (@ 4)emr = QT a(6e=)) | gyes + D7 (QF 1622 — OV 4(E22)) | e S 5 m% 197l gt
(9.4.14)

Similarly, if € is an S-tangent 1-form in the I gauge then, for any u—1 < u < ug, v(R_o,u) < v < vo and
any |y < N —s,s=0,1,2,

127 (QFs)ems = QF3(E0))l|gzs + 197 (QF5E)ez2 — QFs(Ee22) gz S —5 . D€l
’ ’ Ivl<lvl ’
e (9.4.15)
and
D7 (AV4€)e=1 — Q%(Se:ﬁ)”sg; + |27 (AV48) 2 — Q%(&zz))ﬂsg; N % > D7 €l g+ -

[711< ]

(9.4.16)
Proof. Consider first (9.4.15) with |y| = 0. Recall the notation of Proposition 1.4.3 and note that
QY36 = QY3 (rVhie +1*Yhoe) = rVQVzh ¢ +17°VQV3ho + [QV5, 7V ]h1e + [QV 3,7 V]hae,
and so
[(QV38) =1 — (rY(QV3h1e)e=1 + 7V (QV3hoe)e=1)| < |[QV5, 7V ]h1e + [V 3,7 V]ho] .

Proposition 9.4.3 implies that

|rY QY 3(hie)e=1 + 7" VQV3(hoe)i=1 — (rY(QVzh1e)e=1 + r*V(QV 3ha,¢)e=1) Hs S i||5||sw7

ru
using the Poincaré inequality, Proposition 9.3.2, and the fact that [|€]|3 =~ = [rVhiel3, . + [[r*Vhoel3, -
Since QV3(Er=1) = QV 31V (hi¢)e=1 + QY 37"V (hog )1, it therefore follows that
. €
1@V 28)em1 = ¥ a(e=1)l5, , S V5P Ihaell, , + [1QFa.7" Vihzelg, , + —[Ells....
and the proof follows from Lemma 3.3.1.
The proof when |y| # 0 and the proofs of (9.4.13), (9.4.14) and (9.4.16) are similar. O

The final proposition of this section gives estimates for the nonlinear error terms generated by commuting
projections of an S-tangent 1-form to its £ = 1 and ¢ > 2 modes with the operators div and ciyrl.

Proposition 9.4.5 (Estimates for commutator of mode projections with div and cyrl). If ¢ is an S-tangent
1-form in the H' gauge then, for any ug <u < uy, v_1 <v < v(Rg,u) and any |y| < N—-1-3s,s=0,1,2,

DY ((rdive)e=1 — rdiv(&e=1))ls,., + D7 ((rdivé)e>2 — rdiv(érs2)) s, .,
197 (rewlé) iy — reilel(Er))lls,.,, + D7 ((rerlé)esz — revil(Es))ls,, S —= > 197 ¢]s, .-

v
[y1]<]7
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Similarly, if € is an S-tangent 1-form in the I gauge then, for any u_1 < u < uy, v(R_s,u) < v < vo and
any |y| < N—-s,5=0,1,2,
D7 ((rdiv€) =1 — rdiv(&e=1)) lls,., + D7 ((rdivE)e2 — rdiv(&e=2)) s, .
€
+ 27 ((rewrl€)e=r = revrl(Ee=)) s, + 07 ((rewrl) ez = revil(Er=)) sy S = D7 1197 Els,..

[y1l<ly]

Proof. Recall the decomposition & = rYhy ¢ + 7*Yha ¢ and note that, in both the T and Z* gauges,

1 1
(rdive)e=y = (r2Ahy ¢) =1 = Z/ r2Ahy e - Y,LdOY,E = Z/ hie -2 AY,L oY},
Su,v Su,'u

m=—1 m=—1

and

rdiv(mt) = 2A((he)emt) = /S hie-Yidor2AY!,

m=—1"Y u,v

It follows that

(rdivg) =1 — rdiv(&e=1) = Z </S hl,g.(r2A+2)Y,}Ld9Y,}l—/s hl,g.Y,}Lde(ﬂAjLQ)Y,}l),

u,v

m=-—1

and Proposition 9.4.2 implies, for example in the ZT gauge,

(rdive)e=1 — rdiv(€e=1)lls,.. < llhrells, (A +2)Y,,]

13
Suv Suw S — €50 s
U

by the Poincaré inequality, Proposition 9.3.2, and the fact that [|[|% == [[rVhi |3,  +1r*Vhoellg, . The

proof of the first part of the two estimates then follows for the case that |y| = 0. The remainder of the proof
is similar after noting that (dive),>a — d,{V(fZZQ) = div(&=1) — (div€)e=1 and reyrlé = —7‘24&h275. O

9.4.3 (/=1 modes of Gauss curvature

The following proposition shows that, in each of the H* and ZT gauges, the £ = 1 modes of the Gauss
curvature K vanish to linear order.

Proposition 9.4.6 (¢ = 1 modes of the Gauss curvature vanish to linear order). The ¢ = 1 modes of the
Gauss curvature, in the H and I gauges, satisfy the estimates

|(r2KT )| < & d 2 gt L€
=1 S 2, an |(r )e=1 o

in DI and D*" respectively.

Proof. Expanding the Gauss curvature K of the metric ¢ in terms of ¢ — r24 we obtain the formula
1 1 —
rK—1= —1 (r’A+2) trg (¢ — r?3) + irzd,fvd,fv(g —12%) + (r*K)nr (9.4.17)

where the non-linear error (r?K )y is a finite sum of terms, each of them at least quadratic in (g — rgﬁl)
and involving two angular derivatives. Equation (9.4.17) is valid both the ZT gauge and the H™ gauge.

In the Z* gauge, the aforementioned structure of the non-linear error (r2K)y, implies that we have for
n=0,1,...,N — 1 the estimate!

£_:2

Suw S 5 (9.4.18)

2y

1Y) (P2 K)K |

1Only n = 0 is relevant for the current proof but the estimate for higher n will be used later.
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Recalling the definition (6.1.18), this is a direct consequence of the L? bounds for the metric components
given by the estimate Eivf 7+ S € (in turn following from the bootstrap assumption (7.1.4)), together with
the pointwise bounds (9.2.2).
In the H* gauge we have similarly for n = 0,1,..., N — 2 the estimate
+ g2
IV (KR Lls.. S - (9.4.19)

We now multiply (9.4.17) by the Y,%=! for m = —1,0,1 respectively and integrate over Su- Integrating
the angular derivative operators in the linear terms by parts, we see that the term involving dfvdfv vanishes
(this is because for m = —1,0,1 the Y,>=! are in the kernel of @;V, which is the adjoint of dfvdjv) while for

the term involving r2A + 2 we can apply Proposition 9.4.2 to include it in the decay term appearing on the
right hand side of the estimate. The proof is complete. O
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Chapter 10

Estimating diffeomorphisms and
relating the gauges: the proof of
Theorem C.2

This section will prove Theorem C.2, which estimates the diffeomorphisms relating the two teleological
gauges to themselves and initial data, and gives some additional controls of differences of quantities in the
two gauges, as well as direct estimates for some H™ quantities in terms of ZT quantities. We restate the
theorem here.

Theorem C.2 (Estimating diffeomorphisms and relating the gauges). Under the assumptions of Theorem C,
then for all uy € [u(},'&f] and all A € R(uy), with the gauges as defined above, the diffeomorphism functions
of Section 5.6.2.8 satisfy the estimates

By, 24 S By gy + By v +€7, (8.2.1)
Eu, [fan+) S By, g+ +e0 €7, (8.2.2)
Eufaz+] SEY, 7+ + €5+, (8.2.3)

and the mass parameter satisfies the estimate
| M (up, A) = Migis|* SE 74 + 25+, (8.2.4)

the improved inclusions (7.3.5)—(7.3.6) and (7.3.7)—(7.3.8) are satisfied, the “initial” energies in the teleo-
logical gauges are controlled by €3 according to the statement of Propositions 10.5.1, the differences of cor-
responding quantities in the two teleological gauges satisfy the statements of Propositions 10.3.2 and 10.4.1,
and certain H* quantities can be directly estimated from I+ quantities according to the statement of Propo-
sition 10.6.1.
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We will first prove the estimates (8.2.1)—(8.2.3) in Section 10.1. In Section 10.2, we shall obtain
the improved inclusions (7.3.5)—(7.3.6) and (7.3.7)—(7.3.8) for the regions. In Section 10.3, we shall prove
Proposition 10.3.2, which concerns cancellations between corresponding quantities in the two teleological
gauges on a well-chosen timelike hypersurface B. In Section 10.4, we shall prove Proposition 10.4.1,
which concerns such cancellations when suitably integrated on null hypersurfaces and spacetime regions. In
Section 10.5, we shall prove Proposition 10.5.1, controlling “initial” energies expressed in the teleological
gauges in terms of gg. Finally, in Section 10.6, we shall prove Proposition 10.6.1, which allows for the
direct estimate of certain H+ quantities from ZT quantities.

We shall assume throughout the assumptions of Theorem C. Let us fix an arbitrary uy € [u?c,ﬂ 7], with
Gy € B, and fix some X\ € R(uy). All propositions below shall always refer to the anchored Z% and
HT gauges in the spacetime (M(X), g())), corresponding to parameters ug, My(uys, A), whose existence is
ensured by Definition 7.1.1.

The results of the present chapter depend on those of Chapter 9. The results of Section 10.3—-10.5 will be
used in Chapters 11-13 while the results of Section 10.6 will be used in Chapter 15. The reader can, however,
skip any of the proofs here on a first reading and refer back to the statements as necessary.

10.1 Estimates for the diffeomorphisms functions

In this section we shall prove the following proposition, which gives the first part of Theorem C.2 concerning
the estimates for the energies relating to the diffeomorphism functions.

Proposition 10.1.1 (Estimates for the diffeomorphisms). The diffeomorphism functions of Section 5.6.2.3
satisfy the estimates
quchrZ[fH*,IJr] S ]Eivf,q-ﬁ +E5f’z+ + 547
Bu,[fas+]) S EY, s+ + €5+ €%,
Eu,[faz+] S By, 2+ +e5 +eb,
and My = My(uy, A) satisfies
|Mf - ]\4init|2 SJ Eﬁ;,z+ + 6(2) + 54.

Remark 10.1.2. Let us remark already that the estimates for higher order derivatives of fy+ 7+ are easier
to obtain on the final hypersurface Cy, than they are elsewhere. These higher order estimates are used in
controlling derivatives of Xx+ in terms of derivatives of T'z+ (see Proposition 10.6.1 below). It is only on
Cu, that any Ricci coefficients in the Ht gauge are estimated in terms of Ricci coefficients in the Tt gauge
(and no Ricci coefficients in the IT gauge are estimated in terms of Ricci coefficients in the H' gauge).
Elsewhere it is only the almost gauge invariant quantities in the two different gauges which are compared,
for which the lower order estimates of (7.1.5), along with estimates on the Ricci coefficients, suffice.

Proposition 10.1.1 follows from Proposition 10.1.6, Proposition 10.1.7, Proposition 10.1.10, and Proposi-
tion 10.1.13 below. The diffeomorphisms fz+ 7+ are first estimated, followed by f; 7+, and finally fg 4+.

10.1.1 Estimates for fy+ 7+

Recall the pointwise norm IP’{L\;J[ fu+ 1+ of the fy+ 7+ diffeomorphism functions, defined in (6.1.27).
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Proposition 10.1.3. The diffeomorphism functions fy+ 7+ satisfy the pointwise estimate
Py e o] Se (10.1.1)

Proof. The proof is an immediate consequence of the Sobolev inequality, Proposition 9.1.1, and the bootstrap
assumption (7.1.5) for the energy Ej"2(f3+ 1+], defined in (6.1.24). O

Note that the anchoring conditions of Definition 5.6.1 (in particular the conditions (5.6.10) and (5.6.15))
imply that
f’;l-[+,I+ (uf7 v, 6) = f72-1+7I+ (U’f7 v, 0) = f’i?-)L‘F,I‘*' (ufv v, 0) =0, (1012)
for all v(R_2,uy) <v < v(Rs,uy) and § € S? such that the above diffeormophism functions are defined.
Recall the nonlinear error notation introduced in Section 4.3.3, and recall the spacetime region D%; (u)
D*" N DT (1) and the norm

I€llozt 0y = 1€ Ltz ol
The error terms in the estimates for fy+ 7+ are controlled as follows.

Lemma 10.1.4 (Estimates for fz+ 7+ nonlinear error terms). For any u; < v < uy and v(R_z,u) < v <
v(R3,v),
4

3
DoY) Es ot II(TW)’“%fIIDﬁ( DD (3l o+ II(TW)kE%f\IDz+( Shwe

k<N-—4 E<N—-5
where T = 155+ DT (u)-

Proof. The proof is an immediate consequence of the pointwise estimate (10.1.1) and the fact that, for any
uy < u < uy and v(R_g,u) < v < v(Rs3,v), we have from the bootstrap assumption (7.1.5) the estimates:

2

(V) kD Df 12 for k< N—5, |y/<1,

525

and

|97 L5 + [079% 2 for [y < N — 3.

DIL ()~ o2
O

Lemma 10.1.5 (Estimates for fy+ 7+ nonlinear error terms on the final hypersurface). On the final hyper-
surface u = uy,
v(Ry,ug

N S*QZ / Ivtezee o Sl

5=0,1,2 (R—1,uf)

Proof. The proof is again a straightforward consequence of the pointwise estimate (10.1.1) and the fact that
from the bootstrap assumption (7.1.5) we have

S (uy)’ Z Z/ 7 vt 0 o do+ Y /

HT 2
|@w(1, ||SI+ dv) <eé
5=0,1,2 k=0 |y|<2” V(B-1,u5) ly|<N—s” V(R-1,us)

O

It is possible to estimate more derivatives of fj;+ 7+ than are controlled in the following proposition,
though such estimates are not required and, for simplicity, are omitted.
Recall the energy E{f;r?[ fu+ z+] from Section 6.1.9 and note that the following two propositions in
particular imply that
]Eivf+2[f7-[+ +] S E1+ +EH+ +et )

and thus complete the first part of the proof of Proposition 10.1.1.
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Proposition 10.1.6 (Estimates for f3+ 7+ diffeomorphisms). The diffeomorphisms f = fy+ 7+ satisfy the
estimates, for k < N —5 and for any u1 < u < uy, v(R_2,u) <v < v(Rs3,u),

EY, +E), +¢*

S (1690 P 12 + 16D 12 ) < e TE (10.1.3)
i

and BN gy
> (109100, 1y, + 160001, ) £ 2B 2 (10.0.4)

[vI<1

The £ = 0 modes of f3 and f* satisfy,

EN EN IEN EN
Mj \(f3+f4)z:0]l|2<M

(= e 41 = Pmolidee ) S 2 ;

(10.1.5)

Proof. Consider first u, v satisfying u1 < u < uy, v(R_2,u) < v < v(R1,u). For such u, v the diffeomorphism
functions fy+ 7+ (u,v,-) are defined on the whole sphere S? in view of the inclusion (5.6.9). The proof for
such u, v follows from Propositions 4.3.1, 4.3.2 and 4.3.3, with (u,v,0) = (uy+,vy+,04+) and (@, v, 67) =
(uz+,vr+,07+) and M = M= My, using Lemma 10.1.4 to control the nonlinear error terms. In what follows
f = fu+ z+. The subscript is omitted for brevity.

Derivatives of the relations in Propositions 4.3.1, 4.3.2 and 4.3.3 will be taken, and so Proposition
4.3.5, along with Proposition 4.3.4, will be used throughout the proof. The different components of the
diffeomorphisms are estimated separately in a reductive manner. Lemma 10.1.4 is used throughout to
estimate nonlinear error terms.

Estimate for f7 ,: To begin, (rV)kf,?Zl is estimated, for 1 < k < N — 3, by applying (r¥)*~! to (4.3.47)
and using Proposition 4.3.5 to obtain

3020,(¥7 )F 1% = (V)T — g (VE108) + (97 )F el
Proposition 4.3.4 then implies that
07 ) P, <1708 1y, + 1957 08) ™ |y, 1077 e,
from which it follows that, for K < N — 3,

Ity fz>1||sz+ Su?(BERr + Ejyr +eY), (10.1.6)
where the estimate for fg’21 itself follows from the Poincaré inequality, Proposition 9.3.2.

Estlmate for f£>1 The quantity (rY)* fe>1 is similarly estimated, for k¥ < N — 3, by applying (r¥)*~
0 (4.3.48) (and using the Poincaré inequality, Proposition 9.3.2, for k = 0) from which it follows that, for
k <N -3,
1(r¥)* fioillgrs Su(Bgs + By +¢7). (10.1.7)

Estimate for V3f£>1 Next, (Tv)kv3fe>1 is estimated, for k < N — s, by applying (r¥)* to the relation
(4.3.39) (or using the Pomcare inequality, Proposition 9.3.2, for k = 0) and using the estimates (10.1.6) and
(10.1.7) to obtain, for k < N — 4,

[(r¥)* W3fe>1||sz+ Su T (EY +EN, +eY). (10.1.8)
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Estimate for Y, f. : In a similar way, (r¥V)*Y4fA, is estimated, for k < N —4, using the relation (4.3.40)
to obtain - -

1Y) Y afisilgrs S u(BF + By + %) (10.1.9)

(Note that r weights play no role in the present region and so the term 2 W in (4.3.40) can be estimated
exactly as the other nonlinear error terms.)

Estimates for Y;f*, (V3)2f* and V,V3f*: Next, (rV)*V;f* is estimated, for & < N — 4 by applying
(rY)* to the metric relation (4.3.31) to obtain

IV Vaflez: S u™*(B7h + Eayr + ). (10.1.10)

Similarly for (r¥)*(V3)?f* and (r¥)kV,V3f* for k < N —5.

Estimate for V,f3, (V,)2f3 and V3V, f3: Similarly, (r¥)*V,f? is estimated, for K < N — 4 by applying
(rY)* the metric relation (4.3.32) to obtain

1Y) Y afll5zs S u™ (BT, + By +e%). (10.1.11)

Similarly for (r¥)*(¥,)2f? and (r¥)kV 3V, f2 for k < N — 5.

Estimates for 0,/ and V30,f: The components (r¥)*d,f, for k < N — 4, are estimated by applying
(rV)* to the metric relation (4.3.33). The bounds (10.1.6) then give

V) Out gz S u (B +Exs + ). (10.1.12)
Similarly, (r¥)¥V 30,7, for k < N — 5, is estimated by applying (rV)*V; to (4.3.33).

Estimates for 0,f, ¥30,/ and V,0,f: The components (r¥)*d,f, for k < N — 4, are estimated by
applying (rV)* to the metric relation (4.3.34). The bounds (10.1.7) then give

1(rY)*o, f||sz+ SuT(EY, + BN, + ). (10.1.13)
Similarly for (rV)*V30,f and (r¥)*Y40,f for k < N — 5.

Estimate for (f3 — f*)—o: The component (f3 — f*),—¢ is estimated, by considering the relation (4.3.49).
From the fact that,

|r(@ + f(x)) = 7(2) + Qo(2)*(f(2) = ()] S1F° = P (10.1.14)
the first estimate of (10.1.5) then follows.

Estimate for (f3 + f4);—¢: For the second estimate of (10.1.5), for (f2 + f4)s—o, first note that the first
estimate of (10.1.5) together with the fact that 3 = 0 on {uz+ = us} = {uy+ = uys} (see (10.1.2)) implies
that
EY, + B, +¢?
‘(f3 + f4)€:0(uf7 )| ~ %7
uf

for all v(R_z,ur) < v < v(Rg,us). The second estimate of (10.1.5) then follows from summing the relations
(4.3.31), (4.3.32), (4.3.43) and (4.3.44) to obtain,

|0+ ) (I + Femo| S [P = F1)emo] + | (Rbrx = Qtrxo) | + |(Qerx = Qtrxe) |

N
+ ‘(Qtrx - QtrXo)Zo’ + ‘(Qtrz - Qtryx_),_ 0’ +E5¢],
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and integrating backwards from {u = uy} along the constant rz+, 67+ curves, using the first estimate of
(10.1.5), the fact that

+ .
‘(Qtrx - Qtrxo)f;ro’ + ‘(Qtr& — QtrXo)zI:o’ < u_%E¥+,

and )
37 (Qtry — Qtrxe) ™ (12, < u?EY,,
|’Y|<3 DR_lgrSRl (u)
so that
HT s s N .
L | (Qtrx — Qtrxo) o (v u)|du’ Su™2 |2<:3 |(u)Z D7 (Qtrx — Qtrxo) H’nglﬁrgl%l w <uiEY,.
vl<

+
(See Lemma 11.7.2.) Similarly for (Qtry — Qtrxo)?zo.

Estimates for Y57, and Y, f. ,: The relations (4.3.43) and (4.3.44), together with the first estimate of
(10.1.5), imply that,
2 2 _
|Y73fz§=o| + |V4f21=0| SuTHEY +EYy +et). (10.1.15)

Estimates for (V3)2f3 and (Y,)?f*: Finally, it follows from the relations (4.3.41) and (4.3.42), together
with the above estimates, that, for K < N — 5,

G0 [ g + V(P25 ge S u?(EBR) +Efys +2). (10.1.16)

Estimates close to 74+ = Ra: The above completes the estimates for fy+ 7+ in the region R_5 < rz+ <
R;. Consider now the region R_; < ry+ < Ry. Since the diffeomorphism functions fy+ 7+ are not defined
on whole spheres close to the boundary of the overlap region, r4+ = Rs, and they are estimated via elliptic
estimates, it is more convenient in this region to first estimate the diffeomorphism functions fz+ 3+, defined
by (4.2.3) with F' = Fry 3+ = zgi o ig+. Indeed, repeating the above estimates with fr+ 4+ in place
of fy+ 7+ and R_; < ry+ < Ry in place of R_5 < rz+ < R; (modifying the relations (4.3.33), (4.3.34)
appropriately in view of the fact that the position of the torsion terms by+ and bz+ in the respective
coordinate expressions of the metric is interchanged), it follows that the estimates (10.1.3)—(10.1.5) hold for
f = fr+ n+ in the region R_; < ry+ < Ry. Now, for appropriate (u,v,#), by definition

U=u-+ f’i[+7l'+ (U, v, 0) + f%+77-[+ (u + f’i[+71'+ (U7U7 9)7’0 + f’;4-[+’I+ (U, v, 9)7F’H+,I+ (U, v, 9))7

and so

fv?’{+,z+ (u,v,0) = *f%+,n+ (u+ f%+71+ (u,v,0),v+ fjfﬁ,ﬂ (u,0,0), Fy+ 7+ (u,v,0)). (10.1.17)
Similarly,

ffﬁ,ﬁ (u,v,0) = _f§+77.[+ (u+ f’i{+7z+ (u,v,0),v + fiﬁ,ﬁ (U>U>9>7FH+,I+ (u,v,0)), (10.1.18)
and

64 = F;+,H+ (u+ f%+,z+ (u,v,0),v+ f§4.L+71+ (u,v,0), FH+’I+ (u,v,0)). (10.1.19)
Applying W}ﬁ to (10.1.17) it follows that
Y e+ = =0ufe 5+ Vs 70 = Oufe 3+ Y e 2o = V24 agv - Vo 1+,
where Wf%t?-ﬁ . WFH+7I+ (Oga) = Ogn f%ﬂ# Oga Fi+’z+. It then follows from Proposition 4.3.4 that
V fre 2+ lg, . = 10ufde 3 |V For 2 Mg 100 f 3 30+ IV Fae 2+ Mg, + IV f24 30l + 7

Similarly for Y5 and Y, derivatives, for higher order derivatives, and for f;‘# 745 Oulf o+ 7+ and Oy fq v 7+
using the relations (10.1.18) and (10.1.19).
O
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On the final hypersurface, u = uy, it is important to control extra derivatives of fy+ z+. Since =0
and f4 = 0 on {u = us} (see (10.1.2)) their derivatives tangential to {u = u;} also all vanish (and, in
particular, 0, f vanishes on {u = u;}). In the following proposition 1 = 1r ,<,<g, so that, for any tensor

£,
9 'U(leuf) 9
et = [ [ letugv.oPasan

“f (R-1 7uf)

Proposition 10.1.7 (Estimates for extra derivatives of fy+ 7+ on {u = uy}). On the final hypersurface
{u=uy}, the diffeomorphisms f = fy+ 7+ satisfy the higher order estimates, for k < N —s, s =0,1,2,

> (9D U g N0V D U )+ 3 N0V D0 W e S ()™ (BB 42,
lv|<2 lv|=0,1

where 1 = ﬂR71§r§R1 .

Proof. As in the proof of Proposition 10.1.6, derivatives of the relations (4.3.31)—(4.3.50) will be taken and
Proposition 4.3.4 and Proposition 4.3.5 used. Consider s = 0,1,2. Note that, by (10.1.2), derivatives of f3
tangential to {u = uy} all vanish. Lemma 10.1.5 is used to estimate the nonlinear error terms.

Estimate for leZl: First, kafZQ is estimated, for k < N + 2 — s, using equation (4.3.38), the elliptic
estimate of Proposition 9.3.3, and the fact that

N-—s
(wp)® Y MY R e SES:
Pt uyp

and similarly for Xy together with Lemma 10.1.5 to control the nonlinear error terms. The ¢ = 1 modes
of f* are controlled using the relation (4.3.48), as in the proof of Proposition 10.1.6.

Estimate for 0, f*: Next, Y7kc3‘vf‘1 is estimated, for 1 < k < N + 1 — s, by applying Wk_l to the relation
(4.3.40), using the above estimate for ka4 together with the fact that f2 =0 on u = uy, and controlling
the error terms again using Lemma 10.1.5. The Poincaré inequality, Proposition 9.3.2, then gives control of

avf;21.

Estimates for 9, f%, §2f* and 0,0, f*: The quantity Wkauf‘l is estimated, for 0 < k < N +1—s, by

applying Vk to the metric relation (4.3.31). The quantities Wkaﬁf‘l and Vkau(’?vf‘L are similarly estimated,
for0<k <N —s.

Estimates for 0, f}., and 9, fX : Next, Wk(?uf?N is estimated, for 0 < k < N+1—s, exactly as Wk&,fzgl
is controlled above, using now (4.3.39) instead of (4.3.40). -

Estimates for 0,/, Y30./f, and Y,0,f: The quantity Wk[?uf is then controlled, for 0 < kK < N +1 — s,
by applying Wk to the metric relation (4.3.33) and using the above estimate for Wk+1f4 and the fact that

N+1—s
s +
(up)® > )" 12, SEY,.
k=0 “f

Similarly for Y30, f and ¥ ,0,f.

Estimates for f} ,, 0,f, and 0,f}_,: Now f/, is estimated from the relation (4.3.49), 8, f7_, is
estimated from (4.3.44), and 9, f_, from (4.3.43), using again (10.1.14) and the fact that f3 =0 on u = uy.

Estimates for 92f* and 92 f3: Finally, Wkﬁgf‘l and Wkﬁﬁf?’ are estimated, for 0 < k < N — s, using the
above estimates and the relations (4.3.41) and (4.3.42) respectively. O
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10.1.2 Estimates for f, 7+

The diffeomorphisms f; 7+ are estimated in a similar way as fy+ 7+ in the previous section, though it is now
necessary to keep track of the » behaviour of the different terms. First recall the pointwise norm Py, [f 7+]
of the fy 7+ diffeomorphism functions, defined in (6.1.28).

Proposition 10.1.8. The diffeomorphism functions fy 7+ satisfy the pointwise estimate

Py, [faz+] Se (10.1.20)

Proof. The proof is an immediate consequence of the Sobolev inequality, Proposition 9.1.1, and the bootstrap
assumption (7.1.5) for the energy E,,[fy7+], defined in (6.1.25). O

The following lemma provides estimates for nonlinear error terms which arise in the proof of Proposition
10.1.10 below.

Lemma 10.1.9 (Estimates for f; 7+ nonlinear error terms). For anyu—1 < u < us andv(R_2,u) < v < vy

4
£
S (X MoV ERy I + 16V R I2 ) S -

k<2 |y|<1

Proof. The proof is an immediate consequence of the fact that, for any u_; < u < ug and v(R_g,u) < v <

Voo
52

I(r¥)* 27 Df ||sz+ Sy fork=<2 <

and the geometric quantities of the initial gauge satisfy,

2
d2 <« £
|D707|° < o for || < 4.

O

The diffeomorphisms fg 7+ can now be estimated using the change of gauge relations of Chapter 4 and
the estimate (5.5.13). Recall the definition (6.1.25) of the energy E,,[fqz+]. It is also possible to estimate
higher order derivatives of f; 7+, but such estimates are not required and so are not obtained.

Proposition 10.1.10 (Estimates for f; 7+ diffeomorphisms and mass difference My — Minit). The diffeo-
morphisms fq 1+ satisfy the estimates,

Euy(fazt] SEDs +e5 + ¢, (10.1.21)
and moreover the mass My satisfies,
|Mf7 1n1t| <EI+ +50+€

Proof. The proof follows from Propositions 4.3.1, 4.3.2 and 4.3.3, with (u,v,0) = (Udatas Vdatas Odata) and
(u,v 9) (ug+,vr+,07+), M = Mipi, and M = M. Derivatives of the relations in Propositions 4.3.1, 4.3.2
and 4.3.3 will be taken, as in the proof of Proposition 10.1.6, and Proposition 4.3.4 and Proposmon 4.3.5
used. In what follows f = f4 7+. The subscript is omitted for brevity. Lemma 10.1.9 will be used throughout
to estimate the nonlinear error terms which arise, and the estimate (5.5.13) will be used to estimate terms
in the initial £F gauge.
Consider some u_1 < u < ug and v(R_2,u) < v < v
Estlmate for f7,: To begin, (ry)* fisy is estimated for k < 4, using (4.3.47) (along with (r¥)*~1 applied
to (4.3.47)) which implies

PV £t S I QB aatalgiors + 1 (QB) e |yer + 58+
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Similarly for (r¥)*f2 for k = 2,3,4. The Poincaré inequality, Proposition 9.3.2 then implies

1Y) fallgzs SEZs + 5 +" (10.1.22)

Estimate for fL  : Next, (r¥)*fL, is estimated for k¥ < 4. First, to estimate (r¥)*fX,, the relation
(4.3.40) implies that - -

2.74% o 4 20 24 2,0
[r* P, Y f |gz+ Sr Xdata|gdm +|r XI+|gI+ + |5©f,—1|gz+
and similarly after commuting with V. The elliptic estimate, Proposition 9.3.3 then implies that

Z” ry)* fe>2||sz+ S (BT +eg + ).
k<4

Now the relation (4.3.49) implies that

+ 1 1 Minl M
(0= poust )" = (p = pornt )+ 2M; ( - ) o S ek, (10.1.23)
Ta T+ T
Projecting to £ > 1, using the above estimate (10.1.22), and the fact that
1 1 392 (TM _rMinit) €
-5 - (-5 3 (10.1.24)
Ta TT+ ra Td Td
and
"My — T Minit My "M~ (V0 = 0a) Q8 p |
e - (L 1) - = (10.1.25)
d init d d
it follows that
Z 1(r V)" fz>1HSz+ ST (B +eg+¢h). (10.1.26)
k<4

Estimate for Y, f,>1 The quantity (rY)*Y f47321 can now be estimated, for k£ < 3. Indeed, it follows from
the relation (4.3.39) and the estimates (10.1.22) and (10.1.26) that

Z 1(r¥) kW3fe>1HSz+ SEY +eg+¢t (10.1.27)
k<3

Estimate for rV,fA: Now (rV)*(r¥,)fA, can now be estimated, for k < 3, since the relation (4.3.40)
and the estimates (10.1.22) and (10.1.26) imply that

Z 1(rY)* TW4)fe>1HSz+ SEZ: +ef+eh (10.1.28)
k<3

Estimates for V5f%, (V3)2f* and r¥,¥;f*: Next, (r¥)*V;f* is estimated, for k& < 3 from the metric
relation (4.3.31):

R4 kaf4H51+ SEY, +e2 46t (10.1.29)
k<3

Similarly for (r¥)*(V3)?f* and (rV)*(rV,) Vs f* for k < 2.

Estimates for rY,f% and (rV,)2f3: Similarly, (rV)*(rV,)f? is estimated, for £ < 3 from the metric
relation (4.3.32):

> H(rW)’“(r%)ﬁsz SEY +ed+ &t (10.1.30)
k<3
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Similarly for (r¥)*(r¥,)2f3 for k < 2.

Estimates for 0,f, V50./f, and r¥,0,f: The components (r¥)*d,f, for k < 3, are estimated from the
metric relation (4.3.33), using the bounds (10.1.26):

> H(TW)’“%/HZF SEL 465 +et (10.1.31)
k<3 "

Similarly for (r¥)¥V30,f, and (r¥)k(rV4)0.f for k < 2.

Estimates for 70,f, Y3(rd,f), and rV4(r0,f): The components (rV)*(rd,f), for k < 3, are estimated
from the metric relation (4.3.34), using the bounds (10.1.6):

> H(TW)’“(r@v/)HQSE SEY, +e2+et (10.1.32)
k<3 ’

Similarly for (r¥)kV3(rd, f) and (r¥)*(r¥,)(rd, f) for k < 2.

Estimates for My — Minit, (00 f*)e=0s (Ouf>)e=0s fi_gs fi—o: It remains to estimate certain ¢ = 0 modes,
along with the difference My — M. Equation (4.3.36) implies that

1 — Minit

Tt
Q2 (Duf? + 0, f*) + 2M; (1 = T) 4 oMs = (22-02,) (@ - 2a,)" +ERD,
d

(10.1.33)

T+ Td

equation (4.3.43) implies,

rI+Td T4 2

— 4M My — Mip; 202
izt —Td (1 f) 14 k +29§4&f3+r—°avf4
T3 d

_ zt d 2,0
= (Qtry — Qtrxo s, )" — (Qtrx — Qtrxo ar,, )" + Eoror (10.1.34)

and equation (4.3.44) implies,

— 4M My — Mip; 202
_olzt 7 'd (1 _ f> e A 1057 A N
TT+Td Td Ta Td

zt d
= (Qtrx— Qtrx M,-) — (Qtr&— Qtrx ., _t) + 5%’?’1, (10.1.35)

2
with Q2 = (2, )% Considering 7%1\% (1 — 3%f> times equation (10.1.23) minus 2/r; times equation

(10.1.33) plus equation (10.1.34) minus equation (10.1.35) and projecting to ¢ = 0, it follows that,
|My — Minit|> SEY, +2 + ¢t
Now equation (10.1.23) and (10.1.24) imply that
1fio — fio” Sr3 (BN + 2 +¢Y). (10.1.36)
Equations (10.1.34) and (10.1.35) then respectively imply
|0 Yemo|* SEY + 23+t [0uf)emo|” SEY. +3 460

Finally, the estimate (10.1.30) implies that |0, f3_o|? < 77 *(EX, +e3+¢°). The estimate for f?_ is estimated
by integrating backwards from uz+ = ug, v7+ = veo, using the fact that f7_;(uo,veo) = 0, to obtain,

_ 2
[ficol? S (B +eg+eb),  [fimol STAED +eg+eY),
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where the latter follows from the former and (10.1.36).

Estimates for (Y3)?2f2 and (Y,)2f*: Finally, the relations (4.3.41) and (4.3.42), together with the above
estimates, then imply that, for k£ < 2,

I3 gz + 772 D T gy SER +ef 4%

10.1.3 Estimates for f; 5+

Recall the initial Kruskal gauge of Section 5.5.1, the Kruskalised H* gauge of Section 2.3.4 (see also (5.6.7)),
whose coordinates are denoted (Usy+, Va+,0y4+), and the diffeomorphisms f;yHJr, .. .,fj’HJF. Let ®XH"
denote the geometric quantities of the Kruskalised H* gauge of Section 2.3.4.

The estimates on the geometric quantities of the Eddington-Finkelstein HT gauge immediately give
estimates for the above geometric quantities of the Kruskalised HT gauge. The quantities in the Kruskalised
gauge can, of course, be estimated up to order N in the entire H™ region, though the following estimate is

all that is used in estimating the diffeomorphisms f; 4,+ in Proposition 10.1.13 below.
Recall Uy from Section 2.3.4, and Uy := U(uo), where U is defined by (1.3.13) with M := M.

Proposition 10.1.11 (Estimates for H* quantities in Kruskalised gauge). For any Uy < U < Uy and any
V_1 <V <min{V,, V(Rs,U)}, each Ricci coefficient and curvature component of the Kruskalised H™ gauge
(see (5.6.7)) satisfies
.

S e Ly BN 4

lv1<3
Proof. Note that

oMy v

Qo_2 8u ° 8U, av 76‘/
EF %4 K QMf

Consider, for example, Q! X- It follows that

B 2My , 4. _ 1.
X)eF = X)eF X)er = — (4 "Xk — 3 X)eF,
(Q'%) Q' Yer + (1 - 27171 Vf(Ql) +((1-07'07'%)
and so
Q7 Ol S B+
Similarly for derivatives and for the other geometric quantities. O

Recall the pointwise norm Py [fg 2+] of the fy 3+ diffeomorphism functions, defined in (6.1.29).

Proposition 10.1.12. The diffeomorphism functions fq 4+ satisfy the pointwise estimate
Pu,[fau+] S e (10.1.37)

Proof. The proof is an immediate consequence of the Sobolev inequality, Proposition 9.1.1, and the bootstrap
assumption (7.1.5) for the energy E,,[f45+], defined in (6.1.26). O

The diffeomorphisms fg 4+ can now be estimated using the change of gauge relations of Chapter 4,
Proposition 10.1.11, and the estimates (5.5.2). Recall the definition (6.1.26) of the energy E, ,[fg 2+]-

Proposition 10.1.13 (Estimates for f; 3+ diffeomorphisms). The diffeomorphisms fy 4+ satisfy the esti-
mates,
Euy[fan+] SEgge +BYL +e5+&° (10.1.38)
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Proof. In what follows f = f; 3+. The subscript is omitted for brevity.

Consider the relations (4.3.31)-(4.3.50) with (v, v,0) = (Ugata, Vaata, Odata) and (@, 7, 0) = (Ug+, Vo, 034+ )
and M = My, M = M (modifying the relations (4.3.33), (4.3.34) appropriately in view of the position of
the torsion terms by+ and bgqt, in the respective coordinate expressions of the metric), now with the Schwarz-
schild background quantities referring to those of the Kruskal Schwarzschild gauge (see (1.3.9)—(1.3.11)).

The estimates for (r¥)*®7f% | and (rV)*D7fL,, for k = 0,1,2, |y| < 2, and (r¥)¥D79yf and
(rY)*DY0v f, for k = 0,1,2, |y| < 1, follow as in the proof of Proposition 10.1.6, using now the esti-
mate (5.5.2).

The estimates for the £ = 0 modes are slightly different to the £ = 0 mode estimates of Proposition 10.1.6
due to the fact that the Kruskal Schwarzschild values differ from the Eddington—Finkelstein Schwarzschild
values. Recall that [Min — My|> S EY, + e + &% (see Proposition 10.1.10). The metric relations (4.3.31)
and (4.3.32) immediately imply

|0 ol + 10u filzol S . (10.1.39)

Using the expressions (1.3.9)—(1.3.11) for the Schwarzschild values one easily shows

4M 2M S

‘(Qi)w — (%) data — (ra = r3e+) — ! (1 + f) “miy ‘ <eé?, (10.1.40)

4M 8V ra————
(Qtrx o+ — (Qrx)data — [2Mff4 + (raer — rd)V(l + fﬂ —Le ™| <2, (10.1.41)

So So T r

6 M

‘PH+ — Pdata — (Ty+ — Tq) 4f ‘ < £2. (10.1.42)

The estimates for fy+ 7+ and fg 7+ of Proposition 10.1.6 and Proposition 10.1.10, along with the estimate
(5.5.12) and the relation (5.5.5), imply that

£330+ (Uo, V(R Uo), ) + | f1 3+ (Uo, V(R, Up), 0)]> SEY + 5+ €. (10.1.43)
The relation (4.3.49), together with (10.1.42), implies that
Ira+ — Tdatal® SEN+ +5 + €3, (10.1.44)

for Uy < U < Uy, Vo1 <V < min{V,,V(R3,U)}. Similarly, the relations (4.3.36) and (4.3.44), together
with (10.1.40) and (10.1.41), then imply that

10U g + Ov flol? + 12M filg + Qtrx ™ L0u fRg|* SEN, + €2 + &%, (10.1.45)
for Uy < U < Uy, V1 <V <min{Vs, V(Ry,U)}. In particular,
[2M fig — QX Oy flol? SEN: +¢f+ &7 (10.1.46)

for Uy < U < Uy, Vo; <V < min{Vs, V(Rs,U)}. The estimate (10.1.43) is then used to estimate f;_, on
Cy,, and the estimate (10.1.39) is then used to give

\fiso? SEN, +EY + 63 + €%, (10.1.47)
for Up <U < Uy, Vo1 <V <min{Va,V(Rz2,U)}. Note that, for r = ra, «,

AM?Z . oM 2M
yr = —V—Le 277 Oyr =1 (1 - f) ,
T Vv T

and so )

2M AM? .
T (= 2My ) ft -V —he P )| < R

U+ £V + 1) = (U V) = (5
Equations (10.1.44)—(10.1.47) then combine to give
[fimol® +10u fimol® + 10v fimo” S Efps +EF% +ef +¢°

for Uy < U < Uy, V1 <V <min{Vs, V(Ry,U)}, which completes the proof.
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10.2 TImproving the inclusion relations

An immediate consequence of Propositions 10.1.6, 10.1.10 and 10.1.13 is that, if £; is sufficiently small, the
inclusions (5.6.8), (5.6.9), (5.6.11), (5.6.12) can indeed be strengthened to (7.3.5)—(7.3.6) and (7.3.7)—(7.3.8).

(These improved inclusions will ensure that the inclusions (5.6.8), (5.6.9), (5.6.11), (5.6.12), still hold in
the @y + ¢ gauges, defined in the context of the proof of Theorem 16.1.)

10.3 Cancellations along a timelike hypersurface B

We first define in Section 10.3.1 a timelike hypersurface B which we will use as a common boundary for
energy estimates in Chapters 12 and 13 for almost gauge invariant quantities. Because these quantities are
not exactly gauge invariant, there will be an error term associated to the difference of the quantities in
the two gauges along this B. Controlling this error will be the statement of Proposition 10.3.2, given in
Section 10.3.2. This proposition in turn forms part of the statement of Theorem C.2.

10.3.1 The timelike hypersurface By
Recall that we fixed in Section 1.3.5 a u; satisfying

Ug > UL > Ug. (1031)

For u; > u > uq, v > v(R_1,u1), we may define the surfaces
§u7v = {uz+ = u} N {oy+ = v}

Note that these surfaces are in general not spheres of either the H™ or the Z+ gauge. N

Now, for all s € [R_1, Ri], uy > u > uy, it follows from the pointwise estimate (10.1.1) that Sy (s,.) 18
a diffeomorphism sphere, and (9%+,€%+) define coordinates on all §u,v.

Finally, for all s € [R_1, R1] we may define:

uf

Bs = U §u,v(s,u)-

U=u1

Let us note that by the pointwise estimate (10.1.1) for the fz+ 7+ diffeomorphism functions it follows that
for fixed s, B is a connected timelike hypersurface with boundary §u1,v(s,u1) U §uf,u(s,uf) and uz+, G%Jr, 0%+
provide coordinates on B.

We finally note that by the the pointwise estimate (10.1.1) we have in addition:

U B.c {R,% < r(ug+,vz+) < R%}. (10.3.2)
SG(R_1,R1)

Let Ar denote the following collection of Ricci coefficients, with their linearised Kerr values subtracted

QQ
gz b e, Q'Y Q@ - ().), Qtry — (Qtrx)o,

o

Ap = {1 -
Q72 (Qtrx — (Qx)e) s Q% 0= s Ny 00— (Q)
and let A denote the curvature components 93, Q! B, p— po, o, minus their linearised Kerr values,
Ap ={Q7'B-07'8 . p-pe 0 QB —ben ).

Elements of Az and Ar are denoted R and T’ respectively, with a ~added to emphasise the fact that the
linearised Kerr values have been subtracted. Set

K0)=0, k(1)=1-16, r(2)=2-04, (10.3.3)
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Figure 10.1: The hypersurface B

and define

1 2
SRS NAED VD MICE SIS UL GND DEND Dl i ity
5=0 [vISN-sTeAr 5=0 [vISN-1-sTeAr
Y (X RPN P D%l P+ [0 P+ (07T ).

[v[SN—-s ReAr

By the mean value theorem (cf. [DR09a]) there exists a parameter R = R(uys, \) with the property that

R_1 < R< Ry and
Ry
/ es ndfdu §/ (/ 65’Nd9du) ds. (10.3.4)
B R_y \JB,

R
Note that the integral on the left hand side of (10.3.4) is an integral over the timelike hypersurface B
and the integral on the right hand side is an integral over a spacetime region around Bj.
As it is precisely this hypersurface By which we shall use, we shall from now on omit the subscript R,
i.e. we define

B = BR'
Given u; <7 < uy, define
uf
B(r):=Bn{u>71}= U Su,v(ﬁt,u)-
We define finally v, by 5
vy = v(R,u1). (10.3.5)

Refer to Figure 10.1. By (1.3.23), (1.3.25) and the pointwise estimate (10.1.1), we have that
Vo < V1 < V2.

Remark 10.3.1. Note that vi, as opposed to our other parameters, depends on uy and \.
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Define the L? norm of a (0, k) tensor £ on B,

uyr
€300, = / /S € 2dVol,

/(R )

where dVolg = Q2df A du A dv(ng) and np is the appropriately oriented unit normal to B. Define also

1€ll5 := €]l Beus)-

10.3.2 Cancellation between almost gauge invariant quantities on the timelike
hypersurface B

We may now state the result concerning cancellation on B. If £ and £ are two S-tangent (0, k) tensors, their
inner product is defined by

(&, 8)g=gM P g Pres, L Ea LD, - E, -

Proposition 10.3.2 (Cancellations between almost gauge invariant quantities on a timelike hypersurface).
Recall the hypersurface B defined in Section 10.3.1. Given s = 0,1,2, a smooth admissible coefficient function
h as in Section 3.2.2, and multi-indices v1,72 such that |y1| < N — s, |y2| < N — s and such that D"« and
D2 are tensor fields of the same order, then,

Ht It

(h(r)(@'“oz,@”a)g) —(h(r)(ma,@wa)g) <&l (10.3.6)

sup u’ /
ur<u<uy B(u)

and

Tt

(h(r)@“ (ra), D7 (rg))g)H+ - (h(r)(@"“ (Far), D2 (m))g) <éd (10.3.7)

sup us/
ur<u<uy B(u)

Note that Proposition 10.3.2 in particular also implies that a cancellation occurs between appropriate
derivatives of PZ" and P7"+7 and also BI+ and B?'ﬁ, on the timelike hypersurface B.

The following three lemmas will be used to estimate nonlinear error terms arising in the proof of Propo-
sition 10.3.2. First note that, recalling the definition of B in Section 10.3.1 and the bootstrap assumption
(7.1.4), it follows (see the argument of Lemma 11.7.2) that, for s =0,1,2 and |y| < N — s,

[ (s + 1070z ) 5 [
B

u”’(s)(|®'ya7{+|2 + \@7az+|2) < &2,
T+
Ry <r<Ry

with x defined by (10.3.3). It then follows that, for all u1 < u < uy,

62

wr®)

/ (1D a2 + [0z [?) <
B(uw)

Similarly, the inequalities (in the notation of Section 10.3.1)

2

2
VR L2 ., 12) < £ o2 <
L. (L mrels ¥ wrwf)ss ¥ PSS,

DLt
R_1<r<Rp  |y|<N-s [Y[SN—-1-s [YISN—-1" “R_1<r<Ry
contained in the bootstrap assumption (7.1.4) imply in particular that
2

g2 &2 ! 5
O7(R - Rohus S =5 + =, [ ererps o
/B(u) uk(s) Z Z Bu) wr(s)

U
! =0 |y|<N—1—s

[v|<N—s

foreachT'— Ty = (' = T')y+ and (I' — T'y) 7+, where k is defined by (10.3.3).
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Lemma 10.3.3 (Cancellation between ry,+ and rz+). Given a smooth admissible coefficient function h(r),
for any |y| < N — s, for s =0,1,2,

&3

2
G R L

for any w1 < u < uy, with £ defined by (10.3.3). Similarly for az+, ay+ and ary respectively in place of
O['H+,

Proof. Note that,

(THJr - rI+)‘(uI+ Wrg 04 )=(u,0,0) = "My (U, + f”iﬁr’IJr U+ f’;4-[+’I+) — TMy (U, ’U)v

and so,

53

g
12 = FHID s+ * S 5/ [DVay+]* < EEk

()

/ (re) — Bz )||D ez [2 < /
B(u)

(u)
O

Lemma 10.3.4 (Cancellation between ry+ and 7z+). For any |y1|+|v2] < N—s, |v3| < N—s fors=0,1,2,
3
[ 107w = 2ol e 97 e | 5 S
B(u) u

for any uy < u < wuy. Similarly for az+ in place of ayy+.
Proof. At most one of |y;| and |y2| can be greater than N — 5. Suppose first that |y;| > N — 5. Then
|72] < N —5 and the pointwise estimate (8.1.2) implies that

. € .
o 27O = D [0 | 5 0 e = o2

The proof follows the proof of Lemma 10.3.3 after noting that

202 202

=T Qtry B Qtry,’

and that the definition of B and the bootstrap assumption (7.1.4) imply that

2

1
> X [ (@ amo)P - 0@ - DF) § =
5=0 |y <N—s 7 B() "
where £ defined by (10.3.3). The proof when |y1| < N — 5 is similar. O

Before proceeding further, it is convenient to introduce additional nonlinear error notation. Recall the
notation of Section 3.2.3. Note that if i € {6,12,14,15,16,17} and v € {(1,0,0),(0,1,0),(0,0,1)}*, then
DF® - (i,7) is equal to D7 applied to a curvature component (and not a Ricci coefficient). Accordingly, given
k>0,1>1 and some

H={""Hy, 1y Thor. by Ym0,/ ooty <k VS0, 15 (10.3.8)
as in Section 3.2.3, if
I Hy ey € {(i,7) |4 € {6,12,14,15,16,17},~ € {(1,0,0), (0,1,0), (0,0, 1)}* } U {0}, (10.3.9)
forallm=0,...,l', ki1 +...+kp <k,I'">1, 7> 1, then we denote

(D (R - R.))' - H := (D*®)' - H.
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Similarly, if H is such that
I Hr oty € {(i,7) |4 € {1,...,5,7,...,11,13},7 € {(1,0,0), (0,1,0), (0,0, 1)}* } U {0},  (10.3.10)

forallm=0,...,0', k1 +...+ky <k, I'>1,§>1, then (D¥®)'- H involves only Ricci coefficients (and no
curvature components) and we denote

(@K1 —-T,))! - H := (%) - H.
Given k1, ko, ks > 0 and [y, lo, I3, I4 > 0, define k = (kq, ko, k3), L = (I1,12,13,14) and
|k| = k1 + ko + ks, =1 +1la+15+ 4.

Consider some k > 0, G = {/GF} where each GF is as in Section 4.3.3.3, H = {/ HE} where each 1 H is
of the form (10.3.8), (10.3.9), K = {jKlE} and L = {leE} where each jKlE and leE is of the form (10.?;8)7
(10.3.10), and T = {jlf} and J = {J Jf}iwhere each jlfiand jJLE is a trace index set of some order d >0 as
in Section 3.2.2. Define F*(G, H, K, L,I,.J) by,

FHMG H K, LIJ) =Tg > > Y ((:Df)ll IGE@ (DM(R - Ro)g+ ) - THE
lL>2  |kI<k §>1 : :
1121 kot+ks<k—1VO

® (DT = To)us) " I KF @ (D (0= To)r)" ILE) g, Ty, IE, (10311)

where ITgz+ denotes projection to the ST" spheres (see (4.3.29)), Df = Dfy+ 7+ and k—1V0 = max{k—1,0}.
As usual, such expressions are only ever considered when sufficiently many of the elements of G, H, K, L, I, J
vanish so that every term in the summation is a tensor of the same type, and so that there are only
finitely many terms, so that the summation is well defined. We typically abuse notation and write “F*” for
“FH(G,H,K,L,I,J) for some G,H,K,L,1,J".

Note that F* is nonlinear, each term involves at least one ©f factor, and each term involves at most
k — 1 derivatives of (T' — I'y)y+ and (I' — T'o)z+.

Lemma 10.3.5 (Error estimate on timelike hypersurface). For any s =0,1,2 and k < N —s, |[y| < N —s,
for any up < u < uy,
3

ur(E)+3

b

| 1Pt 00l 5
B(u)

for a = ay+ and az+, where kK(0) =0, k(1) =1—9 and kK(2) =2 — 4.
Proof. Recall, for s = 0,1, 2, for @« = agy+ or az+ and for each Ry -+,

2

2 2
> / D7af? < ——, > / DR - Ro)gus|? S —— + —.
B(u) ~ ur(s) B(u) ~ ur(s)

[v[<N—s [v|<N—s uf
Each (I' = T'y) = (I' = I'g)+ and (I' — I's) 7+ satisfies,

2

1
> Y [ ope-rrsag
B(w) u”(-s)

5=0 |y|<N—1-s

Recall also that the diffeomorphisms satisfy
of S <.
U

See (10.1.1). The proof follows (using Proposition 4.3.4) from noting that, for s = 0,1,2, |y1| < N — s,
|f}/2‘ <N - S,

o (R—Ro)wﬁ)%(/w |3372a|2)% < i(#+i)%7

u1+ng) ur(s) Uy

[ @t (R-Rasloal £ =
B(u) U JB(u)
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and, for s =0,1,2, |[11| < N—1—3, |92 < N-—3s

[t -roera s S( [
B(u) 4B

1 1 3
g
DM -T 2)(/ D2 )2N :
| ( 0)| B | ‘ 1+ m(s)+m(x;nn{s,1}) ’

forI'=T'o = (I' = T'o)y+ and (' —T'o)z+, and for o = agy+ and az+. O

u

The proof of Proposition 10.3.2 can now be given.

Proof of Proposition 10.3.2. Consider first the estimate (10.3.6) for « and the case s = 2.
First, suppose |y1| = |y2| = 0. Recall the projection II4;+ to the ST" spheres (see (4.3.29)) and note

that the bootstrap assumption (7.1.5) implies that ITg,+ gH+ is a metric on the ST spheres. It follows (see
the proof of Proposition 4.3.4) that

|a;.t+|;%+ = |HSI+ Qo+ ‘2H51+ gt
and so

h(rH+)|aH+|;H+ - h(TI+)|aI+|;z+ = (h(ry+) — h(rg+)) |aH+|;H+

+ h(TI+)(\HSI+ 047.[+|12_[ — |HSI+ OZH+|;I+) + h(TI+) (HSI+ o+ + OéI+,HSI+ o+ — Oéz+)¢z+ .
S

T+ gH+
Note that the relation (4.3.45) implies
HSI+ A+ — Qg+ = 511)’?.

The proof then follows from Lemma 10.3.3 and Lemma 10.3.5.
The proof for |y1| = |y2| > 1 is similar. It is helpful to first consider the case |y1]| = |y2| = 1. Suppose,
for example, that v; = 2 = (0,0,1). Again,

h(rH+)|(TQY74a)H+|;H+ - h(”I+)|(TQY74a)I+|;z+
= (h(ry+) — h(rz+)) |(7”977404)H+|;n+ + h(7”1+)(|Hsz+ (TQW404)H+|12151+ gt = [MLgz+ (TQW404)H+|;I+)
+ h(rz+) (Mgzs (rQV0) 5+ + (rQY 40) 7+, Hgrt (rQY 4a) 3+ — (TQW4a)I+)gI+ . (10.3.12)
Note that, in both the H* and Z gauges,
Yicap = (Ve,R)(ea,es,ep,e4) — R(ea, Ve,eq,ep,e4) — R(ea, eq,ep, Ve, e4),
and so,
Mgre (¥ s0an)™ — (QVa0an)" = (Vo RNHS Y e} HEE e} = (Vo e R)K ef el ef

+2(Q0 — (Q0)o)" R(e5 el el el ) = 2(Qw — (Q0)o)™ R(HGeH et HB R elth)

2Mf I+ I+ I+ 1'+ 2Mf C H+ /H+ D H+ ’H+
R(A’4’B’e4)_2R(HeCa4aH D ser )
T1+ A+
where o
Of s+ 1+
HC:(SC—F HT T
A A 80114+

As in the proof of Proposition 4.3.3,

+ + + I+ + + +
(eri-t‘*R)(ngg 764 HD 5 ) ?1{ )_(vge41+R)(eA ) % ) %3 ) % )_-Flv
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and so it follows from Lemma 10.3.5 that
3

/B( ) |(rQY 10)3+ | |((rQV 1)+ — (rQV 4)7+) | S %

The remaining terms in (10.3.12) are estimated similarly.
At higher orders, defining,

Iyl
V(C‘l7 ; 63'3 = v601 te vﬁcll (vfi:s)lz (V84)l3a
it follows that, in both the H™ and Z+ gauges,

I1,02,l3) ;ma, o,
Ye, ...chl (V)" (V) aup = Z M, g ( E}i 2,3 R)(ea V(ml ma:ZS)e‘l? €B; V(C?ll,.izcrji)e‘l)’

li+mi+ni=k;
la+ma+na=ko
I3+m3z+nz=Fks

for some constants M;, . ,,. The proof then follows similarly from Lemma 10.3.5 since, schematically, for
my +mo +ms > 1,

. . . A
v = S (PRI e ec,)) e
Ji+j2+is
<mi+mo+msz—1
I>1

+ Z (le W§2Wi3F>l(ecl L. 11) es + Z (WjIWéQWfF)Z(eCI o ecjl) eq,

Jitjz2+is Ji+j2+7s
<mi+ma+msz—1 <mi+ma+mz—1
I>1 I>1

so that, for any multi-index ~y, schematically,
Myt DVays — Dags = FNL (10.3.13)

The cases s = 0,1 are similar, as are the estimates (10.3.7) for o where Lemma 10.3.4 is also used.
O

10.4 Cancellations on null hypersurfaces and spacetime regions

We will also exploit some additional cancellations in our later estimates that arise from replacing almost
gauge invariant quantities in the Z+ and HT gauges. These are contained in the following proposition, which
forms part of the statement of Theorem C.2.

+ + +
If ¢ is an ST -tangent (0, k) tensor field, recall the definitions of WH &, V? £ and WZL ¢ from Section
. -, HT HT Ht
4.3.6, along with the definitions of |[¥'" ¢|, |[V5 &| and |V, &|.
Proposition 10.4.1 (Cancellations between almost gauge invariant quantities on null hypersurfaces and

spacetime regions). Given s =0,1,2, W € {a,a} and a multi-index |y| < N — 1 — s, for all u; < u < uy,
the following estimates on null hypersurfaces hold

4
€
LY )aee (DW)ze = D W)gye) I e + MRV 2)3es (DTW)zr = THDT W) ) [Zer S s
(10.4.1)
4
_ €
LY )+ (DYW)zs — TH(DYW)3+) HQQ,’,** F QT Vs)pr (DTW)zs = TH(DTW)34) ||Cu+ S pere
(10.4.2)
for all v(R_3z,u1) <v <v(Rg,uy), where 1 = L, >Ry, and
4
€
LrY)z (DTW)ze = D W)iee) G2+ + QY27+ (DW)ze — D W)gi) Iz S prret
(10.4.3)
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" (10.4.4)

LY)ze (DTW)ze = D W)gee) gz + L2 Va)zs (DTW)ze = D W) IFz+ <

for all v(R_2,u1) < v <v(Rs,uy), where 1 =1, , <r, and Il =17+ .
Moreover, given s =0,1,2, W € {a,a} and a multi-indez || < N —s, for all us < u < uy, the following
spacetime estimate holds
4
€

(@7 W)z+ = Mgze (@ Whes e ) S mor (10.4.5)
The following two lemmas will be used to estimate nonlinear error terms in the proof of Proposition

10.4.1. Recall the nonlinear error notation (10.3.11).

Lemma 10.4.2 (Spacetime nonlinear error estimate). For any s =0,1, andk < N —s, for any u1 < u < uy,

64

k
||f H/DI+ (u S u5+2'

Proof. The proof follows as in the proof of Lemma 10.3.5, now using the fact that each ® = &7+ or ®4+
and each ©f satisfies

1 2
€ €
Yoo IOl S 9fl S
s=0 |y|<N—s "
from which it follows that
&2 4
||]:k||Dz+ () S ;( > H’D”‘Pwllpﬁ +Z||®fHDI+ () S et

[vI<k

O

Lemma 10.4.3 (Error estimates on null hypersurfaces). For any s = 0,1,2, and k < N —1 — s, and for
any uy <u < uyg,

54

LY )2 FEN G s + QY )2 FEIE e + ||]l(7'v)?-l+-7:k|‘2g3;¢+ + II]l(Q’le)wkaQQW S

for all v(R_3,u) <v <v(Rg,u), where 1 =1, ,>r_,, and

54

LYz FHNE e + 10V )z FH ez + 100V e FEL 2 + I1L(Q7V)ze FEIIL 2 S sl

for all v(R_2,u) <v < v(Rs,u), where 1 =1, , <r,.

Proof. Given an operator ©* € {D],,,D7. | |y| = 1}, note that

H+>

o FH S S D1 - ( S DDUR - Ro)ur |+ 3 1078y + > (970 + Y Z|:m:of|).

[v]<1 [v|<k [vI<k [v|<k [v]<1 Df

The proof then follows, as in the proof of Lemma 10.4.2, from the fact that

S (1@ @) 20 + YD (R = Ro))s s + IOV ADT(R = Ro)ae 2
[v[SN-1-s
2

)

I ) |20 + 11TD(R — Re)ps s + QT4 (R = Re)as s ) <

Ik

fOI' 1= ]1T1+23727

> (IR @) 2 + Y (DR = R |2 + [1GRT ) (DR = Ro))e |2+
|YI<SN—-1-s

]

— 3
+ L@ @)z 2 + IOV @R = Ro)pes [ + L@V (07(R = Ro))r e ) S

us’
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for 1 = L, ., <r,, and

oS oot Y (D7 + D705 ]) S -

of |y|<1 [v|I<SN—6

IS

Moreover, the geometric quantities of both the #* and ZT gauges can easily be shown to satisfy the following
estimates on the cones of the other gauge at the expense of one derivative

> (M@ ®)s+llEz+ + IIIL(@’*‘I’)WHZF) S
[Y|ISN—-1-s

€
us’
for1 =1, ,>r ,, and

2
€
S (@) 2+ 11O B)r 2 ) S
[V|<N-1-s

for]l:]er+SR2. O
The proof of Proposition 10.4.1 can now be given.

Proof of Proposition 10.4.1. Consider first the estimates on null hypersurfaces. As in the proof of Proposi-

tion 10.3.2, schematically
(DY) + — Mgzt (D) g+ = FII.

Similarly for a. The proof of (10.4.1)—(10.4.4) are then an immediate consequence of Lemma 10.4.3.
The proof of the spacetime estimate (10.4.5) is similar, using now Lemma 10.4.2. O

10.5 Estimates for initial energies of o and «

As discussed already in the introduction in Section V.4, one aspect of working with teleological normalisations
is that it is non-trivial to estimate “initial” energy quantities when expressed in the Z+ and H* gauges. The
next part of the statement of Theorem C.2 corresponds to a bound of the initial energy fluxes of a and «
expressed in the Z7 and H™' gauges in terms of &q.

Recall that, for k = (k1, ko, k3), DE = (r¥)k1(Q-1V5)*2 (rQ¥,)*2. Define the following energies of o and
a, in the Ht and Z7 gauges. For the Ht gauge,

N
By [agg+] i= sup > I9EQPag )2+ sup Z D% 04%+)]1||QCZ{+7
v_1<v<vg \k\:O'kg;ﬁN nid uo<u<ug k=0 g
N
By [az] == sup Z DO Ofw)HCm + sup > H@E(Q_ng)]lﬂéym
v_1<v<vg k|=0 uo<u<uy k| =0;ka £N
where 1 = 1,_, <y, | <vs, and for the I7 gauge,
N
EY [az+] :=  sup Z ||r4©@a1+||201+ + sup Z ||7‘4@E051—+]1||201+,
u_1<ulus k=0 w v(u—1,R_2)<v<vs k|=0,ks £ N =v
EY [agi]i=  sup (Zm %Mﬁ+2m3%ww)
olu-nRo2)Susvee B k=0
N N-1
+ sup Z HT lgk(ral+)||cz+ + Z Hr_lgk( I+ H I+ + Z ||r_1© 5£I+)||ég+)7
USISUSUZ =0k AN = k=0
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where 1 = 1, _,<y<u,. These energies should be compared with the energies of Section 6.1.5. Define also
the following energies for P and P:

N-2
IE(J)\ri2 [PH+] ‘= sup Z ”33 5PH+ ||CH+ + sup Z H@k 5PH+)]1||CH+>
v_1<v<vg k|=0 uo<u<uy |k| 0
E) ?[Pyr]:= sup Y D5 Py )[Zp + sup Z 1D%(r° Py ) L1120t »
v <v<vg |k|=0 uo<u<Uf‘k| —0 w
where 1 = ]lv_1§UH+§v2, and
N-3
EY 2[Pri)i=  sup > (InVaD o Pro)|2ge + llr (r9)DEG Pra ) 2, )
u—1<uSus k=0 u
N-3
+ swp S (VPP L + P YDEC PO ),
U(u—laR—Q)S'USUoo ‘E‘:O
N-3
BY 2 [Pr] = swp 0 (V@07 Bro) e + I V)90 Py )2 )
u_1<uLug |k|=0 u
N-3
+ s S (19D PN R + (YRR P12 ).
v(u—1,R-2)<v<vso |k|=0 - ~v

where 1 = 1,,_, <u<u,. These energies involve integrals over regions which are covered by the initial Kruskal
and Eddington-Finkelstein gauges of Theorem 5.5.1 and Theorem 5.5.2 respectively, and can therefore be
controlled by comparing o4+, az+, o+, az+ and their derivatives to the geometric quantities in the initial
gauges, and using the fact that the estimates (5.5.2) and (5.5.13) yield appropriate estimates for the geometric
quantities in the initial gauges on the relevant H* and Z* null hypersurfaces.

Proposition 10.5.1 (Estimates for initial energies of & and «). The above initial energies of o and « satisfy
EY [ap+] + EY [az+] + BY [ag+] +EY [aze] Sep + e, (10.5.1)

and the above initial energies of P and P satisfy
Eo 2 [Pu+] +Eq 2 [Pre] + By 72 [Py ] + Eg 2 [Pr+] Seg +¢™. (10.5.2)

Proof. The proof is an immediate consequence of the following estimates for a = ay+ and a = a4+,

sup () 19707 %alG, + Yo (19710 Q% + YD a0 ) S €f e
o, ot

v_1<v<vo -1

V<N [v|<N—1
(10.5.3)
s (Y001 + Y (V070 %0l 2, + 1 YD a1, )) £ < + &
cHt 4 Sl ont cut)) S €0 )
up<uluy <N <N -1
(10.5.4)
where 1 =1, ,<y, , <v,, and, for « = az+, P = Pr+, a = az+, ¢ wz+’ and P = Py,
N
Sup Y. IrDtal|fs Sef+et (10.5.5)
ol Ro2) SUSve 1420 ks 2N
sup (30 Dl + Y DTt PR,) S+t (10.5.6)
u_1<uLus <N | <N—2
N N-1
sup (3 Irkan |2 . + 3 I 0kdn|2,. ) S e + et (10.5.7)
ol o2)Svsvee B ip= |k|=0
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and

sup (Y (I197el2es + 10D el2e) + D 1D+ D] 1D PIE

u—1<u<us

[vISN-1 [y|<N-1 [y|<N—-2
+ S DY PP) 2 ) SR et (105.8)
lv[<N-3 “

where 1 = 1, ,<y<u,. The proof of the estimates (10.5.3)-(10.5.8) proceeds by relating az+, ar+ and
their derivatives to the corresponding quantities in the initial Kruskal and Eddington—Finkelstein gauges of
Theorem 5.5.1 and Theorem 5.5.2 respectively, and using the fact that the estimates (5.5.2) and (5.5.13)
yield appropriate estimates for the geometric quantities in the initial gauges on the relevant H+ and Z+ null
hypersurfaces.

Define the following energy of the geometric quantities of the initial Kruskal gauge of Theorem 5.5.1 on
the spheres and null cones of the H* gauge

Ey; , [®cal = sup S @)kl
H u,v

uo<u<uy _
vo1<v<vy VP [v[<N-1

+ Z ( D’Y O( /87/0 Po, 0, B))/C dﬂ”c?—ﬁ + HCD'Y(,B,,O Po, T, 67 )
[vI<N
b

+ > (v @),
Y (169" @)kt m+||<w4>”*(%)mdnnzw)),

CH+)

_ +
ot T 1I(Q2 'V3)* (D7),
lYI<N-1 -
[v|[SN-1
where 1 =1, , <v, | <v,, along with the following energy of the geometric quantities of the initial Eddington—
Finkelstein gauge of Theorem 5.5.2 on the spheres and null cones of the ZT gauge,

By, [@srdl = sup < > @) all3e

u—1<uLus -~ u,v
V(R_2,u)Sv<ve, ~ T ISN=1

+ Z ”T :O’Y ’I’ « 7"4ﬁ, (p_p0)77.30_7 T2§))5}-,d”201+
[vISN

+ Y DB, (p — po), 30, 1B, ra) e Fall|Z s
lYI<N -

.
+ 3 (09 @t a)erat e + Q7 V) (@7 0)eral s )
ly|<N-1 -

+ > ( (@ )sfd||cz++||(7“9774) (:D’Yfa)é‘]-‘,d”205+)>’

[yISN-1

where 1 =1,,_,<y<y,. Here (7"?7)7"+ (®Ya)k,q is defined as in Section 4.3.6, and

|Y) (D a)kallg e = / 0P (D7) ka0 b,
v Qv
with |(1“Y7)HJr (DVar)ic,a| defined as in (4.3.57). Similarly for the other terms involving o and « in Eé\fiﬁ [P dl
and Eé\fiﬁ [®er,q). Note that the pointwise control on the f; 4+ diffeomorphisms in (10.1.37) guarantees
that (5.5.3) is satisfied by S = Slﬂf? U' = —exp(— 2Mj) V' = exp(ﬁf), for all up <u <uyp, v <v < vy

and so the fluxes appearing in EYY
Thus

0.i,.+ |Px.d] are allowed fluxes in the energy EY [®@x.4], defined in (5.5.4).

;. ., [®x.a] S EY [@x.al. (10.5.9)
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Similarly, the pointwise control on the f; 7+ diffeomorphisms in (10.1.20) guarantees that (5.5.15) is satisfied
by S =87 W = u, v/ = v for all u_; < u < ug, v(R_2,u) < v < vy and thus the fluxes appearing in

U,

Eé\fiﬁ [Per q] are allowed fluxes in the energy EY [®¢x 4], defined in (5.5.16). Hence
Eoi . [®er.a] SEQ [Per.a]- (10.5.10)

Consider first the estimate for D7Q 2ay,+, for |[y| < N, on the incoming cones QZ# of (10.5.3). It
suffices to estimate a and its derivatives in the Kruskalised HT gauge (see (5.6.7) and Section 2.3.4) since,
following Proposition 10.1.11, for any v_; < v < vs,

S 1@ %) P § 3 @ @i [P+
[vI<N [v|<N

It follows, after relating (©7a)x 3+ to covariant derivatives of the Riemann curvature tensor, as in the proof
of Proposition 10.3.2 (in fact, the present proof is easier since there is no decay to be captured), that

2 4
> 1@ ekt Iz £ D 1@ @kl + (B, , (@)’ + B + (u [faer))
[v|<N [V|EN

Moreover

> II(W@)K,dIIQQlﬁ SEql, ., [®xdl,
[v|I<N

and so, in view of (10.5.9), it then follows from (5.5.2), the estimate for Ez+ in the bootstrap assumption
(7.1.4), and the pointwise estimate (10.1.20) that

II(QVQ)K,dH;m Sep+et,

thus completing the estimate for Q~2ay,+. For Q7 1¥3D7Q%« one similarly obtains, by relating to covariant
derivatives of the Riemann curvature tensor as in the proof of Proposition 10.3.2, that

S QYD R a)e s

[y[<N-1

_ + 2 4
S Z [(Q1y¥s)H (@WQ)K,dHZQF + (Eé\fiﬂ+ [@kc.q]) + (E+)? + (Pu; [fan+]) Seg+e
[v|[EN-1

in view again of (10.5.9), the estimate (5.5.2), the estimate for EIJ, in the bootstrap assumption (7.1.4), and
the pointwise estimate (10.1.20). The proof of the remaining estimates of (10.5.3) and (10.5.4) are similar.
The estimates (10.5.5)—(10.5.8) require slightly more care due to the presence of the r weights. Consider

first the estimate for r*o on the cone C’f+, for some u_; < u < us. Revisiting the proof of the relation
(4.3.45), one sees that, in fact,

az+ = (14 0uf*) Mgrr aera + 5%’?757 (10.5.11)

where f* = fU‘l1 7+, and so, as in the proof of Proposition 4.3.4, for any u_; < u < ug,

2 4
Itz e S N0 a)erallPe + (B, [@era))® + (B2 + (B, [faze]) "

Since
H(7‘406)€f,d||203+ SEoi, [Per.al,

the estimate (5.5.13), in view of (10.5.10), the estimate for EY, in the bootstrap assumption (7.1.4), and
the pointwise control on the f; 7+ diffeomorphisms in (10.1.20) then give

It e)z+ |2+ S €8 + €,
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thus yielding the estimate for the first term in (10.5.6) when |y| = 0. Estimates for ||(D7r%a)z+ | for

Cz+ ’
|v] < N, are obtained similarly, following the process of the proof of Proposition 10.3.2 (see the relation
(10.3.13)). The estimate (10.5.5) is similar.

Consider now the second term in (10.5.6). For r¥,(r®P), Proposition 3.4.4 and the Codazzi equa-
tion (1.2.18) imply that

* . 3M;Y .
rY,(r°P) = rP,YdivB — rPyVeyrl3 + 6 Myr ( _ rf) %
+ 3M P Dydlvy + 3M P D58 + 3Mr*Qa + Q7 1E2

It then follows from the change of gauge relations (4.3.47), (4.3.37), (10.5.11) and Proposition 4.3.5, after
noting that the no linear terms in the diffeomorphism functions appear when the above expression is related
to the corresponding expression in the initial EF gauge, that, for any u_; < u < usg,

IV a(rPP)z+ |20 £ DI ((r9)* 8 ere + > lIr((

k<3 k<2

I+ + HT QeF, d||CI+

+ (Eé\,’iﬁ [‘I’Sf,d])z + (EX )2 + (Pu, [fd,I+])47

and the estimate for ||(r¥ 4(r5P))z+ ||2CIJr again follows from (5.5.13), in view of (10.5.10), since

DoY) Bez.allgzs + D I

k<3 k<2

z+ + |[rPaer d||Cz+ S Ep s [PeF.dl

Similarly for the higher order derivatives.
The estimates (10.5.7) and (10.5.8) follow similarly, using now Proposition 3.4.3 and Proposition 3.4.4.
For example, for the final estimate of (10.5.8), Proposition 3.4.4 implies that

2 . . . . 3Mp\ . 3M .
%YA <7~5£) = 5P, Vdiva + Py Yeurl — 6Mer2$2ﬂ +6Myr ( — 7'f> X+ TfT?’@QWQtrX

+ 3Mr?Qa + a1’V (Q0)®B + aor® Y r Y (Q0) R + a3r5QdJZD;§ + &2,

and so the relations (4.3.47), (4.3.37), (4.3.39), (4.3.43), (10.5.11), and Proposition 4.3.5 imply that, for any
u_1 < u < ug,

B S = Talr° gzm;ur (V) BleralZes +Ir(rYner.all e +Irseral?-
3

+ [|r((rY)*Qtry) orr TEQ, [®erdl® + (B70)? +Pu, [faz+]" S ef +%,

by (5.5.13) since

DY) Blerallfzs + lr(rYn)

k<3

r((rY)?Qrx)eF alfrs + [rPaer.all? o

N ]E(I)\,[iz+ [PeF.d]-

Similarly for higher order derivatives of 7Y, (r°P). O

10.6 Estimates for H™ quantities from Z* quantities on C,,

There is one final statement which we have to show to complete the proof of Theorem C.2.
Recall that the H™ and Z* gauges share a common final outgoing cone C,, ;- Exploiting this fact and

our estimates on the diffeomorphisms fy;+ 7+, we obtain the following estimates on X+, ﬁZfI and a new
quantity T}";O in terms of geometric quantities in the ZT gauge.
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Proposition 10.6.1 (Estimating %' quantities from Z% quantities on C.,,). The quantity QX+ satisfies

N+1—s U(Rhuf) )
D (up) Y / / | Y) Qxer |* dB (ug) SEY. .+ et (10.6.1)
s=0,1,2 k=0 Jv(R-1uyp)JS?

and the quantities d,fvﬁe L and T}t 0 satisfy
2 2
At B7 g 0 (R, ug))| o+ [T (g v (R up)| S () 20 (B 7o+,

where
3M fQ

Y= ( - 3];4’0) (p—po) + 32];? (Qtrx = (Qtrx)e) = —5 57077 (Qry — (Qrx)o) -

Moreover the metric (¢ — 7"2"’y)7"+ satisfies, for s = 0,1,

4

+ e N
Z ||(TV)k( -r V)H ||SH+ S W +Euf + + Z T‘W)k w ||2H+ +(p — Po)H |2~
k<N-—s wpv(Roug) k<N _s— 2 uf w(Roug)

(10.6.2)

Remark 10.6.2. We remark that Proposition 10.6.1 will be used in the proof of Theorem C.6 in Chapter
15, after IE LT has been estimated in Theorem C.5. The estimate (10.6.2) will be used in the proof of
Theorem 0.6 after {1 and (p — po)*" have been estimated (see Proposition 15.3.119).

In this section the diffeomorphisms fz+ 7+ relating the Ht and 7T gauges are denoted f, without the
subscript.
In obtaining the estimate (10.6.2) one first shows that

4

Z I(r V) (g —r? L ||Sn+ SJﬁ‘FEufﬁ"' Z 1(rY) f4||2H+ . (10.6.3)

b N s wp,v(Roug) KN s uf o(Rouy)

(See the proof of Proposition 10.6.6 below.) It is more convenient to state the estimate, as in (10.6.2), after
the final term, involving f*, has been estimated by quantities in the HT gauge.

Proof of Proposition 10.6.1. The proof will be accomplished in the Sections 10.6.1-10.6.3 below.

10.6.1 Estimate for {*" from %"

When )27"+ is estimated from )21+ on the final hypersurface u = uy, the following simplification of the identity
(4.3.37) is used, which exploits the vanishing of f2 and f!, f? on u = uy.

Lemma 10.6.3 (Change of gauge identity for x on C.,). The gauge condition f*(us,v(R,uy),-) = 0 implies
that, on {uy+ = us} N {uz+ = uy},

4
Q)* = (1 + ai J;) Q)" (10.6.4)

Proof. Recall (10.1.2).
The equalities (4.3.8) and (4.3.9), together with the fact that b*" =0 on {u = ur} (and 0r" 64I+ =0u,,
everywhere) give

HT 4 4 4
T+ _ Q Bf 7-[+ Tt _ o 8f o fH+ ’H+ 8f 7‘[+
“ = o (1 * auI+) s eh =0 =0, ggaO =i FOT Faaer
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on {uy+ =us} N{ur+ = uyr}. Hence, on {uy+ = up} N{uz+ = uys},

+ + T+ L (ar” oft + Qr’ oft +
XﬁB :g(ve£+€4z 76% ): ei <QI+ (]‘—"_ 81}I+) 9(6476113 )+ QI+ (]‘—"_ 81}1+> g(veiﬁ—eme% )

QHt af4 af4
= o <l—|— 8vz+>g (VeA+Q%e4e4’eB+QH+We4>
o’ af L Oft
=0zt (1 + ) {9 (Veaea,ep) + Q% 2517 (Vesea,€B)
wt OF" o 0ft oSt
+Q P (Vesea,eq) + Q5,4 564 555 g

QH+ 8f4 HT
~ o (” ) A

(Vesesser)

+ +
where e4 = e’f", e, = e}t , and the fact that
_ B _
c - c4 -
Vesea=xa"€c+ 1,64, Ve,eq =wey,

has been used. Now,

+ + T+ + + Oft + + Oft 4 + + +
o = 0l ) =g (0 el el 0 ) = ol ) =

implies that

Q" af Qr’ af
(trx)* " = g;fXEB =07 (1 + av;) g;ﬁX?}; =7 (1 + 3UJ;+) trx

and hence

+ 4 H 4
Tt T+ 1 I+ 7+ O af e L TR T _ Q of At
XAB = XAB — i(trX) Jap = I+ (1 + Bup. ) \XAB ~ SUXT fap | T o I+ dup, ) XAB-

The estimate (10.6.1) is now obtained by exploiting Lemma 10.6.3.
Proposition 10.6.4 (Estimate for Qx4+ on Cy,). On the final hypersurface u = uy, Qxy+ satisfies

N+1-s v(Ry,uyp

> (g kz=o /U

s=0,1,2

)
/ |(rY)F Qg | dOd! (ug) SEN oo + et
(R_1up) Js2 f’

Proof. Recall that, for any SH+—tangent (0, k) tensor &, on u = uy,

v e =y e v v@QY)" e,

and so, for example, the equality (10.6.4) implies that

+

(YOO = (140, - (YOO™ + (140, %) - Y4 QY00 + Vo f* - (™.

Given s = 0,1, 2, applying Wk to the equality (10.6.4), for any £k < N + 1 — s, it follows that, in the error
notation of Section 3.2,

(V'™ —(Y'e0™ s X 1P (PR (070
ki+ka+|v|<k
li+l2+13>2

The proof then follows after controlling the nonlinear terms appropriately. O
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10.6.2 Estimates for £ = 0,1 modes of H' quantities from Z* quantities

The following estimate for 83+ exploits the fact that f2 = 0 on {ur+ = us} N {uy+ = us}. The estimate
for

3M02
— 2;; Q 2(Qtrx—(QtrK)o)

+ 3M 3M
T = (1 - 7,f) (0= po)a+ + 52 (Qrx — (Qrx)o )y o

2r2

exploits the fact that this quantity, plus a suitable multiple of (Q? — Q%)+, when projected to £ = 0 is
almost gauge invariant.

Proposition 10.6.5 (Estimates for d/fvﬂgfl and TZ";O on Cy,). The £ =1 modes of 3 and the { =0 mode
of T in the H' gauge satisfy

2 2
A B2 (ug, v(Ryup)| + [T (g v(Roug))| S (ug) 2 (Y, 1o+ €Y).
Proof. The estimate for div3 follows from applying div to the relation (4.3.47) and using the fact that f3 =0
on {ug+ = ug} = {uz+ =uys}.
The estimate for Tzfo follows from the fact that,
3IM
Yoo — =L (02— 02)

r3 £=0"

is almost gauge invariant. Indeed, the relations (4.3.36), (4.3.43), (4.3.44) and (4.3.49) imply that

3My (2 2 ” 3My (2 2 " 3M Q3 3_ 44 <52
T3 (Q _QO) - ) (Q _QO) T2 A(f - f) S o2

fH+
The proof then follows from the fact that (g—é — 1) vanishes on ug+ = uy. O

10.6.3 Estimate for (§ —r29)"" from (¢ — r?4)7"
Finally the estimate (10.6.2) is obtained.

Proposition 10.6.6 (Estimates for (¢ — r2’?)H+ on Cy;). On the final hypersurface u = uys, (¢ — 7“2")/)7{+
satisfies, for s =0,1,

4

o + 3 Lyt n
S NG =)™ % S Bzt D 10V 5 +llo—p)™
k<N-—s g (R up) K< N—s_2 wpv(Roug)

Proof. Recall that, on the final hypersurface u = uy, f!'= f2= f3 = 0. Using the relation (4.3.35) restricted
to {u = uy}, the fact that

2/ 43 4 3 4 2
T+ — e + Qo (for 7+ — for 20| S e 20 — Fogr 2415

and the fact that, for any SH+—tangent (0, k) tensor &, on u = uy,

V=V e VL L QYD)

one easily arrives at the estimate (10.6.3). The proof then follows from the relation (4.3.49) restricted to
{u = uy} and Lemma 10.6.3. O

This now completes the proof of Proposition 10.6.1, and thus also of Theorem C.2. O
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Chapter 11

Tensorial wave equations

The goal of this chapter is to provide a unified framework for estimating classes of non-linear S-tensorial
wave equations which will encompass the wave equations of Section 3.4 satisfied by the members of the gauge
invariant hierarchy of Definition 2.1.1 and their higher order commutations. Specifically, we shall be able to
represent these equations in the form

(VL QY5 + QV3QV,) W + %227“2 (—A+ V)W = Finw] + Frinw], (11.0.1)

DN | =

for V some (non-negative) potential, F*[IW] a “linear error” term and F™"[W] a “non-linear error” term.
Depending on the potential, this will be called an S-tensorial wave equation of Type 1 or 2. We shall then
derive a set of Propositions giving estimates for equations of the form (11.0.1) with general right hand side.
These will then be applied in the subsequent two chapters in the course of the proof of Theorems C.3 and C.4.

Contents
11.1 Algebraic preliminaries and definitions . . . . . . . . . . ... ..o Lo 195
11.2 The structure of commuted tensorial wave equations . . . . . . . . . .. .. ... .. ... 198
11.3 Regions and energies for tensorial wave equation estimates . . . . . . ... ... ... .. 201
11.3.1 The truncated regions . . . . . . . . ... 202
11.3.2 Energies associated to the region DR, 202
11.3.3 Energies associated to the region DT . 203
11.4 The energy estimate and basic integrated local energy decay . . . . .. .. .. .. .. .. 204
11.5 The redshift estimate . . . . . . . . . .. L 211
11.6 The rP-weighted hierarchy . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 211
11.7 Nonlinear error estimates for wave equations . . . . . . . . .. . ... ... 213
11.7.1 Error terms in the ™ gauge . . . . . . . . . . .. . ... 214
11.7.2 Main error terms in the ZV gauge . . . . . . . . .. ... 217
11.7.3 Anomalous error terms in the Z% gauge . . . . . . . .. ... ... .. 218
11.8 Some auxiliary estimates for commuted energies . . . . . . . .. . ... .. ... .. ... 220

The first part of this chapter is purely algebraic. In Section 11.1, we shall introduce the general
formalism for equations of the type (11.0.1), specifying in particular the V, F'n[W], F™[W] for the
equations satisfied by (weighted versions of) the quantities «, a, ¥, ¥, P and P, each in their respective
gauges. The most important algebraic insight, following from [DHR] (cf. (I1.3.3) in Section I1.3.1), is that
Flin [p5P] = F'™ [rP] = 0, in both regions. We then specify the V, F“"[W] and F"“"[W] arising from
commuting tensorial wave equations of various types in Section 11.2.

The remainder of the chapter concerns the analysis of the above tensorial wave equations and will depend
on the assumptions of Theorem C.

In Section 11.3, we define various energies (fluxes on null hypersurfaces, integrated decay energies) that
will be relevant for the analysis. Section 11.4 then proves general estimates (energy and integrated decay)
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for an appropriate pair (Wy+, Wz+) satisfying S-tensorial wave equations of type (11.0.1). These estimates
arise from summing general multiplier identities applied in the region DR’ (for Wy+) and DI’ (for Wz+)
respectively. Characteristic of all statements is the appearance of a boundary term on the common boundary
hypersurface B that vanishes in linear theory (the contributions from DI and DM’ cancelling exactly) and
will be estimated later (from Proposition 10.3.2) when specific equations are being considered. Furthermore,
the inhomogeneous terms arising from F"" are kept abstractly in the statements of the propositions. These
will again be estimated later when specific W’s and equations are considered.

Finally, Section 11.5 proves redshift multiplier estimates for W3+ above and Section 11.6 proves
rP-weighted multiplier estimates for an Wz+ above.

As remarked above, Sections 11.1-11.2 lie outside of the proof of Theorem C and can in fact be read
immediately after Chapter 3. Starting from Sections 11.3, we will assume the assumptions of Theorem C.
The results of Sections 11.8-11.6 will depend on Theorems C.1 and C.2 and will in turn be used in the proofs
of Theorem C.3 and C.4 of Chapters 12 and 13. Thus, the present chapter together with the following two
form a coherent unit. The estimates of Sections 11.4, 11.5 and 11.6 build on previous techniques which
originate in the study of the scalar wave equation on Schwarzschild and more generally Kerr spacetimes,
mentioned already in Section I1.3.1. The reader can refer to the discussion in Section 2.3 of [DHR] for more
context, as well as the lecture notes [DR13] and some of the original papers [BS05, DR09b, DR09a, DRSR16].

11.1 Algebraic preliminaries and definitions

Associated to a general double null gauge of the form (1.1.4) or (1.2.32), endowed with a Schwarzschild
background with mass M as in Section 1.3.4, we may define the following operator acting on S-tensors:

1 02 2 2 2 02 2
D=5 (O3 + QVQV4) + 51 (-8) = Vi = Vi — 574, (11.1.1)

where 1 1
T = §(Q€3+Q64), R = 5(—9634—964). (1112)
Define also the potentials
402 02 202 02
Vi = 72—6]\4'f3 and Vi = T+6Mf3. (11.1.3)
r r r r

Remark 11.1.1. Note that the principal part of —[[1 agrees with that of the spacetime wave operator g

Definition 11.1.2 (Types of tensorial wave equations). Consider a double null gauge of the form (1.1.4)
or (1.2.32), endowed with a Schwarzschild background with mass M as in Section 1.3.4.
We say that an S-tensort W satisfies a tensorial wave equation of Type 1 with given expressions Fy™ [W]

(“linear errors”) and F™ [W] (“non-linear errors”), if
W + ViW = Flim (W] + Fplin (W], (11.1.4)

a tensorial wave equation of Type 2 with given expressions Fs™ [W] and F3m [W], if

OW + Vi W = Fym (W] 4 Falin (W], (11.1.5)

a tensorial wave equation of Type 3j, with given expressions F5™ W] and Fgl™ (W], if

M . ,
DWW + 2k— QYW = F4m [W] + F5ln (W] (11.1.6)

r

and a tensorial wave equation of Type 4y with given expressions Fii™ [W] and Fpln [W], if

2k 0? ) )
W + 7Q§Qy74w + AW = Fir W]+ Frlm w). (11.1.7)

n all applications W will either be a symmetric traceless S-tangent 2-tensor or an S-tangent 1-form.
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Remark 11.1.3. We remark already that while we shall consider Type 1 and 2 equations for quantities of
both the Ht gauge and the I gauge, we shall consider Type 3;, equations only for the HT gauge and Type
4y equations only for the It gauge.

The following propositions reveal the tensorial wave equations satisfied by the quantities in the gauge
invariant hierarchy of Definition 2.1.1. In each case, the relevant double null gauge is that indicated by the
subsript on the quantitiy, i.e. ayy+ refers to the H' gauge, etc.

Proposition 11.1.4 (Quantities satisfying tensorial wave equation of Type 1 and 2). The following quan-
tities satisfy tensorial wave equations of Type 1 or 2, with given linear and nonlinear error terms:

e The pairs (AH+ =rQay+, Az = 7‘Q2az+) and (A?-H = rQ2ng+,AI+ = fQ2QI+) satisfy equations
of Type 2 with linear errors given by:

in 802 3M o 80?2 3M
Fim [Ay+] = e (1 — r) My , Fom[Az] = -3 <1 - T) Mg+

r2 72
n 8 QQ M in T4 8 Qz 3M ~
Fin[Ay+] = e (1 - r) Oy, Fi"[Az] = e (1 - r> 1 (11.1.8)

and non-linear errors given by (see Proposition 3.4.12 for the definition of k1 below):

Fplin [Ags] = Q21 FRn[Ags] =€),
];-2nlin [A’;—[Jr} — Q6(5*)1 , ]_-2nlm [AI+] — g§ + k;lr@; (TWQU‘X Q) .

e The pairs (Hy.ﬁ = 130y, gt = r3QwI+) and (HH+ = r3QyH+,ﬂI+ = 7“3Q@I+) satisfy equations
of Type 1 with linear error terms given by

in 3M 202 3M
Flin [y ] = TZQMW -3 <1 — r) Wyt

7«2
) 3M 20?2 3M
]_-{zn [EH+] _ TTQQA’}-Fr _ ;7‘72 <1 _ T) QHJr (1119)

and the same relations replacing all subscripts HT by It and putting a check superscript on the
underlined-quantities) and non-linear errors given by

U M) = Q%82 P [ge] = €, F (] = Q€N A [z ] = €5 (11.1.10)

e The pairs (Vy+,Vz+) and (EH+,QI+) satisfy equations of Type 1 with linear errors given by
FI o] = L (O] = F{7 [ ] = Fi7 [yy4] = 0. (11.1.11)
and non-linear errors given by (see Proposition 3.4.14 and in particular (3.4.22))
FPim (W 1] = Q3(E9)S , FHim [Ury] = & (11.1.12)
FPlm [y ] = Q273 . FU™ (14 ] = € + Eanom![ D)
Proof. This is a rewriting of the equations derived in Chapter 3.4. O

Remark 11.1.5. One may easily check that also F3'™ [Ay+] = Q2(E)L and FPU™ [+ ] = Q3(£%)? but we
will not need to exploit this additional structure of the error below. We will however exploit Fpl" [[y,+] =
QHEX)? and FPlin [Ay+] = QO(EX)! in Section 15.7.6. (Recall Section 3.2.5 for the £* notation.)

Proposition 11.1.6 (Quantities satisfying tensorial wave equations of Type 3;). The following quantities
satisfy tensorial wave equations of Type 3 with given linear and non-linear error terms:
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e The weighted tensor Q~*A,,. satisfies an equation of Type 32 with

o 802 8M _
Fin Q14,4 = - (@ M. ) — T—SQZ(Q A1), (11.1.13)
Flin [ 1A, = Q%" (11.1.14)

e The weighted tensor Q~2I1,,. satisfies an equation of Type 31 with

. 3M 2 02 oM
I T R e L = U L 0 (11.1.15)
FRlin (072, ] = 0262, (11.1.16)

o The tensors Wy+ and Wq,1 satisfy an equation of Type 3¢ with

: 402 02 - 402 02
Fm W] = 5 s +6M g, Fim Wy ] = 5 Wy +OM 0y (1LLIT)

and the non-linear error as in (11.1.12).

Remark 11.1.7. The reason for considering Q_4AH+ and Q_2HH+ is that these quantities are expected to
remain uniformly bounded all the way to the event horizon.

Proof. The U, ¥ case is just a rewriting of the equation of Type 1 from Proposition 11.1.4, equation (11.1.11).
Now for W =11,,+ and k =1 as well as for W = A,,+ and k = 2 we note the identity:

2M
DQ>W) = Q72 (W — k (Q7'V39%) QY W) — 2kwQY3(Q W) — 2= Q% - Q7 2FIW + Q%3 F,
r
which in turn follows from

QY QY 4(Q2 W) = QY5 (—kQ ™ 2F20W + Q2FQY, W)
= —2kwQY3(Q W) — 2k¥§22 CQTW -k (QTTY,0%) QYW
r
02 *
+ (—2ﬂr2ID2dlv(Q2kW) + Q%mW) +Q2e3k, (11.1.18)
We now apply the above with £ =1 and W = II,,+ as well as with £k = 2 and W = A,,,. After inserting

the relevant equation of Proposition 11.1.4 for mEH+ and méq_ﬁ we obtain the desired form. O

Proposition 11.1.8 (Quantities satisfying tensorial wave equations of Type 4;). The following quantities
satisfy tensorial wave equations of Type 41, with given linear and non-linear error terms:

e The tensors Uy and W, satisfy equations of Type 4y with k=0, £ =2 and with

lin Q2 lin [4] Q2 T
\/—'.4072 [\IJI+] = 6MT73\I/I+ 5 f4012 [gl—*:l = 6MT73gI+ 5
-7:&[12” [\I/IJr] = 823 ) ‘7:‘17;)“2” [QI-F] = vg + ganom [B]

o The tensor r’Ilz+ satisfies an equation of Type 4 a with k=1, { =1 and with

_ 02 3MQO2 0?
Fin [Pl ] = 2M - Wgs + o (r* Az ) + 6M =5 (1) |

Film [Pz ] = €5 (11.1.19)
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o The tensor r*Az+ satisfies an equation of Type 4y, with k =2, { = —1 and with

2
Fin [ Az+] = —8MO?Tz+ — 22MQ (r*Az+) ,

42,1

42 1

Proof. For W4, this is a rewriting of the equation of Type 1 from Proposition 11.1.4, equation (11.1.11).
For IIz+, note (dropping subscripts temporarily)

QY,QF, (r211) = Q¥ (2QY, 1T + 202 1)

02 02 02 2 M
= ( 2—r2$2dlv1'[ 25+ 6M—zA—— (1 - 3) QY511 + —QZA + 54)

+2rQ2QY 511 — ;Qggm (r*II) + 4Q411 — 20211

and collect terms. For A, note

OV3QV, (r*A) = QY5 (r'QV, A + 4r°Q2 A)

_r4< (: 24&/1—2—/1 6M— A4<1?€4\4>9W3A+8[]+F34[A])

+4r3 2OV, A — 4239?74 (r*A) +16r°Qi A + (—12r% + 16M7r) Q2A
T

and collect terms. O

11.2 The structure of commuted tensorial wave equations

The next three propositions capture what structure of the tensorial wave equations is preserved under
commutation by the operators ¥, rdiv, r2A and Y g..

Before stating them we need to define an additional bit of notation to capture the errors arising from the
commutation of an abstract tensorial wave equation. Recall first from Section 3.2.4 that given ki,p; > 0,
the notation (@kl <I>p1)1 - H denotes a term involving a sum of terms (linear, quadratic, cubic, ...) in the @,
containing at most k; derivatives in total and that the array H encodes the information on exactly what
terms appear in the sum. Let W be a symmetric traceless tensor. Define for p > 0, k > 2 the array

— JIHaP1 J b1 J 7P1
H = { Hy ., "Hi ., Jklkz}k1+k2§k,k1§k—1,p12p,j21
where 7H}!, s a collection of H as above, 7HF', € {y |~y € {(1,0,0),(0,1,0),(0,0,1)}*2} U {0} and 9.7},
is a trace set of some order d > 0. Set D*2W - () := DYW for v € {(1,0,0),(0,1,0),(0,0,1)}*2. We finally
define

k k 1 k i 77 j
D@y W) = 3 Y (M) THE, @ DR W AR, ) I, (11.2.1)
pizp  j=>1
ki+k2<k
k1 <k—1
As usual, such expressions are only ever considered when sufficiently many of the components of 7 vanish
so that each object appearing in the above summation is an S-tensor of the same type and moreover that
the range of p and j is finite so that the summation is indeed well-defined. Finally, we note that once W is
specified (it will typically be a derivative operator applied to an almost gauge invariant quantity) the above
expression can be captured by the familiar 5;“, . For instance D*[®,), [TQW4]m (rPP)] - A = EFTm+2,

Proposition 11.2.1. Consider a double null gauge of the form (1.1.4) or (1.2.32), endowed with a Schwarz-
schild background with mass M as in Section 1.3.4. Let W be a symmetric traceless S-tensor satisfying a
tensorial wave equation of Type 1 or 2. Then?

2We suppress the subscript 1 or 2 in F'" below. It is 1 or 2 depending on the type.
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The commuted quantity VW satisfies a tensorial wave equation of the same type with

J—_-lin [WTW] _ WT (flzn [W]) ,
FU (Y] = Vo (F (W) + 925, W) - 2 (11:22)

e The commuted quantity rdfvW (which is an S-tangent 1-form) satisfies a tensorial wave equation of
the same type with

, ‘ 0?
F [rdivW] = rdfvF'" [W] + 3—5rdivW
r
Frn [rdfv W] = rdfoF"™ [W] + D?[0y, W] - . (11.2.3)

o The commuted quantity r> AW satisfies a tensorial wave equation of the same type with
]:lin [T2AW} _ TQA]:MW' [W] ;
Frin [ AW ] = r? AF™ W] + D30y, W] - 2. (11.2.4)

The commuted quantity Y g W satisfies a tensorial wave equation of the same type with

flin [WR*W} — WR* (flln [W]) _ %%22 (1 _ ?)iw) TQAW + hO%%QW,
FHU Y o W] = Vg (FHUR [W]) + D2[ds, W] - 5. (11.2.5)

Proof. The Y commutation is straightforward using Lemma 3.3.1. For the angular commutation we note

Dol = By (<203, + 2K) € = -2~ 34 - 5K ) Pat 4 2D + 2V K
= ADy€ + 3KDo€ + 2V K&E (11.2.6)

which yields the result. The ¥ . commutation is again a straightforward commutation using the formulae
(3.4.11), (3.4.12) and Lemma 3.3.1. O

Proposition 11.2.2. Consider a double null gauge of the form (1.1.4) or (1.2.32), endowed with a Schwarz-
schild background with mass M as in Section 1.3.4. Let W be a symmetric traceless S-tensor satisfying a
tensorial wave equation of Type 3. Then

o The commuted quantity YW satisfies a tensorial wave equation of type 3j with

Fy [YoW] = Vo (F [W])
Flin I W] = Vo (Fim (W) + D% [@3, W] - 2. (11.2.7)

e The commuted quantity rdjvWy+ (which is an S-tangent 1-form) satisfies a tensorial wave equation
of type 3y with

Fim [rdfoW] = rdivFLm (W] + 3T—2rd;f1)W,
Fylin [rdfoW] = rdfoF5l™ (W] + D2[@o, W] - 5. (11.2.8)

o The commuted quantity r> AW satisfies a tensorial wave equation of type 3j with
Tl [P AW] = P ARG W],
Flin [r2 AW] = r? AFGH W] + D3[0o, W] - 5. (11.2.9)
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o The commuted quantity Q=Y sW satisfies a tensorial wave equation of type 3k+%with

Fol Q7Y W] = QTN FR W]+ haQPQT VW + ha QP AW

FRin [Q YW = QY FR (W] + 92 (@5, W] - 2. (11.2.10)
Remark 11.2.3. The fact that commutation with Q=Y leads to a stronger redshift factor (k + %) is the
familiar amplified commuted redshift effect for the wave equation. See [DR13].

Remark 11.2.4. Since these equations are only ever going to be considered in the H' gauge, one does not
need to keep track of the r-weights. We have included them here to unify notation for the error terms.

Proof. The Y, rdfv and r2A commutations are analogous to the proof of Proposition 11.2.1. For Q~1V5,
write (cf. Lemma 3.3.1)

1
@m = W3QV4 24& - *Q *Fa[]
and commute the operator Q'Y through, resultlng in the commutator

.07y, w =202 [0y, w - Hlera iy, w - S orpidnw (11.2.11)

with = ignoring non-linear errors which are easily seen (using Lemma 3.3.1) to be of the form appearing in
(11.2.10). O

Proposition 11.2.5. Consider a double null gauge of the form (1.1.4) or (1.2.32), endowed with a Schwarz-
schild background with mass M as in Section 1.3.4. Let W be a symmetric traceless S-tensor satisfying a
tensorial wave equation of Type 41 ;. Then

o The commuted quantity YW satisfies a tensorial wave equation of type 4y with
Fi (VW] = Yo (Fi7 1)
Filin (Y2 W] = Vo (F20 [W]) + D2(@s, W] - . (11.2.12)
e The commuted quantity rdjvWr+ (which is an S-tangent 1-form) satisfies a tensorial wave equation of
type 4k7l_% with
Fil, [rdloW] = rdfvFil (W],
FRl [rdioW] = rdfo FIT (W] +D[®2, W] - . (11.2.13)

o The commuted quantity r> AW satisfies a tensorial wave equation of type 4y with
chl [ QAW] _ TQAIZTIL[ ]
Fplin (r2 AW = r2 AF (W] + D3 [0y, W] - . (11.2.14)

o The commuted quantity rQY ,W satisfies a tensorial wave equation of type 4k+%’lfk71/2 with

Fil [rQVaW] = (rQ¥, — Q2) Fil' W] + hor® AW + harQV, W + ho W,
Flim [rQY W] = (rQY, — O2) FEI (W] + D[y, W] - 2. (11.2.15)

Proof. The Y, rdfv and r2A commutations are analogous to the proof of Proposition 11.2.1. For rQY, we
first note

lzn nlin 2k 2 Q2
QY ( a W+ Fi [W]) =rQV, (D + TQOQYAW + QZTjW

=0 (rQY, W) + 27’“939?74 (rQy, W) + 21%2 (rQy,w)

2k 02 3M 1
+ [rQV, D] W + [m%, rQiQYA] - 4l72 (1 — r) W+ ;<I>5/2W.
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To compute the commutator [TQW4, m] we observe (with = ignoring non-linear terms, wich are easily seen
to be of the form claimed)

rQY, (Q%Q% — %27«24& + Fyy [-]) =rQV; (QY,QY,) — %27«24&7«9% + 29—2 (1 — 3M> r?A

r2

02 02
= QY3 (rQY,QY,) + 2OV ,QY, — 777"24&7“9774 + 27?2

4M) 02

=0 (rQYh) + QTEQW4(TQY74) + (1 + - ﬁT’QVzL - Q2OV,0V, + 2% - —

9 02 95 Q2 , 02 3 9
= QW& (QW4(TQV4) — QOQW4) + TQW4(7"QV4) — TQW4 — 7"727” ATQVAL + 27072 1 — T T A
(1-5)
2
Hhor? & + hy + harQY, — Q2 (fii@ [] + Fylin [-]) .
To compute the other commutator we note

2k 2k 2k 4k 3M
T'QW4 (TQEQW4W> = TQV4 (TQQgTQW‘lW) = 7Q§QW4 (TQV4W) — 7"7293 (1 - 'r> TQV4W

Collecting terms now yields the claim. O

11.3 Regions and energies for tensorial wave equation estimates

We introduce in this section some auxiliary notations for regions convenient for applying energy type esti-
mates for tensorial wave equations in our setup, as well as notation for energy fluxes and spacetime integral
quantities that naturally appear in such estimates.

As in Chapters 9 and 10, in the remainder of this chapter we shall assume throughout the assumptions
of Theorem C. Let us fix an arbitrary uy € [u(}, U], with 4y € B, and fix some A € R(uy). All propositions
below shall always refer to the anchored Z* and H™' gauges in the spacetime (M()), g(\)), corresponding
to parameters uy, My(uy, A), whose existence is ensured by Definition 7.1.1. We shall denote M = M
throughout the remainder of this chapter.

The following summary will help the reader familiarise with the notation.
e Fluxes are generally denoted F (outgoing cones) and F (ingoing cones), integrated decay energies by I.

e A check superscript (i.e. TI) is used when the cones or spacetimes integrals in the respective spacetime
regions are truncated at the timelike hypersurface B defined in Section 10.3.

e A superscript ¢ in the horizon energies denotes an energy that is non-optimal in terms of Q2-weights
(to be thought of as the horizon-degenerate energy generated by the ultimately Killing field T').

e A superscript “deg” in the horizon energies denotes an energy that degenerates near r = 3M.
e A superscript number in the infinity energies denotes an r-weight near null infinity.

e A superscript x in the horizon region denotes that the energies are restricted to r > 9Mipui /4.
A superscript * in the infinity region denotes that the energies are restricted to r < 2R.

201



Figure 11.1: The regions DM and DT*

11.3.1 The truncated regions

Recall the hypersurface B and the values u;, v; defined in Section 10.3.1. The timelike hypersurface B
partitions the globally hyperbolic domain

+ _
JHCE ) NI (Cuy)
into two connected components whose closures we shall denote by D" and 251+, characterised by
P cph’, DT D, DM aDt =B, DH DT =JHCH)NJ (Cu,).  (113.1)

Refer to Figure 11.1.
More generally we will find useful also the notations, for given v > uy, v > vq

DM (v) = D" 1 {oye > 0}, D (u) =D N {ug+ > ul,
DM (u,v) 1= D" N {uge > u} N {vgr > v}, DT (u,v) == D? N {ugs > u} N {vgs > v},

We may now define the truncated cones: For given u > ui,v > vy, define the null hypersurfaces of the
Ht gauge truncated at the timelike hypersurface B,

. y CHT y
CH () =" ()nD"", O (u) = M (u) DM,
and similarly define the truncated null hypersurfaces in the ZT gauge
. . LT+ .
CT () :=CF ()N D™, C) (uw):=CF (wynD* .

Finally, given a 7 > u; we denote by v(7) the number such that QZ'L(:) N C’TIJr C B.

11.3.2 Energies associated to the region D*"

Recall our conventions from Section 6.1.3 concerning volume forms.
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We define the energy fluxes for the truncated cones in pH' (ending at B, indicated by a check superscript)

. QQ QQ

B Woel 0= [ 10V WP S irY Wags P+ W P (113.2)
It (v) T r

. 1 1

Foy [Wagt] (v) :/ QY Wat | + S VWi |* + = Wi+ |2,
CHT (v) r r

. 02 0?2
EZ [W’;.[+] = \/C".’H‘*' |QW3W’H+|2 —+ 7"72|T.VW/H+|2 + T72|W,H+|27 (1133)

. 02 02
B, Was) = [, Q70T W P+ W P+ W .

v

Note the improvement near the horizon when the ¢ superscript is dropped.
Finally, we define the following auxiliary energy, which contains a x to indicate it is restricted to the
region r > 9Mi,; /4 (i.e. away from what will be the event horizon):

- Q2 QQ
Fy (Wi ] = |QV s W+ |* + T—QITWWW % + T—2|WH+|2. (11.3.4)

/CVZ,{JF N{r>9Minit /4}

We furthermore define non-degenerate and degenerate spacetime energies

- QY Wit |2 QY Wy 2 Wy |2 |[Wags |2
]1°[WH+](71,72):/ | %1 ;“' | %1 g**' Y 3’“' i 7’?' . (11.3.5)
DU (w(r)\DHF (v(r2)) T rit r r
. - 1 -
I[Wayt] (11, 72) =1° [WH+](71,72)+/ . L 510 YWy |2, (11.3.6)
DHE (u(r)\DHF (v(72)) T
9 (Wi (mym) = | Ve WolP | Wesl? () 3V (WaWael? 1Y Wogs
e D wrO\BHF (u(ra))  TTF r? r it ré ’
5 ; 1
199 (Wit ] (71, 72) = 079 [Wn+](71772)+/ STV W P (11.3.7)
DHF (w(r)\DHY (v(r2)) T

We also define the auxiliary energy (restricted to r > 9Minit/4)

Ve Wt > Wyt |? SMN\2 (Y Wei 2 [PY Wy l?
99 (W] (11, 72) = | R7~1+;{ | +| ;{3| + 177 | TTIJ:'; | +‘ T3H| )

where the integration is over D" (v(71)) \ D" (v(r2)) N {r > 9Min;;/4}. For all of the spacetime energies
above we agree on the convention that replacing (71,72) by just (71) results in all integrations being over
D" (v(ry)) instead of D' (v(r1)) \ D' (v(m2)).

Finally, we define the flux through the timelike hypersurface 5 in the horizon region as

Fg [Wy+] (1) := / QY s Wyt |2 4+ QY Ware |2 + [r Y Wt | + [War 2. (11.3.8)
B(r)
11.3.3 Energies associated to the region DZ"

We define the following energy fluxes on null cones

Wy [Wye] = /

1 1
o (VW P S YW 4 5 W (11.3.9)
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. 1 1
B W)= [ IOFWa b YWl 4 gl

Fﬁ[WI+]:/ rPIQYV Wri|?  and ﬁ‘ﬁ[Wﬁ]:/ P2 Y W |2, (11.3.10)
ozt ozt

ﬁz [WI+} (U) = /C«I+(, : ’I“p_2|7‘Y7WI+|2 .

v

We also define weighted spacetime energies

} OV W2 OV Wre 2 [rYWre|? Wz |?
I[w: = ‘ 11.3.11
Wzl (1, 72) /fU*(n)\DI*(TQ) pl+o + rl+o + r3 * r3 ( )

. OV W2 [P YWre D (Wi |2

D _ | 4 A A T+ D

I W] (11, m2) = /@I+ B o) ( e e T s | T (11.3.12)
for p < 2 where d; is the Kronecker delta symbol, and

1" [Wr+] (71, 7) = / 3 Y W | (11.3.13)
DI (1 \DTH (r2)

Furthermore, the following auxiliary energies will also be useful. They contain a * which indicates that
these energies are restricted to the region r < 2R. Specifically

) 1 1
]FZ [WI‘F} = / (TP|QY74WI+|2 + 7|TWWI+ |2 + 2|WI+|2> 5 (11314)
CItn{r<2R} r r

2
|QV Wz |2 QYW |2 [r YWz |” (Wi |?
T1+5 7.1+6 + 7.3+6 T3+6 :

I W] (mom) = |

(DT (r)\DTF (72))N{r<2R}

As before, we agree on the convention that replacing (71, 72) by just (71) in the spacetime energies results in
all integrations being over DT (71) instead of DL (1) \ DI ().
Finally, we define the flux through the timelike hypersurface B in the infinity region:

Fg [Wri] (1) = / QY s Wt |2 + |QV Wt |2 + |rY Wes |2 + [Wet | (11.3.15)
B(7)

11.4 The energy estimate and basic integrated local energy decay

The next propositions establish good approximate energy consErvation and integrated local energy deca
estimates for tensorial wave equations in the region D¥" U D*" in terms of the energy on the cones Cfl

and QUH(;). In the derivation, we will only use the pointwise estimates
[P D] + [D(rP®p)| S €, (11.4.1)

valid for the quantities of both guages, in regions DI and D** respectively, following easily from our general
pointwise estimates (8.1.2).

Proposition 11.4.1. Let (Wy+, Wz+) be either a pair of symmetric traceless S-tensors or of S-tangent

1-forms defined in D and D" respectively. Then, if (Wy+, Wz+) satisfy tensorial wave equations of Type
1 or Type 2 one has the following estimates:
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1. T-Boundedness (non-optimal near horizon): For any u1 < 71 < 72 < uy,

72)[WH+]+]FT2[WI+HF (W] (v(m) + E, | [Wz+}(7) S Fom [Ww] Ko, [Wz+]

Bi [Wa+] (11, 72) — Bi [Wr+] 7—177—2’ Zgz (11,72 +ZH (11,72). (11.4.2)

2. Basic integrated decay (non-optimal near horizon): For any vy <7 < uy we have

osdes [Ww](vv))mwﬁ](ﬂ < mWwHF Wr:]

~

i (W] (Tyup) — By W] (7, up ‘ Zgz (Tyur) + ZH (T,up). (11.4.3)

i=1

Here, with D" (v(71),v(r2)) := D*" (0(m))\D*" (v(72)) and DX (71, 72) := DI (1)\DL" (72), we define

Gy W] (71, 72) = ‘ / Fl Wags | Y Wy + / F Wz YWz |, (11.4.4)
"F (v(71),0(72)) DIF (r1,72)

Ga [W] (71,72):‘ / FU (Wagr] Y g (W) + / Fr [Wre] Y Wre|  (11.4.5)
DHF (v(r1),0(72)) DI (11,72)

+ / FU (W] | (W [0 + / (U (W] | |Woge |12
DHY (v(r1),0(72)) DI (11,72)
and

Ho (W] (r1,72) = / M (W] | ¥ e Wis | + / i (W | Ve Wae |, (11.4.6)
DHF (v(r1),0(72))

DI (7'1,7’2)

Ho (W] (r1,72) = / M (Wige] |V e W | + / P (W) |1V 5 e | (11.4.7)
DY (v(r1),0(72)) DIT (11,72)

+ / | (W] | [Wige |10 + / Fn (W] | (W [0
DY (v(11),0(72))

DI+ (Tl,Tg)

H [W] (r1,73) = / (1DDy] + |Dp]) (V7 Wags 2 + [YWae 2) - (11.4.8)
DHY (v(11),0(72) )N {5 Min it /2<r<TM;pnit /2}

and B; [W] fori=1,2,3 are defined in the proof, see (11.4.25), (11.4.27) and (11.4.30).

Remark 11.4.2. To guide the reader’s intuition, we briefly discuss the later application of the above estimate
to the almost gauge invariant quantities satisfying tensorial wave equations of Type 1 and 2. The errors
H[W] for i = 1,2,3 are non-linear error terms and will be handled schematically using Section 11.7. The
error terms B;[W] are boundary terms on the hypersurface B. They cancel in linear theory and are hence
at least cubic. They will be estimated schematically by relating the quantities in the different gauges; see
Proposition 10.3.2. No special structure is required. The “linear” error terms G1{W] and Ga[W], on the other
hand, will be estimated explicitly (which also explains the position of the absolute value bars allowing further
integration by parts). Their treatment will depend on a hierarchical structure in the system of tensorial wave
equations that we estimate. Note in particular that in the case of ¥, ¥, it follows that the G;[W] actually
vanish identically.

Remark 11.4.3. The terminology and notations: T-boundedness, T-identity, Morawetz X -identity, La-
grangian h-identity that will appear below are used to facilitate comparison with standard notation for the
analogous constructions for the scalar wave equation (see e.g. [DR13]), where these identities are generated
by currents associated to the Lagrangian contracted with vector fields T, X, ...and auziliary functions h,
etc. Note that in the present work, although we use X as a label, we shall not actually define a vector field
X!
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Proof of Proposition 11.4.1. Below V denotes either V; = 2? GMQ (Type 1) or Vi = GMQ (Type 2).
Note V; > &, for r > 2M.

Step 1: Derivation of multiplier identities. Before we start the proof proper we derive the following
multiplier identities.®> Contracting the tensorial wave equation with YW produces identities in DH' and
DI’ respectively of the form

Vo (1 Wae]) + Vo (Fx W) + 978 W] = 7 Wage] + FU0 (W] Y Wogr + FH Wi | VW
Y (77 Wrel) + P e (e Wre]) + 98 Wre] = 87 Wre] + F Wra ] Vo Wogs + FH W] Yo Wos
with
0] = 5 (I92WE + 90 WP + 5 (29w )+ viwe)
. W] = ¥ WY W,
W] = T AWao VW
§T W) = 4V e W g Fya [W] 4 (K T (92— 02) + QT (K — K.)) W[ 4 5 (T (V — Vo) W

LT (@2 - 02) W+ YW [V W, (1149)

which we shall collectively refer to as the T-identity.
Contracting the tensorial wave equations with fY z.W + % f'W where f is a bounded function of r

—Q*(n+ Q)A Y aWsc VWP +

(ie. 7 =ry+ in DR and r = rr+ in DI+) and a prime denoting a derivative with respect to R*) produces
identities with

Vo (57 Wa+]) + Yae (Fiee Was]) + VS Waee] + Flan (Wi, |

. 1 . 1
=% Wyt ] + FIm [Wa] < Y pe W+ + 5 f’WH+> + Frm (W] ( Y g Ways + 3 f’WH+) in D"

Vo (75 Wze]) + Ve (75 W) + V55 W] + 1 [Wz+]
ZS'X [WI+] + .Flin [WI+] (fWR* Wr+ + ;f/WI+> + ]:nlm [WIH (fWR* Wi+ + ;f’WIJr) in DI+ ,
with
P V) = YW T W 5 YW 17,
X 1 2 2 QQ 2 QQ 2 1 2 1 / 1 " 2
fre (W] = —gf (WTW + |VpW|* = ey ryW| ) + 2T—2f|W\ + §fV|W| - §f YVrW- W+ Zf W=,

P V) = W AW IV e W — L0 'Y AW WP
e ) = P19 W+ 29w (12 20) e (—gme (B) = 107)
102
2 2

FSFW Vg W = 202 (14 0) FYW W = SOPVWY [ W

] = — LW Y Y | W — Q2 (4 1) £ AW oY e WEC — 2%2 (K — 1) fWY W

02 02
+ 72fr2|y7W|2 (W—wo +w—w,)+ |W\2T—2f’ (Kr?—1), (11.4.10)

3The contraction of indices is written below for the case of symmetric traceless tensors. The case of 1-forms requires trivial
modifications and is not spelled out explicitly. Finally, we only explicitly write down the indices involved in the contraction (to
a scalar) in case there is ambiguity, e.g. we write VW'Y g« W to denote (VW) ap(V s W)AB.
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which we shall collectively refer to as the Morawetz X-identity.
Finally, contracting the tensorial wave equations with %hW produces identities of the form

Yo (7 Wa]) + Ve (Fhe Wa]) + Y Wage ] + funs (W, |

. 1 . 1
= F" Wys] + FUm W+ ] 3 MW + Frm W] 3Wa in pH' | (11.4.11)

A
Yo (7 Wzi]) + Ve (e Wze]) + V7545 W] + fru Wzt
- 1 - 1
= F" Wgs] + Fim (W] 5+ + Frm (W) 3z in DT’ (11.4.12)
with
h ].
fT [W} - thTW ! Wa
1 1
o, (W] = —thR*W W4+ QPKh|W|? + Zh’\W|2 ,
1
Fa W] = =AY AWpe - W,
1 1 102 1 1
Pk W] = §h|VR*W|2 - §h|WTW|2 + 572}”“2|VW|2 - Zh”|W|2 + §Vh|W|2 ;
1 1 1
3w = S (Th)W - VoW — 592 (n+n) RYYW - W — 5QQWWWL W, (11.4.13)
which we shall collectively refer to as the Lagrangian h-identity.
Step 2. General strategy and converting projected covariant derivatives into spacetime

divergences to apply Stokes’ theorem. With u; < 7 < uy fixed, we will apply for arbitrary 7 < u < uy
successively

e The T-identity,

e The Morawetz X-identity with f = (1 — %) (1 + %),

The Lagrangian h-identity with h = — ( — %)2 T%

e The Morawetz X-identity with f = (1 — r*‘s) & where £ is a smooth cut-off function equal to 1 for
r > 2R and vanishing for r < 2R_;

The Lagrangian h-identity with h = r~179¢ where ¢ is a smooth cut-off function equal to 1 for r» > 2R
and vanishing for r < 2R_;.

By this we mean multiplying each identity with g (recall r = rz+ in DI and r = r4+ in the region inside
T)H+) and integrating

e the relevant identity for W+ in the region DT (11,72) = DI’ (11) \@I+ (12)
e the relevant identity for W+ identity in the region D" (v(r1), v(72)) = D" (v(1)) \ D*" (v(72))

and finally summing the two identities.
We then apply Stokes’ theorem after using the following Lemma, which converts the projected covariant
derivatives appearing in the identities into spacetime divergences.

Lemma 11.4.4. For f a spacetime function and § an S-vectorfield we have in DR’ the formulae

1
0272

QY5 = %2V, ( (Q@,)“f) — (Qtrx — (Qtrx)o) §, (11.4.14)
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OV ,f = *r*V, <Q2 5 (Qeq)” f) — (Qtrx — (Qrx)o — b8 4 log Vi) i, (11.4.15)

A
Yaft = %%y, <Q);T2 (eA)“> . (11.4.16)
Similarly, in DT (where we recall the metric is of the form (1.2.32) and hence (1.2.33) holds)
QY 4§ = Q*r?V, (QQ 3 (Qeq)® f) — (Qrx — (QUrx)o) f, (11.4.17)
QY3f = Q*r?V, <Q2 5 (Qez)* f) — (Qtry — (Qtrx)o — b4 log \/9) T, (11.4.18)
2,2 fA a
Yaft =%V, qzz(ea)" | - (11.4.19)

Proof. We carry out the proof for the H* gauge, the one for the Zt gauge being entirely analogous.
We note (/g = 292\/53 being the spacetime volume form)

1
QVsf = VgVa ( Qes “f) (11.4.20
sF=v9g \/g( ) )
and stick in a g in the bracket. Analogously for the 4-direction where we start from

OV, = gV (1

ﬁ(Qm)“f) — §0ab™ = \/gV, (\}5(964)%) — fdfvb + 6294 log \ /¢ (11.4.21)

Ve

and repeat the computation sticking in a -’z in the bracket. For the last part we compute

() 1 )~ g () - e ()
:JlﬁaA (VIF*) + 97 (04 m) o 17 =V al* +.0% (r4m) 17 (11.4.22)

O

Note that indeed Stokes’ theorem can be applied to each of the first terms on the right in the Lemma after

Vi

multiplication by 7 and integration with respect to the volume for dudvdf*df?. Moreover, note that the
second term on the right produces a cubic error term if f is quadratic. In summary this produces identities
relating various bulk and flux terms as well as a term on the common boundary B.

Step 3: General error estimates. We already note the following estimate for the non-linear error terms
arising from the various § (recall the definition (1.4.1)):

/ dudvdd (|57 [Wags] |+ 185 [Wage] |+ 13" W] |)
DHY (v(71),0(72))

+/@I+( )dudvd0(|ST W] |+ 3 W] | + 18" Wi+ ] |)

S Hs [W] (1, 72) + € (I [Ws] (1), 0 (2)) + L [Wr+] (11, 72)) (11.4.23)
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which follows easily from inserting the pointwise bounds (11.4.1) on the Ricci coefficients (use Lemma 3.3.1
for the commutator terms before inserting the L°°-bounds). The non-linear spacetime terms arising after
integration from applying the formulae of Lemma 11.4.4 are also easily seen to be controlled by the right
hand side of (11.4.23).

Step 4: Applying the T-identity. Recall u; < 71 < 79 < uy has been fixed. Integrating the 7" identity
as described above in the V-shaped region produces (after summing) the estimate

By [Wrs ] + By [Wat ] + B [Wagt] (0(m)) + E, [Wz+] (1) S FU(TI)[WH+] < B W+
+G1 [W] (11, 72) + H1 W] (71, 72) + H3 [W] (71, 72) + |B1 [Way+] (11, 72) — B [Wz+] (11, 72) |
+e (1999 Wy ] (v(m1), v (12)) + T [Wz+] (11, 72)) ,  (11.4.24)

provided we define
o T T+ T *ZT T Tt
B Wzl (rm) o= | o (E OV oT )+ e (V2 9(R )+ R W] g(e 1)

B Wl () = [ (IR0 o) e Wi o R )4 75 W o))
7 (11.4.25)

The estimate (11.4.24) arises from the respective boundary terms induced on the hypersurface B, where the
integration is with respect to the measure induced on B5.
Below we will often add a large multiple (depending only on M) of the estimate (11.4.24).

Step 5: Applying the Morawetz X-identity. We claim that choosing f = (1 — %) (1 + %) in the
Morawetz multiplier identity produces

1 1— 3M)2
/_ |V R Wa|* + g
DHF (v(r1),0(r2)) \ " rs

1 2 1 2 1 2
o (P W IOt G0 ) € B Vi) + B (Vi

Y Wi [* + 3|WH+|2>

G W] (r1,72) + Ga W] (1, 72) + D0 s W] (1, 72) + | 3 B [Wags ] (1, 72) = B W] (1, )|

=1 i=1
(11.4.26)

provided we define
BaWrel o= [ (B OV o0 )+ W g )+ X W0l )
B Wy o= [ (AWl aT )+ B WVl (R ) 55 Wl o m)) - (1142)

which arises from the contribution of the boundary terms on the hypersurface 5. Here we have used that

e we can control all boundary terms that appear on null hypersurfaces by adding a large multiple of the
estimate (11.4.24).

e in the region DT (71, 7) we can use that we have

—f K /_}f///>17¥
2 4 =

for both V=V and V = V.

209



e in the region D" (v(7y), v(72)) we have for Vi

(VY g 1
2 47 = 37

while for V; we have the above inequality only in ry+ > 6Min;. However, for ry+ < 6 My we can
use in addition the Poincaré inequality* of Proposition 9.3.2 for a symmetric traceless S-tensor W,

02 M 02 M\? M
dudvdfr?| YW — (1 — M f> 3 [ quavas™ (1= 22 (14X W*,  (11.4.28)
r3 T 4 r3 r r

where the integration is over D' (v(71), v(72)) N {ry+ < 6Min} on both sides, and the fact that

i\’ 1,, 302 3M 2 M 11-—2M
—f(2L) == Sy (e N (e
f<2> 4f +47‘3 r +r ~— 64 3

holds in D" (v(ry), (1)) N {ra+ < 6Minie}-

Step 6: Applying the Lagrangian h-identity. To obtain the missing Y derivatives in (11.4.26)

we apply the Lagrangian identity with h = — (1 — %)2 T% and use that we can add a large multiple of the

identity (11.4.26) and (11.4.24) to produce the identity
2 2
1 (1_3]%) (1_31\/[) 1
A Was 2 ) W 2 S ) N W |2+ — Wy |2
/ﬁHJr(U(Tl)’U(Tz)) <7’2 |WR H+| + r3 |W ’H+| + r2 ‘WT ’H+| + ,,,3| ’H+|

1 1 1 1 . .
+/ S| VWi > + S| Ve Wz | + 5 YWz P + 5 Wz ) S Ei(n)[ww] + Fr [Wrt]
DI+(T177_2) T T T T

2 3 3
+Zg1 [W] (7'1,7'2) + ZHZ [W] (7’1,7'2) + ’ ZBZ [WH+] (7‘1,7'2) - B; [WI+] (Tl,Tg)
=1

i=1 =1

)

(11.4.29)

provided we define

By [Wz+] (11, 72) = /

(™ ) e oG ) W0l m)

By [Way+] (11, 72) ;:/

o) OV (T )+ e W) g (R ) 5 W] gl o))

(11.4.30)

Step 7: Optimising the r-weights. Except for the r-weights at infinity this is already the desired
estimate (12.2.4). To finally optimise the r-weights we apply again the Morawetz X-identity, this time with
f= (1 — T%) & where ¢ is a smooth cut-off function vanishing for »r < 2R_; and equal to 1 for » > 2R (in
particular, no boundary term on B). It is easy to see that

1 1
foure (W] > 55’"_1_6|Y7R*W|2 + 7Tg,|W|2

holds for all » > R for some R sufficiently large.

Since we already control (11.4.29) and since all boundary terms in the identity remain controlled by the
T-identity we have obtained the correct r-weight for Y p.W appearing in ﬁ[WI+]. To obtain the optimal
r-weight for the YW term we apply the Lagrangian h-identity with h = —r~1=%¢. This finally yields
(11.4.3) as stated. Coupling (11.4.3) to (11.4.24) yields (11.4.2). O

4The reason we apply the Poincare inequality only in ro+ < 6Mipit is to avoid truncated spheres near the hypersurface B.
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11.5 The redshift estimate

We now exploit the redshift (see [DR09b, DR13]) to obtain Proposition 11.4.1 without the diamond super-
scripts, i.e. with the improved weights near the horizon in all energies.

Proposition 11.5.1. Let Wy+ be a symmetric traceless S-tensor or an S-tangent 1-form satisfying a
tensorial wave equation of Type 3 with k > 0. Then, for any uy < 7 < uys the following estimate holds

/ Q7 VWt |2+ sup /
DU (u(r)) r<usu; Jo

Lou)

- |Q’1W3WH+\2+/ Y Wy 2 (11.5.1)

C‘?}f+ (v(T)N{r<9Mipni/4}

5/H+ Q7 Vs Wags [P+ sup 3 W] + 1999 Wi ] (0(7) + Ga W] (7, up) + Ha [Wag] (7, up) -

T<uluy

Lo

Here

Ga (Wi ] (T,uy) = / | FEm (Wags] - Q7 Vs Wit | (11.5.2)
DHF (v(r))N{r<5Minis /2}

1 ~
| 5 W] 5P (W] ) 09| (1153)

Ha Wi (r00) = [ (7
DR (v(7))N{r<5Minie /2}

Remark 11.5.2. The terms involving a * on the right hand side are energies supported away from what will
be the horizon and controlled from the basic energy and Morawetz estimate, i.e. Proposition 11.4.1.

Proof. Let & be a radial cut-off function with £ = 1 for r < 9Mj,;;/4 and vanishing for r > 5M;,; /2. Note
that
2Mr + 3r2Q% > 2M?  for r < 9 Minit /4.

Contract now the equation of Type 3j by Q—Z§QY73WH+ to generate the multiplier identity

11

1 3
§QW4 (5522|QY73WH+|2> + 5@\QY73WH+|2 (§ (2M E+1)r+7?(w—w) — 37‘2(23) — 8,{7"392)

+%QY73 (&r[rY W+ |?) + %WWV%+ 2 (Q2€ + 0,£02r) — \ah (1Y AWa+ QY s Wi+ )

, , 1
S W] - €r3Q7 W g Wags + FR™ (W] - €r° Q7 W Woys — §F34 (Wit ] Er2Q Y s Wiyt

Multiply this by g and integrate over the region D*" (v(7)) with respect to dudvdf!df? using Lemma 11.4.4
and Stokes’ theorem. Note that the last term in the second line vanishes and that all spacetime (and
boundary) terms have good signs in r < 9Mjy,; /4. O

Revisiting the above proof now integrating the multiplier identity over D™ (v(7)) N J~ (CV’Z'[+ (U(T)))

we easily see

Corollary 11.5.3. The estimate (11.5.1) also holds replacing [z.+ (o(r))N{r</4Munsc} |V Wyt |? on the left
wp < init
bY SUPy Jerct (u(r)n <M /4} |V W]

11.6 The rP-weighted hierarchy

In this section we shall derive rP weighted estimates for tensors Wz+. For the wave equation, these estimates
originate in [DR09a).

Since the following Proposition will in particular be used later in the paper to derive largeness constraints
on the constant R, we will explicitly denote the additional R-dependence in constants in Proposition 11.6.1
with the notation Cg, while the < notation in Proposition 11.6.1 will indicate that the constant can be
chosen to depend only on M;j,;; independently of the choice of R. We shall return to our usual conventions
regarding < in Section 11.7.
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Proposition 11.6.1. Let Wz+ be a symmetric traceless S-tensor or an S-tangent 1-form satisfying a ten-
sorial wave equation of Type 4y,. Then, for any uqn < 7 < uy and p € [1 —4k,2 — 6] U {2}, the following
estimate holds

P (Wr+] (rug) + sup FE[Wre] + B, [Wi](r)

T<u<upy

S F[Wr]+Cr

sup  Fy (W] + 1% W] (7, Uf)]

T<u<upy

[ W |+ Goy W) (roug) + M W) (1) (11.6.1)
DI (7)

where the boxed term can be dropped if | > 0 and also if % < %(2 —p).% Here

Gsp (Wr+] (Tuyp) = ‘/ Fil Wre] - (r? +127060) Q¥ Wre | (11.6.2)
DIV (r)n{r>3R/2}
Hsp [Wre] (7,u5) = / (2l W] + By (W) |- rP|0QF W (11.6.3)
DIT(r)n{r>3R/2} ’

and Cg is a constant depending on R.

Remark 11.6.2. The terms in the square bracket are energies supported away from infinity and will be
controlled from an energy and Morawetz estimate, i.e. Proposition 11.4.1. The boxed term will be controlled
inductively (and shown not to appear at the lowest order).

Proof. Let ¢ be a radial cut-off function equal to 1 for » > 2R and equal to zero for » < 3R/2 and denote
the weight w =1+ %. Multiply now the equation of type 45 ; by &rPwQY Wz to generate the following

multiplier identity:
1 » 9 1 02 » 9
§QV3 (57" w|QY74(WI+)| )+ §QY74 rjr §w|rY7(WI+)\
+ % (5 ((p + 4k)rP i — 6Mrp_2) 02+ 5T§rpw) QY 4 (W) |?
+ % (ErP2Q% (2 = p) + (12 — dp)Mr~" + M?r=2 (=48 +12p))) — 9, EwQ*rP™2) [rY W+ 2

r2

0? 02
+21§§wr1’WZ+QY74WI+ — djv ( TQVWI+§rprY74WZ+> =& [Wrt], (11.6.4)

where the (at least quadratic) error is

Epn [Wre] =(FUm [Wis] + FRUm Wi + %FM Wz )errQY 4 (Wr+ ) — 26r" 2 w(w — wo)[rY W+ |
— QP2 (Y (Wr)) [QV 4, r V] Wre — (0 +n) &7 0V (W ))QV (W), (11.6.5)

VI

We multiply this identity by />~ and integrate first over DI’ (7) with respect to dudvdf'df? using Lemma
11.4.4 and Stokes’ theorem. Note that the last term on the left then vanishes identically. Ignoring the boxed
cross-term for the moment we see that upon integration the first line of (11.6.4) will produce positive future
boundary terms as claimed in the proposition. In the second line and third line, the terms involving 0,. are
supported for < 2R only and hence controlled by I* [Wz+]. For the other terms in these lines it is not hard
to see that the constraint % < 4 implies that the following holds in > 2R for all p with 1 —4k < p <2-9:

1 1 1
(p + 4k)rP~tw — 6 MrP~2 > 57"’”71 and 6(2 —p) 4+ (12 — dp)Mr~t 4 M?r=2 (48 4 12p)) > 12’

5The latter condition will be exploited in Lemma 13.3.8 for the equation satisfied by T4AI+.
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while for p = 2 the lower bound in the second estimate changes to % Therefore, we manifestly control

the spacetime energy IP [Wx+] (7, us) in the Proposition, at least if 1 — 4k < p < 2 —§. For p = 2, we
get a weaker estimate in view of the spacetime term containing angular derivatives degenerating for p = 2.
However, we can add to the weaker p = 2 estimate also the estimate for p = 2 — § to provide control of the
angular derivatives as claimed. Turning to the non-linear terms (11.6.5), we see that the first three terms
are those appearing in the final estimate while the remaining ones can easily be absorbed on the left using
the L* estimates (11.4.1) on the Ricci coefficients (use Lemma 3.3.1 for the commutator terms).

We finally deal with the boxed term. For [ > 0 we use

02 02 )
QZr—szrpWI+QY74WI+ =10y, r—2|WI+| ErPw
+ (&P (2 = p) + (12 = dp)Mr~" 4+ Mr~? (=48 + 12p))) — 9, EwQrP~?) [Wr+ |2

producing a positive (up to terms supported in r < 2R and controlled by I* [W7z+]) spacetime term in r > 2R
and a positive boundary term on v = V.
For | < 0 we use Cauchy—Schwarz to estimate

202 04

p+ak—1/2 gt el

0?2 1
20— EwrP W+ Q¥ Wz | = 3 (p+ 4k — 1/2) rP 1 Q2w |QY Wt |2 +
r
The first term can be absorbed by the positive term in (11.6.4). The second term is the one appearing on
the left hand side. If —22__ < %(2 — p) holds we can estimate further

p+4k—1/2

2% Qs 2_ 3 2 p-3,10 2 2 2 p—3 2
m@T wE|Wr+ | Sg(Z—p)QT £E|TWWI+| :5(2—19)97" rYWze |, (11.6.6)

where the Poincaré inequality of Proposition 9.3.2 (for symmetric traceless S-tensors and S-tangent 1-forms)
has been used. The expression on the right can ﬁnal}y be absorbed by the positive term in (11.6.4).
This produces (11.6.1) except that sup.,<,, F}[Wz+] is replaced by F} [Wz+] on the left. To fi-

nall+y obtain the boundary term on any constant u hypersurface one repeats the proof integrating now over
DT (1) N {uz+ < u} and using the estimate already obtained. O

. LTt
Revisiting the above proof now integrating the multiplier identity over the region DZ" (mynJ=—(C, (1))
we easily see

Corollary 11.6.3. The estimate (11.6.1) remains true replacing Ej [Wz+](7) on the left hand side by

-2 2
sup,, fgf+(r)ﬂ{r22R} P2 rYWe|?.

11.7 Nonlinear error estimates for wave equations

We recall the non-linear errors H;[W](7,uy) (i=1,2,3,4) and H5 ,[W](7, us) appearing in the energy estimates
of Propositions 11.4.1, 11.5.1, 11.6.1. In this section, we prove estimates allowing us to control the resulting
nonlinear error terms for the wave equations in Chapters 12 and 13.

Recall that 2M < rq < r1 < 3M < R, and recall the nonlinear error notation £f and £:* defined in
Section 3.2.3 and Section 3.2.5 respectively. Recall also the following pointwise estimates for the geometric
quantities in the H* and ZT gauges of Proposition 9.2.1,

PNS[M ] 4 PNP[T ] < e (11.7.1)

The error terms are estimated separately in different regions.
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11.7.1 Error terms in the H* gauge

The easiest region in which to estimate error terms is the region near the event horizon, r(uy+,vy+) < 71.
Recall the set of anomalous quantities

As = {(rV)¥ 2%, (Y)Y (Qtrx — (Qtrx)o) §, (11.7.2)
for s =0,1,2.

Proposition 11.7.1 (Spacetime nonlinear error estimate in the region r(usy+,vy+) < r1 of the HT gauge)
Fors=0,1,2,0<k<N-—-35,0<|y| <N —sand 7> v_q, for any nonlinear error of the form & 7_[+ and
for any ®y+ such that D70y ¢ Ay,

3

’H+
L"VF ) |© ((I) - q)Kerr) +‘ ]l{TH'F <71}Q dOdudv <

1
T2

Proof. A given term in the nonlinear error &5 takes the form D7 ®" - ©72®" for appropriate geometric
quantities @’ and ®”, where |y1]| + |y2] < N — s. Suppose, without loss of generality, [v1] > |7y2|- Then
D1P' ¢ A, and, since N > 12, it follows that [y2| < N — 6 and so the estimate for EY + -+ In the bootstrap

assumption (7.1.4) and the pointwise estimate (11.7.1) imply that

2
/ D7 (@ — Bher)® - Ly, <y Ddfdudo S =, and 078" < °,
DHY (1) T v

respectively. It follows that

1P/ " 2
/DH+(T) ‘@7(® — q)Kerr) NP D2 P | . 1{TH+§T1}Q dOdudv

5 E /DH+( ) |©'Y((I) - (I)Kerr)H@’y1 (CI)/ - i(err) + Q’Yl q)i(err‘ : ]l{rH+ grl}QQdeudv

S 7”@7((1) (pKerr)ﬂ”DHJr (”@’YI( i{err)]l”D”H+ (T) + HQ’YI(I)£{91‘1‘1L||'D7'£Jr (7-))
<€ 53 65 . € a
~rra \ 712 (uf)z
since ||<I>KeH||2DH+ ") < e?(uy)~! for any ®. The proof follows. O

The estimates for the error terms in the region r1 < r(ugy+,vy+) < R are more involved than the proof
of Proposition 11.7.1 due to the degeneration of the integrated decay estimates in (7.1.4) at r = 3Mj.

Note that the estimate for ]E L in bootstrap assumption (7.1.4) implies that each PH" satisfies, for
all v > wv_q, and for s =0,1, 2,

2

+ €
Z ||©A/((I)H - CDKcrr)HDH‘F (v) f\/ E, (1173)
[YISN—-1-s
and at least one of the two estimates,
yipHT e yraHT 52
Z ”@ ((I) - (DKerr)HC“Jr ~ ps and/or Z ”@ ((I) Kerr)Hcﬁﬁ( )~ Ev (1174)

[YISN-—s [YISN—s

for all up < u < uy. Note also that, for each ®M" | the pointwise estimate (11.7.1) and the estimate (7.1.8)
for the linearised Kerr parameters imply that

+ € €
Z |(I)H | /S ) and ‘(I)Kerr ~
yI<N-6 ! “

The following lemma is exploited when estimating nonlinear error terms in the region 1 < r(uy+,vy+) <
Rs in Proposition 11.7.3.
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Lemma 11.7.2. For all %" and all 7| < N—-4,7>v_4,

[0 DY (@™ — B ) ot () S 77 (11.7.5)

Kerr

Proof. The bootstrap assumption (7.1.4) in particular implies that

/D’” ()

since kK < N —4. To see that (11.7.5) indeed holds, let {7,} be a dyadic sequence (so that 7,41 = 27,
To = vp). The estimate (11.7.6) gives, for any n,

2
+ E
D7 — ol ) * 02ddudv < = (11.7.6)

2
CQdbdudo < .
()

Multiplying by 7, +1 % and using the fact that 7,11 and v are comparable, for any 7, < v < 7,11, gives

+
‘D’Y (I)H - CDKerr)

/DH+ (Tn )\DH+ (Tr+1)

2

T2 <<
dfdudv S ChE

Summing over n > [, and using the fact that > ,7,2° = 7'[25 D onsl 20—l < sz‘s gives

V228 ‘@'y(q)'HJr _pH" )

Kerr

/DHJr (Tn) DHt (Tn+1)

2
(Tn)%’

for any I, from which (11.7.5) follows. O

QZdeudv <

/ 2 20 ‘(D’Y (I)HJr - @Kerr)
DY ()

Recall again the anomalous quantities (11.7.2).

Proposition 11.7.3 (Spacetime nonlinear error estimate in the region r(ug+,vy+) > 71 of the HT gauge)
Fors=0,1,2,0<k<N-5,0<|y| <N —s and 7 > v_1, for any nonlinear error of the form & HJr and
for any ®y+ such that D70y ¢ Ay,

3

HT sk 2 €
A o [T W) By 0P 5

Proof. A given term in the nonlinear error £*% takes the form D" ®’ - D72®” for appropriate geometric
quantities ® and ®”, where |v1| + |y2] < N — s. Suppose, without loss of generality, |y1| > |v2|. Then
DY’ ¢ A, and so the bootstrap assumption (7.1.4) implies that D7 (®" — @ ..) satisfies at least one of
the two estimates (11.7.4). Similarly for ©7(® — Pkeyy ). Moreover, since N > 12, it follows that |y2| < N —6
and s0 D7(® — Pk, ) satisfies the conclusion of Lemma 11.7.2 for all || < |y2| + 2.
Now
|DV(® — Pgen) - DP - D2| < [D720"| (|DV(D — Prere) | + [D 7).

Consider the second term (the first term is simpler to estimate). Clearly

|®’YZ(I)I/H©71(I)/|2 g |’{D’y2 ((I)H - Kerr)”g’y1 (q)/ Kerr)|2 + |©72(I) err”@’Yl ((I)/ - i(err)|2 (1177)
+ ‘972 (@N - Kemr)”:i)’y1 (I)Kerr|2 + |K‘D’Y2(I)Kerr|‘:DFYl (I)Kerr|2'

Consider the first term and suppose first that the former of (11.7.4) holds. By the Sobolev inequality,
Proposition 9.1.2, and the fact that [},.+ ) Q*dfdudv = f (Ra,us) Je Ht Q?dfdudv,

/D |©’Y2 ((I)H (I)i/(err) | |ZD’Y1 ((I)/ - q)i(err)|2

H(r)
v(Ra,uy)
S Y [ e 197 @ — B
~ Kerr QUHJF Kerr 9—1+ .
[FI<]v2 4277
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For any || < |vy2| + 2 then, by Cauchy—Schwarz,

2

U(Rz,uf) _ "
/ D7 (@ — B e 07 (& — B2

v(R+2,uyf)
v*2+25”©’71( Kerr)” ’H+ dv)

—

Sl 0DV (R — Deere) [l et (r) (

£ U(R%uf)
S = / v_2+2654v_25d1} g -
T r rs5ta

where (11.7.3), Lemma 11.7.2 and the first of (11.7.4) have been used. Suppose now that only the latter of
(11.7.4) holds. Then, similarly, the Sobolev inequality of Proposition 9.1.4 implies

/DH+ (1)

o7 ((I)H - Kerr)”g’n( i(err)|2]l{7“ﬂ+ >r1}

uf s~ _1.s
[ I = B g 0 ED O = B

<
FI< Iyl +2 74 (F2T)
uf ~
1_697((1)”_ Kerr)Q”CH+ v(R,u)) ||’U 2+2’/’DV1( Kerr)H H+
T (R )”” (o 2+ (u(ro ) P
u 2,T

Again, for any |¥| < |ya| + 2,
uy
. 1438
/ 0" TR — Biers) Dl e () 10777 2DTH (D = D) et (11,07 2
1

53

u(Ra2,T)
2
v(r07u)72+26”®71( Kerr)Hcﬂ‘*’ (v(ro, u))du> f, TS+% .

uf

< w07 (9" - Kerr)||DH+(T) </
u(Ra2,7)

The second term on the right hand side of (11.7.7) can be controlled using the fact that
3

o,

) (P — P 2 < £ iom
/DH+(7— ‘ Kerr||33 ( Kerr)' ~ ufHCD ( Kerr)H'DHJr(T) ~ s’

using either of (11.7.4) when s = 0, or the integrated decay estimate (11.7.3) when s = 1 or 2. The third
term on the right hand side of (11.7.7) is estimated similarly. For the final term one simply uses the fact

that ,
g £

B | B> < / O2dfdudy < ——.
/D”* (ry | erme (ur)® Jprt(r) (uf)?

O

We also note the following estimate whose proof is much easier than that of the previous propositions
and hence left to the reader.
Proposition 11.7.4 (Spacetime nonlinear error estimate in the H* gauge). For s =0,1,2, 0 <k < N —s

and T > v_y, for any nonlinear error of the form E:F 2 we have
4

2092 €
/D?#(T &35 P Q% dfdudy < g

where for s = 1,2 the estimate also holds for E;fﬁ replacing 5;“{’1.

We conclude with an estimate on cones that will be used frequently
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Proposition 11.7.5 (Nonlinear error estimate on null hypersurfaces in the H* gauge). For s = 0,1,2,
0<k<N-1—sand T >v_1, for any nonlinear error of the form 8;% we have

4

&k 120%d0d / EN o Pdodv <
/Ciﬁ|w| vt [ b Pabe 5

Proof. A given term in the nonlinear error E?Ifﬁ takes the form D7 ® - D712d’ where |y1| + |72 < N —-1-—s.
Suppose, Without loss of generality, |yi| > [72]. The proof follows from the fact that [D72®'| < £ and
|27 @[5, 7 O

" S /2"

11.7.2 Main error terms in the 7T gauge

By the pointwise estimate (11.7.1), each <I>§+ satisfies the pointwise estimates

Y ol < oL Yo el <5, (11.7.8)
[v|<N-6 [v|I<SN—-6

Q

and, by the estimate for IE 7+ in the bootstrap assumption (7.1.4), the integrated decay estimates

_1_s + _1_96 +
Soriterel . £ Y el L S (11.7.9)

[vI<N |y|<N-1

S
u

Recall the g;f nonlinear error notation introduced in Section 3.2.6.

Proposition 11.7.6 (Spacetime nonlinear error estimate in the Zt gauge). For s =0,1, 0 < k < N — s,
0<|y| <N —sand 7 >u_1, for any nonlinear error of the form E¥ and for any CI)I{+,

3

—s k102 €
/DI+(T)T |TPDY®,| 1€ |27 dOdudy S s

Moreover, the same estimate holds replacing E§ by 5.

Proof. Recall that each term in the error £F takes the form r=27P1DM @), - rP2®72®  for appropriate
geometric quantities @, and @7 , where |y1| + |y2| < N —s. Suppose, without loss of generality, |y1| > [72].
Consider first the case s = 0. Then, since N > 12 it follows that |y2] < N — 6 and so

P23 D12 \N% and PP TETEONS! || op 4 [1PTETEDIR, s Se (11.7.10)

It follows that
3

— _1_5 _1_5
/m+( ) DTy DT ([P DR | S e[ TR Ry [ ) [ TR R [l () S —
T

Consider now the case s = 1. Since N > 12, it again follows that |y2| < N — 6 and so,

2
|rp2*%@wq>g2\5%, and  [rP iR |2 5%.

DI (1) + [lrP =1 2@%1)1)”

DIt (7)

It follows that

w

- € _s 5
/ r 3|rp@v(pp||7,p1@~m¢;1||7,p2@w(1)g2| 5 7”7"1) 1 @7@ “Dﬁ )Hrm 1— 29%(1);01”DI+(T) § .
DIt (1) T =

Finally, the estimate replacing £5 by 5’5 follows in exactly the same fashion using in addition that |[Fr—1| < 2
and |Q7?%| < C). O
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Proposition 11.7.7 (Spacetime nonlinear error estimate in the Z+ gauge). For 0 < k < N and 7 > u_

we have, fort € {0,1},
4

(r%+t\5§|2+r%+t|€§|2) O2dodudy < —— ..
DI+(T) 7'2 t

Proof. The proof follows immediately from (11.7.10) following the proof of the previous proposition. O

Proposition 11.7.8 (Spacetime nonlinear error estimate in the Z* gauge). For s = 0,1, 0 < k < N — s,
and T > u_y, for any nonlinear error of the form E5 and for any S-tensor W,

2
1_s
/;I+( |W||€2|92d0dudv < m”f’ 2 2W||DI+(T)'

Moreover, the same estimate holds replacing E§ by E5.

Proof. Recall that each term in the error £§ takes the form r=2rP1®7 @, -rP2D72®,,, where |y1|+|y2| < N—s.
Suppose, without loss of generality, |y1| > |72|. Then, since N > 12 it follows that |y2] < N — 6 and so

52

. and  [rPrEimEmel]? =.

1 +
P2—5)2HL T | <
|7“ o (I)P2 DI (1) '\’ T8

‘ ~

<
u
It follows that
[ Wi e, 0,
DI (7)

3
g, _1_3 15 1-25 £
S 22 Willpze (o I 7272772 ozt ) S Saay |

_1_s
P AW e -

O
We conclude with an estimate on cones which will be used frequently:

Proposition 11.7.9 (Nonlinear error estimate on null hypersurfaces in the Z+ gauge). For 0 <k < N —1
and T > u_y we have fort € {0,1}:

4

(7‘_%+t|5f|2 + r_%+t|gf|2) dvdf + (7‘_%+t|5f|2 + r_%+t|gf|2> dudf < 5_ .
oF o) T2t

Proof. The proof follows immediately from (11.7.10) and [|[DN~1rP®, s,
—3/2

< € together with the fact that

is integrable both in » and v. O
11.7.3 Anomalous error terms in the 7T gauge

In the equations satisfied by P (see Proposition 3.4.4 and Proposition 3.4.23) there are several anomalous
error terms which are estimated separately from the others. Accordingly, given [, kq, ko, k3, define

Fhikeks = p2(r )R (rQY )™ (0 — Q00) @ (1Y) e, ' =1 BR (rQV ) rY (), G =" (Qb —Qwo)P3p.

Proposition 11.7.10 (Anomalous error estimate in the Zt gauge). For s =0,1,2, 0 < |y| < N — 3 — s,
k14 ko +ks <3, ks <2andT1>u_q1, and for any S-tensor W,

3 2W||DI+(T).

/ (W ||D7 Fhikehs |02
Dzt (r)

Proof. Clearly
|D7 Fhikaks| < 2 > D7 (Q0 — Q@) ||D724al.

[vil+lv2|<N—-s
[v2|<N-1-s
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Now consider 71, 72 such that |y1| < N — s, |72| < N —1—s and |y1| + |12| < N — s. Using the fact that
the estimate for Eﬁff 7+ in the bootstrap assumption (7.1.4) and the pointwise estimate (11.7.1) imply that

> 07w — Qwo)lls,, S e > IrDY(w — Q)| S,
[v[<N [y|I<N-5
respectively, it follows that
/Dﬁ( | W 227 (O — Qo) ||D72a]Q%d0dudv S e > [rE3W e ) [r 3D P o

[y3|<N—-1-s

The claim now follows from the fact that ||r%_g©73g||DZ+ () S et~ % for |y3] < N — s by the estimate for

Eivf71+ in the bootstrap assumption (7.1.4). O
Proposition 11.7.11 (Anomalous error estimate in the ZT gauge). For s = 0,1, 0 < || < N — s,
0<|vw|<N-3—s ki +ko+ks<3, ki,ks<2 ko<1 and7>u_q, and for any@{r,
Tt k1 kaks | ()2 e
/ D7 @ (|02 Fhiheks |2 dfdudy < =
DI (1) 75
Proof. Repeating the proof of Proposition 11.7.10, we again have

/M Iy [ PR Q2 dfdudy < S T ERED R e I T ED B e .
T lys|<N—1—s

The claim follows from the fact that ||r%_%®73g||pz+(7) Ser 3 and [P 13D D, || oo mSerT . O

Proposition 11.7.12 (Anomalous error estimate in the Z* gauge). For s = 0,1, 0 < |y| < N — 3 — s,
ki+ ko +ks <3, ki,k3<2,ke<1,1=0,1, and 7 > u_q,

4
/ 276! |[DY Frikaks |02 dgdudy < =
DIT (1) T$

The same estimate holds replacing g by g
Proof. Clearly

@Y FRkka < N DM Qo — Qwo)||Dal, (DG S D 07 (Q% — Qo)D)
Pyal+[v2|<N—s [va|+[7a| SN—1—s
2l <N =1 ral SN=3—s

and so, using that fact that ||[r3D7(Qw — Qw,)||s, , S € for all |[y| < N, together with the pointwise estimate
(11.7.1), it follows that,

/ DG ||DYFH Rk Q2 dfdudy S e Y Hr%—%@’“gnpﬁm > ||r%+%©v2g||m+(7),
PE(T) I I<N-1-s [l <N -3

and the claim follows from the fact that ||r%_g®'ngDI+ - Hr%_%@“ﬁﬂpﬁ " S et for |y < N —s.
The claim about G follows easily by repeating the above proof. O
Proposition 11.7.13 (Anomalous error estimate in the ZT gauge). For s =0,1,0<k < N —s,0< |y| <
N —3—s5,1=0,1 and 7 > u_1, for any nonlinear error of the form ¥,

et

/ r2*5|97gl|\5§|92d9dudv+/ 227G |EF 192 dOdudy < .
DIT (1) + Tl+s

DI (7)

Moreover, the same estimate holds replacing E§ by E5.
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Proof. The proof follows from respectively applying Proposition 11.7.8 with W' = rl=3D7G! and W =
r1=%/297G and noting that pointwise estimate (11.7.1) implies

S 3 1
/ r 0T DG PO df dudy +/ r 0T DGR dOdudy S €%
pIt () DI+( ) T

11.8 Some auxiliary estimates for commuted energies

When commuting tensorial wave equations for symmetric traceless S-tensors we will (as is already clear from
Section 11.2) typically commute with the following modified set of commutation operators:

@E _ @(khkz,ks) — (Qilvg)]€2 (TQV;;)]% (T2A)kl/2 if k’l even (1181)
(Q1¥5)" (rav,)"™ (2 8) "2 rdfy if ky odd

and

@k

aux

Dot — () (28) (%) it by ven
=9, { (WR*)]CB (TQA)(M—I)/Q le?] (WT)kz itk odd, (1182)

where as usual |k| := k1 + ko + k3 is the length.

Note the difference with D% is that the angular derivatives are dfv and A (both of which are elliptic op-
erators on the spheres of the double null foliation acting on symmetric traceless tensors) and that derivatives
are taken in a slightly different order.

The next proposition asserts that controlling the energy of DEW s equivalent to controlling that of
DEW. Similarly, in a region of 75+ > 9M;pni; /4 and 77+ < 2R respectively, controlling DEW is equivalent to
controlling DLW

Proposition 11.8.1. Let W denote a symmetric traceless tensor in the It -gauge. We have for1 < K < N
and uy <1 < uy the estimates

Z / [PEW < Z / [DEW?, (11.8.3)

|k|=0,k2#K |k|=0,ko £ K

Z /+(T DEW [ < Z / DEW |2, (11.8.4)

|k|=0,ks £ K |k|=0,ks#£K

Z /DI+( DEW 2 < Z /I . DEW|2 (11.8.5)

|k[=0 k=0

where CE +( ) is any truncated ingoing cone such that also CI (r, 7+ M) C DI,

In addition, for each estimate we can replace Dk by DL . on the right provided we restrict the region of
integration to rr+ < 2R in the integrals on the left.

Remark 11.8.2. The condition on the ingoing cone is a technical condition that ensures that the truncated
cone is long enough to be bounded by two proper spheres in order to perform the elliptic estimates in the
proof. In practise one can always extend an arbitrary ingoing cone in DLt slightly to the past if necessary
before applying the Proposition.

One similarly has for the horizon region:

220



Proposition 11.8.3. Let W denote a symmetric traceless tensor in the H-gauge. We have for1 < K < N
and up <17 < uy the estimates

Z / DEW? < / DEW? (11.8.6)
k| =0, koK ¥ O (0(7)) |k|=0, k 2k CHT (w(T)
K K B
> / PEWPE S Y / |DEW|?, (11.8.7)
k=0, ke 2 Y CT k=0 kg K 7 Ty
R~|=U,~k3 R~|=U,~k3

DEW|? < / DEW 2, 11.8.8
Z/DM||Z ] (11838)

lk|=0 (v(7)) |k|=0

where CV’Z# (v(7)) is any outgoing cone which is such that Cv’ffr (v(r),v(T)+ M) C LS
In addition, for each estimate we can replace D by DL o on the right provided we restrict the region of
integration to rq+ > 9Minit/4 in the integrals on the left.

Proof. These estimates are standard, the only complication being the fact that the cones are truncated and
hence do not necessarily end in a sphere of the double null foliation. We sketch the proof of (11.8.3). One
proves the statement successively for K =1, ..., N. For fixed K, one proves the estimate successively for the
tuples k = (1, ko, k3) with ko + ks = K — 1, k = (2, ko, k3) with ko + k3 = K — 2, until we reach the tuple
k = (K,0,0). For instance, for the tuple k = (1, ko, k3) with ko + k3 = K — 1 we have

/ |TW (Q—IWS)IQ (’I’QWAL)]W’ W|2 5 / |7"d1’() (Q_1W3)k2 (TQW4)/€3 W|2
ozt ¢zt
+ee [ [(9F4) (2717)" (r0¥.)" WP
CItN{r<Rs}

< Z / |DEW |2 (11.8.9)

|k|=0,ka# K (U(T))

with the last step following easily from commuting the angular derivative through and using the pointwise
bootstrap assumptions ((11.4.1) is sufficient) on the commutator terms.

To see the first inequality it is sufficient to consider ko = k3 = 0. Note first that if the cones were not
truncated at a sphere which is (in general) not part of the double null foliation, the first inequality would be
true without the e-term by standard elliptic estimates on the spheres of the cone.

To reduce the case at hand to standard elliptic estimates on spheres, one re-foliates C'TI+ by spheres such
that the spheres BN CV’TI+ and the spheres S., for v > v(7, Rg) are now part of the new foliation. From
v(s,0") = v + f(v',0" = 6) one computes from the old frame (9’163,064 =0y, 4 = 69A) new frame on
CZ" N {r < Ry} (see also Proposition 16.1.10)

1 _ A
ey=ea+Vaf Qes , e4=01+0f)Qa , = Tr0,f (Q teg + |V f*Qes + 2V feA)
,U/
with €], e}, tangent to the new spheres and with ”fHCZ(C*I*) < ¢ by the bootstrap assumptions. Note
45 =9(€s, ) =glea,ep) = ¢, ;- From the symmetric traceless S, .,-tensor W we construct a symmetric
traceless S, ./ -tensor W’ through the definition (®g denoting the symmetric tensor product)

1 1
1+ 8y £)2? 1+ 0, f

Indeed, W’ is symmetric and once checks W'(e/y,elz) = W(ea,ep) and W'(es,-) = W'(e},-) = 0. Now let
/
Y (acting on Sy,»-tensors) denote the projection of the covariant derivative to the S, ,/-spheres. We have

W =W - (€h) ® gleh, ) [Wlea,en) VY7 f] + 9(ch. ) @5 ¢ (¢a.) [Wec.en)V 7] -
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the relation
!/ ! I
TV (hsel) = o (W) — W (Tl ) = W' (€ i
!/ !
= lec + Yof - Qes| (W(ea,ep)) — W (Welce;‘,ejg> -w’ (614,?8/06/3)
=VY..W(ea,ep) +e-OW)+e-0QY,W), (11.8.10)
in particular
!/
divW' (€/y) = djvW (ea) +e- O(W) +e- OV, W). (11.8.11)

Using these relations we show

I
/ lrdfvW|? > / lrdivW'|* — e|QY W |? — e|W|? (11.8.12)
CZTN{r<Rs} CITN{r<Rs}

!
> / YW — | QY WP 2 / YW - QY W
CItN{r<R»} CITN{r<R,}

Here the first and the third inequality follow from (11.8.11) and (11.8.10), while the second one is the
standard elliptic estimate on the new spheres. O
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Chapter 12

Estimates for P and P: the proof of
Theorem C.3

In this section, we prove Theorem C.3, which we restate here:

Theorem C.3 (Estimates for P and P). Under the assumptions of Theorem C, then for all uy € [uf, ]
and all A € R(uy), with the gauges as defined above, then the following holds:
The quantities Py+, Pr+, Py+, Pry satisfy the estimates

EuNf_2[PH+7PI+] + ]E%_Q[BHMBZ%] S 5(2) + g3

Contents
12.1 Overview . . . . . . . e e e e e 224
12.1.1 Estimates in regions I4+-I1. . . . . . . . . .. ... Lo 224
12.1.2 A preliminary weaker set of estimates in region IIT . . . . . ... ... ...... 225
12.1.3 Completing the proof of Theorem C.3 . . . . . . . ... ... ... ... ..... 226
12.2 Non-degenerate boundedness and integrated decay . . . . . . . . .. . ... ... ... .. 227
12.3 The rP-weighted estimate . . . . . . . . . . ... L 228
12.4 Higher derivative estimates . . . . . . . . . . . . L 228
12.4.1 Basic boundedness and integrated decay for higher derivatives . . . . . . . . . .. 228
12.4.2 The r? weighted hierarchy for higher derivatives . . . . . . . ... ... ... ... 235
12.5 The hierarchy of weighted decay estimates . . . . . . .. . ... ... ... ... ... . 237
12.6 Completing the proof of Theorem C.3 . . . . . . . . .. .. ... ... .. ... .... 238
12.6.1 Integrated decay . . . . . . . . . . . L 238
12.6.2 Estimates on truncated ingoing cones Qf+ ...................... 239
12.6.3 Estimates on truncated outgoing cones QZ# ..................... 240
12.6.4 Estimates on the full cones CZ', C*" and CH*", C™" ... ... ... .. 240

We will give a complete overview of the chapter in Section 12.1 below, which will contain the skeleton of
the proof, divided into a main subtheorem and various propositions. The subsequent sections of the chapter
will flesh out this skeleton with the proof of these results. We defer a detailed summary of the contents of
the remaining sections till then.

As in the previous chapters of Part C, we shall assume throughout the assumptions of Theorem C. Let us
fix an arbitrary uy € [u(}, tyf], with 4y € B, and fix some A € R(uy). All propositions below shall always
refer to the anchored Zt and H™ gauges in the spacetime (M(X), g())), corresponding to parameters ur,
My (ug, A), whose existence is ensured by Definition 7.1.1. We shall denote M = M} throughout this
chapter.
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Figure 12.1: The regions I, IT and IIT

In addition to the statements of Theorems C.1 and C.2, this chapter depends on the propositions of
Chapter 11. The reader who is content to understand the basic structure of the proof of Theorem C.3
may wish to read only Section 12.1. For the linear version of Theorem C.3, the reader may compare with
Theorem 1 in Section 10 of [DHR)].

12.1 Overview

The quantities P and P are the primal quantities of our almost gauge invariant hierarchy, and we recall
from Proposition 11.1.4, that in their various manifestations Py+, Pr+, Py+, EI+, the quantities satisfy a
homogeneous up to non-linear error-terms tensorial wave equation of Type 1.

We define the three regions depicted in Figure 12.1:

L DT N ({uz+ <ur}U{vys <v1}) € DT N DEF(ug), the near (Eddington Finkelstein) data region
IL D*' N ({ons <1} U{uzs <up}) € DH' N DE(V,), the near (Kruskal) initial data region
IL DT (uy) UDH" (vy = v(wy)), the main region.

Let us note that we may prove Theorem C.3 by obtaining the improved estimate separately in the above
regions, i.e. examining the fluxes and spacetime integrals in

By [Py, Pre] + B2 [Pyyv, Pri], (12.1.1)

showing that their restrictions to both the regions I+II and IIT are estimated by &3 + &3.
In the “main” region III, we shall estimate these quantities using the wave-equation estimates of Chap-
ter 11. We must first however dispense with regions I4II.

12.1.1 Estimates in regions I+II

Obtaining the estimates in regions I+II follows directly from comparison with the respective initial data
gauges, in view of the almost gauge invariant property of the quantities and the bootstrap assumption.
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We have already accomplished this! In particular, from Proposition 10.5.1 we have
EN2[Pys] + EN [Py ] + EY “2[Pre] + EY 2[Pr.] S €3+ &% (12.1.2)

Hence, examining the fluxes present in (12.1.1), we see that all ingoing and outgoing fluxes restricted to
regions I+11 are included in the left hand side of (12.1.2) and thus are indeed estimated by €3 + &3 as
required.

From this one easily concludes that also all the restrictions to regions I+II of the spacetime integrals
present in (12.1.1) are similarly estimated by g2 + 3.

12.1.2 A preliminary weaker set of estimates in region III

In view of Section 12.1.1, we have reduced Theorem C.3 to proving estimates for the fluxes and spacetime
integrals present in (12.1.1) restricted to region III, i.e. in DI’ (ug) U pH' (v1), bounding these by &3 + &3.
In that regard we will first prove the following weaker set of estimates:

Theorem 12.1.1. The quantities Y+ = 1Py, Wzr = 15Pr, Wy y =1°Py 0, Wpy = 1"5BI+ satisfy the
estimates

sup 75 BT PL () + YD swp ot BN T [P (0) Sed e, (12.13)
s:O,l,ZulSTSU‘f 5:0,1’21’(“1)5”
sup 7. RN 2T [Pr:] (1) + Z sup v* - ENTE [Py ] (v) Sep + e, (12.1.4)
5=0,1,2 M1 STSUs s=01,2v(u)<v
where for | < K < N —2
K
Ef [Pr+] (v) r=SUp/ 0> DR (12.1.5)
o>v JOHT
- |k|=0;ks £ K
K 3M 2 K-1
ooy ( - f) D5 24 Y (DB | R D 2
DHF (v) — T —
|k|=0 |E|=0
K-1 1
EXP P ] (1) := sup / Z P |QY DV, | + 7|7“Y7®E\III+\2 (12.1.6)
rusur JOET k=0 r
K1
+/”z+( ) { Z R QY 5D W |2 4 P00 QY DR P 73+8:0% ryok ‘I’I+|2}
D T
|k|=0

and the same definitions replacing Py+,Yy+ by Py, Yy and Pr+, V74 by Bﬁ,gﬁ.

Comparing the energies EX [Py+] (v), EX? [Pr+] () defined in Theorem 12.1.1 with the energies defined
n (6.1.2), (6.1.3) we see that:

. . - HY L«
e For P+ (and Py 4 ), the energies are restricted to the truncated (at B) ingoing cones €, in L
and integrated decay estimates on truncated regions pH' (7). However, they do not contain fluxes on
outgoing cones in DR

e For Pr+ (and P;.), the energies are restricted to the truncated (at B) outgoing cones CZ' in D"
and integrated decay estimates on truncated regions DI’ (7). However, they do not contain fluxes on
ingoing cones in DI

Note already (see Section 12.1.3) that Theorem C.3 will follow from Theorem 12.1.1 if we can replace
the energies EX [Py+] (v), EX:P [Pr+] (1) by EX [Py+] (v), EX? [Pr4] (1) (and similarly for the underlined
quantities) respectively in the estimate of Theorem 12.1.1.
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The proof of Theorem 12.1.1 proceeds by controlling the left hand side by the “initial” energies on the
cones C’f:r and Qz)f, namely

N-3
1 : . 1 )
/ D> {7“2|QY74©E‘I/1+|2 + 5 I YORUL: 2|V, DR P + r72|7~y7@&gz+|2}
O k=0
N-2
+/ > {\Qﬁ‘l’wlz + Iﬂﬁiwlz} Seg+e, (12.1.7)

et
-1 |k|=05k3#N—2

the inequality being an immediate consequence of (12.1.2). We apply the estimates proven in Chapter 11.1
for general tensorial wave equations to obtain boundedness and integrated decay estimates for W7+ and Wq,+
(and Qﬁ and ¥,,1), as well as r-weighted estimates for ¥+ (and iﬁ) in the infinity region. This is the
content of Sections 12.2 and 12.3. Here we will use that

1. the boundary terms on B appearing in these estimates cancel up to non-linear terms which can in turn
be controlled by the bootstrap assumptions (see Proposition 10.3.2 included as part of the statement
of Theorem C.2), and

2. the non-linear errors are controlled by the bootstrap assumptions (see Section 11.7).

In Section 12.4 we prove higher derivatives estimates. This is based on applying the estimates of Sections
12.2 and 12.3 to suitably commuted equations. The scheme is as follows:

1. We first commute the equation for ¥ with the operator Y, as well as the angular operators rdfv
and 72A only. These operators commute up to non-linear terms and (in the case of rdjv) a lower
order linear term which can be controlled inductively. We then commute by the operator YV z. whose
commutator can be controlled by the previous estimates.! We exploit here that the commutator of [/]
with ¥ . behaves nicely near trapping (the top order term degenerates linearly at r = 3M, see the
last part of Proposition 11.2.1). With this, all derivatives of U are controlled but with non-optimal
weights near the horizon for ¥4+ and near null infinity for ¥z .

2. We improve the weights near the horizon for Q¥ ;-derivatives of ¥4, + by commuting the equation for
U, with a (suitably cut-off) redshift operator Q~'Y¥; and applying Proposition 11.5.1.

3. We improve the weights near null infinity for QY ,-derivatives of W7+ by commuting the equation for
U4 with the (suitably cut-off) operator rQ¥, and applying Proposition 11.6.1.

In Section 12.5, we run a pigeonhole argument in the style of [DR09a], providing inverse polynomial
decay estimates for higher derivatives. We finally obtain Proposition 12.5.1 from which Theorem 12.1.1 is
easily deduced.

12.1.3 Completing the proof of Theorem C.3

Once Theorem 12.1.1 has been obtained we use, in Section 12.6, the estimates of Theorem 12.1.1 and
the estimates on the diffeomorphisms relating W4+ and Wz+ to deduce the estimates on the restriction to
region III of the full fluxes and spacetime integrals contained in the definition of the energies 12.1.1, required
to obtain Theorem C.3:

We first show that Theorem 12.1.1 continues to hold replacing D by DI’ N (TDI+ (u1) U D' (vl))

and D*" by D" n (TDI+ (u) U D' (vl)), and adding the flux

K

sup / |DEw,, 4|2
CIT( Z

.
usus JCETO) |k =0sky £ K

1 Alternatively, one could recover the R*-derivatives directly from the equation. However, since non-degenerate control near
r = 3M is required, a further integration by parts argument (near 3M) would be necessary when deriving the estimates.
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o EX [Py+] (v) and the flux

K-1

p
sup / { Z QY D50, |2 + %|7’V©E\III+|2}
v<voe JCTT (7) r

|k[=0

to Eout [Pr+] (7). We finally show that truncated cones can be replaced by non-truncated ones.
(For the last step, some localised energy estimates in regions of bounded r (involving null cones that are
not part of the respective null-foliation) have to be applied, however, these require no special structure.)

12.2 Non-degenerate boundedness and integrated decay

Proposition 12.2.1. For any uy <7 < uy, the pair (Vz+ = r5Pr+, Wt = rPPy) satisfies
1. degenerate boundedness:

sup B9 [Wae] + sup  FulWre] +F7 [Wap] (v(7))
T<uluy T<u<luy

5 5 £2 4 &3
SEy o [Wg] + Fr [0+ + 0T2 , (12.2.1)

2. boundedness:

sup ) (U] + sup Fo[Wzs] + Foy [Tg] (v(7) + E, [P2+] (1)

T<uZuy T<u<uy
. . £2 4 3
S B[] + Fo[Ore] + =, (12.2.2)
3. integrated decay:
2, .3
I i i x +
1999 [Wy 4] (v(7)) + 1 [Wz4] (1) < EZ(T) (W] + I [Wge] + 80T25 , (12.23)
= - . . £2 4 &3
1790 [W304] (v(7) + T[O2+] (1) $ By [Wae] + Fr [ W] + =5 (12.2.4)

Moreover, the pair (QI+ = 7"5EI+, Uy = r5£7_ﬁ) satisfies the same estimates.

Proof. We first prove (12.2.1) and (12.2.3). We note that both pairs (U4, Wy ) and (¥71, ¥y, ) satisfy a
tensorial wave equation of Type 1 by Proposition 11.1.4.2 We can hence apply Proposition 11.4.1. We have
Gi [¥] (11,72) = 0. In view of FJ"[¥] = £3 we have from Proposition 10.3.2 as well as Propositions 11.7.1,
11.7.3, 11.7.8 the estimate

3 ls!

For QI+, we have to use in addition Proposition 11.7.10 in view of the anomalous error term appearing in
Fplin [QIJ; see Proposition 11.1.4 and in particular (3.4.22). This proves (12.2.1) and (12.2.3).

To obtain (12.2.2) and (12.2.4), we observe first that U4+ satisfies a tensorial wave equation of type 3y
by Proposition 11.1.6. Apply now Proposition 11.5.1. Note that the energies carrying a * in (11.5.1) can be
controlled by (12.2.1) and (12.2.3). The linear error G4 [¥4+] can be estimated

Ga [Wae+] (1) S 01?7 (W3] (1) + Ol W34 (1)

for any n > 0. The first term on the right can be absorbed on the left of (11.5.1) and the second is controlled
2 3
by (12.2.3). Finally, by Propositions 11.7.1, 11.7.3 we have H4[Ty+] S E":;E for the non-linear error.

~

Combining the resulting estimate with (12.2.1) and (12.2.3) we deduce (12.2.2) and (12.2.4). O

2We focus on the proof for the (¥r+, Wy +) pair, the underlined pair being entirely analogous.

534—53
\I"H+ T1,T2)—BZ‘[\I/I+ 7'1,7'2‘ ZH TUf 7_2
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12.3 The rP-weighted estimate

We also have a p-weighted estimate near infinity:

Proposition 12.3.1. For any u; <7 <uy and 1 < p <2, the pair (Vz+ = r°Pr+, Wyyr = r5Py1) satisfies

sup By [War ]+ sup Bu[Uzi]+ sup FO[Oz ]+ F [0 (r)
T<u<ujy T<u<upy T<u<uy <
+ 1999 [Wy] (0(7)) +T[Uz4] (7) + 1P [Oz+] (7)

5(2)—1—53

SFym [ War] + Fr[Wge] + P[0 ] + (12.3.1)

Moreover, the pair (QI+ = r5BI+, Ve = r5£7_ﬁ) satisfies the same estimate.

Proof. Note that U7+ (and QIJr) satisfies tensorial wave equation of type 4¢ 2 by Proposition 11.1.8. Hence
we can apply Proposition 11.6.1. Note there is no boxed term and the term in the square brackets of (11.6.1)
can be controlled from Proposition 12.2.1. To control the term Gs ,, [Uz+] in (11.6.1) we use Cauchy-Schwarz

6M Q>

|/ . S0l U2+ (roup) + Cyll [0+ (r.ug)
DIt (r)n{r>3/2R} T

Uzi - (rP+127060) QY Uzs

for any n > 0 and 1 < p < 2. The second term on the right is controlled by (12.2.4) and the first can, for
sufficiently small 1, be absorbed on the left of (11.6.1). Of course the analogous estimate holds for W, .
Finally, we turn to the non-linear error term for U7+ and W,; (see Proposition 11.1.4):

Hap (L7 (roug) = [ FR (2] + By 7] ) [ 7109 0|

(
DI (r)N{r>3R/2}

gg) + ganom [B] ’TP‘QW4QI+| '

B /131+ (r)n{r>3R/2}

Inserting the expression for V4QI+ from Proposition 3.4.4 we conclude that Hs [QI+] < ﬁ after
applying the estimates of Propositions 11.7.6, 11.7.11, 11.7.12 and 11.7.13. The error for Hs, [Vz+] is

treated entirely analogously but is strictly easier as no anomalous term appears in ff)fin [Ur+]. O

12.4 Higher derivative estimates

We now state and prove the main decay estimate for higher derivatives, these being the analogues of Propo-
sitions 12.2.1 and 12.3.1. We recall the definition D% from Section 3.1.2 and the definitions of D% and Dy
from Section 11.8.

12.4.1 Basic boundedness and integrated decay for higher derivatives

Proposition 12.4.1. For anyu; <7 < uys and any 1 < K < N—3, the pair (Vz+ = r°Pr+, Ug+ = 1r5Py+)
satisfies

sup IVFU[QE\I/IH + sup Ev(u) [@E\I/’H-%—] —HFW [@E\P}H] (v(1)) "‘va {@E\III-F} (1)
lk|<K T<u<upy T<u<upy
+ 3 1 [Dru | )+ Y T[DE | () + Y T[DR ] ()
|kI<K |[k|<K-1 |k|<K
B 1Ak £ Sk e + ¢
|k|<K |k|<K

Moreover, the pair (QIJ, = 1“5BI+, Uyt = T5B‘H+) satisfies the same estimate.
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Remark 12.4.2. For Wy + an S-tensor one has of course for any 1 < K/ < K

S 0[P | (0 S Y 1 [Drwas ] (o(r)) - (12.4.2)

|E|<K’—1 |E|I<K’

We have included the non-degenerate term explicitly on the left hand side but in view of the above it suffices
to prove the estimate without this term.

Proof. The proof will proceed in steps. We first give an overview.

Overview. Note that for K = 0 we have already proven the above estimate in Proposition 12.2.1. The
proof is an induction on K. The general strategy is to commute the tensorial wave equations by appropriate
derivative operators and observe that they still satisfy the tensorial wave equation up to non-linear errors
and a few explicit linear terms (cf. Section 11.2). While the non-linear errors can be dealt with schematically
(leading to the last term in (12.4.1)), we will deal with the linear error terms explicitly exploiting a hierarchy
in the way one performs the commutation. Finally, in any energy estimate, as before, the boundary terms
appearing on B will always be a non-linear error that can be estimated schematically. The overview is as
follows:

1. Structure of commuted equations and estimating the non-linear errors (Step 0).
2. Prove the estimate (12.4.1) with D%,, instead of D& (Steps 1 and 2)

(a) Prove it for tuples k = (k1, k2, k3) with &y even.
(b) Prove it for tuples k = (k1, k2, k3) with k; odd.

In proving (2a) and (2b), we will first prove (12.4.1) for the (weaker horizon) energies containing an
additional diamond and then improve using the redshift estimate.

3. Prove the full estimate (12.4.1) for all horizon energies on the left (Step 3).

4. Prove the full estimate (12.4.1) for all infinity energies on the left (Step 4).

Step 0. Structure of commuted equations and non-linear errors. By Proposition 11.1.4, the
quantities Wyy+, U7+, Wy, v, ¥ry satisfy an equation of Type 1. Commuting the equations with D 2 will
according to Proposition 11.2.1 result in a tensorial wave equation of Type 1 with non-linear error given by

]:nlin {bgux\:[l?ﬁ'_ _ 92(5*)3+\E| , (1243)
Frim {ég’uxgﬂ*': - 92(5*)3+‘E| ) (1244)
]_—nlin [éguz\DI*} — 5§’+‘E| , (12.4.5)
Fnlin [bfwiﬁ_ _ ggﬂ&l + Dk &omlP]. (12.4.6)

Similarly, by Proposition 11.1.6, ¥4,+ and ¥,,, satisfy an equation of Type 3. Therefore, commuting with
CD%H (defined below in (12.4.20)) will according to Proposition 11.2.2 result in an equation of Type 3y with
non-linear error given by

pnlin {@%+\PH+} = Q2(£*)3HIE (12.4.7)

Fnlin {©%+2H+} _ 92(5*)3+|E\ . (1248)

Finally, by Proposition 11.1.8, U7+ and QIJ, satisfy an equation of Type 4 2. Therefore, commuting with
@%r (defined below in (12.4.21)) will according to Proposition 11.2.5 result in an equation of Type 44 /95,
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(for some [) with non-linear error given by
pnlin [@%\pﬁ} = g3FIEl (12.4.9)
Fnlin {@% gﬁ} = & L DE £ onlP). (12.4.10)

We now recall the errors (11.4.6), (11.4.7), (11.4.8), (11.5.3), (11.6.3) arising in the various energy esti-
mates. We also recall that by the bootstrap assumptions (7.1.4) we have for s =0, 1,2

< g
T) ~ Tmin(l,(N*3*‘E‘)/2)

_1_3 had _1_5 ~ 3~
[r=2 QVR*QE\I’Z+‘|)EI+(T)+||7° 2 2VT©E\I}I+||'DI+(T)+HT 2©E\I/I+||bz+(

and the same estimate replacing D% by Dk . and by ’}5%.
Using Propositions 11.7.1, 11.7.3 for the errors in DH" and Propositions 11.7.8, 11.7.10 for the errors in
DI+, we conclude®

~ rmin(N-3-K,2) "’

> [i Hi [@Eux‘lf] (Tyuyp) + Ha [53%&‘1/] (Tyug) +Ha [@iﬁl’] (Tyup) +Hso [@%‘If] (T, ur)

[E|<K

2 3
}< epte

=1
Using Proposition 10.3.2, we also conclude

. 2k Sk e + ¢’
> ‘Bi [QEM‘I’HJr] (7, uf) — B; [Qaum‘l’ﬁ} (7, Uf)‘ S “min(N3-K32) (12.4.11)
i=1 k<K

and the same estimate for the (QH+,QI+) pair.

Step 1. Angular and T derivatives. We first prove a restricted version of (12.4.1)
e replacing everywhere D& by Ok o

e restricting all tuples k that appear in the sums to those with k3 = 0, i.e. we restrict to derivatives of
the form

a) (7"24&)’61/2 (YVo)*2, k14 ko < K; ki even,
b) (r&) " V2 (rdiv) (Pr)b2, k4 ke < Kj ki odd.

For k; even, the restricted (12.4.1) then follows directly: By Proposition 11.2.1, both ¥ and 7?A commute
with the tensorial wave equation up to non-linear terms discussed in Step 0. The commuted equations
therefore again satisfy a tensorial wave equation of Type 1 up to non-linear terms and hence repeating
the proof of Proposition 12.2.1 (i.e. applying successively Propositions 11.4.1 and 11.5.1) we establish the
restricted (12.4.1) using the non-linear estimates from Step 0.

For k, odd, by Proposition 11.2.1 the commuted quantity again satisfies a tensorial wave equation of
Type 1 up to non-linear terms as above but now with an additional linear error term arising from the
(angular part of the) commutation. According to Proposition 11.2.1 it has the form

Q2
r2

in k1—1)/2 ki—1)/2 .
Fir(w = (r8) BTV (rape) (9102 9] =375 (r8) TV (o) (91) 0 (12.4.12)
We now repeat the proof of Proposition 12.2.1, i.e. we apply successively Propositions 11.4.1, 11.5.1. When

applying Proposition 11.4.1 we now need to control in addition the linear errorterms (u; < 7 < 75 < uy)

02 02
gl [W] (7’177'2) = ‘/ 372W'H+ . WTW’H‘*' +/ 372WI+WTWI+
DR (u(m)w(m2)) T DIt (rm2) T

3Note in particular that the integrand in H3 [@%ux \Il] (1,uf), (11.4.8), can be rewritten in a form such that Proposition 11.7.3
directly applies.
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and (see (11.4.5))

QQ
5z

Q2
Go (W] (71,72)2‘/ 37WH+'WR*WH++/
pHT (v(11),v(72)) T Pt (11,72)

+/ 3Q2|W |2+/ 3QQ|W 2
—5 Wt — Wz,
PHF (u(r)w(ra)) ToT0 DIt (ry,m) OO

where we have denoted and will denote for the rest of this step Wy + = (M&)(kl_l)m (rdlv) (VT)’”\I/;.H and
Wys = (1"4&) (ka=1)/2 (rd[v) (Yr)*2 Wy . Integrating by parts the T' derivative it is easy to see that

Wz Vg Wer

g1 [W] (T17 TQ) S Z sup ]FU [bg;w\llf"'] + sup E1)(u) [ég;r\y'f-ﬁ']

K kb <K—1 T1<u<T T1<u<T

ké:O,k; even

~ k! <. ~ k! 5% + 53
+ IFuf |:©Eu1ll’7'l+:| (U(Tl)) + va |:®Euzlpz+:| (Tl) } + (Tl)min(N_S_K’Q)

with the last term arising from the boundary term induced on B (see Proposition 10.3.2) as well as the non-
linear error. Here we used that | (7"4&)(16171)/2 (rdiv) (Yr)k2 0> < Zz(ilofl)/Q Iry (7¢&)<k171721)/2 (Vp)k20)?
holds up to non-linear errors that can be incorporated into the decay term. Note that the right hand side
has already been controlled since we have estimated tuples with k] even.

Similarly, integrating the R* derivative by parts? we see that

GWl(rm) s > { s FuBELUrd+ suwp B [B5, ]+ Fu, 95,0 | (v(m))

kll—‘rk:leK—l T1<u<T2 T1Su<T2

ké:O,ki even

: N4 02 02 g3+ &3
4B, [z ] )+ [ W+ [ L g 4 — 0 |
v [T T D (v(11),0(72)) e DIF (11,7) Pt (7 )min(N=3-K.2)

For the spacetime integrals we recall the easily established calculus inequality

3M
/ W* S v/_ Ve W[+ CW/ (1 - > W2, (12.4.13)
DR (u(71),0(72)) DR (u(71),0(7)) DR (u(71),0(7)) r

valid for any « > 0, which allows us to deduce

0?2 02
/ W +/, —5 Wz |? (12.4.14)
DR (o(r1)0(r2)) T DR (o(r1) 0(r2)) T
Sy T W) ) o) + €Y [0 ] (o), vra)) + 1[0 W] (1)
k)R, <K —1

k5=0,k] even

Since the term multiplying v in the estimate (12.4.14) can be absorbed on the left hand side of (11.4.3) for
sufficiently small v and the second term has already been estimated when we dealt with k] even, we have
established the restricted estimate also for k1 odd, however, with all energies appearing carrying an additional
diamond superscript (i.e. the energies being non-optimal near the horizon). To remove that restriction we
finally apply Proposition 11.5.1 to the commuted equation for Wy,+, which can also be viewed as a tensorial
wave equation of type 3. The additional linear error term G4 [W] (7, uy) is easily controlled using Cauchy—
Schwarz in conjunction with the degenerate estimate already established (note the linear error is supported
away from trapping). We have proven the restricted version of (12.4.1) defined at the beginning of Step 1.

4This is necessary only because of the radial decay of this error term. E.g. in the case k; = 1, to control J T%rdiv‘llWR* dfv¥

one cannot apply Cauchy—Schwarz directly in DIV In DH+, one could apply Cauchy—Schwarz with v and (12.4.13). However,
conceptually (and to avoid constants depending on R) it is easiest to integrate ¥ z+ by parts in both regions and estimate the
non-linear error (boundary) term on B as usual.
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Step 2. Including R*-derivatives. We next show the desired estimate replacing everywhere DOk by @%W
but lifting the restriction k3 = 0. Note that the case k3 = 0 has been dealt with in Step 1 and that we can
again proceed inductively.

Let k3 > 0 and k1 + ko + k3 < K. If k; is even, the commuted quantity satisfies a tensorial wave
equation of Type 1 with a linear error term F! determined inductively by Proposition 11.2.1. Hence we
can apply Proposition 11.4.1, which requires us to control the errors G; and Gy generated by the linear error
term F'". From (11.2.5) and a simple induction we conclude (denoting W = (V. )" (r24) f1/2 (Vr)k= 0
for the rest of this step)

r? , 2
o |Fm |

: Q{ (1= 25) 1) 2 (a4 () (240 <V7T>kw|2}

r

+ Z ( WR* i—2 ( 2A)(k1+2 /2 (WT)kg\mQ + | (WR*)i_2 (TQA)]CI/Q (WT)qu/lQ) + ‘5§1+k2+k3+2|2’

where the |€§1 +ko+kz+2 |2

T2 lin 2 Q2
SlFm s Y S

121 <ki even

Y (P ) (28) B 22 o (PR w2

arise from commutation of derivatives. Commuting derivatives further we deduce

(1= 20) 1% (7)™ (28" ot o

k3
+>) \rW (Vr) 2 (r 24&)'“/2di (Vp)k2W|? 4 |Ehrthethat2)2 = (194 15)

1=2 151 <k; even

Since we also have the inequality

k1/2 e k1/2
‘WT(WR*)ICS (’I“QA) 1/ (WT)IQ\IJF 5 ‘WR* (WR*)ks 1 (7‘24&) 1/ (VT)k2+1\I’|2 + |g§1+k2+k3+2|2’
it follows from applying Cauchy-Schwarz to the product Fi™ [W]- VW appearing in G [W] (71, 72) that

i[DE ef+¢°
G1 W] (71, m2) S Z ffo.deg [@Zw‘l’qﬁ} (v(m1),v(r2)) +1 [©§u$qu+} (r1,72) + : )mig(N,g,KQ) 7
|E1‘Sk1+k2+k3 e
k§§k371

thereby completing the induction step for G;. Note that we have used Propositions 11.7.4 and 11.7.7 for the
non-linear error and that the first term on the right controls also > /| <k, ks k51 I {@%ua;\ll}ﬁ—} (v(m1),v(72))
K <kg—2
by Remark 12.4.2 (the latter term appearing in the application of Cauchy—Schwarz).
For G, we obtain similarly

GWl(r,m) SO, D0 I D W | (0(r), v(m) + 1D, Wzt | (m72)
|E'|<ki+ka+ks
kh<ksz—1

+ v{ﬁo’deg (7R (128)"2 (F1) =Wy ] (0(), 0(72)

E[(WR*)’“S (r24)"7? (VT)k2q/I+] (11, 72) } + (Tl)niﬁgi_m) . (12.4.16)
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For ~ sufficiently small we can absorb the term in the second line by the left hand side of (11.4.3). In
summary, we have shown that

swp BWr )+ sup EiWaes| + B, (W) (0(0) + B Wae] (7) + 950 (W] o) + 1 Wz ] (1)
SEWr +E W]+ Y {1079 |5, | (0(r), v(up) + 1[5, 02+ | (ryup) }

|k |<ki+ka+ks
Kl <ks—1

ed+¢ed

T mn(N_3-RK2) (12.4.17)

and hence completed the induction step for k; even. This establishes the desired estimate for k; even,
however, with diamond superscripts on the horizon energies. To remove the latter we finally observe that

Wyt = (Vg )k (7“24&)]“/2 (V)2 W, satisfies a tensorial wave equation of type 3¢ with
2

lin 402 Q lin
]:30 [W’H+] = _TTW’HJr + 6MT73W’H+ +.F1 [WH+] .

We apply Proposition 11.5.1. The terms with a x are easily seen to be controlled by (12.4.17) and the linear
error G4[Wy+] is controlled using Cauchy—Schwarz in conjunction with (12.4.17) noting that the linear error
is supported away from r = 3M. In summary, the estimate (12.4.1) has now been established replacing

everywhere Dk by @%ux and restricting to tuples (K1, k2, k3) with k1 even on the left hand side.
Let now k3 > 0 and k1 + k2 + k3 < K and k; odd. We leave the general induction step to the reader but
treat here explicitly the key case k3 = 1. The linear error has the structure (separately for U4+ and Ur+)

Flin |:(WR*)]€3:1 (’I’QA)(kl_l)/Q le(U(WT)kZ\II} —he <1 . 3‘7]“\4’) %; (TQA)(IC1+1)/2 leU(WT)kQ\II

0? ki—1)/2
+ho= (r28) " rdfo(Vr)
o2 - (k1—1)/2
+ ?:T—Q(WR*)’“S*1 (r2A)™ rdfv(Vr)*2 0, (12.4.18)
generating three terms in G; and G, respectively. When applying Proposition 11.4.1, the first two can be

handled exactly as in the k; even case using Cauchy—Schwarz and noting also the general inequality for a
symmetric traceless S-tensor &,

P2 Ardive* < |rdfor® K€ + |rdfve|* < |rVr2 AL + rYel? . (12.4.19)
The term in the third line of (12.4.18) generates an integrand in G; of the form
3%2@712*)1@3:1 (TQA)(kl_l)/2 lev(ny)kQ\p . WT(WR*)kgzl (rzﬁ)(kl—l)ﬂ rdlv(WT)kz\If
SO (28) ™V (P02 - TP (P ) (r28) T (P w2
SO W (8) 2 (T W - T T () a7 e

The first term is controlled (non-degenerately at » = 3M) entirely by Step 1 and the second can be absorbed
on the left of (11.4.3) for v sufficiently small. The same estimate works for the term G arising from the
term in the third line of (12.4.18).

233



We finally summarise the estimate one obtains for general k3 > 1:

G [(VR*)kg (7‘2A)(k1_1)/2 lev(WT)kQ\I/} (7,177_2) +Gy [(VR*)k3 (TQA)(kl—l)/Q Tdiv(VT)kgqj (7_177_2)
~ ~ [~ 52 53
SO 3 DR | () v(m) +T[DEL ] () + i e

|E'|<k1+ka+ks
K <ks—1

-y 1 [(F o) (r28)™ rdfo (V) Wgs | (0(71), 0(72))
+~1 {(VR*)]“?’ (rzﬁ)kl/g TdiU(WT)k2\I/I+:| (11, 72) -

Taking into account these estimates for the linear errors we easily deduce the analogue of (12.4.17) now for
W = (Yg)* (r24) (ka=1)/2 rdfv(Y1)*2 W, ki odd on the left. Coupling in the redshift via Proposition 11.5.1
proceeds entirely analogously to the k; even case. This finally produces the desired (12.4.1) except that Dk

is replaced by @%ux everywhere.
Note that Propositions 11.8.1 and 11.8.3 now imply in particular the estimate (12.4.1) if one restricts

e all fluxes and spacetime integrals for for U,+ on the left to r > 9Mn; /4
e all fluxes and spacetime integrals for for W7+ on the left to r < 2R

Therefore, to complete the proof, we only need to improve the estimates for W4+ (or more precisely Q1Y
derivatives applied to it) in r < 9Mi,i/4 (Step 3 below) and the estimates for W7+ (or more precisely rQY,
derivatives applied to it) in the region r > 2R (Step 4 below).

Step 3. Improved control near the horizon for ¥,,+. We introduce another auxiliary set of derivative
operators in the horizon region:

1 ks ; o x\Kk1/2 ko .
B _ pkikaks) _ (@7W3) (&) (Yr) * if Ry even 12.4.20
we e (Q19,)" (r28) "2 rai (¥2)™ i by odd. ( )

It is easy to see that if we can establish the estimate (12.4.1) for @%+ W4+ instead of @E\Pq.ﬁ, then we have
established it for W, ¢ (replace 2V = QY5 + QY,, commute, and estimate the non-linear errors via
Propositions 11.7.4 and 11.7.5). Moreover, we only need to obtain improved estimates for » < 9M;y;/4 by
the considerations at the end of Step 2. Finally, note that for k5 = 0 we have already proven the desired
estimate in Step 1.

To establish the estimate (12.4.1) for ”;37% + U+, we recall that U4+ satisfies a tensorial wave equation
of Type 3¢ with (zeroth order) linear error-term given by (11.1.17). Commuting with @%Jr for ks =1
produces a tensorial wave equation of Type 3/, whose non-linear error was controlled in Step 0. Applying
Proposition 11.5.1 with Wy+ = ©%+ Uy+ (ks = 1) and estimating the linear error by Cauchy—Schwarz
(and the estimates from Steps 1 and 2) yields the desired estimate for k3 = 1 (and k;, ko arbitrary). Now
inductively continue to k3 = K.

Step 4. Improved control near infinity for ¥;+ We introduce another auxiliary set of derivative
operators near infinity:

ks ki/2 ko .
@%+ _ 35(1111&2,163) — k(’f’QV;L)(k (jlz)%) (WT)]C if k1 even (12421)
(rQ¥,) " (r24) ™ rdjv (V7)™ if k1 odd.

It is easy to see that if we can establish the estimate (12.4.1) for 5‘5§+ U7+ instead of DEW 74 then we have

established it for DXV, (replace 2V = QY5 + QV,4, commute, and estimate the non-linear errors via
Propositions 11.7.7, 11.7.9). Note also that for k3 = 0 we have already proven the desired estimate in Step 1.

To establish the estimate (12.4.1) for 35§+ W7+ we proceed inductively, starting with ks = 1, i.e. we
prove the desired estimate with the sum on the left restricted to ZleK ks—1- By Proposition 11.1.8, Wz+
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satisfies a tensorial wave equation of type 4¢ 2. Proposition 11.2.5 therefore implies that the tensorial wave
equations for f)(zk:’kZ’kszl)\I/I+ are of Type 41,29 (k1 odd) or 41,53/ (k1 even). We apply the estimate of

Proposition 11.6.1 for these Wz+ = @;’:}’kz’k?’:l)\l’lﬂ» with p = 0 and note that the boxed term is absent in
view of the values of k and [. This leads to the estimate

2013 (k1 ko, kg= =0 1,3 (k1,ka,kg= 20 1A (k1,ke,kg=
> <H°[@;¢ S () sup BUDUT R Vw4 B (DY ”%1@)
kqtko<K—1 TSulup

< RHS of (12.4.1) +
k1+ko<K-1

/ﬁI*( )n{r>3/2R} }—iil%»l[@(lki PRy +]- QW‘l( (kl 2 ]) ‘
T)N{r>

We next observe that the left hand side of the above controls the left hand side of (12.4.1) with the sum
restricted to all tuples with k3 = 1 in view of the estimates

Z Fu[@(zlil,kz,kazl)q,ﬁ] < Z o [@(klykz,ks 1)\11 A+ Z o [D 1 k2oks=0) |
k1+ko<K—1 ki+ko<K—1 k1+ko <K
(12.4.22)
(IkJrl ko kg = 1)\1/
Finally, for the term involving fi’l’/’
estimates it for any v > 0 by

v Y PREERE L () 0y YIRS (7, )
ki+ke<K-1 k1+ko<K

and a similar estimate for I {CD } The last term in (12.4.22) is already controlled from Step 1.

, we note that an application of the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality

For « sufficiently small, the first term can be absorbed on the left and the second term is controlled by
Step 1. This proves the desired estimate for ®I+ W7+ with k having k3 = 1.

It is easy to see we can induct all the way up to ks = K. We leave the details to the reader and note here
only the key point. The tensorial wave equations for Q(kl’kz’k3>2)\PI+ are of type 4y, /2, for [ some (half)
integer number depending only on K. The exact value of [ is irrelevant here because we can now allow for
the boxed term to appear in the estimate Proposition 11.6.1. This is because this term is clearly controlled
by 10 [C‘D(kl’kZ’krl)\I'IJr] (i.e. the previous step of the induction). The treatment of the inhomogeneous term
involving 4"  and the non-linear term proceeds completely analogously.

dig/2,.1
This concludes the proof for (¥4+,W¥z+). It is clear that the same steps can be followed for the pair
(¥4, Y1) thereby establishing the last claim of the proposition. O]

12.4.2 The r? weighted hierarchy for higher derivatives

Proposition 12.4.3. For anyu; <7 <uy, any0 < K <N -3 andp € {1,2—0,2}, the pair (Vz+ =r°P,
Uy v = r5P) satisfies

sup IFU(U [DEU, ]+ sup F, [0 ]+ sup FP[DEU,.]
lk|<K T<uluy T<uluy T<uluy
P Nk 7 Nk P Nk

> [Fuy |90 | (0(r) + B, |50z | (1) + B2 [920r ] (7)]
|kI<K
+ 3 1 [ Dhe | )+ YD T[DE | (0(7))

|k|I<K |k|I<K-1
+ Y D[R] () + Y I [Dhen ] ()

k<K k<K

e Sk 5 Ak 2 Ak g+ ¢
k<K k<K k<K g

Moreover, the pair (QIJ, = 1“5BI+, Yo+ = T5B‘H+) satisfies the same estimates.
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Proof. Note first that the estimate claimed is an improvement over Proposition 12.4.1 only in that the weights
near infinity for W7+ and §I+ are improved here. The proof is similar to that of Step 4 of Proposition
12.4.1 and hence only outlined here. The main idea is to add to the estimate (12.4.1) the P weighted
estimate from Proposition 11.6.1 for the relevant p. Note that we already proved the estimate for K = 0 in
Proposition 12.3.1.

Step 0. Non-linear errors. We first establish the non-linear error estimate

2 3
-k ~k egte

> Hsyp [©E+\I}I+} + Y My [@gﬂﬁ} S KD - (12.4.24)
kI<K kI<K

Focussing on the QI+ term (the U7+ term being strictly easier as there are no anomalous error terms) we
estimate the term

Moy [04, 87 (rouy) = [

DI (1)N{r23R/2) (]:Zkh'n [bg*gz*} o {Q%L*D |- 710V D7, Dy |

as follows. Wlog p = 2. We commute the QY, through on QIJr and insert the expression from Propo-
sition 3.4.4. Note that errors from commutators (Lemma 3.3.1) either strictly improve regularity of the

integrand or its r-decay (by at least two powers of ) or both. We further note that F, ””l" [@§+QI+} is of

the same form as Fm" [@%+QI+} considered in (12.4.10). Inserting the schematic forms for these terms
the error is of the form controlled by Propositions 11.7.6, 11.7.11 and Propositions 11.7.12, 11.7.13.

Step 1. Angular and T derivatives. We first prove (12.4.23) for any fixed K € {1,2,..., N — 3} and
all @%Jr Uzt with (k1, ke, k3 =0), k1 + k2 = K. Since such 5‘5%+ U7+ satisfy a tensorial wave equation of
type 49,12 or 4g2 respectively (depending on k; even or odd) with Flin {@%plfpr] = 6M%§@%+ VUi, we
can apply Proposition 11.6.1 (no boxed term in view of [ > 0) for p € {1,2 — §,2} and estimate the term

Gs,p arising from Flin using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and Proposition 12.4.1 (just as in the proof of
Proposition 12.3.1).

Step 2. Including rY,-derivatives. We now prove (12.4.23) for any fixed K € {1,2,.... N — 3} and all
©%+\I/I+ with k = (k1,ko, k3 =1), k1 + k2 = K — 1 and then induct all the way to k3 = K. Since the
main step is going to k3 = 1, we focus on this. We note that by Proposition 11.2.5 such CD%r U+ satisfy a
tensorial wave equation of type 4,5, (precise half-integer value of I irrelevant) with linear inhomogeneous
term of the form (hg denoting an admissible coefficient function that can be different in each occurrence)

fii”;zl [@%+\Ijz+i| = @I_*_\I/IJr + 70 2A®(k17k21k3 0)\11 4 @(I’j}vk%k?, 0)\1] I+ . (12425)
We apply Proposition 11.6.1 for this Wz+ = CDI'+ Uz+. The boxed term on the right hand side of (11.6.1) is
controlled for any p € [1,2] by

/z+( )7’17 3|TQW4© (k1,ko,k3= 0)\I/Z+|2 S E [@éki,kmks:o)qu*_} (7_’ Uf) _’_EP [@éki,kz,k:s:o)\yz*_} (7_’ uf) 7
D

with the right hand side being controlled by Step 1. The terms supported in » < 2R on the right hand side
of (11.6.1) are controlled already by the estimate (12.4.1). The non-linear term is controlled by (12.4.24).
The term

Gs.p [DF ==V w, Fn [ Dh ] (42 06) OV 0k W | (12.4.26)

B ‘ /bﬁ (Infrajery Y

arising from (12.4.25) on the right hand side of (11.6.1) is the most difficult. For p =1 and p=2—§ it is
again easily seen from the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality that we have for any n > 0

- . - N -~ 2 3
Gop [ H R Dw | <ol [DU 20w ] (ryug) + €y [DEF =0 ] (g 4+ D

T
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with the non-linear errors arising from commutations of derivatives. The first term can be absorbed on the
left for sufficiently small v and the second term is controlled by Step 1 above.

For p = 2, this argument still works for the first term appearing in (12.4.25) but not for the last two
terms. Here we need to control the expression

/~Z+( S }horzﬁé(zlﬂi’kQ’kszo)‘I’z+ SO TuS i (12.4.27)
D T)N{r>3R/2

Inserting 1 = (x(r) + (1 — x(r))) into the integrand where x(r) is a radial cut-off equal to 1 for r > 2R and
zero near r = 3R/2, we control the integral involving (1 — x(r)), which is supported for r < 2R, directly
from Proposition 12.4.1. For the term involving x(r) we integrate by parts the angular derivative and the
4 derivative (using [TW, QW4] is non-linear by Lemma 3.3.1) resulting in the following estimate. For any
v >0,

(12420)5 ¢, Y {ﬂpz? [i)(z’“j’kz”“:o’\lfﬁ} (roup) + [©<’“1”“2*’“320)\I/z+} (T)}
K| <ki+1
e+t

- B o o
+F [@(zcl,kz,ml)q,ﬁ} () + 3 B DR+ Y By D]+~

|E|<K |E|<K

The ~-term is absorbed on the left of (11.6.1) and the first line is controlled by the previous estimate from
Step 1. The last term in (12.4.25) is treated entirely analogously.

Using further commutations it is clear how to induct all the way to k3 = K and the proposition is proven
for the pair (Wy+,¥z+). It is clear that the same steps can be followed for the pair (¥;+, ¥, ) thereby
establishing the last claim of the proposition. O

12.5 The hierarchy of weighted decay estimates

In this section we complete the proof of Theorem 12.1.1. It is easy to check that the estimates of the following
proposition imply the estimates of Theorem 12.1.1.

Proposition 12.5.1. For any u; < 7 < uy, the pair (Vr+ = r°P, Uy+ = r°P) satisfies the estimates

Z [ sup Ev(u)[ﬁbﬁ‘lf;ﬁ]—i- sup F [080 ]+ sup F2[DEw ]

lkl<N—3 LTSusus T<u<us r<u<ug
S [y [Bt0se ] o) + B, [BE0z] (1) + B [Bh0r] ()
|k|<N-3

Y I DR )+ Y T[DR] )

|[k|<N-3 |k|<N-4
+ Y ﬁ[@ﬁmﬁ} N+ Y P [@quﬁ} (r) < €2+ &, (12.5.1)
|[k|<N-3 |k|<N-3
[ sup Ev(u)[f)ﬁlllq.[d—l- sup F,[DE0, ]+ sup FLDEU,,]
|k|<N-—4 [TSUSUs r<u<uy r<u<u;
5 [Ak = [& 1 [ak
S [, [950 ] o)+, [BRw] () + FL [Brus] ()]
|[k|<N—4

LY e {@@q,w} W)+ > ﬁ{i’)ww} (v(1))

k|<N—4 k|<N-5
oy - <1 = g2 + &3
+ Y 1P+ Y T [DRen () s TS (12.5.2)
|k|<N—4 k|<N—4 T
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sup I, u)[CD Uy+] 4+ sup Fu[bklllfr]]

E|<N -5 [TSusus r<u<uy
+ 3 [Fuy [PEU | () + B, (DR (0] + Y 1[DR0n ] ()
|[k|<N-5 |E|<N -5
Y [@E\pw} W)+ > ﬁ[i)ﬁxyw} (v(T))gggjif’. (12.5.3)
k| <N—5 |k|<N—6

Moreover, the pair (QI+ = r5BI+, A = r5£7_ﬁ) satisfies the same estimates.
Finally, all estimates hold replacing D by DE.

Proof. Apply the estimate of Proposition 12.4.3 with 7 = u;, K = N — 3 and p = 2. This produces (12.5.1)
after using the estimate (12.1.7) for the initial energies. Using the non-degenerate spacetime terms of (12.5.1)
we find a dyadic sequence 7; such that

N—4

~

§ = e cetel
Fpr (D505 + > Fp [DEO L] + Z (DR 4] < % (12.5.4)
k=0 k=0 k=0 ‘

Applying the estimate of Proposition 12.4.3 with 7 = 7;, K = N—4 and p = 1 establishes the estimate (12.5.2)
now for any 7.
From the estimate (12.5.2) we find another dyadic sequence, also denoted 7; along which

N-5
5%4—53

N-5
Fp(ry (D5 + Y T, [DEW L] (12.5.5)
k=0

k=0 i

Applying now the estimate of Proposition 12.4.1 with 7 = 7y, K = N — 5 we obtain the estimate (12.5.3) for
any 7. The estimates for (\III+ =r PI+, Vyw =71 P;,_ﬁ) are proven in exactly the same fashion. Finally,
the claim regarding D follows from Propositions 11.8.1 and 11.8.3. O

12.6 Completing the proof of Theorem C.3

Having proven Theorem 12.1.1, we complete in this section the proof Theorem C.3.

We recall once more the master energies (6.1.4) and focus on the quantities Py+, Pr+ (the P4, Prs
case being treated entirely analogously). Since, by the considerations of Section 12.1.1, we have reduced the
problem to region III, it suffices to prove estimates for:

Pr. Pre
outgoing cones Cf+ for u > uy CH" (v) for v > 1y
ingoing cones Q%+ (u) for u > uy Qi’ﬁ for v > vy
integrated decay regions | DT (u) N {vg+ > w1} for u>uy | D (v) N {uzs > uy} for v > v,

Note also that in view of Theorem 12.1.1, we have already proved the required estimates for Pz+ on the
truncated cones Cf+ as well as the regions DI’ (u) for u > uq, and the estimates for P+ on the truncated

+ . <
cones QZ" as well as the regions DH' (v) for v > vy.

12.6.1 Integrated decay

We first focus on the integrated decay. We recall the energies (11.3.7) and (11.3.6) and define the analogous
“unchecked” energies

I[Wa] (v) :/ Q7 Vs Wi |2 + [QV s Wogt [* + [rY Wage [ + Wi |2 (12.6.1)
DHT ()N {upt >ur}
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3M\*
199 (W] (v) = / |V g Wags |* + W [ + (1 - 7,) (IV e Wt [P + [rY W P)

DHY (v)N{uzs >u1}

1969 W] (0) = 1499 (W] (0) + / RSN (12.6.2)

DHF ()N {ugs >ur}

Similarly, in analogy with (11.3.11) and (11.3.12), we define

‘QV4WI+\2 N |QY73WI+|2 N ’TWWI+‘2 N Wt |?

I[Wz+] (1) =/ , (12.6.3)
: DIF(fvs 20} T ri+e r? r?
OV, Wr 2 [ YW [* (W ?
p _ QY Wy z T+ »
1P [We+] (1) /DI+(T)Q{%+>U1} ( el et el (12.6.4)

Proposition 12.6.1. The pair (Vz+ = r°P, Wy = r°P) satisfies the following estimates

2
> sup 78{ Yoo 1@k )+ > [@’wﬁ](T)}gsgﬂi (12.6.5)

s=0 “1STSU L |k <N-3-s k| <N—3—s

Z sup vs{ Z [des [@E\]:IH+] (v) + Z I [’DE\I/;%] (v) } <Sed+e3. (12.6.6)

E|<N—3—s k| <N—4—s

Moreover, the quantity QIJr in the pair (QI+ =7r5P, W,,+ = 1°P) satisfies the same estimates.

Proof. Note that we have proven these estimates already for the I energies in Theorem 12.1.1. For W7+, it
therefore suffices to restrict the integrals in the energies (12.6.3) and (12.6.4) appearing in (12.6.5) to the
region D" (v(m)) N DI’ (1), which contains DI’ (1) N {og+ >v1}\ DI’ (1) and is located far away from
r = 3M. The (non-degenerate) estimates for Wz+ will then follow if we can replace Wz+ by W4+ in these
integrals over D" (v(7)) N DZ" (7). Indeed, we have v(7) ~ 7 and the desired estimates hold for ¥y in
L (v(7)) by Theorem 12.1.1. To finally replace 7+ by W4+, we apply Proposition 10.4.1, which controls
the difference in the region D*" (v(T)) N DI’ () by a decaying error term implicit in (12.6.5).

The proof for ¥4+ is analogous using again Proposition 10.4.1 in the overlap region. O

From the definition of the timelike hypersurface B in Section 10.3.1 we conclude (see (11.3.15)):

Corollary 12.6.2. We have in addition the following bounds on the timelike hypersurface B:

2
sup ZT{ > Fen[@ )+ D Py [’D’“‘Pﬁl} Sep+e’. (12.6.7)
uISTSUf |k|<N—3—s |E|<N—3—s

. . . <7t

12.6.2 Estimates on truncated ingoing cones C
With the improved estimates on the timelike hypersurface B of Corollary 12.6.2, we can obtain estimates on
arbitrary truncated ingoing cones of the Z+ gauge.

Indeed, pick such a cone Qf i (1) with 7 > u; and consider the spacetime region enclosed by Qf+ (1),
B, CV’TI+ and (potentially) C’f: Apply the energy estimate and the rP weighted estimates in this region
using the bounds on the cone C’TI+ established in Proposition 12.5.1 and the bounds on the hypersurface B
established in Corollary 12.6.2. This proves in particular the statement of Theorem 12.1.1 for W7+ with the
flux sup, <, __ fQF - {Z@_:lo |QV ;D54 |2 + %VV’}DE‘PIHQ} added to EX-P [P;] (7). Also, the check

out
superscript can be removed for the integrated decay terms in the energies of Theorem 12.1.1 in view of
Proposition 12.6.1.
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12.6.3 Estimates on truncated outgoing cones viﬁ

In order obtain estimates on arbitrary truncated outgoing cones of the HT gauge, we proceed similarly
similarly to Section 12.6.2 above.
Consider an outgoing cone C'Z# (v) with v > v; and the region enclosed by C’Z“+ (v), Qzﬁ and B. Apply
. . . . . . . . “HT .
the energy estimate and the redshift estimate in this region using the estimates on the cone C/" from Proposi-
tion 12.5.1 and the bounds on the hypersurface B established in Corollary 12.6.2. This proves in particular the
statement of Theorem 12.1.1 for W4+ with the outgoing (truncated) flux sup, <, fen+ ) Z@:O;kﬂﬂ{ |DED,, 1 |2

added to EE [Py+] (v). Also, the check superscript can be removed for the integrated decay terms in the
energies of Theorem 12.1.1 in view of Proposition 12.6.1.

12.6.4 Estimates on the full cones CZ*, C*" and C"*, C*"

To complete the proof of Theorem C.3 for ¥+, i.e. to obtain the statement of Theorem 12.1.1 for Uz+
with the check superscripts and the “in” subscript removed from the energies, it now suﬂicgs, in view of the
previous estimates, to obtain estimate for the flux on truncated outgoing cones CZ" N D" for u > u; and

the truncated ingoing ones Qf+ (u) N D" for u > uy. This is because the part of the flux on Cf+ to the

= LT+
exterior of B (which is the flux on CF) has already been estimated, and similarly for Qf (u).

Step 1: Outgoing cones Cg+ . Given a null cone CTIJr with 7 > uy + 4Mp;t (the “near data” case
up < 7 < ug +4 M requiring trivial modifications of the following argument), we consider its past extension
into the horizon region, say (for definiteness) up to the timelike hypersurface r4y+ = R_y = R — 4Mp;y and
denote the resulting cone by C;. Note this cone in general does not overlap with an outgoing cone of the H*
gauge, but agrees of course with a null cone of the ZT gauge for r7+ > R_y = R — 2Mi,;;. We observe that
the v coordinate at the intersection sphere satisfies |vy+ — 7+ R_4| < %Minit, which follows from closeness
to Schwarzschild and v — u & r in view of R satisfying (1.3.19).

Next we consider the spacetime region enclosed by the ingoing cone C’H+T L R-3M,,;, ©Of the HT gauge,

Co
the hypersurface B and the hypersurface C,. Note that in this region R_4 < ry+ < Ry and in particular
r-weights and Q2?-weights can be absorbed into constants in this region. Since it is also a finite time region,
it suffices to apply a standard energy estimate (e.g. arising from the vectorfield T') to the equation satisfied
by 335\117# in this region. The boundary term on B can be controlled by Proposition 12.6.2. The term on
C’I,H:T L R—3M,,;, 18 controlled by Proposition 12.5.1. The estimate therefore produces in particular control of

all tangential derivatives of DEW,, ¢ on CTI+ N DM, With the tangential derivatives of Dk, controlled
% ~ + ~ ~
on the null hypersurface C’TIJr N D"" we can translate Weﬁ @E\I/;._H and WI @E\Ilq_ﬁ to Y761+ DEY,. and
4 4
+ ~
WI DEW ;. using the estimates of Proposition 10.4.1 in the overlap region producing the desired flux. [Note

that it is important that in the way we carried out the argument, one of the derivatives of W4+ is already the
“correct” tangential derivative on the cone and does not need to be converted. The expression Weﬁ LAV
4

would generally not be controlled at top order on CTI+ NDM" because it involves derivatives transversal to
the conel]

Step 2: Ingoing cones Q?. Consider an arbitrary ingoing cone Qf+ (u) N DH" of the infinity gauge. It
intersects {rz+ = R_2}U{u = uy} in a sphere of the infinity foliation. The outgoing cone C' emanating from
that sphere intersects B and we can hence consider the region enclosed by C, the cone Q? (w) N D" and
B. Doing a backwards energy estimate using the control on C' from Step 1 and the estimates of Proposition
12.6.2 for the term on B one obtains the desired estimates.

The argument for estimating W4+ on the cones Cz'ﬁ, QUHJr is now completely analogous.
In view of our comments at the beginning of Section 12.6, this now completes the proof of Theorem C.3.
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Chapter 13

Estimates for a and a: the proof of
Theorem C.4

In this chapter we shall prove Theorem C.4, which we restate here:

Theorem C.4 (Estimates for o and «). Under the assumptions of Theorem C, then for all uy € [uf},ﬁf-]
and all A € R(uy), with the gauges as defined above, then the quantities o+, az+, 0+, Qzr satisfy the
estimates

]Ef:/f [agg+,az+] + EuNf [, ar+] Sed+ &3
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We shall first prove separate (and slightly weaker) estimates for @ and then for a. These will be the
contents of theorems to be stated in Section 13.1 and 13.5, respectively, which will be proven in the
four and three sections, respectively immediately following each of them. We defer further discussion of
the contents of these to Sections 13.1 and 13.5, respectively. On the basis of these estimates, the proof of
Theorem C.4 will be completed in Section 13.9.

As in the previous chapters of Part C, we shall assume throughout the assumptions of Theorem C. Let us
fix an arbitrary u; € [ug)c, Gy, with 4y € B, and fix some A € R(uy). All propositions below shall always
refer to the anchored Zt and H™ gauges in the spacetime (M(X), g())), corresponding to parameters ur,
My(uy, A), whose existence is ensured by Definition 7.1.1. We shall denote M = M} throughout this
chapter.

This chapter will depend on all previous chapters of Part C, and will in particular use the propositions
of Chapter 11 as well as the statements of Theorems C.1-C.3. As with Chapter 12, the reader who wishes
to understand the structure of the proof without reading the detailed estimates may wish to simply read the
overview Sections 13.1 and 13.5 together with Section 13.9. For the linear version of Theorem C.4, the
reader may compare with Theorem 2 in Section 11 of [DHR].

13.1 Overview of the estimates on «

To prove the estimates on az+, ay+ implicit in Theorem C.4 we will first prove the following statement:

Theorem 13.1.1. We have the estimates

sup BN o] ()4 Y0 sup o BT laye] (v) S ef + €

§=0,1,2 Y—1STSUfs 5=0,1,2 V-15Y

for the restricted energies (recall Az+ = rQ%az+, Ap+ = rQ%ay+ and Mz+ = r*Qprr, Urr = 5Py )

K K
K o 2 k 2 k 2
Ef [ag+] (v) == sup/cy+ Q Z |D% Ay |* + sup /C‘Z“+(v) Z | DA+

> u<u
= k|=0sks£K =uf
lE|=03ks |k|=0y ko # K
K

M\ 2 K-1
2 _ 2 k 2 k 2 *\k 2
K K—1

|E|=0 |k|=0
Eg’p [az+](T) :== sup / N { Z P IDEALL 1 + r2|®kHI+|2}
o

T<uluy
‘E|:1§ |k|=0y ko 75 K—-1

K K—1 K—2
+ sup / . { Z r4+p|©EAI+|2 + Z r2+p|®ﬁﬂz+|2+ Z |©k\III+|2}
CTm ()

VSveo |k|=1,ks £ K |k|=0 |k|=0

K K—1 K-2
+/ . { o rPTOEAL P+ Y PRI P 4 Y T_1_6©k‘l/z+l2}- (13.1.1)
PE) k=1 |k|=0 |k|=0

Note that the above restricted energies differ from the actual energies defined in (6.1.6) and (6.1.7) only
by the boxed restrictions in the sum. We will finally remove these restrictions in Section 13.9 (after having
proved estimates also on «), using the Teukolsky—Starobinski identities to deduce control over the missing
fluxes concluding the ELY oy az+] S g2 + &% part in Theorem C.4. Observe already at this point that
the estimate of Theorem 13.1.1 strengthens in particular some of the estimates (r-weights) for the derived
quantity Wz+ = r° Py in Theorem C.3.
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Remark 13.1.1. Note that we can equivalently replace the restrictions ks # K, ko # K and ko # K — 1 by
ks # K|, k2 # k| and ko # |k| in the sums above. This follows by a simple elliptic estimate along cones.

To prove Theorem 13.1.1 we first recall the three regions introduced at the beginning of Section 12.1.
Just as for P and P, in view of Proposition 10.5.1 it suffices to prove decay estimates for cones and regions
contained in the region III, namely DZ" (uy) UD™" (v; = v(uq)), in terms of the weighted energy

N N N—-1
/ Q7> [DRA? +/ { S PEAL P+ Y r2|@k111+|2} (13.1.2)
crt ozt
! |k|=0;ks#|k| v1 \|k|=1;k2#| K| |E|=0;k2#|E|

on ij U Qz;i;)(ul), which is in turn controlled by &3 + ¢ from Proposition 10.5.1.

In order to achieve this, we first prove (just as for P and P in Chapter 12) a weaker version of Theo-
rem 13.1.1 which involves only arbitrary truncated (at B) outgoing cones in the infinity region and arbitrary
truncated (at B) ingoing cones in the horizon region. More precisely, we will prove (recalling Remark 13.1.1):

Theorem 13.1.2. We have the estimates
L N—s,2— LN
swp 7-Bn ezl (1) + ) swp ot fawe] (v) Sef+ €
5=0,1,2 uy <T<uy 5=0,1,2 V>
for the restricted energies (recall Az+ = rQ%ar+, Ayr = rQ%ay+ and Uzv = 3z, Uy = 5Py )

K K

EE [ap+] (v) == §up[ . 02 Z DA+ 2 +/ Z DL A+ |2
P ICET ki=0ks k| GO =03k 1
X SN2 K-1
+/ QQ{ Z (1 - ) DEA+? + Z |DE A+ |* + |R*©k’471+|2}7
D (v) |k|=0 " |k|=0

T<uluy JC

K K-1
BT Jaze] (1) == sup /{ Yoo PR+ Y r%knﬁf}

|k|=1;k27#| k| |k|=0;k2#|k|
K K—-1 K—-2
4|k 4. |2 24| DR, |2 Dk, |2
ool 3 vt 3 o S e
oo |k|=1,k37#|k| |k|=0 |k|=0
K K-1 K—2
+/ PP DEAL P+ Y PO 2 ) DR P (1313
B B S S

The proof of Theorem 13.1.2 will extend over Sections 13.2—13.3 and is the main step in proving
Theorem 13.1.1. The full statement of Theorem 13.1.1 is then obtained from Theorem 13.1.2 in Section
13.4. The latter step (i.e. removing the check-superscripts, i.e. adding general ingoing cones in the infinity
gauge and general outgoing cones in the horizon gauge as well as considering the non-truncated cones) is
straightforward and follows exactly as for P, P by doing localised energy estimates.

We end this overview by outlining the proof of Theorem 13.1.2. We first recall the defining relations

02 02

OV3Ay+ = (—2)T—2HH+ , QOV3Az: = (—2)T—2HZ+ , (13.1.4)
02 02
OVl = 72‘1’7“ . QY = T—Q\DI+ , (13.1.5)
as well as the non-linear wave equations (written in “elliptic” form)
r2Pydiv Ay + %Aw = QV, I+ + % (1 — 3i\4) My + &Y (13.1.6)
r2PydivArs + %Aﬁ = QY Iz + % (1 - 31”) Mz+ + & (13.1.7)
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and

« 6M

2r2 Do djvlly+ + 2004 — Tl = —QV, WUyt +3M Ay + &3, (13.1.8)
6M

22 Py divlzs + 2017+ — THI+ = —QV,V7: +3MAz: + &3, (13.1.9)

Note that we can always replace rzﬂgdz’v by —%TQA + 1 since the term involving the difference of the Gauss
curvature with the round metric can be incorporated into the non-linear error.
The logic in obtaining the required estimates is then as follows:

1. Interpreting the defining relations (13.1.4), (13.1.5) as transport equations we derive estimates on
(Ve )*y+ and (Ve ) Az as well as (Ve )7+ and (Ve )*Az+ for 0 < k < N —2, i.e. with a loss
of derivatives. These will be useful to control lower order terms. This is the content of Section 13.2.
We remark that from (13.1.4), (13.1.5) we could, by appropriate commutations, derive estimates for
all derivatives up to order N — 2, however, we prefer a different argument below.

2. In Section 13.3 we consider the wave equations satisfied by (IIy+,Iz+) and (Ay+,Az+) and prove
inductively boundedness and integrated decay estimates for ((V g )*Ily+, (V< )*Ilz+) with 0 < k <
N —1and (Vg )*Ay+, (Vg )*Az+) with 0 < k < N. These estimates do not lose derivatives and
do not degenerate near 3M for k > 1, see Propositions 13.3.1 and 13.3.3. With this established we
control—with good weights near the horizon but non-optimal weights near infinity—all derivatives of
(IIg+, 17+ ) both in integrated decay (Section 13.3.3) and fluxes (Section 13.3.4). The basic idea here is
simple: Angular derivatives are controlled from the relations (13.1.6)—(13.1.9) and previous estimates.
For QY5 derivatives one can use (13.1.5) and the fact that estimates on (W4,+, U7+ ) have already been
established in Theorem C.3. Finally QY, = QY3 + 2R* can be used to reduce QY, derivatives to R*
derivatives, which Propositions 13.3.1 and 13.3.3 provide control on.

It remains to optimise the r-weights for IIz7+ and Az+. This is done in Section 13.3.5 using estimates
for the relevant Bianchi pairs. This finally provides a hierarchy of r-weighted estimates, see Proposition
13.3.7. We summarise our weighted estimates concisely in Proposition 13.3.10. This is also a form to
which the pigeonhole principle argument of [DR09a] can then be applied to yield an inverse polynomial
decay hierarchy for the weighted energies which provides all of the estimates in Theorem 13.1.2. This
is the content of Section 13.3.6.

13.2 Auxiliary transport estimates at low orders for o

Exploiting the transport relations we can deduce lower order estimates for Ilz+, I3+ as well as Az+, Ay+.

Proposition 13.2.1. For any uy < 7 < uy and 1 < K < N — 2 the quantities llz+ = r3Q¢z+ and
Ary = rQ%azy satisfy the estimate

Z / e P g P4 AL P 4 T (V) Mz [P 4+ (PR )P Az )
D ‘r
K
+3 /B Mg [2 4 |(F o ¥ T 2 4+ [Age 2+ (V) A 2
S 2 k 2 g2 +¢3
k=

and the quantities I+ = TSQ¢H+ and Ay+ = rQ%aqy+ satisfy

Z/p%ﬁ (o) WR*) HH+|2+‘(WR AH+|2+Z/ WR* HH+|2+|<WR*) A?—L+|

< SZW 4 |2 | (TSZW )EH |2 6(2) 63 (]322)
Z 4 z 4 7 7-min(2,N—2—I() ' -
k=0
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Note the right hand side in the two estimates is identical.

Proof. The proof proceeds in several steps.

Step 0. We first show the following auxiliary lemma which implies that it suffices to prove the above
estimates with the right hand side replaced by the left hand side of (13.2.3).

Lemma 13.2.2. We have, for any u1 <7 <wuy and 1 < K < N — 2, the estimate

K
S [ P (A P o (P ) A P ((F ) T )
k=1"C7

S 20 () Ags P4 | (RO ,) Tps 2 4 0T 13.2.3
SO0 PO Az P (00) TP+ (13.2.3)
k=0

Proof. Use the definition 2R* = —QV 3 +QV, and the defining relations (13.1.4) and (13.1.5) in conjunction
with the estimates on W74 of Theorem C.3.! O

Step 1. Proof of the first estimate without the (V¥ .)* terms. For technical reasons, namely to
avoid elliptic estimates on truncated cones, we will first prove the estimate with the regions replaced by
DI’ (1) N {r > Ry}, the hypersurface B replaced by the hypersurface {r = rz+ = Ra} N DI and the cones
truncated at the sphere r = Ry. From (13.1.9) we have

L7+ |2 - / P2 Py djollrs + Iz |? < |Az+[? g +¢° (13.2.4)

7’1+5 7"1+5 — 711+5 Tmin(2,N—2—K) ?

where the integration is over DT (7) N {r > Ry} with measure dudvdf and we have used the fact that
Myt R~1 < 6 by (1.3.19) in the second inequality. From (13.1.4) we derive

1 1 02
§(2?73(r8|,4;,+|2) + 35 rTI02 A2 = 5 lzer®Aze. (13.2.5)

Applying this with s = 2 — § and integrating over DL (7) N {r > Ry} with respect to dudvdf (cf. Lemma
11.4.4) we obtain (after using Cauchy—Schwarz on the right and inserting (13.2.4) using (1.3.19)) the desired
estimates for Az+ on the region DX (7) N {r > R,} and the hypersurface r = R (instead of B). Revisiting
(13.2.4), the estimate for Iz+ on DX’ () N {r > R,} also follows. The missing estimate for 7+ on r = Ry
(instead of B) is now a consequence of the transport relation (an immediate consequence of (13.1.5))

1 1 02
iﬂvs(ﬂnm?) +3s Q2 |2 = —5 Vrer Tz (13.2.6)

applied with s = —¢ and inserting the previous estimates on Ilz+, (13.2.4), to control the wrong-signed
spacetime term on the left. This proves all of the desired estimates for » > Rs. We can now easily extend
them all the way up to B by integrating (13.2.6) with s = +4 over the region D (r) N {r < Ry}. The
boundary term on r = Ry is controlled by the previous step and on the right hand side we can estimate
(since we are now in a region with R_s <1 < Ry)

2

Q C 02 1 g2+ &8
TT‘I/IJrT(SHIJr S XRJTT‘\IIIJF‘Q + 1(5 . 7“5_193|HI+|2 + 0

7min(2,N-2-K) *

(13.2.7)

The first term can be incorporated in the decay term and the second term absorbed on the left. We
therefore immediately obtain the desired estimate for IIz+. Integrating now (13.2.5) with r = 2 — § over
DI (7) N {r < Ry} and applying Cauchy-Schwarz on the right (using the previous estimate for IIz+) now
yields the desired estimate also for Az+.2

INote that at most the flux of N — 1 transversal derivatives of W4+ can appear.
2The reason for the two-step argument we applied now becomes clear: We cannot apply (13.2.6) with s = d in r > Ro
without using an rP-weighted norm for ¥, with p > 6.
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Step 2. Proof of the first estimate including the (V. )*-terms. We now turn to the commuted
versions of the transport equations (13.1.4), (13.1.5):

2 c—1
O, (V M Tle = 5 (F ) Wz + 3 02 (Fe) g + £S5
=0
OF (Y ) Az = (Vi) Ty + S ()i (F ) T + €51

=0

Contracting the first by (VY g«)*IIz+727% and the second by (Y g.)¥Az+727% (stronger weights could be

applied for Az+) yields the desired estimates after integration over DI* (1) and applying Cauchy—Schwarz
on the right.> The estimate for (¥ z.)* Az+ now follows from the (commuted) transport equation for Az+.

Step 3. Proof of the second estimate. This is easier as r-weights can be absorbed into the constants.
The estimates on B follow directly from expressing the expressmn on B of the first estimate in terms of the
horizon frame and using Proposition 10.3.2. The estimates on D" are then a direct consequence of applying
the transport relations (13.2.5) with s > 0 and (13.2.6), which hold verbatim for A4+ and II3+. Note again
that in this region r-weights can be absorbed into the constant implicit in <. O

13.3 Higher order energy estimates for «
In this section, we turn to higher order estimates for a.

13.3.1 Basic estimates for IT and (V. )*II

We begin with a basic estimate arising from commuting the II equations only with R* derivatives:

Proposition 13.3.1. For any u1 <7 <uy and 1 < K < N —2 the pair (H’H+ =3y, = TSQ’(/)I+)
satisfies

K
Z <su£) F, u)[(VR*) I3+ ] +Z <su5 Fou[(V g )" TIz4] (13.3.1)
k= oK V k[(() v

+ 3 Fuy [(Yr) ] (0(r) + Y F, [(Yre) Tize] (7)

k=0 k=0
+ 3 L[V ) Ty ] (0(7) + D T[(V o) Tz ] (7)

k=0 . kZ(I)( V

S ZEv(T)[(WR*) I+ ] + ZFT[(VR*) 7]
k=0 k=0

K 2 3
+
+30 [ @0 A (V) T+ S

Remark 13.3.2. Note that we are asserting non-degenerate control near r = 3M as soon as one commutes

at least once with Y g+ In fact, the proof will establish the estimate also for K = 0 provided one replaces
[[Myy+] (v(7)) by 19¢9 [Tlyy+] (v(7)) on the left hand side.

Proof. Recall from Proposition 11.1.4 that IIz+ and IIy+ satisfy a tensorial wave equation of Type 1 with

, 202 3M ; 202 3M
Flin My ] = —QQAH+ -== (1 - ) Uy, Fir[lgy] = —QQAI+ - (1 - ) U
T 7‘ T T ’r‘ T

3The non-linear error satisfies f’ﬁf'*'(r) r3_5\$§(+2\2 < % for all 1 < K < N — 2 by Proposition 11.7.7.
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By a simple induction using Proposition 11.2.1 it is easy to see that (¥ z.)*IIz+ and (Y g+ )T+ satisfy a
tensorial wave equation of Type 1 and that the linear error term after K commutations will have the form
(ho, h% and hlg’z denoting admissible coefficients functions of r which can be different in different places)

Fir (Y pe) Mz ] = (1 - T) 22 (ho(V o) Uzs + hoQV (Vg )1 01) (13.3.2)
1 K-—1
+Z hg O (Vr)F Az + ) Z ho' 20OV (Ve ) s + Z WR* Y*IIzs
=0 k=1

and with the same schematic form for F" [(WR*)KHH+]. From Propositions 11.1.4 and 11.2.1 one sees
that the non-linear error-term is of the form

fnlin [(WR*)KHI+] _ Q25§+K ’ ]_—nlin [(VR*)KHH+] _ 92(5*)K+2'

Step 1. We claim that applying the T-boundedness estimate and the Morawetz X-estimate of Proposition
11.4.1 to the wave equations for (V g+ )*IIy+ and (V g« )*Ilz+ already yields (13.3.1) forall 0 < K < N — 2
(0 included), however,

e with the horizon fluxes carrying an additional diamond superscript (i.e. weaker energies on the horizon)
and

o with I[(Vg-)FIIy+] (v(7)) replaced by 199 [(V g.)* I3+ ] (v(7)) on the left.

To verify this claim, we observe that using 7' = QY5 + R* the linear error G; [(WR*)KH] (1,uy) appearing
in Proposition 11.4.1 can be estimated further by

/7§H+( ) [FI (Y e ) Ty ] [V (Ve ) ¥ Ty | +/_ |F (V) Kz ] |V (Ve ) Tz |

DI+ (_’_)

. 02 N
S o ) ) (7)€ Ml (T (s ) + 2
DHF (u(r)) r
. 0?2
+ /I+ |FH (Y e ) KT+ | |‘(VR*)K“HI+ + (V)& <2\1/I+> + 9254“1‘
DIT (1)

QQ
S 7/ 5 (V) e | + / 7 (VR*)K+1HZ+|2 + ¢, (RHS of (13.3.1))
DHF (u(r)) T DIt (r) T

for any v > 0. Here we have used: (1) the error estimates of Propositions 11.7.1, 11.7.3 for the terms
involving (£%)5+! in D*" and Proposition 11.7.8 for the analogous error in D" and (2) Cauchy-Schwarz
in the last step, together with the fact that (2a) the lower oder terms in Ay+ and Ily+ (appearing in
| Ftin [(V g+ )®11] |?) from (13.3.2) can be controlled from Proposition 13.2.1 and (2b) the terms involving
W4+ or U7+ are controlled from Theorem C.3.

For the terms Go [(V g+)*I] (7,us) and G5 [(V )] (7,us), we note similarly that for any v > 0, we
have

Lo P ) ¥ s P (P T+ [ 1P (V) ¥z ] ¥ () T
DHT (v(7)) DI (1)

A 1 . 1
+ /D . |Fn [(VR*)KHW] rH&(WR*)kHwH / +()|f”" (V) Tz ] 5 (Y ) e |

S 7/ T (N / 7 ) I o € (RES of (133.1) |
DHT (v(r)) T D

z+ () 7’2

Choosing v sufficiently small (depending only on Mijy;;) we absorb the first terms on the right hand side of
(11.4.3) and the desired estimate (with the aforementioned restrictions) is proven provided we can control
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the non-linear errors arising from #;. For these, we note that, using Propositions 11.7.1, 11.7.3 for the errors
in D*" and Proposition 11.7.8 for the errors in DI+, we have

4 2., .3
+
Z Z Hi [(WR*)’CH] S % (13.3.3)

i=1 k<K

and that, using Proposition 10.3.2, we have

3 g2 + &8
3 ]zsi (V)T (7, up) — B [(Yge)™] (T,uf)‘ S ST (13.3.4)

i=1 [k|<K

Step 2. To remove the diamond superscripts, we apply the redshift estimate of Proposition 11.5.1 to the
tensorial wave equation satisfied by (¥ g« )*Iy+ and (¥ g« )¥TIz+. The linear errors are easily seen to be
controlled by Cauchy—Schwarz and the estimate from Step 1 and the non-linear error is again controlled by
(13.3.3).

Step 3. We have proved (13.3.1) except that lef:o 199 [(V g+ )*113+ ] (v(7)) appears on the left hand side
instead of Y4 I [(Vg+) 3+ ] (v(7)). To obtain the non-degenerate control we proceed successively for

K =1,..,N—2. For K = 1 we consider the tensorial wave equation for ¥ z.II;+ and integrate over D*" the
Lagrangian identity (11.4.11) with h a radial cut-off function equal to 1 in [3M — §Mini¢, 3M + + Mini] and
vanishing for r < %Minit and r > %Minit. Boundary terms and the term arising from el [V R+ H;.H] are easily
seen to be controlled by the estimate already established. Also, the lower order terms in fJ ;, [(W R*)Hq.ﬁ]

are all directly controlled from Y7, _, ﬁdegé(v r+)*Ig+ | (v(7)). The angular derivative term has a good sign
and for the wrong signed term involving Y1 (V g+ )Il+ we observe

Y1Vt = (Ve +QV3)V eIy = (V) Ty + o WR* Vo — %2 <1 3M> Upge + 07 (£9)?

with all linear terms on the right already controlled non-degenerately near r = 3M. This gives non-degenerate
(near r = 3M) control on all first derivatives of Y z.II and hence control on I [(V g+Il3+] (v(7)). By a simple
interpolation one also has I [ITy+] (v(7)) S T[(V geIp+] (v(7))+199 [I13+] (v(7)). This finishes the proof for
K =1. For K =2,3,..., N —2 we apply successively the same argument, at each order using the Lagrangian
multiplier for the wave equation satisfied by (¥ g« )5 Ty +. O

13.3.2 Basic estimates for A and (V. )*A
Completely analogously we prove the above estimate for A+ and Az+:

Proposition 13.3.3. For any ui <7 <uy and 1 < K < N —1 the pair (Ay+, Az+) satisfies

K
sup Iy, [(Vr: )  Ast] +Z sup (Vg )" Az+] (13.3.5)
e OT<u<uf e 0‘r<u<uf
K K 5
+Z wp (Vo) F Az ] ( ZE (Vg ) Az+] (7)
k:I:(Ov N V=
+ Y L[(Va ) Aus ] (0(1) + D _T[(VR)*Az+] (7)
= K 5 k_g( 5 K— _ K—-1 5
S F (V) A + Y Fo(Vre ) Aze] + E V(Y re) g ] + ) Fr (Ve ) FTz+]
k=0 k=0 k=0 k=0
max(1,K—1)

) k ) eg+ed
+ Z - 2 (QF0)" Azs P +1 (V) Tz P+ 5
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Proof. Note that A+ and Az+ satisfy a tensorial wave equation of Type 2 with

: 8 O? 3M ; 802 3M
Fi Ay = +-— <1 - ) Wy, F[Ap]=+-— (1 - ) Hz+ . (13.3.6)
r 7" r rr T

Repeating the proof of Proposition 13.3.1, this linear error term and its R* commuted analogues are easily
controlled using Cauchy—Schwarz and the estimates from Proposition 13.3.1. Note in particular that we
obtain K — 1 in the sums involving IT on the right hand side.* O

13.3.3 Integrated local energy decay for all derivatives of Il and A

We next conclude that Propositions 13.3.1 and 13.3.3 already provide control over all derivatives of IIy+
and Iz+, however with non-optimal weights near infinity (note the x in the energies below). On the other
hand, the weights near the horizon do not have to be improved.

Proposition 13.3.4. For any u1 <7 <uy and 1 < K < N —2 the pair (HH+ =3y, gt = TSQ¢I+)
satisfies

ST [DkAq_ﬁ} + 3 ]1*[ ’“Aﬁ}() (13.3.7)

|E|I<K+1 |k|<K+1
K+1 K41 K K
<ZFU(7) (Vg )* Agy+] +ZF (VR )P Az + > By (V)" Ty ] + Y Fo (Vg ) TIz+]
k=0 k=0
2 E 2 €5 +¢&°
+Z 2 (QF0)" Azs P+ (rQV0) Tz P+ s

Proof. We only treat the D" here since the region DI’ (1,uf) N {r < 2R} is treated entirely analogously
(but is much easier as there is no potential degeneration near r = 3M and weights in r and 2 are irrelevant).
We first prove for 1 < K < N — 2

> 1 [DHL | (u(r))
|k|<K
2 3
S S I[(Yr ) e ] 0m) + 3 T[(Vre)* A (U(T>)+%, (13.3.8)

k<K k<K-—1

whose right hand side we can estimate by the right hand side of (13.3.7) by applying Propositions 13.3.1 and
13.3.3. Fixing K > 1 we look at

Ve ®FRk) L, o for ky + ko + ks = K, (13.3.9)

which we have to control non-degenerately near r = 3M. We first commute the (évg)kl through on the
I3+ and use (13.1.5) in conjunction with the estimates of Theorem C.3 for the terms involving U4+ (as
well as Proposition 11.7.4 for the non-linear errors arising from commutation) to obtain

2 3

D A +e€
02 D k1kaks) T, |2 </ 02 LD (k1,0.k3) 1] 2+.€0—'
/757”(1;(7)) IV r wrl” S 57+ (o) IV r | SmEN R

Similarly, using the relation QY, = QY3 + 2R* and commuting the 4-derivative through we find

k3+1

Q2|W @(khkz,kg +|2 < Z Q2 V ) kl,O O)H +|2 5(2) + &3
DHF (u(r)) R* min(2,N—2-K)

DHF (u(7))

4Indeed, for K = 2 (commuting twice), say, we need to control two derivatives of II in the linear error which follow from
(the spacetime terms of) K =1 in Proposition 13.3.1. Similarly for higher K.
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Now if k; = 1 the desired estimate follows directly from Proposition 13.3.1. If k; > 2, we commute all 72A
operators through on IT3+ using repeatedly the relations (13.1.6) and (13.1.8) in the form

6M
P2 ALy = QY Uapr + 4Tl — — e = 3M Ay + £, (13.3.10)

6M 02 4 3M
TQAAH+ = +2I14+ + TAH+ + —2Q (7‘2\IIH+ - QVR*H}H) — ; (1 — 7“) I+ + &l ,

to conclude (using again Proposition 11.7.4 for the non-linear errors)
/ Q2| Y . D Fkzka) L, 12 < RHS of (13.3.8). (13.3.11)
DHF (v(7))

The same argument works for general derivatives (which only need to be controlled degenerately near r = 3M)
in particular one easily establishes for k1 + ko + k3 = K + 1

M
/ X 02 <1 - 3T> | DKk k)L, |2 < RHS of (13.3.8). (13.3.12)
DR (u(7)

The point is that without the Y. derivative only the degenerate estimates on W+ can be used when
inserting relations like (13.1.5) and (13.3.10). This proves (13.3.8). Next we show

2+ 3
3 e {;gkAw} S S EH[(Vr) L ] (0(r) + Y T[(Vae) Ase] (w(r ))+—Tmif(%’Nf27K).
|E|<K+1 k<K E<K+1

The proof of this is entirely analogous to the proof of (13.3.8) (in fact easier now that (13.3.8)) has already
been established) and is therefore left to the reader. O

The mean value theorem immediately produces the following corollary.
Corollary 13.3.5. There exists Ry < R < Ry such that the right hand side of the Proposition 13.3.4 controls

in particular Z\EISK-H f{T:R}mbI+ (r) |DEAL[?.

13.3.4 Basic fluxes for all derivatives of Il and A

Proposition 13.3.6. For any u1 <7 <uy and 1 < K < N —2 the pair (HH+ =3y, gt = T3Q¢I+)
satisfies

sup By [DEAye ]+ Y sup Fi[@RAz ]+ Y Ry, (984 (u(r)) (13.3.13)
\k\§K+1T<uSuf |E\SK+1T<U<UJ k| <K+1
K+1 K+1 K K
5 Fv ‘r)[ WR*) AHJr + Z IF WR* AI+ E'u T) WR* HfHJr Z WR*)kHIJr]
k=0 k=0 k=0

k=0
K
+
+ Z/éz T2| (QV4)]€AI+|2 + | (TQV4)]€HI+‘2 + Tmif(%i,NfQ—K) .
k=0

Proof. We prove the estimate for the ingoing boundary term in horizon region. The proof for the
other terms is similar (but easier) and outlined below. We claim that for any 1 < K < N — 2 we have

sup ]Fv(u) [@EH’;.H»] + Z sup ]F'U(u) [@EA’;.ﬁ»]

UCI<K7‘<u<u7¢ k|<K+1 T<uluy
K+1 £2 4 g3
< Z <sup Fv(u [(WR*) H’H* + Z sup F u)[ WR*) Aq.LJr] m, (13314)
r=0TS uluy e 07—<u<uf
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whose right hand side we can estimate by the right hand side of (13.3.13) by applying Propositions 13.3.1
and 13.3.3.5 To establish this estimate, we will prove for 1 < K < N —2 and any fized [ = 0,1, ..., K — 1 the
estimate

sup By, [OX(V g ) Ty ]

k=K — TSUSUs
S Z sup Ev(u) [@E(WR*)I-HHH” + Z sup Ev(u) [QE(VR*)iH’H+]
[kl =K —1-1TSUSY k| <K 11 TSUSUs
i<l
0 Jk I e+ &*
+ Z <SU£ Ev(u) [Qf(WR*) A’H*} + m s (13315)
|k|<K—1—17=%=4

and for 1 < K < N —1 and any fized | = 0,1, ..., K — 1 the estimate

sup () [D5(V ) g+ ]

k=K -1 TSUS
S Z sup Eu(u)[bﬁ(WR*)lHAwr] + Z sup Ev(u)[bﬁ(WR*)lAH‘*']
|k|=K—1—1TSUSYs k| <K —1—1T="Sus
i<l
5 - y - g2 4¢3
+ > swp B DNV ) ]+ Y sup By [DMVR) M ] + —d 5
<u< <u< T @, )
k| <K—1-1T=4S4S k| <K—1—2 =42
(13.3.16)

Combining (13.3.15) and (13.3.16) the estimate (13.3.14) follows by a simple induction, which is left to the
reader.

Step 1. We first prove (13.3.15) for fixed 1 < K < N —2 and ! € {0,..., K — 1}. Since K — [ > 1, at least
one of the inequalities k1 > 0, ky > 0, k3 > 0 must hold for k = (k1, k2, k3) in each summand on the left.
We prove the inequality for each summand.

If ky > 0, we can commute one Q™'Y through® the expression DE(Y p.)!I;+ (cf. Lemma 3.3.1) and
insert the relation (13.1.5), Q7 'V3Ily+ = r~2Wy+, to obtain (13.3.15) with the decay term coming from
the non-linear commutation errors and applying Theorem C.3 to the terms involving Wq/+.

If k3 > 0 we can assume ko = 0 and we write (for k1 even; k; odd being completely analogous)

DY ) Myes = (rQV ) (rQV 5 + 2V g ) (1249 72) (V) M)

Commuting through the Q1Y as before as well as commuting the V¥ z. through yields (13.3.15).
Finally, if k&1 > 0, we can assume in view of the previous that k; = 0 and k3 = 0. We distinguish between
ki =1and k; > 2. If k; > 2 even, we see from (13.1.8) that

6M
(P8I (F ) Thgs = (&) (T ) (OF s + AT = STl = 300y ) 4 €04
and similarly for k; > 2 odd (there is an additional term coming from commuting r2A and rdfv)

_ _ 6M
(r2 K220 (W ) Tyt = (P2 K)* 272 20dfu (Y e )! (Q%\yw + (4= )y — =Tl — 3MAH+) 4 gt

In both cases we easily check that (13.3.15) holds (using also the error estimates of Proposition 11.7.5 on

5Note that the first term in (13.3.14) is actually redundant since it is manifestly controlled by the second term on the left
up to decaying non-linear errors. We have kept it to make the proof more transparent.
60bserve that up to what will become non-linear terms we have Q= 'V3(V g+ )t = (V<) Q1 V3 4+ X8 | fA(Y R+ ) Q1¥5.
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cones). In case that k1 = 1 we need observe that

/C_ QY rdfo(Y ) T ? + /C QY dfo(V ) T
Zo(u) v (u)

< /% Q|2 Pydiv(V g ) Ty |2 +/«+ QO Y 3div(Y g ) g+ |2 (13.3.17)

=v(u) =v(u)

< QP2 P div(Y lrsz 2 ¥ )T e + ¢
S e [r=Dodiv( R*)ﬁ 3 Ay + "+ Eyy[(Vr) H+}+m~

Here we have used an elliptic estimate along truncated cones in the first step and commuted the Y5 derivative
through in the second term as well as inserted the definition (13.1.4) for the first term. We now commute
the r2P5djv derivative through on A+ in the first term and insert the Teukolsky equation (13.1.6) where

we replace QV I+ = 2V g I+ + %j\ll;# on its right hand side.

Step 2. We now prove (13.3.16) for fixed 1 < K < N —1 and ! € {0,..., K — 1}. Since K — 1 > 1, at least
one of the inequalities k1 > 0, k2 > 0, k3 > 0 must hold for each summand.

If ky > 0, we can commute one Q~ 'Y, through the expression D%(V p.)!Ag+ and insert the relation
O 1Y3 A5+ = —2r~2I15+ to obtain (13.3.16) with the decay term coming from the non-linear commutation
errors. (Actually, only the second, third and fifth term on the right hand side of (13.3.16) are needed.)

If k5 > 0 we can assume ko = 0 and write (for k; even; k1 odd being completely analogous)

DY ) Ay = 1OV )5 (1 QT 5 + 20T ) (r24)272) (P ) Ay )

Commuting through the 271V as before as well as commuting the (R*) through yields (13.3.16).
Finally, if k&1 > 0, we can assume in view of the previous that k; = 0 and k3 = 0. We distinguish between
ki =1and k1 > 2. If k1 > 2 even, we see after inserting (13.1.6) that

k1 k1 3M Qg 2 3M
(rPR) 2 (V) Agr = (r*4)2 (Vo) (QVR*HH+ - TA?-H + 72‘1’7# + (1 - r) HH+> +EPTIH

and similarly for k1 > 2 odd. In both cases we easily see that (13.3.16) indeed holds. In case that k1 = 1 we

observe that
QrYrdfo(V ) Apgs P+ [ | Q2O Vardfo(V o) Aggs
oidd sl

Zo(u) Lo
< / Q2|2 Pdfo(Y o) Agge 2 + / Q2(0 1Y 5 dfo (Y 50 ) Ay |2 (13.3.18)
felv cr
5%—1—53

S Ev(u) (V) Agge] + Ev(u)[(vR*)lAH+] + Ev(u)[(WR*)ZHH+] + Tmm@ N 12)

Here we have used an elliptic estimate along truncated cones in the first step. We then commuted the Y
derivative through for the second term while for the first term we inserted (13.1.6) in the form

3M 172

* 02
7"2¢2d2{’UA'H+ == _TAH+ - §@QV3 (—2T2H'H+ + VR*A’H"') +(€i .

This finishes the proof for the ingoing flux in the horizon region. We briefly outline the proof for the
outgoing flux in the infinity region. Completely analogously to Step 1 (using now the estimates of
Proposition 11.7.9 for the non-linear errors) we prove that for any K < N — 2 we have

sup 5 [DEIIL] + Z sup [ [DEALy]

|E|<K TSUSU |E|<K 1 TSUSY
K K €2+53
SY 0 sup Fi(VR)Mze]+ > sup F[(Vge)"Az+] + N - (13.3.19)
k=0 TSusug k=0 TSuSuy T '
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Note carefully that all energies are restricted to r < 2R so r-weights can be absorbed into constants. To
the right hand side of (13.3.19) we apply Propositions 13.3.1 and 13.3.3. The proof of (13.3.19) is in fact
a little easier as now we can directly insert (13.1.7) and (13.1.9) (when reaching the analogues of (13.3.17),
(13.3.18)) since these relations produce Y¥,-derivatives which are the ones naturally appearing in the fluxes.
Similarly the ingoing flux in the horizon region follows from proving

> Fu, DL (o(n) + Y R [DEA](0(7))

|kI<K |k|<K+1
K LS . g3 +¢3
Z uy | (V) g ) (0(7)) + Z Fuf[(WR*) Az ](v(7)) + Tmin(2,N—2-K) (13.3.20)
k=0 k=0
and applying Propositions 13.3.1 and 13.3.3 to the right hand side. O

13.3.5 The weighted r” estimates for II;+ and Az+

In this subsection only we use the following notation (for which we recall (12.4.21)):

ks [ o y\K2/2 .
BE _ BOkaks) _ (rQ¥a) * (r28)™" if ks even 13.3.21
=Pzt (ray)" (r28) " rdfy it by odd. ( )

Proposition 13.3.7. We have, for 3 < K < N and any u1 <171 < 7o < uy, the following estimates:

Z / 6|©/‘AI+|2+ Z / 4|©E/‘HI+‘2

w 1 [k|=0
s / 1A 3 / P01k Iy 2
|k=0 lkj=0 7 D7 (1)
Z/ PR A P+ Z/ PRIz
\k\ 1 |k|=0
K-2
+ ]Fv(ﬁ)[(WR*) A+ ) By (V) Iy ] + €5 + €8 (13.3.22)
k=0 k=0

and

Z/CI POk Az [P + Z/I+ POk Ty 2

Ikl 1 |k|=0
4 2 Nk 2
" Z /I*(T) |© AP+ Z / T+ (1) TR
|k|=1 ! \kl 0 1
o 2 oy 2
$ 3 [ mbante X [ 0bn
|k|=1 |k| 0
K-l K- 22403
+ Ev(n [(WR* A’H+ Ev Tl) WR* HH*] + (TO)W’ (13.3.23)
k=0 k=0 1
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Z/ PUDE Ap [ + Z/ PRI

|E|=1 |k|=0
L et s

|E|=1 = (TI) |k|=0 H (ry)

Z/ D% Az P + Z/ r2| D%, T1z+ |
|k\ 1 |k|=0
S g3 +&3
. . 3 . 2

+ I;)Ev(n)[(vjz*) Agv] + 2 Ev(n)[(vR*) My ] + (7_1)111111(—2,N—K) (13.3.24)

Proof. Using the relation R* = %(QVS + QY,) and inserting (13.1.4), (13.1.5) one first checks that for
fixed 3 < K < N, the right hand side of (13.3.22)-(13.3.24) controls the right hand side of the estimates of
Proposition 13.3.4 and 13.3.6 applied with K = K —2. Hence we are free to use the estimates of Propositions
13.3.4 and 13.3.6 in proving the above. In particular, it suffices to prove the estimates with all integrals on
the left hand sides restricted to r > Rs since in the remaining region, the desired estimates already hold by
Propositions 13.3.4 and 13.3.6.

Key to the proof are the Bianchi pairs

20?2 L
QV;(rdjvAz+) = —77‘diUHI+ +&;,

0 o (13.3.25)
Qv Iz + < - r) M7+ = r*PydivArs + 7AI+ +&5,
which after commutation using the definition
N\ k/2-1/2
*) (rdlur$2> rdfvWy+  if k odd
W2y = N k)2 (13.3.26)
(rﬁﬂd}f’u) Wz+ if k even
for a symmetric traceless tensor Wz+ in the ZT gauge, read, for k > 1,
20)? _
9773(14(1@) = —77’dﬁ’n(k+ Vet
(13.3.27)
k-1 2 2M (k-1 k k—1)
QV4(H(I+ )) + (7’ — 7”2> ) = @214( ) + 714( +5f+1 ,
if k£ is odd, and
2002 _
ny?)(A(I/i)) _ 7727,13‘;1—[(11 1) + 5k+17
(13.3.28)

o+ (22

- )H(k Y = rdiv A(’“)+—Ak Yoy eptt

if k is even.

Step 1. We first prove the desired estimates for angular derivatives, i.e. replacing @E/(AI-# by Ag%l)
and @E/‘HI+ by Hg%l) everywhere. The proof is by induction on K > 1.7 Contract the first equation

(of the pairs (13.3.27), (13.3.28) respectively) by 7°4+”A(Ik+) (1 - f—%’) and add the second contracted with

"We will prove the estimates also for K = 1 and K = 2 with the term Zk Ol—U(Tl)[(WR*)kAH+] +
b0 Eo(r) (Y +) Iy 4] on the right replaced by 325 Ey () (W R+ )" Age] + Sgmo By ) [(V e ) My ].
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21"2“’1_[(;';1) (1 — ﬁ) with p = 2,1,0.8 Then sum over all k = 1,..., K and integrate over DI* (r1,72)N{r >

rd
R}, where R is the one from Corollary 13.3.5. The following observations will then yield the desired (angular
restricted) estimate:

e The terms from the left of (13.3.27) and (13.3.28) produce the desired terms on the left hand side of

the estimate after an integration by parts except for the boundary term on r = R which is controlled
by Corollary 13.3.5.

e The first term on the right hand side of each of the equations in (13.3.25) cancels after an integration by
parts up to a cubic error, which for fixed k is of the form (integration being over DI’ (t1,72)N{r > R}
with volume form dudvdf)

e eyl i e [ (AR« iR

which can be absorbed on the left hand side. Here we have used [r*(n + n)|lr~ < e following
from (8.1.2).

e The lower oder linear terms can be estimated for fixed k by
3M (k-1 k—1 o 3M k—1 k—1
/TA(I+ ) . 2r2+pH(1-+ ) 1— Tg é f <T3+p|A:(Z-+ )|2 + 7A1+p|H(I+ )|2) .

The H(kal) term can be directly absorbed on the left hand side using (1.3.19). The A(kal) can be

absorbed by the term A(I]i) on the left by a standard elliptic estimate.

e The non-linear error-term is estimated from Proposition 11.7.7 which implies that

/ N rOulTOEN? <2+ €% (used for p=2), (13.3.29)
DIT (1)
2, .3
rSlENT? < Bt (used for p =1), (13.3.30)
DIT (1) T
_ et +¢&*
/@ﬁ( )r5|siv 12 < OT (used for p = 0). (13.3.31)

Note that using standard elliptic estimates on spheres we have obtained the desired estimates for @E/AI+
with k of the form (%,0,0).

Step 2. We now commute the pairs (13.3.27), (13.3.28) for fixed k with (rQY74)l and [ =1,...K — k and
show the result by an induction on {. The commuted equations read, for k odd

lin

02 202 _
QY5 ((rov,) AR + (21 - 1)70((7@%)1 ARy = fTTrdlv((rQWZl)l M) ¢ FEl Az + gbiHL
_ 2 _ *
Q4 (((rQV ) TIETY) + 2 (V) TETY) = e B5((rQV ) APD) + File] + €57,

with (h{" denoting admissible coefficient functions that can be different in different places)

-1
1 m 1 m
Finlze) = 37 i (rQ¥a)" AZD) + S (09 )" T1E),

m=0

1-1 .
m 1 m o (k—
Fializ = 37 ng((raya) ™ ALY+ —hg((rovs) " mf ) + 3

m=0 m=0

1 m _
—hi (rQY ) ALY

8For p = 2 the spacetime term for H(Ikﬁ cancels to first order which is the reason for including the r~% term in this case.
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For k even, we interchange rdfv in the first with rﬁg in the second equation. From the structure of the
commuted equations it is clear that we can simply repeat the proof of Step 1 (with the same weights). The
linear terms can be dealt with using Cauchy—Schwarz and the estimates from Step 1 (base case) or the
previous step of the induction.

Note that with this we have obtained the desired estimates for @E/(AI+ with k of the form (k,0,1) with

k > 1 and all of the desired @%HI+. Therefore, it only remains to prove the estimates for @E/(AI-%— being
(TQV4)|E| Az+. This we turn to in Step 3.

Step 3. To estimate (rQ2V,) 1kl Az+, we apply the rP-hierarchy for the Teukolsky equation:
Lemma 13.3.8. For any u1 <71 <72 <uy and any 1 < K < N we have for p € {2,1,0} the estimate

K-1 K-1
> / 20y, (m%)’“(rmﬁ)\uz / L iy (rov,)" (A7)
k=0 JCL k0 JCo_ ()

K—-1

PO (FQY )" (K4 Az PP rY (rQY )" (4 A2

k0 /DT" (1)

K 2 3

gyt €

S8 [ e ey [ s S
T1

k=0
K- max(0,K —2)
—v(‘rl WR* AHJr] Z 71)(7'1 [(WR*) H’H*] (13332)
k=0 k=0

where kg = 0, k1 = 1 — 6% and kg = min(2, N — K).

Proof of Lemma. This will again be proven inductively. We observe from Propositions 11.1.8 and 11.2.5

that (TQW4)k (r*Az+) satisfies a tensorial wave equation of type 4o /2,1, the precise value of the (half-
integer) [ being irrelevant, except for k¥ = 0 where we know by Proposition 11.1.8 that r*Az+ satisfies a
tensorial wave equation of type 42 _1. We then apply successively for K = 1,2, ..., N Proposition 11.6.1 with

PProposition 11.6.1 = PLemmal3.3.8 — 2.
Non-linear errors. We first estimate for all kK < N — 1 the non-linear error appearing in Proposition

11.6.1, Hs p {(rQ%)k (T4AI+)] (11, uy). From the schematic notation of Proposition 11.2.5 we deduce
Frin[(r¥ ) (r*Az+)] = €571 + €7 (each summand contains o) = £ (13.3.33)
For p € {0, 1} we have applying spacetime Cauchy—Schwarz the estimate
k — nlin
Hsp [(TQ%) (r4AI+)} (1,up) <€y / o P (| FM [(rY )R Aze)] P+ Faa [(rY2)F(r* Aze)] )
D T1

+7 / P3Oy, (m%)’“ (r*Az ). (13.3.34)
DI (1)

The
using Lemma 3.3.1 and Proposition 11.7.7. For p = 2 the same argument works for the term involving Fsy
in (11.6.3) while for the term involving F™" we estimate using Cauchy—Schwarz on the cones Cf+

/ | Frbin [(rW4)’“(r4AI+)] [|QY 4 (rQW4)k (r*Az)| < s\// u1+5|<€f+1|2 <ed.
DI (1) DTt (1)

Here the last step in a direct consequence of (11.7.8) and (11.7.9).
The case K = 1. This follows directly from the fact that r*Az. satisfies a tensorial wave equation of
type 42 1 and applying Proposition 11.6.1. Indeed, we conclude the estimate after
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e Observing that the boxed term in Proposition 11.6.1 vanishes for K = 1 since pi < 3 for p € [-2,0].
2

e Inserting the estimates of Proposition 13.3.4 for the terms in the square bracket in Proposition 11.6.1
and realising that the fluxes appearing on the right hand side of these estimates can be estimated by
the right hand side of (13.3.32).

e Treating the integrand of the linear error term Gsp, [r*Az+] (71, 72) as follows. We have for any v > 0
. 1
Flin [T4AI+] P 2QY (1M Az ) < PR QY (rt Az )P 4 — | FTT [7‘4AI+] [rr=t.
Y

Let C denote the implicit constant in front of Gs , [r*Az+] (71, 72) in (11.6.1). Recall from the discussion
in Section 11.6 that this constant can be chosen to depend only on M, independently of the choice
of R. Choosing now v = i we can absorb the first term above on the left hand side of (11.6.1).
Furthermore, from Proposition 11.1.8 we compute

64 M?> 500 M2-9
< — [t A PP e | 2P 3

1 inroa 2 p—1
;|]: [r AI@ |“rP R =5

The first term can again be absorbed on the left of (11.6.1) provided R satisfies

512C2 M2,
R2 init <1 (13335)

with C as above. (Recall that (13.3.35) was indeed one of the constraints announced in Section 1.3.5
for the choice of R.) The second term is already controlled from Steps 1 and 2.

e Treating the non-linear error Hs, [r*Az+| as above.

The case K > 1. From Propositions 11.1.8 and 11.2.5 we conclude that (QV4)k (r*Az+) satisfies a tensorial
wave equation of type 4511 /2, the precise value of the (half-integer) [ being irrelevant. We hence again
apply Proposition 11.6.1. The boxed term might no longer vanish but will now be controlled by the estimate
proven in the previous step of the induction. For the term Gs ,, [(r¥4)* ! (r*Az+)] note (after doing a simple
induction using Propositions 11.1.8 and 11.2.5) that for 2 < k < K

N
=

>

k-2
: _ h h
]'—ézf%,z [(rVa)FH(r* Azs)] = Z hoQY 4 (rQY )Tz + > = Q(rYy) (r* Az+) + 737’2HI+ + 70W4\I/I+ .
1=0 1

Il
=
3

In particular, for k = 2

r?Hz+ >+ rP 72|V, Uz |2

Fn Lt ] Pt S T P Y A )P+
o

and similarly for the higher k. The first and third term on the right can be controlled by the estimates
proven in Steps 1 and 2, the second term from the estimate for K = 1 and the last term by Theorem C.3
for p < 2. The argument for k£ > 2 is analogous and the proof is complete. O

Combining the estimate of the Lemma with Steps 1 and 2 yields the estimates of the proposition after
using standard elliptic estimates on cones. O

We can similarly prove
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Proposition 13.3.9. We have, for 2 < K < N and any u1 < 71 < 72 < uy, the following estimate:

Z/ P2 DRI 2 + Z /Z+ D5 w7 |?

k=1 k=0 Croo
K-1 )
+ / r|© Oz |* + / r 10D W |2
kz—:l DF(m) kzo () g
K-l 2 4 .3
2 2 et 2, € t+¢€
S Z /Z |©fHI+| + Z/ |©/AI+| (71)min@.N-K)
k=17 k|1
K-
ZE (e (Ve )F Ay ] + ZFU(TI) [(V 5 )*TLp+] . (13.3.36)
k=0 k=0

Proof. The proof is very similar to that of the previous proposition and we shall use terminology from its
proof. At the heart of the proof are now the Bianchi pairs

02 02 N
Oy, (TleUHI+) + 70 (r2dlvHI+) = Tlev‘I/IJr —Q_er rdfvllzy + TQQ_l*é TMgs |4+ &2,

(13.3.37)
2 6M
OV, U = 77@; (r’divIlzs+) — 207+ + — Mz + 3SMAz. +E2.

where we have boxed the anomalous error (which would only be €3 in schematic notation).

Step 1. As in the previous proposition, we first prove the estimate for angular derivatives. Hence we look
at the angular commuted equations (recall (13.3.26)) which for k > 1 read

QY5(rTyY) + —( ny) = —rdivm““ D G100l Q- 1pg - pdfolls + Q7B T g |+ E8FY,
. Ly 6M
Qy, (W) = —;rﬁg(rﬂ(zli)) —anl 4 2R sl ¢ eft (13.3.38)

if k is odd and with rdfv and 7*@; interchanged in the two equations if k is even. To produce the estimate, we
contract the first of (13.3.38) by 2r (14 r~?) H(k) and add the second contracted with Q0 (1 +r~°) \Il(IkJr_l).
We then sum over all k up to K and integrate over DZ* (ry,75) N {r > R}. This produces the desired
estimate after observing

e The terms on the left produce the desired terms after an integration by parts.

e The first term on the right hand side of each of (13.3.38) cancels after an integration by parts up to a
cubic error

(n+n) (1+r0)m® o) <o L = (2 + w2

which can be absorbed on the left hand side. Here we have used [|72(n + n)|l (pr+) S € following
from (8.1.2).

e All other linear terms on the right hand side, except for the term —QH(kal)

using the third estimate of Proposition 13.3.7.

, can be easily controlled

e For the term 721_[(2’1_1), we integrate the relevant term by parts: After using (13.1.5) we obtain

u=1o

T2
/ dﬁ/ —om Vi (1 4 70) Qy,mYY 7_/ r? (14770 I P2 (13.3.39)
T1 C% C%+

uU=11

noting that both the spacetime term and the term induced on r = R have favourable (negative) signs.
The boundary term on 75 also has a good sign and the one on 7y is controlled by the right hand side
of the desired estimate.
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e For the non-linear term it suffices to observe (after applying Cauchy—Schwarz) that by Proposi-
tion 11.7.7 we have

146 (0K |2 21 0K2 < €0 €°
3 T |52 | -+ } T |53 | N SV (13340)
DI (71) DT (1) (11)
and for the anomalous term
2200 o5 etz 4 0200 (2 ) [T 5 BT
BT (r1) X T ~ T ~ (Tl)min(2,N—K) ’ o

Step 2. Proceeds entirely analogously to Step 2 in Proposition 13.3.7: Commute the Bianchi pairs (13.3.38)

with (TQV4)Z and repeat the proof of Step 1. Lower order terms and angular derivative terms can be
controlled by the estimates obtained in Step 1.

Step 3. Instead of carrying out the analogue of the proof of Proposition 13.3.7 (which is also possible), we
can directly employ the second equation of (13.3.25) and the third estimate of Proposition 13.3.7 to control

the missing flux of (QY,)X 7+ on CT" (7). O

13.3.6 Decay estimates for Il and A: the proof of Theorem 13.1.2

We first summarise our weighted estimates in the following proposition recalling the energies defined in
Theorem 13.1.2.

Proposition 13.3.10. For any uy <7 < uy and p € {0,1,2}, we have, for 1 < K < N, the estimate

K 2 .3
. . Ep T+ ¢
BEY foze) () + BS fons) (o) S [ 92 30 [0y 2
CH+ TP
=uv(7) |E|=0;ks#|E|
K K-1
4t+pik 2 21k 2
+/CI+{ > kAL P+ > POk } (13.3.42)
v |E|=1;k27#|E| |E[=0;k2 7| K|

with ky = 0, k1 =1 — 6% and ko = min(2, N — K).

Proof. Using Propositions 11.8.1 and 11.8.3 one sees that it suffices to prove (13.3.42) with ® replaced by
© everywhere in the energies appearing on the left and this is what we will show.
We first note the easily verified estimates

K-1 K—2 K
8% + &3

% k V k 2 k 2
For (VR )" Ags] + Z For (V) Ty ] S /(;m Q Z |D=Aq+ " + mZN-K) ’
k=0 k=0 Cotry  kl=1 ks £IKl

K-1 K2 K K1
= 4401k 4 12 2| kT, |2
S F (V) Az]+ D F (VR HI+]§/OI+{ S rtDEAL P+ Y DI }
g |k|=1;k2#|K| |k|=0;k2#|K|
ed + &3
7-min(Q,N—K) '

Together they imply that the right hand side of (13.3.42) controls the right hand side (hence the left hand
side) of the estimates of Propositions 13.3.4 and 13.3.6. These estimates in turn already imply that (13.3.42)
holds for EE [ay+] (v(7)). They also imply (13.3.42) for Eé’p [az+] (T) provided one restricts all integrals
appearing in the definition of that energy r < 2R. We now remove that restriction to complete the proof.
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We observe that the right hand side of (13.3.42) also controls the right hand side of Proposition 13.3.9
and Proposition 13.3.7. We next claim that the estimate of Proposition 13.3.9 in fact implies

K-1

K—2
sup g /+ 2| D54 | 4 E [I+ |DEW . |?
TEUSUS =Tk (k] Y O |kf=0 " Cooc (7)

)

K—-2
P DI P 4 ) / 17095, |2 < RHS of (13.3.42) for p=0, (13.3.43)
|k =1 P

I+(T) |k|=0 VZ+("’)

that is that the estimate of Proposition 13.3.9 remains true replacing everywhere @E/ by D& | provided one
accepts an % in the integrated decay statement for II7+ and avoids the top-order transversal flux on the
cone (ko # |E|). For the terms involving W7+, the claim follows from Theorem C.3. For the terms involving
II7+ the claim is readily verified (inductively) by commuting through the 2=1¥5 of Dk on II7+ and inserting
the relation (13.1.5).° By a completely analogous argument (commuting through Q1Y and using (13.1.4)),
one sees that the estimates of Proposition 13.3.7 continue to hold replacing 5{)&/‘ by ©% everywhere on the
left, provided one allows an r~% loss in the integrated decay statement for IIz+ (and omits the top order
transversal flux on the cone) in (13.3.24).
Combining these facts one sees that we have shown the desired (13.3.42) except for the term

K

/C‘I+ (m) Z r4+p|@EAI+ °

oot |k|=1,ks #| k|

appearing in Eg’p [az+] (7). Therefore, it suffices to control this term using the estimate (13.3.42) with this
term in E57 [az+] (7) removed. Now, if one of the derivatives in D% is a 3-derivative, we can commute
it through, insert (13.1.4) and the flux of IIz+ on v = v, appearing in E? [A] (7). If one of the deriva-
tives is angular and the remaining ones are 4-derivatives, the term is already contained in the estimate of
Lemma 13.3.8. Finally, if there are two angular derivatives in k, one can use (13.1.7) and elliptic estimates
together with the flux bounds for IIz+ on v = vy, appearing in Eg’p [A] (7). O

The following decay estimates are easily seen to imply the statement of Theorem 13.1.2.

Proposition 13.3.11. For any uy < 7 < uy we have the estimates

EQ? [az+] (1) + BN [ag+] (v(7)) S g +€°, (13.3.44)
= N_1,1 N < g3+ &3
Eg 7 [az+] (1) + Eg o+ ] (v(7)) < - (13.3.45)
ed+¢ed

ES 720 laz+] (1) + EY 72 [ag+] (v(1)) < (13.3.46)

T2

Proof. Applying Proposition 13.3.10 for K = N, p = 2 and 7 = w; yields (13.3.44) after using that the initial
flux (13.1.2) is controlled by 2 + &3 from Proposition 10.5.1. From (13.3.44) we extract a dyadic sequence
of times 7; such that for 7 € {r;} we have

N-1 N-2 N-1 J JP
> ok AP+ ) r?| DAL |* + 0 Y PEAu P S .
ar+ ozt ant T
|k|=1;ko k| * ©7 |k|=0;ka#|k| © @7 Folra)  |k|=1,ks#|k|

(13.3.47)

Applying Proposition 13.3.10 with K = N — 1 and p = 1 from the slices 7; to an arbitrary 7 yields (13.3.45).
From this we extract a (different) dyadic sequence of times 7; such that for 7 € {7;} we have

N-2

iy g2+
4 2 2 2 2 2 0
/ L riRR AL ) / | TPz | JF/H+ O N L P S

T T S T
|k|=L:ko#|k| ” O k| =03ka k| 7 CF Cotra)  |k|=1,ks#[k|

N-2

9Note the ¢ loss is necessary here because we do not have 7—2 decay for fﬁz+ - r~1QY 4V, |?; see Proposition 12.5.1.
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Applying Proposition 13.3.10 with K = N — 2 and p = 0 from the slices 7; to an arbitrary 7 yields the
estimate (13.3.46). O

Remark 13.3.12. We note that this iteration has in particular provided a decay estimate for the flux of
fcz+( ) |DEW 1|2 which is much stronger than what we obtained from the rP method for the tensorial wave
Lo (T2

equation for Uzy itself, where we could only show boundedness.

13.4 Concluding the main estimates for «

In this section we prove Theorem 13.1.1 from Theorem 13.1.2. To achieve this, we only need to extend all
of our integrated decay estimates and flux estimates to the non-truncated regions and cones. The proof is
very similar to that for P and P seen in Section 12.6 of the previous chapter.

Step 1. We observe that the estimates of Theorem 13.1.2 continue to hold if we drop all check superscripts in
the spacetime integrals. This follows easily from the relations for A7+ and A4+ in the overlap region, i.e. by
applying Proposition 10.4.1. As an immediate corollary using the definition of the timelike hypersurface B
we obtain:

Corollary 13.4.1. For all uy <7 < us we have the estimates

> /B( : [DEAL | + [ DEAy P Sef + €2,
|k|<n 7Pl

2 3
O I R A
B(7)

-
E|<N-1

> Az Db S
B(T

|kI<N -2

eg+¢e*
3

(13.4.1)

Step 2a. We observe that the estimates of Theorem 13.1.2 continue to hold if we replace the flux

K K-1 K-2
foe { >, rTRRAL P+ D P DMIL P+ ) @k%f}
Cloc (M

|E|=1,ks#|E| |k|=0 |E[=0

Voo

by the flux over an arbitrary ingoing truncated cone in @I+, Le. integrating over [ ot () for any cone with
v < Uso. Indeed, picking such a cone Q? (1) we can consider the spacetime region enclosed by QT (1), B,
C’? and (potentially) C’f;r We reapply the estimates of Propositions 13.3.7 and 13.3.9 using now the bounds
on the cone C'Tfr established in 13.1.2 and the bounds on the hypersurface B established in Corollary 13.4.1.

Step 2b. We observe that the estimates of Theorem 13.1.2 continue to hold if we replace the flux

K

/ S Dk
C

Ht
U ) |k|=05ka £ k|

by the flux over an arbitrary outgoing truncated cone in T)H+, i.e. integrating over C'Z# (v) for any u < uy.
Indeed picking such a cone C’;’lﬁ (v) we can consider the region enclosed by CV’Z# (v), QU?'H and B. We repeat
the proof of Propositions 13.3.1 and 13.3.3 in this region using now the estimates of Theorem 13.1.2 on the

cone QZ'H and the bounds on the hypersurface B established in Corollary 13.4.1. One then obtains control
over the fluxes F,[DXA41](v) from that of Fy,[(V g« )*Ay+](v) and Fo[(V g+ )FIy+](v) as in the proof of
Proposition 13.3.4.
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Step 3. We observe that the estimates of Theorem 13.1.2 continue to hold if we replace truncated by
non-truncated cones in DX" U D", This proceeds by doing localised energy estimates (in regions where
neither the r-weights nor -weights play a role) for the non-linear Teukolsky equation entirely analogously
to the case of P and P seen in Section 12.6 of the previous chapter. We omit the standard details. Taking
into account the remarks at the beginning of Section 13.1.2 about the “near initial data region” we see that
we have proven the estimate of Theorem 13.1.1.

13.5 Overview of the estimates on «

We now turn to the task of obtaining the estimates for o in Theorem C.4. This section is closely modelled
on Section 13.1.

In complete analogy to the estimate on « we will first prove the following restricted version of the
estimates for a7+, ay+ before concluding the full estimate implied by Theorem C.4.

Theorem 13.5.1. We have the estimates

sup 7 BYfage] () + D0 sup v BE T fag] (0) S b+ €

5=0,1,2 u—1<T<uf s=0.1,2 v_1<w
for the restricted energies (recall Az = F0%az+, Ay = rQay. and . = T?’Qézw B, =1Pr)
K K
B lane 1 ()= Slip/m o Z Q™ Ay )2 + sgp/ Y PHO T AP
pzvJg ugus JORF () |5
3M K-—1
+/ 92{ < f) QA )P+ D 19O Ay ) + |R*®k(Q4AH+)2}7
DHY (v) r —
|&|=0 |k|=0
K-1 K—2
Eg [QI+]( = sup / . 7’2{ ‘@EAI+|2+ Z |@EHI+|2 + Z |©k‘I]I+|2}
T<u<uf CI |k| ORe K ‘E‘:O |E|:0

K K-1

+ S<UP /I+ { Z |DEAL|? + |©kﬁz+2}
V<V J (- T
0 ool ks £ K] =0l ks # K — 1

+/DI+( )7’1+5{ Z |©kAI+|2+ Z |©kHI+|2 + Z I( WR* ‘I’I+| } (13.5.1)

|k[=0 |E[=0

Note that the above restricted energies differ from the actual energies defined in (6.1.10) and (6.1.11)
only by the boxed restrictions in the sum. We will finally remove these restrictions in Section 13.9, using the
Teukolsky—Starobinsky identities (in conjunction with the estimates already proven on «) to deduce control
over the missing fluxes thereby proving Theorem C.4.

To prove Theorem 13.5.1 we again recall the three regions introduced at the beginning of Section 12.1.
Just as for P and P, in view of Proposition 10.5.1 it suffices to prove decay estimates for cones and regions
contained in the region D% (u;) UD™" (v; = v(uy)) in terms of the weighted energy

N N N-1 N-2
/C L2 PR Al + /C { > |©’“Az+|2+2|®kﬂz+|2+2|®’@z+|2}
uy

=1 |k|=0sks#N |E|=0;k2#N |E[=0 |k|=0

on CI+ U Cv1 v(uy)> Which is in turn controlled by €3 + &3 from Proposition 10.5.1.

As for P and P, and for « discussed in Section 13.1, we first prove a weaker version of Theorem 13.5.1
which involves only arbitrary truncated (at B) outgoing cones in the infinity region and arbitrary truncated
(at B) ingoing cones in the horizon region. More precisely, we will prove (recall again Remark 13.1.1):
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Theorem 13.5.2. We have the estimates

- N—s N —
sup 7 Bnage] (7) + Z sup v° - B ag] (v) Seg +€°
s=0,1,2 W1 ST<uy 5=0,1,2V7Y

for the restricted energies (recall AI+ = FQQQI+, Ay = TQQQH+ and 7+ = TSQQIJ” QI+ = r5£I+)

K K
Bl 0 imsup [ 073 QP [ Y (0HO )P
v2v O3 |k|=0:ka k| CU ) |k =0ska £ k|
K 3M 2 K-—1
+/ X 92{ > ( —f> DEQ Ay )P+ Y |©’“(Q4AH+)I2+|R*©’“(Q4AH+)I2},
DH™ (v) k|=0 " k|=0
k] k]
1 K K—1 K—-2
B fage)(r) = swp [ { > PRALP Y IR+ ] |®’fwz+|2}
TSuSuy JOF |k|=0:k2#| k| |k|=0 |k|=0
K K-—1
* e { > AP Y @k”ﬁ'z}
Cooe () U |kj=0ika 8] || =0k k|
1 K K-—1 K-—2
+ /@ﬁ( 71T { STDEALP+ Y DI+ ) |(WR*)k\I/I+|2} . (13.5.2)
! £=0 |k|=0 k=1

The proof of Theorem 13.5.2 will extend over Sections 13.6—13.7 and is the main step in proving
Theorem 13.5.1. The full statement of Theorem 13.5.1 is then obtained from Theorem 13.5.2 in Section
13.8. The latter step (i.e. removing the check superscripts from the cones and regions, adding general
ingoing cones in the infinity gauge and general outgoing cones in the horizon gauge as well as considering the
non-truncated cones) is straightforward and follows exactly as for P, P, and for « discussed in Section 13.1,
by doing localised energy estimates.

We end this overview by outlining the proof of Theorem 13.5.2. We first recall the defining relations

2

QYL (A0 ) +40(Q 1A, ) = 20°Q7 T, , QY AL = 2%ﬂz+ , (13.5.3)
3 o 1 § 02 .

QV4(Q My ) +20(Q 7 Iy4 ) = —a ¥ QY17+ = —z ¥+, (13.5.4)

as well as the non-linear wave equations (written in “elliptic” form) from Proposition 11.1.4

riPydiv(Q1 Ay ) = —é% (;Hw) —3Mr(Q Ay ) + (€)', (13.5.5)

. - 3M - 3 P 3M\ - S
r2PodivAr, + TAIJr = OVl + - (1 — r) Uy + &+ 717“@2 (TWTQQtrX . rg) , (13.5.6)

where we explicitly note the anomalous term in the A, equation and

x 6M 1

22 P div(Q 1,y ) + 2Q 10,4 — T(Q‘Qﬂ,ﬁ) = +§y73gw +3MQ %A, + (E%)2, (13.5.7)
. . oM - . . <

2P dfvlly . + 200, — —— Iz = +OV ¥,y +3MAL +E2. (13.5.8)

Note that we can always replace rgﬁgdlv by —%7"24& + 1 since the term involving the difference of the Gauss
curvature with the round metric can be incorporated into the non-linear error.
The logic in obtaining the required estimates is then as follows:
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1. Interpreting the defining relations (13.5.3), (13.5.4) as transport equations we derive estimates on
(Vi )FIL, 4 and (Ve )F A+ as well as (Vg )*1lzy and (Ve ) Az for for 0 < k < N — 2, i.e. with
a loss of derivatives. These will be useful to control lower order terms. This is the content of Section
13.6. We remark that from (13.5.3), (13.5.4) we could derive, by suitable commutation, estimates for
all derivatives up to order N — 2, however, we prefer a different argument below.

2. In Section 13.7, we consider the wave equations satisfied by (HH+,ﬂI+) and (AH+,AI+) and prove

inductively boundedness and integrated decay estimates for ((V g+)* Iy, (Y g+ )FIlz+) with 0 < k <
N —1and (Vg )*Ay, (Y )FAz:) with 0 < k < N. These estimates do not lose derivatives and do
not degenerate near 3M for k > 1, see Propositions 13.7.1 and 13.7.3. With this established we control —
with non-optimal weights near the horizon and infinity — all derivatives of (IL;;+, I+ ) and (A4, Az+)
both in integrated decay (Section 13.7.3) and for fluxes (Section 13.7.4). The basic idea here is simple:
Angular derivatives are controlled from the elliptic relations (13.5.5)—(13.5.8) and previous estimates.
For QY derivatives one can use (13.5.4) and the fact that estimates on (¥;,+, ¥+ ) have already been
established in Theorem C.3. Finally QY3 = QY, — 2V g can be used to reduce QY5 derivatives to
R* derivatives, which Proposition 13.7.1 provides control on.
It remains to optimise the weights near infinity for EI+ and AI+ and near (what will be) the horizon
for II,,+ and A, . This is done in Sections 13.7.5 and 13.7.6 respectively, using estimates for the
relevant Bianchi pairs. The pigeonhole principle argument of [DR09a] can then be applied to yield an
inverse polynomial decay hierarchy for the weighted energies which provides all of the the estimates of
Theorem 13.5.2. This is the content of Section 13.7.7.

13.6 Auxiliary transport estimates at low orders for a

The reader should compare this section with Section 13.2.

Exploiting the transport relations we can deduce lower order estimates for IL;,, II,,+ as well as Az,
Ay
Proposition 13.6.1. For any u; < 7 < uy and 1 < K < N — 2 the quantities ﬂI+ = TSQéI+ and
AZ+ = fQQQI+ satisfy the estimate

Z e s (el e P9 e ) )
s /B Ly 2 4 |(F e T 2 4 Az 2 4+ (Ve ) A 2
k=1 T

K- K- 2, .3
. _ . _ gyt €
Z E'u T) W}:‘m (Q QH’;.ﬁ— Z E WR* ( 4AH+)] + Tmin(g,N—K—2) ’
=0 k=0
and the quantities I+ = TSQ%H_'_ and Ay y = rQ2 Qg+ Satisfy

Z/W o 2O O D ) 4 V) (O ) )

K

> I e P ()

k=0

N

0 -2 - Q-1 e +¢€°
E'u (V) H(Q 24 )] Z Fyn (V) (0 Ay )] + M@ N K2
k=0

Proof. We note that is suffices to prove the estimates with the right hand side being
2 2 4 2 —4 2 k(-2 2 e+
Z o @007 D P 107 A (P ) (@ AP+ (V) (O o))+ ey
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Indeed, it is easy to see (replacing Q¥3 = —2V g« + QV, and using (13.5.3), (13.5.4)) that the right hand
sides appearing in the proposition control the above expression.
We first prove the second estimate, and this first without the (V¥ z.)* terms. From (13.5.4) we derive

1 _ o 1 M 202

59774(Q [y 1) + Q002 |y | = Yl < 550 2|y |* + W@H”Qv (13.6.1)
1 _ o 04 M 202
§QV4(Q Ol Ags ?) + QOO0 Apy I = *TTE%HA?# < ﬁQ Ol Ay + Nz My | (13.6.2)

We now integrate (13.6.1) over D' (v(7)) (absorbing the first term on the right by the left using |Q@ —
Mr=2| < ¢) and estimate the term involving ¥, by Theorem C.3. Similarly we integrate (13.6.2) over
L (v(1)) (absorbing the first term on the right by the left) and estimate the term involving II,,+ by the
estimate just obtained. This provides the second estimate of the proposition without the (¥ p.)*-terms.
To prove the estimate for the (V . )*-commuted terms one commutes (13.5.3) and (13.5.4) by V. and an
entirely straightforward induction using the commuted analogues of (13.6.1) and (13.6.2) finishes the proof
of the second estimate of the proposition.

To prove the first estimate (note that in this infinity region weights in € do not play any role), we first
convert the estimate for the horizon quantities to the estimate for the infinity quantities on the hypersurface
B using Proposition 10.3.2. This immediately provides control on the terms in the second line of the first
estimate. Next we first prove the estimate for the terms appearing in the first line without the (¥ z.)* terms.
To do this we note the easily derived (from (13.5.3) and (13.5.4)) identities for s > 0

s 3 2

1 g 1 0° . 1
59W4(T *[lz+ *) + 3 mﬂilﬂﬁ\? =¥ RICERS FESEs R +

m@ﬁ 1>, (13.6.3)

1 e Y 1 s . 02 -
59W4((1 +r7)| Az [?) + 3 EQ?JAIHQ = —ﬁﬂz+(1 +77%)Azs
1 s 16
S ypsE SAz P+ — | 2. (13.6.4)

We now integrate (13.6.3) for s = ¢ over the region DIt (1) absorbing the first term on the right by the left
hand side and using the estimates of Theorem C.3. We then integrate (13.6.4) for s = § over the region

DI’ (1) absorbing the first term on the right by the left hand side and the second term by the estimate
just shown on I1;,. This yields the desired estimate. Of course the same argument works for the (Y . )"
commuted analogue of (13.6.3) arising from commuting (13.5.3) and (13.5.4). O

An easy corollary of the proof (noting that it also produces favourable boundary terms on v = vs) is

Corollary 13.6.2. For any u; < 7 < uy the quantities ﬂIJr = 7’39i1+ and AI+ = fQZQIJr satisfy the
estimate

eg+¢e*
3

. 1 . < - _ > _
[I+ |Az+” + TT;|HI+|2 + QY347+ [* SF, ) [(Q7 Ty )] + Fy oy (274 Ay )] + (13.6.5)

voo (T)

13.7 Higher order energy estimates for o

The reader should compare this section with Section 13.2.

13.7.1 Basic estimates for II and (V x.)*IL

We begin with a basic estimate arising from commuting the II equations only with R* derivatives:
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Proposition 13.7.1. For any u; <7 <wuy and 1 < K < N —2 the pair (II,+ = r3Q%
satisfies

7—L+’EI+ = T3Qéz+)

K K
S sup BV sl + > sup F[(Vre) Mz (13.7.1)

e O'r<u<uf e T<uluy

0 - = O g2 +¢3
+ ) F, o [(Va) Q) + D By (V)M Q7 Ay )] + m :

Remark 13.7.2. Note that we are asserting non-degenerate control near r = 3M as soon as one commutes
at least once with \ In fact, the proof will establish the above estimate also for K = 0 provided one
replaces 1[Hy,+] (v(7)) by 199 [IL;,+] (v(7)) on the left hand side.

Proof. Recall from Proposition 11.1.4 that I+ and II,,+ satisfy a tensorial wave equation of Type 1 with

, 2 02 M n 202 MY
Flin(IL,,,] = 792,4%+ -2 (1 5 > Yoo, F[Og] = —QQAﬁ -~ (1 - 3) Vrs.
T T

r r2 r

By a simple induction using Proposition 11.2.1 it is easy to see that (V p+)*Il;+ and (Y z«)FIL;+ satisfy a
tensorial wave equation of Type 1 and that the linear error term after K commutations will have the form
(cf. (13.3.2) for notation)

Fn (¥ )T ] = (1 - ) (ol ) g+ B2 (V) (13.7.2)
Bk 1 K-1 Bk N K—1 Bk §
+ Z SV r) Az +) >~ O) (Va)* e + Y 3 (Vi) Tz
=0 k=1 k=0

and with the same schematic form for F'" [(WR*)KE’HJr]' From Propositions 11.1.4 and 11.2.1 one sees
that the non-linear error-term is of the form

J—_-nlin [(WR*)KEIJr] €2+K , ]:-nlin [(WR*)KHHJr] — Q4(5*)K+2 )

Step 1. We claim that applying the T-boundedness estimate and the Morawetz X-estimate of Proposition
11.4.1 to the wave equations for (Y p«)*Iy+ and (¥ g« )*Il;+ already yields the desired estimate for all
0 < K <N —2, however,

e with the horizon fluxes carrying an additional diamond superscript (i.e. weaker energies on the horizon)
and

o with I [(YRr+)*Iy+ ] (v(7)) replaced by [o-deg [(Yg-)*Iy+] (v(7)) on the left.

To verify this claim, we observe that using T = QY, — R* the linear error G [(V g-)*II] (7, uy) can be
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estimated further by

Lo P ) KW ] 0P ¥ M+ [ |7 (V) €T ] [ (T ) ¥
DHT (v(7)) 7)

DI

< /T)H*(v(r)) ‘]-'”" [(VR*)KHHJJ H(WR*)KHH?H + (WR*)K <S:22‘I/H+) ‘

“J,
DI (1)

Q?
<4 / (V) S g 4+ 4 /
DHF (o

o DI (r

g3 + &3

in - - 0.
F (Y pe) g+ ] ‘(WR*)KHEﬁ + (V)™ (73‘1’1+> ‘ t omeEN-K—2)

02 )
: 3 |(Vr) g P + O, (RHS of (13.7.1))

for any « > 0, which is obtained in complete analogy to Step 1 below (13.3.2). In particular, we have used
Cauchy—Schwarz and the fact that the lower oder terms in A, and I+ (appearing in [F'" [(V . )X 1] |?)
from (13.7.2) can be controlled from Proposition 13.6.1.

For the terms G [(V )10 (7,uy) and G [(V g-)*II] (7, uy) we note similarly

Lo P ) K e BT M+ [ P (V) T ] B (F ) ¥
DHT (v(1)) DIT (1)

. 1 . . 1 .
wf o) P ) ¥ ] i () T+ Lo A ) ] i (V)i

fDI‘F (T)

02 02 .
S ’Y/ S (V) T e | + 7/ (V) Iz | + C, (RHS of (13.7.1)) .
DHY (u(r)) T DIt () T

Choosing v sufficiently small (depending only on M;yi;) we absorb the first terms on the right hand side of
(11.4.3) and the desired estimate (with the aforementioned restrictions) is proven provided we can control
the non-linear errors arising from H;. For these we note that using Propositions 11.7.1, 11.7.3 for the errors
in the horizon region and Proposition 11.7.8 for the errors in the infinity region we have

4 2, .3
+
Z Z Hi [(VR*)’CE] N % (13.7.3)

i=1 k<K

and that using Proposition 10.3.2 we have

3 § ed +¢&*
>3 B (V) ] (rog) = By (Vi) MMiz] (rowp)| £ o - (13.7.4)

i=1 |k|<K

Step 2. To remove the diamond superscripts, we apply the redshift estimate of Proposition 11.5.1 to the
tensorial wave equation satisfied by (V g« )¥IL,,+ and (¥ g«)*Iz.. The linear errors are easily seen to be
controlled by Cauchy—Schwarz and the estimate from Step 1 and the non-linear error is controlled by (13.7.3).

Step 3. We have proved (13.7.1) except that ZkK:O [9¢9 [(V g+ )*IL;+ | (v(7)) appears on the left hand side
instead of Zf:oﬁ [(Yg+)"ILy+] (v(7)). To obtain the non-degenerate control we proceed successively for
K =1,2,..,N—2. For K = 1 we consider the tensorial wave equation for ¥ g.Il,,+ and integrate over D*"
the Lagrangian identity (11.4.11) with & a radial cut-off function equal to 1 in [3M — %Mmic, 3M + %Minit]
and vanishing for r < %Minit and r > %Mmit- Boundary terms and the term arising from §" [WR*EHJr] are
easily seen to be controlled by the estimate already established. Also, the lower order terms in fﬁul & [W R+ ﬂgﬁ]
are all directly controlled from Y7, _, ﬁdegé(v r+ )"+ | (v(7)). The angular derivative term has a good sign
and for the wrong signed term involving V(¥ g )II;,+ we observe

VoY lyes = (Y e + Q9 (Vi =~V Vel — o (Ve W + o ho(V e g+ QH(EY)?
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with all terms on the right already controlled non-degenerately near » = 3M. This gives non-degenerate
(near r = 3M) control on all first derivatives of ¥ z.II and hence control on I [V r-Iyy+ | (v(7)). By a simple
interpolation one also has I [I;+] (v(7)) S T[V gL+ ] (v(7)) +199 [IL,;+ ] (v(7)). This finishes the proof for
K =1. For K =2,3,..., N — 2 we apply successively the same argument at each K using the Lagrangian
multiplier for the wave equation satisfied by (¥ g+ )%y, +. O

13.7.2 Basic estimates for A and (V. )FA

Completely analogously we prove the above estimate for 4,,, and Ay

Proposition 13.7.3. For any u; <7 <wuy and 1 < K < N —1 the pair (AH+7AI+) satisfies

K
sup () [(V )" Ay ] +Z sup o [(V e )F Az ] (13.7.5)
e OT<u<uf e 07<u<uf
K K
+ ZFuf (V)" Agpe ] (v(7)) + ZF [(Vr:)fAz+] (7)
kz_(ov Kkjo v
+ Y T[(Vr ) As] (0(m) + Y T [(Vre)FAz] ()
= K kii{ ) ) K-1 K-
S Funl(Vr ) Al + Y Fo(Yr )P Azl + Y B (V)M ] + Z (V) g
k=0 k=0 k=0 k=0
max(0,K—2) max(0,K—2) 2 2,4
+ Z Ev(’r)[(vR*)k(Q_2EH+)] + Z EU(T)[(WR*)k(Q_4AH+)] + %
k=0 k=0

Proof. Recall from Proposition 11.1.4 that A+ and A7, satisfy a tensorial wave equation of Type 2 with

lin [ A 892 ]
Oy, F[Ap]=+-— === )1z . (13.7.6)

8&2 173M
T

]:lin [AH+] =+- 2

rr r

Repeating the proof of Proposition 13.7.1, this linear error term and its R* commuted analogues are easily
controlled using Cauchy—-Schwarz and the estimates from Proposition 13.7.1.1° The only additional difficulty
is concerned with the anomalous non-linear error-term appearing in the Teukolsky equation for Aﬁ, see
Proposition 11.1.4 or (13.5.6). This corresponds to an additional error term in 25:1 H; [(WR*)’“A] of the
form:

/131+ (1)

for k = 0,..., N — 1. We can now apply Cauchy-Schwarz (borrowing from the term I [(WR*)’“AI+] (1) on
the left) reducing the problem to establish the estimate

Sl

Writing 2V g« = —QY3 + QY, and commuting the derivatives through using the null structure equations

for Qtry — (Qry)o provides the desired estimate except for the term involving [(2?73]]\]71 D, (TWTQQtrx)
which, ignoring terms involving only N derivatives which are easily controlled, requires controlling the term

et (55 (702000 r0) ) | (197 e 190 e () ]

1. 2 et +¢&*

%7’04 [Qvﬂ N=s 4]D;Y7d[vY7r(w — w,). However using the bootstrap assumption on the energy defined in
(6.1.19) and |raf? < < the estimate also follows for this term. O

10Note in particular that we obtain K — 1 in the sums involving IT on the right hand side. Indeed, for K = 2 (commuting
twice), say, we need to control two derivatives of II in the linear error which follow from (the spacetime terms of) K =1 in
Proposition 13.7.1. Similarly for higher K.
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13.7.3 Integrated local energy decay for all derivatives of II and A

We next conclude that Propositions 13.7.1 and 13.7.3 already provide control over all derivatives of IL,,+
and II4+ away from the horizon and infinity (note the x in the energies below). We start with the integrated
decay energies.

Proposition 13.7.4. For anyu; <7 <uy and1 < K < N -2, the pair (ﬂfi_ﬁ = 7"3QQH+,EI+ = 7"3QQI+)

satisfies

Y i [@ AH+} + Y r {@ Aﬁ} + > T [@knﬁ}( ) (13.7.8)

|k|<K+1 |E|<K+1 |E|I<K
K+1 K41 K K
S Z Fyr (Ve ) Ap] + Z F (Vg )*Az] + Z o) (V) ype] + Z [(V g ) *IIz+]
k=0 k=0 k=0

K- K-
. . g3+ &3
Z Ev T) WR* (O HH* Z E WR* ( 4AH+)] + Tmin(%7N—K—2) :
k=0 k=0
Proof. We first prove

> 0[St ) $ Y T[(Va) ] )+ Y 1[(Pre)4 ] (o) + —BEE
2T+ ~ R*) 22T+ R*) Az+ Tmin(2,N—K—2)’

|k|<K k<K k<K—1

(13.7.9)

whose right hand side we can estimate by the right hand side of (13.7.8) by applying Propositions 13.7.1
and 13.7.3. Fixing K > 1 we look at

Wtk k)T for ky + ko 4+ ks =K + 1. (13.7.10)

We first use (13.5.4) for the (TQW4)k3 I, part in conjunction with the estimates of Theorem C.3 for the
terms involving ¥, to obtain

e+t

R 1P /D DUk O, |2 + smin(2,N—K—2) "

/ﬁﬁ(f)ﬂ{réﬂ%} DI (r)N{r<2R}

Similarly, using the relation QY5 = QY, — 2Y g« and commuting the 3-derivative through we find

m(kl kg,kd)H |2 < Z |3~3(k1,0,0)(y7 )z’ﬁ |2+ 6(2)4—53
R*J 221+ Fmin(2,N-K-2)"

/131+ (r)N{r<2R} DIT (r)n{r<2R}

Now if k1 = 1 the desivred estimate follows directly from Proposition 13.7.1. If k; > 2 we commute all r2A
operators through on Il using repeatedly the relations (13.5.6) and (13.5.8) in the form!!

. . . 6M . - -
AL = QYW + 410, — — Mz —3MAz: + h (13.7.11)
. . 6M - 02 . ¥ 4 3M
r?AAz = +2007, + TAIJr + (—72\1’1+ + 2WR*HI+> 5 (1 - 7’) Oy + & (13.7.12)
to conclude (using Proposition 11.7.7 for the non-linear errors)
/ |Dkukaka) T 12 < RHS of (13.7.9). (13.7.13)
DI (r)n{r<2R}

1 Note we have replaced (‘:'11 + ’%r% (TWTQQtrX . rg) = 512 as we do not need to keep track of the anomalous term when
inserting elliptic relations.
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This proves (13.7.9). Next we show

62 3
S [k () S S E[(VR ] (0 + 3 (Ve )t Ar]) (04—t

k<K +1 k<K k<K+1

The proof of this is entirely analogous to the proof of (13.7.9) (note that we can freely use (13.7.9) now) and
is therefore left to the reader. Finally, the estimate in DH" is carried out entirely analogously (see the proof
of Proposition 13.3.4 where it is done explicitly). O

The following corollaries easily follow from the mean value theorem:
Corollary 13.7.5. There exists Ry < R’ < Ry such that the right hand side of Proposition 13.7.4 controls
in particular Z\EISK-H f@z+ (MN{rps=R'} |DEALL |2

Corollary 13.7.6. Suppose ry(us,v(u1)) < IMinis/4. Then there exists a IMinit/4 < R < 5Minit/2 such
that the Tight hand side of Proposition 13.7.4 controls in particular Z|k|<K+1 ff),ﬁ ()N s =) |@EAH+ 2.
k| < =

13.7.4 Basic fluxes for all derivatives of II and A

We now turn to estimating general fluxes.
Proposition 13.7.7. For any uqy <7 <wuy and 1 < K < N —2 the pair (HH+ =r Q¢H+,HI+ = TBQQIJF)
satisfies

sup ) [D5Ay ]+ > sup FRDMIn]+ Y sup Fj[DFAL]

T<uluy |k‘<KT<u<Uf T<u<urf

|k|<K+1 SUS |k|<K+1

K+1 K+1

K
S ZR;(T) (V) Ag] +ZF (VR )FAz+] +ZFU(7) (V) ¥y ] + > B (Ve ) Tz
k=0

K-1 K-

. _ - g +¢&3
+ EU(T)[(WR*)k(Q 2E7—[+ § E WR* ( 4A’H+)] + Tmin(%,N7K72) : (13714)
k=0 k=0

Remark 13.7.8. We omit the proof as it is entirely analogous (but easier) than that of Proposition 13.3.4.
1t is easier because here we are restricting the energies to be both away from (what will be) the horizon and
from r > 2R. Hence r-weights and Q-weights are irrelevant in all regions under consideration.

13.7.5 Improving the weights near infinity

We now obtain r-weighted fluxes and integrated decay estimates in DI,

Proposition 13.7.9. For any u; <7 <wuy and 1 < K < N — 2 we have

K+1
sup / 2|33"f111+\2+ Z sup / — | DR, |? (13.7.15)
|k|:0TSu§uf CI+ﬂ{r>R+2} r Ikj= 07-<u<uf C£+H{TZR+2} r
K42 ) K+1 )
1D SN RN FUESE SR L
||=0;ka#|k| Y Cooo (7 |E|=0ska | k| ¥ Cvoo ()
K+1 K42
k 2 2
* Z /I+(T Tl+6|© HI+‘ + Z / F (1) r1+5|© AI+|
|k|=0 |k|=0
1 K42 K+1
k
S’/‘ﬁ r2 Z |DEAL | + Z |D* HI+|2+Z| V)P ?
o7 |k|=03ka k| |E|=0 k=0
K+2 2 3
_ egte
+ /C'HJr QQ Z |©E(Q 4AH+)|2 + 7-min(OQ,N—K—Q) '
Cur) |kI=0sks k|
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Moreover, the restriction ks # |k| can be changed to ks # K + 2 in the third sum and to ks # K + 1 in the
fourth sum.

Proof. Observe that the statement of the restriction in the sums is a simple a posteriori consequence
of (13.7.15) and elliptic estimates along the cones using that the tangential derivatives are always included.

Step 0. Simplifying what is to show. The right hand side of (13.7.15) does control the right hand side
of Propositions 13.7.4 and 13.7.7, hence we are free to use these estimates and Corollary 13.7.5. We also
note that it suffices to prove the estimate restricting all sums on the left to tuples (k1, kg, ) Indeed this is
clear for the term involving \III+ from Theorem C.3. Next, for the expressions involving Dk HI+, note that if
(K1, k2, k3) with k3 # 0 then we can insert the relation (13 5.4) which turns the flux into a flux for gﬁ that
has already been controlled in Theorem C.3 by the right hand side of (13.7.15). Finally, for the expressions
involving XA, note that if (k;, ko, k3) with ks # 0, then we can insert the relation (13.5.3) and the flux
turns into a flux for EI+ that has just been controlled.

Step 1. Collecting the commuted equations. Key to the proof will be the Bianchi pair (13.5.6) and
(13.5.3)

- * M - 2 M *
QY3 = —T2¢2d¢/UAI+ - LAIJr r <1 - 37‘) HI+ + 51 irlbz (TWTQQU"X ’ TQ) ; (13.7.16)

02
QY yrdivAr. = 2 rdlvHI+ +&, (13.7.17)

as well as the pair (13.5.8) and (13.5.4)

< * ~ - 6M . -
QYW = 202 Podivil, . + 20,4 — — Iz = 3MAz: + &7, (13.7.18)
. 02 . .
QY yrdivlly, = —— rdiv¥r, + &5 . (13.7.19)
T

We first derive commuted versions of these equations, for which we recall the notation (13.3.26). For the
first pair we have for £k > 1 and odd, [ > 0

l i
QY5 (Y)Y = —rphy,)' A% + 270 Q) A¥Y 4 Z Qvg Mk p L (13.7.20)

=0
+ (QY5)! (T2$;dlv> = 707“¢; (ryr*Qtry - ra) ,
av, (5, A%) = 2% rdiv@y ) 1 + &5+,

while for £ > 1 and even, [ > 0

OV 5(QV ) T = —rdfv(Q5)! AY) (QW) ALY 4 (QVS) D4 gkt (13.7.21)

< ‘OS
< ‘ON

s
I
<

1=

+ (QY3) ( Qdilv@g) (TWT Qtry - ra) ,

(L 02 % C .
Y, ((QFs)'A8) = 222y @Ys) TV + &5 (13.7.22)

vl O

For the second pair we have for £ > 1 and k odd, [ > 0
OV 5(QY5) B = 2rp5 Q¥ 5) ) 4 2Qy5) Y + Zh Q)M — My, ) AT 4 gkt

OV, (QY )T = ——rd/v(QY@) D)y ghtt (13.7.23)

271



while for £ > 1 and even, [ > 0

OV3(QV3) L = 2rdiv(QY5) T + 2(QV) Y ”+th (V)L M(QY5) AYTY + £,
02 “ (b .
OV, (QY,) ) = _ﬁrypﬂwsy@z’z Doy gkt (13.7.24)

Step 2. Deriving the estimates for [ = 0. We first set | = 0 above to prove the estimate (13.7.15)
with the restriction that only angular derivatives can appear in ©%.  We proceed inductively in k. We

contract the first equation of (13.7.20) (and (13.7.21) respectively) with 2 (1 -+ M°r—9) H(IJr Y and the
second equation of (13.7.20) with (1 + M ‘57“_‘5) A(kal). We then add the relevant equations and integrate over

DI’ () \’DI+ (u)N{r > R’} for arbitrary 7 < u < us with R’ the one of Corollary 13.7.5 to control boundary
terms arising at » = R’ in the standard integration by parts. This produces (for K = —1,0,..., N — 2)

1 K+1 ( ) K+2 ( ) K+2 ( )
k k k
=3 ) / 1A% / 1A% (13.7.25)
/C‘I+(u)ﬁ{r>R’ r? Z (r) ,; BTt (r)n{r> R} 7‘”5 Z
K+1

k=
1
</Dz+(r)ﬂ{r>R/ 73{ Zmﬁ + Z|AI+ } /

SO | Z 1% |2 + Cr (RHS of (13.7.8))
A Nn{r ’

K+1 K42
+ 04/ ) Z 72|H(k)| <|6v’f+1| + ril\szf[k]r@; (TWT2QtrX . rg)) + 05/ Z |A(k)||€2
DIH (r)n{r>R'} k=0 DI (H)n{r>R'} =1

k
where for k > 0 we define o7l = (rzﬁgdiv) % if k is even and @7 = rdfva/F=1 if k is odd. Importantly,
the constants C1, ...,Cs above can be chosen independently of R, i.e. they only depend on M.
Similarly, we contract the first equation of (13.7.23) (and (13.7.24) respectively) with % (1 4+ M°r _5) \I/(Ik 2
and the second with 2 (1 + M ‘57“_5) H(I]i) We then add the relevant equations and integrate over DI* (m)\

DI (u) N {r > R’} for arbitrary 7 < u < us with R’ the one of Corollary 13.7.5. After an integration by
parts this produces (for K =0, ..., N — 2)

LXK ( ) K+1 o a6 Kt
k ~(k) |2
— v 1I
/;IJr(u)ﬂ{rZR/} r2 Z| / (1) kzl | I+| + /ﬁI+ (‘r)ﬁ{r>R’ rl+d Z ‘7I+

K+1

<C / Bk / { 1 + ¢ APy
" Jort 2y 7“3”2' DT ()N {r2 R} Z' e WZ‘

K
+ 09/ M2y C 0/ A2 4 O (RHS of (13.7.8))
CTH (mn{r>R'} r2 Z ! ST (n{r>Rr} kz=o "

K K+1

—21, (k)| sk+2 (k)| sk+2
+CH/@I+( DD 2 |+01/ > IR ES (13.7.26)

T)N{r>R'} . T (nn{r=R} k=1

where again, importantly, the constants Cg, ...C12 can be chosen independently of R. Note that the sums
for H(Jr) on the left could be extended to k£ = 0 by a standard elliptic estimate. We now restrict R to satisfy

Cy Cs Cy 1
MO R2-9 + MOR2—9 + MORL—S < 1 (13.7.27)

with the C; as above. (Recall that (13.7.27) was indeed of the constraints announced in Section 1.3.5 for the
choice of R.)
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Deriving (13.7.25) and (13.7.26) is straightforward, we only discuss here the terms in the derivation of
(13.7.26) that require special attention. For the terms

Loy 1 oy s (k)
+ / olt’®) — (1 4 r=9) B¢ 13.7.28
S L (e 15729

one may easily treat the term involving r~% with Cauchy-Schwarz and borrowing from the left hand side
while for the remaining term one inserts that \IJ(I@ = f—QYAH(k) + El'l'k and integrates by parts. The
spacetime term is then controlled by a term appearing on the right hand 81de the boundary term on v = v,
has a good sign and the one on r = R’ is controlled by Corollary 13.7.5.

For the terms

vk 1 .
(—3MAR) = (1+r77) B (13.7.29)

DN

one may easily treat the term involving 7—% with Cauchy-Schwarz. For the remaining term, one inserts

that U¥) =
appearing on the right of (13.7.26), the boundary term on r = R’ is controlled by Corollary 13.7.5, while for

the boundary term on v = v,, we can now estimate for any v > 0

k k k k
/ ZlA()”H()KVZ/ e /éﬁ( AGP.

(™) k=1 Hvoo

(r,u)nN{r>R'}

——QW4H(k D + €§+k and integrates by parts. The spacetime term is controlled by terms

Choosing ~ sufficiently small we can absorb the first term on the left.

We next claim that adding (13.7.25) and (13.7.26) successively for K = 0,..., N — 2 leads immediately
o (13.7.15), provided all sums on the left of (13.7.15) are restricted to tuples of the form (|k|,0,0). This
indeed follows after observing that

e Theorem C.3 controls all terms involving QI+. All other spacetime terms appearing on the right hand
side of (13.7.25), (13.7.26) can be directly absorbed on the left using (13.7.27) except the non-linear

errors in the last line and the term involving ﬁ ZkK:o |A(Ik+)|2 on the left of (13.7.26).

e for K =0, the term fo;( (0) | on the right hand side of (13.7.26) is controlled by Corollary 13.6.2,
while for higher K it is controlled inductively since (13.7.25) produces for K = 0 in particular the term
fgf; . |A(Il+)|2 Similarly, for K = 0 the term f,DI+(T)m{r2R, 5 lA |2 on the right hand side
of (13.7.26) is controlled by Proposition 13.6.1, while for higher K 1t is Controlled inductively since
(13.7.25) produces for K = 0 in particular the term [+ (Pn(rs i) 5 | 5% |2 on the left hand side.

e The non-linear errors can be treated using Cauchy—Schwarz and the estimates for s = 0,1, 2,

4
/DI+( )r1+5|52N*S|2 + ?"_1+‘5|<5V'f\775|2 + r_3+6|%lN_1_slr¢; (rWﬂQtrx . TQI+) 1> < % . (13.7.30)

This follows directly from Proposition 11.7.7 for the first two terms and is easily established for the
third using that the bootstrap assumptions imply ||r~! [r¥] N+t (r2Qtry)|| pr+ Seand |raf Ser!

Step 3. Deriving the estimates for [ = 1,2,..., N — 2. We first note that the right hand side of (13.7.15)
controls also the following expressions

K+2 3(0) 2 K42 %
Lo owaragle s [ ()r1+6|<m?73> AP

Voo

+/I+ (Y 5) ) 2 +/ 7“1+6 (¥ 3) ) |2 < right hand side of (13.7.15) . (13.7.31)
... (n) DT (r)

Voo
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This follows immediately from the fluxes and integrated decay estimates of Propositions 13.7.1 and 13.7.3
after inserting the relation QY5 = —2R* + QY and the relations (13.5.3) and (13.5.4) together with Theo-
rem C.3.

We now repeat the proof of Step 2 for the commuted equations (13.7.20), (13.7.23) (and (13.7.21),
(13.7.24) respectively) and fixed I = 1,2,..., N — 2.12 The proof is entirely analogous to Step 2 and therefore
left to the reader. We only remark the following important points:

e Note that this time the boundary term fC’I+ ) |(QY73)ZA$+)|2 appears for K = 0 (recall that control
on this term corresponded to the “base case” of the induction in Step 2 and was deduced from Corol-
lary 13.6.2) and [ = 1,..., N — 2. Now this term is controlled by (13.7.31). Similarly, the spacetime
term f.Z”)1+(T)m{T>R,} ﬁ\(Qvg)lA(Ioz |2 appearing for K = 0 is also controlled by (13.7.31).

e For the non-linear terms we now need in addition for &£ +1 < N and k£ > 1 the estimate
2 3
/ 7“*3| [QY@}QMW (TWTQQtrX . rg) |2 < w for s=0,1,2.
D(7) T

This in turn follows as in the discussion below (13.7.7). For the top order term (all derivatives falling
on Qtry) we use the null structure equations until it becomes manifest that we can control the term

using the bootstrap assumption on the energy defined in (6.1.19) and |ra|? < <

~ T2°

Having repeated the argument for [ = 1,2,..., N — 2, we have now established (13.7.15) except that
the sums for Az, (over |k| < K + 2) are restricted to tuples with (ki,ks,0) with ks < K (i.e. at least
two derivatives have to be angular) and the sums for I+ (over |k| < K 4 1) are restricted to tuples with
(k1, k2,0) with ks < K (i.e. at least one derivative has to be angular). For I, the tuple (K + 1,0,0) is

controlled directly from (13.7.15) both on Qf; and in integrated decay, while for the term

K+1

1 .
Loy 2= (OF) D

=0

one can insert (13.7.16) and reduce it to a flux already controlled. For A, one applies the (QY;)!-commuted
analogue of (13.7.25) with K = —1. The wrong-signed term on the right hand side involving |(QW3)lﬂ(Ik+) |2

has now already been controlled and (13.7.15) is also shown for @(1’K+1’0)AI+. Finally, for the tuple
DOK+20) A, the estimate (13.7.15) follows from (13.7.31). O

Corollary 13.7.10. For any u1 <7 <uy and 1 < K < N — 2, we also have

K42
1 -
sup / —|DEA. |* < right hand side of (13.7.15). (13.7.32)

. 2
r<uuy JCT n{r>R+2} T

|k|=0;k2#|k|
Proof. We can reduce to tuples with k = (ki, ko, 0) since otherwise using (13.5.3) reduces the expression
to a flux involving II;4 appearing on the left of (13.7.15). If two or more derivatives are angular, we can
insert (13.7.16) and again reduce the expression to a flux involving I+ appearing on the left of (13.7.15).
If one derivative is angular we can replace QY3 = —2R* + QY and the flux is controlled by the flux on A
appearing in Proposition 13.7.3 and a flux involving EI+ appearing on the left of (13.7.15). O]

13.7.6 The redshift estimates for II and A

We now improve the estimates (more specifically the Q-weights) in D™ (v(u1)) N {r < 9Mini/4}. We can
assume wlog that ry+(up,v = v(u1)) < %Minit as otherwise we have a uniform lower bound on 2 in all of

DM, Hence Q2 weights can be absorbed into constants and the statement below would follow directly from
Propositions 13.7.4 and 13.7.7.

12More precisely, for each fixed | we repeat the proof for K =0,1,...,N —2 — 1.
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Proposition 13.7.11. For any uy <7 <wuy and 1 < K < N — 2, we have

K+2 K+1

> . R RS / E(Q L, )
|k|=0,k3=0 ar |k|=0 k=0 ¥ C26" (v(71)
K+2 K+1
oy PRUL Ay )P+ Y [ R P
|]€|Z_:0 bHJr(“(”"l)) |§0 HE (v(m1))
1 K+2 K+1
S B RS o S WL
or k| =03k k| k=0 =0
K42 24 .3
2 k(o4 2 €gte
S I U S e (Ve PR + SO N-F - (13.7.33)
Com |k|=0sks k|

Proof. The proof will proceed in steps.

Step 0. Simplifying what is to show. The right hand side of the estimate claimed controls the right
hand side of Propositions 13.7.4 and 13.7.7 hence we are free to use these estimates and Corollary 13.7.6.
In particular, we only need to prove (13.7.33) with all integrals on the left restricted to the region r < R
because if we restrict all integrals to r > é, the corresponding estimates already hold by Propositions 13.7.4
and 13.7.7. This is what we will do. We also note in advance that it suffices to establish the estimate
restricting to tuples k = (kq, k2,0) also for the integrated decay terms. Indeed, one can use the relations
(13.5.4) and (13.5.3) and Theorem C.3 to a posteriori treat all tuples k = (k1, ko, k3).

Step 1. Collecting the commuted equations. Key to the argument is the Bianchi pair

OF s (ML ) + 202 (2I,,. ) = — Q22 Pldio(Q 4 Ay ) — L Q2(Q 1A, ) + QX(E)!,
T '

(13.7.34)
QY (rdfvQy =2 A M divQ ™A, ) = 2 div(Q20 £9)1 13.7.35
4(rdiv 7H+)+r—2(r v fH+)—7727" v(Q Iy ) + (E7)7, (13.7.35)
which after commutation with angular derivatives using the definition (13.3.26) reads for k > 1
QW?, (Qf2ﬂﬂ+)(k—1) + 292 (Qf2EH+)(k—1) _ _QQT$;(Q74AH+)(I~C) . ¥Q2(274AH+)(1€71) + 92(8*)16’
AM 2
QY4 (27" Ag )W + — (@7 A5 ) ®) = Srdfo( Q7 )Y + (9" (13.7.36)
if k is odd and
QW3 (szﬂ}ﬁ_)(k—l) + EQQ (972HH+)(7€—1) — —QQTd,Z/U(Q74AH+)( _ %Q% A ) (k—1) + 92(8*)k,
4M 2 e, _ N
AV 4( Agr )™ + — (07 A5) W) = S PRy ) 7Y + (€9, (13.7.37)

if k is even.

Step 2. Proving the estimate for tuples k = (k,0,0). We first prove (13.7.33) (with all integrals on
the left restricted to r > R as mentioned) for angular derivatives, i.e. with all sums on the left restricted to
tuples with k£ = (|k|,0,0). For each k = 1,..., K + 2 we are going to generate an estimate as follows (and

then add all of them). We contract the first equation with 2 (Q* HHJ,)(kfl) and sum it with the second
contracted with r20%(Q™4A4,,,)*). We then integrate over D" (v(my),v(r)) N {r < R} if v(r) < v(R,uy)
where R is defined in Corollary 13.7.6. This yields the desired estimate after observing that

e The terms on the left hand side produce the good boundary terms and spacetime terms appearing in the
proposition noting that R < 5M;pit/2. The boundary term on r = R is controlled by Corollary 13.7.6.
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e The angular-derivative terms on the left hand side cancel (after an integration by parts of the angular
derivative) up to a nonlinear error error-term which is easily controlled.

e The non-linear terms are easily controlled by Cauchy—Schwarz and that for s = 0,1 and any kK < N —s
we have by Proposition 11.7.4

4
Q% (EP < s - (13.7.38)
/Dw(r)) Tite
e For the linear “error”, we note
/ %92( _4AH+)(k_1) (Q—QHHJr)(k*l)
DY (u(r)0(m))N{r<R} T a o
_ M?

S/ 0’ §| (QQEW)UC Vg s (27 Agy) 1P

DHT (v(11),0(r2))N{r< R} r r

3 _

S/ 02 (2 (272, )TV P 4 30| Ay ) VP2 (13.7.39)

DHT (v(11),0(72))N{r< R} r

where we have used that 2 < 3 and the elliptic estimate Js, 1@ 1Ay JE=D12 < 2 [ 2+ ) B2,
The right hand side can now be absorbed by the good terms on the 1eft hand side (Where they appear

with 4 instead of 3).

'u v

Step 3. Proving the estimate for tuples (ki,k2,0) with k4 > 1. We next commute (13.7.36) and

(13.7.37) respectively with the redshift vectorfield (%VP))Z.K” The resulting equations read (restricting to k
odd, the even case is treated analogously)

Q%[(glzvg)l(ﬂ—?nw)(k” +f92l<évg)l(ﬂ—2nﬂ+)(’“”] :—Q?ﬂpgl( Vg)( QA )<k>]

M, (1 \ (1N i (o o- - \
_2T 02 <QV3> (Q 4AH+)+ZM <QV3> (Q QHH+)(I€ 1)+th <QV3> (Q 4AH+)(k 1)+Qz(5 )k+l
i=0 i=0

(slﬁs)l (ﬂQHm(’“‘”]

-1 7 -1 7
/1 /1
+§ h' (Q%) (Q*QAW)(’“)JFE ht (QV3> (Q*2ﬂﬂ+)(k)+(<€*)’““
1=0 1=0

with h? an admissible coefficient function of » (which may be different in different places). Since for [ = 0, all
estimates have been proven (for all k), it is clear that we can repeat the analysis of Step 1 and we proceed
inductively in [ to obtain (13.7.33) with the sums involving A,,+ on the right hand side restricted to tuples
of the form k = (k1,k2,0) and k; > 1).

o [(9:) @] + CEY (B ] = 2o

r2

Step 4. Proving the estimate for tuples (0, |k|,0) with k; > 1. The only missing bit in the proof of
the estimate (13.7.33) is to control DEA, , for tuples of the form k = (0,|k|,0), i.e. all derivatives being
3-derivatives. For this we apply the redshift estimates to the Teukolsky equation directly. We recall from
Proposition 11.1.6 that Q7% A4, satisfies a tensorial wave equation of type 32 and that by Proposition 11.2.2,

13 Computationally it is much easier to first divide the first of (13.7.36) by 272 and then commute with (éY&)l before in
the end multiplying by Q~2 again.
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(évd)l Q~1A,,+ satisfies a tensorial wave equation of type 34, /2 with inhomogeneous term of the form
1 l l 4 1 i l 4 1 i
(QW3> QA :ZhZ (QW3> (Q_QHH+) + th (Q%) (Q_4AH+)
i=0 =0
-1 1 i
+Y B = Q1A 13.7.40
> (%) 4@ t) (18.7.40)

]:lm

3241/2

and non-linear error fg;lgm [(évg)l Q_4AH+} = 02(£*)'*!. We can hence apply Proposition 11.5.1. The

non-linear error is easily estimated by the last term on the right hand side of (13.7.33). For the linear error
we apply Cauchy—Schwarz and use the estimates already obtained to control | éﬁl/2|2. This is obvious for
the first and the third term on the right hand side of (13.7.40). For the second term, note that it involves only
[ derivatives but that we are estimating [ + 1 derivatives of Q_4AH+. The term can therefore be controlled
by an elliptic estimate using that we already proved an estimate for (évg)l rd[vQ_4AH+ in terms of the
right hand side in (13.7.33). This proves that

I+1 9 1 . 2
w2, L | (G0) o MCOESS
r<u<us JCH ( , G (0()N{r<9Minit /4}

1 I+1 5
+/ ’ <Y73> Qi4AH+
D (u(r)) | \§

thereby completing the proof. O

< right hand side of (13.7.33), (13.7.41)

Completely analogously we prove

Proposition 13.7.12. For any uy <7 <uy and 1 < K < N — 2, we have

K+1 ~
S [omermere > [ et
|k|=0,ks=0 U<T> |k|=0 (U(T))
1 K+2 K+1
o 5 e S e S ]
or || =0ika | k| |k|=0 k=0
K+2 ) 3
2 kro—4 2 €0+ €
L0 RO Ay + e N—R=T) (13.7.42)
Com |El=0ska|k|

Proof. Key to the proof is the Bianchi pair

OV 30, = 2052 D, div(Q 21,4 ) + <2Q2 61” ) Q2O 21,4 — 3MQ*Q ™A, + Q*(EY)?,

OV 4 (rdfoTL, . 02) + %(rd{vﬂy+9_2) - —Tizrdivifr (€2, (13.7.43)
which after commutation with angular derivatives using the definition (13.3.26) reads for k& > 1
Qv uliY = 202 Py (0721, )™ + (2 61‘4 ) Q2(Q M, )5 = 3MO* (@4 4y4) T Q2 ()M
QY4 (Q 20,4 )0 + = 2M (Q‘ZHH+)(k) =— rdlvlll(k RNl (13.7.44)
if k£ is odd and
Y, 00T = 202rdfo(Q 1, )P + <2 654” ) Q2(Q 21, ) FY — 3MO* (4, )Y 4 Q2 (E7)H,

2M

QY4 (7)™ + 5 (@M)W = —— 7D2 (=1 (gt (13.7.45)
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if k is even. Contracting the first equation with (QHJr)(k*l) and summing it with the second contracted with
2r2Q%(Q210,,+ )*) yields after integration over DH' (v(m),v(r)) N {r < R} if v(r) < v(R, uy) (where Ris
defined in Corollary 13.7.6) the result for the sums restricted to tuples involving only angular derivatives.
Now, if (at least) one of the derivatives of D% in the first sum of (13.7.42) is a Q=¥ derivative, we can use
(13.5.5) and the fluxes of Proposition 13.7.11 on A,,+ to control all fluxes for II,,. Similarly, if (at least)
one of the D% in the second sum of (13.7.42) is a Q1Y derivative, we can use (13.5.7) and the fluxes of
Proposition 13.7.11 (as well as the fluxes on II,,+ just established) to control the associated flux. O

13.7.7 Decay estimates for II and A: the proof of Theorem 13.5.2

We now recall the energies defined in Theorem 13.5.2 allowing us to concisely summarise the weighted
estimates we have proven:

Proposition 13.7.13. For any vy <7 < uy, we have, for 3 < K < N, the estimate

K K—1 K—2
1 § § §
EE o+ ] (v(7)) + BE [az+] (7) S/ N TQ{ S DEAL P+ Y DML P+ Y |(WR*)’C\I/I+|2}
cF || =0:ka 2| k| kl=0 =0
2 = koy—4 2 ef +&°
T or Yo DEOT AP+ SN (13.7.46)
Cotr) |k|=0sks#k|

Proof. By Propositions 11.8.1 and 11.8.3 it suffices to prove the estimate replacing ©% by ol everywhere in
the energies on the left hand side and this is what we will do.

For EE [a;4] () this follows immediately from combining the estimates of Theorem C.3, Propositions
13.7.4 and 13.7.7 and Proposition 13.7.9 together with Corollary 13.7.10. Note in particular that we have,
in view of Theorem C.3 the estimate

1= 1= g2 +¢3

kT, 2 kAT 2 0

/OI+ ﬁ Z |®721'+| S.; /CVIJr ﬁ Z ‘(WR*) EI‘*" + Tmin(2,N—K—2) . (13747)
o At

For EX [a+] (v(7)), the integrated decay terms are already completely included in Proposition 13.7.11. For
the fluxes on v = v(7) we first note

K—1
sup / 0? Z |DE(Q211,,+ )| < right hand side of (13.7.46). (13.7.48)

Ht
TEUSUS L W) |k =0ska A k|

Indeed, if k = (K1, k2,0) the result is the statement of Proposition 13.7.12. If k = (k1, ko, k3) with k3 > 1
(but ks # |k|') we insert the relation (13.5.4) and turn it into a flux involving ¥, + that is controlled by
Theorem C.3. We next claim

K
sup / 0? Z |DE(Q 74 A4+ ) < right hand side of (13.7.46). (13.7.49)

\ Ht
TEUSUs IO W) |k =0ska A k|

Indeed, if & = (k1, k2,0) the result is the statement of Proposition 13.7.11. If k = (k1, ko, k3) with k3 > 1
(but ks # |k|!) we insert the relation (13.5.3) and turn it into a flux controlled by (13.7.48).
Finally, we look at the fluxes on u = uy appearing in ES [ay,+] (v(7)). We first claim

K-1
/ X |DE(Q211,,+ )| < right hand side of (13.7.46). (13.7.50)
[k|=0 7 €& (v(7))

Indeed, if k = (K1, k2,0) the result is the statement of Proposition 13.7.11. If k = (k1, ko, k3) with k3 > 1
(but ks # |k|!) we insert the relation (13.5.4) and turn it into a flux involving ¥, that is controlled by
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Proposition 13.7.12 and Theorem C.3. With (13.7.50) established, we next claim

K
/W( o 1DE(Q* A+ )|? < right hand side of (13.7.46). (13.7.51)
k=0, ko |k| © Zup AT

It suffices to prove this estimate with the sum starting from |k| = 1 in view of a simple elliptic estimate. If
k = (ki1, ko, k3) with k3 # 0 we can use the relation (13.5.3) to turn the flux into a flux for I+ controlled
by (13.7.50). Hence we can restrict to k3 = 0. If one of the derivatives is angular (and hence the rest 271V
derivatives) the flux is controlled by (13.7.41). If two derivatives are angular we can insert (13.7.34) and
turn it into a flux controlled by (13.7.50). O

The following proposition is easily seen to imply the statement of Theorem 13.5.2.

Proposition 13.7.14. For any vy <7 < uy we have for s =0,1,2 the estimates

e+t

B lags] (v(7) + EE ™ lags] (1) € =

(13.7.52)

Proof. This follows from applying the pigeonhole argument of [DR09a] to the left hand side of (13.7.46). O

13.8 Concluding the main estimates for o

In this section we prove Theorem 13.5.1 from Theorem 13.5.2. To achieve this, we only need to extend all
of our integrated decay estimates and flux estimates to the non-truncated regions and cones. The proof is
almost identical to that for o seen previously in Section 13.4.

Step 1. We observe that the estimates of Theorem 13.5.2 continue to hold if we drop all check superscripts in
the spacetime integrals. This follows easily from the relations for A;+ and A4+ in the overlap region, i.e. by
applying Proposition 10.4.1. As an immediate corollary using the definition of the timelike hypersurface B
we obtain:

Corollary 13.8.1. For all uy <7 < uy we have for s =0,1,2 the estimate

5%—1—53

[ 18 + (B s 2L (13.8.1)
B(7) T

|E|[<N-s

Step 2a. We observe that the estimates of Theorem 13.5.2 continue to hold if we replace the flux

K K-—1
Loof > mhanpe 3 et
€ () U Jk|=0,ka £k || =03k 2|kl

by the flux over an arbitrary ingoing truncated cone in ’Dfr, ie. integrating over [, oIt (n) for any cone

with v < vo. Indeed, picking such a cone Qf+ (1) we can consider the spacetime region enclosed by
Q? (1), B, C'TI+ and (potentially) C'f: We reapply the estimates of Proposition 13.7.9 (integrating now

over DT" (mynJ- (Qf+ (7))) using now the bounds on the cone C’TI+ established in Theorem 13.5.2 and the
bounds on the hypersurface B established in Corollary 13.8.1.

Step 2b. We observe that the estimates of Theorem 13.5.2 continue to hold if we replace the flux

K

/C‘H+ ( Z |®EAH+ |2
uf

V) || =05k #|k|
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by the flux over an arbitrary outgoing truncated cone in 15”+, i.e. integrating over C'Z# (v) for any u < uy.
Indeed picking such a cone Cv’f;ﬁ (v) we can consider the region enclosed by CV’Z# (v), Qzﬁ and B. We repeat
the proof of Proposition 13.7.11 (integrating now over D% (v(r)) N J~ (CV'Z#(U))) using the estimates of

Theorem 13.5.2 on the cone Qzﬁ and the bounds on the hypersurface B established in Corollary 13.8.1.

Using also the reasoning following (13.7.50) we deduce control of the fluxes on arbitrary truncated outgoing
cones.

Step 3. We observe that the estimates of Theorem 13.5.2 continue to hold if we replace truncated by
non-truncated cones in DX" U D", This proceeds by doing localised energy estimates (in regions where
neither the r-weights nor 2-weights play a role) for the non-linear Teukolsky equation entirely analogously
to the case of P and P seen in Chapter 12. We omit the standard details.

13.9 Completing the proof of Theorem C.4

To prove Theorem C.4 from Theorems 13.1.1 and 13.5.1, we only need to remove the “boxed” restrictions
in the sums appearing in Theorems 13.1.1 and 13.5.1, i.e. to obtain control on the top-order fluxes of
certain transversal derivatives. This is a direct consequence of certain relations between the gauge invariant

hierarchies (o, 1, P) and (a,v, P), known in linear theory (at the mode decomposed level in the physics
literature) as the Teukolsky—Starobinsky identities.

13.9.1 Missing transversal fluxes for az+, ay+

Starting from Proposition 3.4.1 we derive the identities

24

194( QW3> Wy =

T2t

1 Q4 Q4 7”2 4 * L x
< Vg) U+ = — (QQQV3> Ayv = 2T4$2¢1¢1¢247{+ + 6M(QV3 + QV4)AH+ + &3

3 =
LR L

<;;QY73> Azy = 2P TP Do (ri Y Ags) + 6M(QV 5 + QV )AL + &5

To obtain the missing fluxes in Theorem 13.1.1, it suffices to prove for s =0,1,2 and 7 > wuy:

— 1w 1k ef +&°
sup / E [ Q'3 Ap P S 20—, (13.9.1)
CI () k=o

u<uy vs

N-—s A N—-1-s . 62+83
sup /Cg+ { ST AP+ > P[] HI+2} <fter (13.9.2)

T8
TSuZus k=1 k=0

We can split the sums into a sum for k < 4 and a sum k > 4. For the former we can (exploiting that the
transversal fluxes are indeed included if we accept the loss of a derivative) estimate these fluxes (for fixed s)
by Eé”zis[az-#](’r) + E}[ap+](7). For the latter we insert the above identities. For (13.9. 2) it is then easy to

see that for fixed s the flux is now controlled by EN % [az+] (7) +Eg75’275[az+](7) + 50+€ , which is in turn

controlled by 6°+€ from Theorems 13.1.1 and 13.5.1. Similarly, for the (k > 4)-part of the sum of (13.9.1)
inserting the ﬁI‘bt identity (note r-weights can be absorbed into constants in this region) shows that the flux

can be controlled by EN ~* [ay+] (v) + ng‘q’z*s[ayﬂ(v) + €°+E , which is in turn controlled by €°+E from
Theorems 13.1.1 and 13.5.1.

13.9.2 Missing transversal fluxes for a;., o+

Starting from Proposition 3.4.4 we derive the identities

1 o Qb (12 ! .
( QW4> \IIH+ = TT (S;QWAI) A’,L[Jr = 2T4¢2$1¢1p2AH+ - 6M(QV3 + QW4)AH+ + 83,
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104
2t

Q4 7"2 4 ~ * AAK o
( QWAL) \IJI+ = 7«7 (mQV4> AI+ = 27"4¢2$1¢1$2AI+ - 6M(QV3 + QV4)AI+ + 83/2 .

Note that both sides of the first identity are regular at w = uy in view of the schematic identity (h; a
bounded function of 7 in D*")

o8 1 ., 3 Z_
( QV4> AH+ = oy (7'29774) (Q*4AH+) + Z h; (QV4) (9744?#) (13.9.3)

i=0
To obtain the missing fluxes in Theorem 13.5.1, it suffices to prove for s =0,1,2 and 7 > u;:

N-—s

g2+ &3
o [0 009 @ )P s LS (13.9.4)
CH

- S
v2v1 JCF * k=0 v

N—-1-s 9 3
= egte
P /CIJr(T) { Z |(rQY4)" Az- | + Z (TQV4)kHI+|2} S OT (13.9.5)

V<V k=0

For (13.9.5), using the splitting of sums argument of the previous section we reduce (after inserting
(13.5.4)) the problem to establishing the estimate sup, <, fgf*(r) A AR LISNLES 50+5 . This

T2
is easily proven by inserting the second estimate above which yields

eg+e’ _eg+e’

~

(13.9.5) SEN %" laz:] (1) + EN~* [ag:] (1) +

bl

T8 T8

with the last step following by applying Theorems 13.1.1 and 13.5.1. To establish (13.9.4) one proceeds
analogously obtaining

5%—&—53 < 5%+53

~

(13.9.4) S B [age] (v) + B [age+] (v) +

)

v v

with the last step following again by applying Theorems 13.1.1 and 13.5.1.
As mentioned above, Theorems 13.1.1 and 13.5.1 and the estimates (13.9.1), (13.9.2), (13.9.4), (13.9.5)
prove Theorem C.4.

13.9.3 Two corollaries of the proof

We first record explicitly the following statement, which estimates the horizon quantities on the cones of
the infinity gauge. It was actually already obtained in the process of the proof of Step 3 in Sections 13.4
and 13.8 respectively.

Corollary 13.9.1. We have for s =0,1,2 and 7 > u_; the estimates

N—1—s N—1—s + €2+E3
> / ©F DL a2+ Y / DL D% a2 <0, (13.9.6)
k1=0 CZtnpHT k=0 CZt (r)nDHT T
N—-1-—s N—1—s 2 3
egt+e
DL DYy [+ / DT DL oy PSS (13.9.7)
|§0 /Cﬁrmvﬁ 7'” e kzo CZt (r)nDHT HEEH TS

Proof. Localised energy estimates in the horizon gauge on the infinity null cones produce these estimates
with ©Z" replaced by C‘Dgr in the first, and DI" replaced by ZOI\+ in the second estimate. The additional
transversal derivatives can be recovered a posteriori as stated using the Teukolsky—Starobinski identities as
in Section 13.9. O
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The second corollary illustrates the following fact: While working with the weight 7 instead of r for the
underlined quantities was essential to improve the error in the wave equation for P (as compared to P) in
order to derive optimal estimates, a posteriori, the estimates for the energies (6.1.11), (6.1.12) hold verbatim
with the “usual” weight r. [We do note in this context, however, that the highest r-weighted estimates
proven for QY (r° P7+) may not hold verbatim for QY ,(r° P ), related to the fact that (13.9.9) below may
fail for ¢ < 3. This fact is irrelevant for future applications.] This conversion is important when one wants
to estimate curvature components with the usual r-weights from the (7-weighted) almost gauge invariant
quantities in Chapter 14. See for instance the identities of Proposition 3.4.3.

Corollary 13.9.2. The estimates of Theorem C.4 remain true if one replaces
Az+ = fQ2QI+ by AI+ = TQQQI+
Hz+ = TBQQZJF by ;HI+
B =Py by %\Ifﬁ (13.9.8)
in the definition of the energies (6.1.11), (6.1.12).

Proof. This is an immediate consequence of the definitions of these quantities, the estimate

sup Y [DE(PQVy) (: - 1) 50,0 Se (13.9.9)

DTV || i<Nii<2

following easily from (3.4.6) and the bootstrap assumptions. O

282



Chapter 14

Estimates in the 71 gauge: the proof
of Theorem C.5

In this chapter we shall prove Theorem C.5, which we restate here:

Theorem C.5 (Estimates for geometric quantities in the Z+ gauge). Under the assumptions of Theorem C,
then for all uy € [u(},ﬁf] and all X € R(uy), with the gauges as defined above, it follows that the geometric
quantities in the I gauge satisfy the estimates

N 2, .3
Eu,z+ Seo+e”
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In Section 14.1 we derive, after recalling the gauge conditions, a schematic form of the non-linear
null structure and Bianchi equations in the infinity gauge, including a commutation principle governing
the behaviour of these equations under angular commutation. It is also in this section where the renoma-
lised auxiliary quantity Y is introduced (which, as mentioned in the introduction, will be instrumental in
estimating the quantity %) and its propagation equation is being derived.

Non-linear error estimates are collected in Section 14.2.

Finally, Theorem C.5 is proven in Section 14.3 via transport and elliptic estimates.

As in the previous chapters of Part C, we shall assume throughout the assumptions of Theorem C. Let us
fix an arbitrary uy € [u(}, Gy], with 4y € B, and fix some A € R(uy). In this chapter, all propositions below
shall always refer to the anchored ZT gauge in the spacetime (M(X), g())), corresponding to parameters
ug, Mys(us,\), whose existence is ensured by Definition 7.1.1. Thus, we drop the Z* superscripts for
geometric quantities without risk of confusion, writing o = az+, C, = C’I+, etc. We shall denote
M = My throughout this chapter.

From Part C, this chapter will only depend on Chapter 9, 12 and 13. Moreover, Chapters 9 and 13 are
only appealed to through the estimate in the statement of Theorems C.3 and C.4. Thus, the chapter can be
read independently of Chapter 10 but also of the entire gauge-invariant unit Chapters 11-183.

We note that the additional schematic notation of Section 14.1 will only be used in the present chap-
ter. (We note, however, that as Section 14.1 is exclusively algebraic, it in fact lies outside of the proof
of Theorem C and may be read immediately after Section 3.)

The reader may wish to compare with the proofs of both Theorems 3 and 4 of [DHR] in Sections 13 and 14,

respectively, for linear analogues of results proven here, in particular for the role of linearised version Y of
quantity Y.

14.1 Schematic form of the equations and the quantity Y

In this section, we provide the schematic form of the null structure and Bianchi equations in the Z1 gauge.

We begin in Section 14.1.1 by recalling the gauge conditions that hold in the infinity gauge as these
provide some intuition about writing the equations in the particular form given later.

We then spell out the schematic form of the equations in the 3- and 4-directions, in Section 14.1.2 and
Section 14.1.3 respectively, followed by the elliptic relations on the spheres of the double null foliation in
Section 14.1.4. This makes use of the schematic error notation from Sections 3.2.8 and 3.2.9.

A commutation principle for angular commutation is stated in Section 14.1.5. Finally, in Section 14.1.6,
the important auxiliary quantity ¥ (and the related quantity B), discussed already in the introduction Sec-
tion V.8, is introduced and its propagation equation is derived.

14.1.1 Recalling the gauge conditions
We recall from Definition 2.2.1 that the solution in DZ" satisfies:
(1) 72Topr =12 (Qry — (Qtrx)o)#l =0on Sy v, o0 Su; vy,

(2) r° (dvaB)ezl =0on Sy, ..,

(3) 2T =r* (5 = "32) =0 on Sy,
(4) pe=1 =0on Qf:o (recall (1.1.13) for the definition of u),
(5) (22-92),_,=00nCZ

(6) (u'),o, =0on CZ" (see (14.1.1) below),
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(7) (w—wo)e=o(u_1,v) = F(uo)Q on C’I , where F(u) := 1 [* du [\ dir®(Q%a)e—o (4, veo) |

8) b=0on CT_.
We recall also from (2.2.4) that

1 1
uh=p+2Mr=% +dfon — XX+ 02T, (14.1.1)
and from Definition 2.2.1 and (7.1.8), (2.2.6) respectively
3 5 €0 %o
(pro)e=g =: —2M and r (cz/rlQﬁ)g:Lm:oyil e [u’ u] at Suy e - (14.1.2)
rour

Finally from (5.6.3) we recall our definition of v., = £g % (uy)3.

14.1.2 Equations in the 3-direction

The reader might wish to recall the schematic notation for non-linear error terms defined in Sections 3.2.8
and 3.2.9 before reading the next proposition.

Proposition 14.1.1 (Null structure equations in the 3-direction).

(in)

OV, (r°T) = 2 (02 - Q2) - r2[g* + Q£ (14.1.3)
2 AM e
QY3 (Tr) = —Q2T + =02 (02 — Q2) +| 2% (1 — po) | — —5 (2° — Q%) + Q% ¢, (14.1.4)
T r
(in)
OV (r2Q71%) = —ar? + Q2§ (14.1.5)
QZ N (”6)
QY5 (r*QR) = =2 (r’Qx) — 2r°Q*Dyn — QI(rQ~'R) + Q* &4 (14.1.6)
, X
(in)
OV3(rn) = -0+ Qrp + O &, (14.1.7)
(in)
OV5(r2n) = 2r°Y (w — w,) — 2B + Q2 £} (14.1.8)
(out)
2M 02
QY3 (W —wo) = —02 ((p — pPo) — 3 (1 — 92)) + 02 $2 (14.1.9)
02 02
v, < ) =2(w—w,) — (W —w,) <1 - m) (14.1.10)

Moreover, for the error-term in (14.1.9) we could also replace the superscript (out) by (in).
We finally collect the equation for the renormalised conjugate mass aspect (14.1.1):

(in)

202 02 oM 1+ 44
QW3 (TQHT) T ( (p po)) _|_7 <1+’/‘> TQI— ,r,2 T T(QQ_Qg) —+Q2$; )

(14.1.11)
Proof. Follows from the equations of Section 1.2.1 and the definitions for the non-linear errors. O
Corollary 14.1.2. AllT, except 2 2(w — w,) and b satisfy a schematic equation of the form
) (in)
473 rPT,) Zh<m) P <I> 3 her Y (7 T) + £y (14.1.12)

I, e{nQ 2 (w—w,)}
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(in)
with the first sum ranging over all <I> (of the same tensorial type as the I',, appearing on the left) and h(m)

and hr‘/ being admissible coefficient functions of r (see (3.2.1)). For the same T'), we also have the followmg
altematwe form arising from subtracting the Kerr reference solutions:

1 (m) (in)
ﬁvls(rp(rp - )Kerr) Z h(m) ((I)/ )Kerr)

(7'”) (Kerr)
- > her, eV (7 (T = (T )ierr) v+ ¢ . (14113

0 e{nQ ?(w-—w,)}

Remark 14.1.3. The point here is that derivatives of curvature do not appear on the right hand side. The
only (potential) terms containing first order derivatives are linear terms involving 1,0 %(w — w,). Our
notation also captures that applying a 3-derivative to ', preserves (or improves) the overall decay in 7.

Proof. Direct inspection of the equations in Proposition 14.1.1. For the second schematic form we subtract
the Kerr reference solutions. We give one example. For (14.1.7) we observe

1

1 1 1 S _ 02 1 .
EW?’(rﬂKerr) = EWS(_TG Z a-r Wynl; 1) 29277Kcrr - ” Z a™ QV WYZ 1)
m=—1 m=—1
and
—MKerr + T(éQ_l)Kerr = —2NKerr
which means we can write
1 (in) 1 (Kerr)

WS(TQ - rﬂKerr) =-n + TKerr + r((Q_lﬁ) - (Q_lé)Kerr) + gg + ; g

QO [t
which after putting in an additional factor of r in the bracket on the left is of the desired form. O

Proposition 14.1.4 (Bianchi equations in the 3-direction).

OV 5(pr® + 2M) = —rQ2dfo(Qr*B) + 3MT + Q¢ (14.1.14)
OWa(or’) = ~Dredri(@75) — L Ao+ 06 (14.1.15)

QY5 (r2Q8) = Q%r2Yp + Q22 Vo + 3pr2p. 0% + 0°¢, (14.1.16)
QY (071 8) = —0*rPdfu(Q ?ra) + 0247, (14.1.17)

where T = Qtry — (Qrx)o and we note the relation T =0T — % (Q2 - Qg)
Proof. Follows from the equations of Section 1.2.2 and the definitions for the non-linear errors. O

Corollary 14.1.5. All curvature components R, € {QB,Qflé, p,0} satisfy a schematic equation of the
form

7,<I>/

*773 (r"Ryp) Zzh o 1Y) (Tp @y ) +&0, (14.1.18)

(in)
with the first sum ranging over all <I>’, and the h (., admissible coefficient functions of r (see (3.2.1)).
i, <I>’

Alternatively, we can write
1 (zn) (17/1) (Kerr)
V(" Ry = (Rp)kerr) :ZZh G- [ry]’ — (@ )kerr | | + 80+ & . (14.1.19)
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Proof. The first form can be read off directly from the equations of Proposition 14.1.4. To obtain the
second form we subtract the Kerr reference solutions. We again give one example leaving the remaining
straightforward computations to the reader. For o we compute

1 1

3M -,  6M _
-1 3 _ m (=1 m (=1
Q Vg(T‘ UKerr) — TT mZ;la . 2Ym + T mZ;la QW4Ym
3M
refrl(r? (' Bkens) = —5 > a" P AV (14.1.20)
- T m=—1
(Kerr)
Adding the two equation we see that the error on the right hand side can be incorporated into & . O
14.1.3 Equations in the 4-direction
Proposition 14.1.6 (Null structure equations in the 4-direction).
1 (out)
OV (rPTQ%) = dr (w — wo) = [X*r? = ST°Q7% = dr (w —wo) + Q7% £ (14.1.21)
(0735)
QY (QTr) = +Q2T + 49% (w — wo) + 2% ( — po) + Q* &4 (14.1.22)
(out)
QY, (Q*Tr?) = +Q2rT + 4rQ* (w — wo) + 292742&1‘ + Q2 $8 (14.1.23)
(Oug)
Qv, (rPQ'x) = —ar? + Q72 &, (14.1.24)
(out)
OV, (r%) = —20% Dy + Q20 + Q° & . (14.1.25)
(Ou(;f)
QY,(rn) = Q*n—Qr + &, (14.1.26)
(Ouot)
QY4 (rn) =2rYw + Qr+ &, (14.1.27)
(in)
oM 02 0
OV, (W —w,) = -0 ((P — po) — = (1 - W)) +Q%¢, (14.1.28)
1% o
OV, (1— m) =2(w—wo) — (W —wo) (1— Qz) (14.1.29)
Moreover, for the errorterm in (14.1.28) we could also replace the superscript (in) by (out).
We finally collect the evolution equation of the (linearised) mass aspect (cf. (1.1.18)):
3N 1 (out)
QY4 (r? (p — po + divn)) = —2Q2r (p — po) + TT - §ng+ Qgrpt |+ g5 . (14.1.30)
Proof. Follows from the equations of Section 1.2.1 and the definitions for the non-linear errors. O
Corollary 14.1.7. AllT, except (w — wo) and b satisfy a schematic equation of the form
,(out) , (ouot)
rQY,(rPT,) :Zhg;;ﬂ P e+ Y hp, o YEPTL) 4 £ (14.1.31)
p’ F;,G{Q,wfwo}
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(out)
with the first sum ranging over all fI)’p, (of the same tensorial type as 'y on the left) and h.., and hr,
o’ P

p/
being admissible coefficient functions of v (see (3.2.1)). Alternatively, we can write

/(out) , (out)
TQW4(Tpr - Tp Kerr Z h(out) rP @ p/ —rP (égg/ )Kerr

(OU‘t) (Kerr)
0 b, Y (T = T ken) + 8+ £ (14132)

I e{nw—wo}
and also, a bit more refined,

,(in) (in) (UUt) (Kerr)
TQW4(Tpr - ,r.p Kerr Z h(m) (T (I)/ —rP (q%;/)Kerr> hﬂ : [TW] (ﬂ - ﬂKer ) T+ gl + g

=

((w — wo)r?) (14.1.33)

ha
+ r(45_r6Kcrr)+7TQ
=0

for admissible coefficient functions hy, ha, hg, i depending only on r.

Remark 14.1.8. The form (14.1.33) makes manifest that the “anomalous” quantities o, 5 and w —w, can
only enter on the right hand side with an additional gain of at least a power of r=/2 (in fact, a full gain
of r=1 if a or B enter). This will ensure that the right hand side decays like u=' at the low orders, which
cannot be deduced from the form (14.1.532).

Proof. Analogous to the 3-direction. O

Proposition 14.1.9 (Bianchi equations in the 4-direction).

OV 4 (pr® + 2M) = +r3dfvQB + 3MT + &5
QY4 (01° + okenet®) = —reyrl(QB — (2B8)kerr) + i‘g + QY 4 (0kere™®) — 2 ctfrl(Q2B) Kerr
Qv, (r'Q ') = ridiva + Q~ 240
OV, (r?Q8) = —Q**Yp+ 0% Vo — 3yr?p. 0% + 028,

14.1.34
14.1.35
14.1.36
14.1.37

—~ ~  —~

)
)
)
)

Proof. Follows from the equations of Section 1.2.2 and the definitions for the non-linear errors. O

Corollary 14.1.10. All curvature components R, € {Qﬂ,ﬂflé, p,0} satisfy a schematic equation of the
form

rQY, (r"R,) Zzh o [ry]’ (rp @), )+$§), (14.1.38)

(out)

with the first sum ranging over all @), and the h (.., admissible coefficient functions of r (see (3.2.1)).
i, CD

Alternatively we can write
(out) (Kerr)

out) ,
POV Ry = 17 (Ry e =ZZh<m> [y]’ ( @), —rP(@;»KeH)w?w- £, (14.1.39)

(Kerr) (Kerr)
where alsor- &  can be replaced by &  unless R, = Qp.
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(in)
Finally, for the R, € {Q_lg,p, o}, i.e. the curvature components in ® , we can also write

(in) (Kerr)
TQV4(TPRP - rp Kerr ZZ h (m) TV (Tp P, p T Tp ((I) )Kerr) + gl + g

t 7[TV] (T4BT4 - 714ﬁKerr) . (14140)

Remark 14.1.11. The form (14.1.40) makes manifest that if an rQY 4 derivatives falls on a non-anomalous
curvature component, then an anomalous component can only appear on the right hand side with an additional
gain of 1. See Remark 14.1.8.

Proof. Analogous to the 3-direction. O

14.1.4 Elliptic relations
Proposition 14.1.12. We have the following elliptic relations:

1
rierln = —reyrin = rio — 57'3)2 AX (14.1.41)
1
r3dfvny = |r®u+2M; | —rPp — 2M; + 77“3)25( (14.1.42)
1

r3dlvg = r?’HT —7r3p— 2My + 27“3)2)2 — 792 T (14.1.43)

2 2 2 2 3 0 3M )
224+ 02) (w — wa) = [ QY42 | — 202afo (Q8) + (T )<2Tg - ) + g (14.1.44)

(m)
1 3M 102
2r? fw = ;Qvg(rh) +2r2Q%dfv (71 8) — (Ir?) ( = ) + 5—0 r?R)* + £ (14.1.45)
and
274% SM| o6 4 2 3px L osekey o e
r2Podiv + — | QY = —r'Qy — Q2P + 3 DY (r°T) + & (14.1.46)
(in)

* 3M . r- 1 * 1 * %

[r2$2dz/v + r} rQt g =r’Q 1%@—1— ;rgﬁgn + ;7“2@2?7(7“22) + g + &9 (14.1.47)

Finally, the Gauss equation

1. 192 11 1 102 0 11, 1
K—Kf—p+po+2xxf§71+§;TfZTTf+d1m)ff—T+§fT—1TT |
(14.1.48

Proof. Direct computation from the Bianchi and null structure equations. For (14.1.47) recall Proposition
3.4.3, whose proof also gives that £Y does not contain the components a, 3, w. O

Remark 14.1.13. The linear terms in boxes will vanish (after projection of the equation to ¢ > 1 or
equivalently angular commutation) up to non-linear terms along one of the hypersurfaces defining the gauge,
as seen from the gauge conditions (6) and (4).

Remark 14.1.14. Note already that after projection to £ > 1 the right hand side of (14.1.11) decays as
r—2 suggesting that the quantity (T3HT)£>1 is conserved along null-infinity. This is the main reason for

introducing the renormalised mass aspect 714.1.1). See Proposition 14.3.9.
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14.1.5 Commutation principle

We finally note the following commutation principle, which is tailored to be applied to the schematic transport
equations in the previous subsection (and we will do so frequently). The main point here is that the error
from commuting the transport operator with angular derivatives can be incorporated into the non-linear
error with the correct r-weight by Lemma 3.3.1.

Lemma 14.1.15. The transport equations (14.1.3)—(14.1.11) and (14.1.21)—(14.1.30) are schematically of

the form
(in) (out)

OV3(A) =B+ & and QY (A) =B + £

respectively, with the obvious identifications for A, B and A’, B'. Under angular commutation, these equations
can be expressed in the following schematic form (1 >0)

out

(in) (out)
O5([r¥]' (4) = Y] B+ £ 6% and  QV([r¥]'(4) = [1V]'B'+ ¢ 5,
with the exception of (14.1.9) and (14.1.28) for which one has

! _ ! (oun), i l _ IR -1
OV3([rY] (w-wo)=[r¥] B+ & 41 +¢&, and QV([rY] (w-w,)=[V] B + &, +&, .

Proof. Follows directly from the definition of the error, (3.2.8), and applying inductively Lemma 3.3.1 for

the commutators. The exceptional cases follow from the fact that they involve the 3-derivative of a quantity
(in) (out)
not in I' and the 4-derivative of a quantity not in I' . Note that by Lemma 3.3.1 the commutator of a
(in)
4-derivative and an angular derivative produces only terms from I' except for a lower order curvature term

involving  which is incorporated into éf;ﬁl in the second formula. O

One similarly has for the Bianchi equations:

Lemma 14.1.16. The Bianchi equations (14.1.14)—(14.1.17) and (14.1.34)-(14.1.37) are schematically of
the form

OV5(A) = B+ ¢ and QY4(A) =B + ¢

respectively, with the obvious identifications for A, B and A’, B'. Under angular commutation, these equations
can be expressed in the following schematic form (1 >0)

OVs([rY]' (4) = [r¥] B+ €5 and QYL ([rY] (4) = [rY]' B + &5

14.1.6 The auxiliary quantities Y and B

For this subsection we recall the definitions of the almost gauge invariant quantities AI+ =%, ﬂI+ =
7"3ng ,and ¥ry = r® P4, which according to our convention at the beginning of the chapter appear
without the Zt subscript here. We define the quantity

NN BT
Y = =3MrxQ = Phn + ot PV (L) (14.1.49)

The point of this quantity is that it can be used to prove estimates on y using the following relation.

Lemma 14.1.17. We have the relation

(in)
Y . .
rDydfy (1Y) = — + gmﬂ + g+ &0 (14.1.50)

Proof. This is a rewriting of (14.1.47). O

Using the null structure equations, we next derive a propagation equation for Y.
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Lemma 14.1.18. The quantity Y defined in (14.1.49) satisfies the propagation equation

(in)
OFsY = — T+ 3M Q724+ £) + £ + Eanom (14.1.51)

where
1 R 1 *
Eanom = —57“2@;?7(7"2@\2) + B QYs, DY | (r*T) (14.1.52)

and c‘:'? does not contain the components «, 3, w.

Proof. Direct computation starting from (14.1.49) using Lemma 3.3.1 and (14.1.7), (14.1.5), (14.1.3) as well
as Proposition 3.4.3. O

(in)
Remark 14.1.19. Note that compared with Z} —i—c‘f? the isolated anomalous non-linear error Eq pom contains
both terms with higher derivatives and with less r-decay.

To improve the regularity of the right hand side of (14.1.51) we first commute the equation with the
operator /2 + 1 and renormalise. We use here and below the following definition for k& > 0 of the (elliptic)
angular operators acting on symmetric traceless S-tensors:

k
2

= (7"2@;(1[@) ® if k is even and W = rdfva™1if ks odd. (14.1.53)

Note that these operators already appeared in the proof of Proposition 13.7.9.
More specifically we define the quantity

1r. .
B=odPY +v+ 522+3M§m—27 (14.1.54)
T T

for which we can derive the following evolution equation:

Lemma 14.1.20. The quantity B defined in (14.1.54) satisfies for i > 0 the evolution equation
. 1 . ~ . .
OV, (,;zf[’]B) = lho 4 Sh oAt € {MMB} (14.1.55)
rT 7

with h and h admissible coefficient functions of v (see (3.2.1)) and the non-linear error is given by

. 2 3 . ' (Zn) . (in)l 5 .
£ [,Qm B} — ol %5[@ n (M“] n Mﬂ) Eamom + & 4 ;zi’“ 4 & (14.1.56)

where moreover the components a, B,w do not appear in the EX7. See (3.4.21) for the definition ofé’[@ and
(14.1.52) for that of Eanom.-

Proof. We prove the identity for ¢ = 0. The case 7 > 0 will then follow by straightforward commutation. We
first recall from Propositions 3.4.12 and 3.4.13 the wave equations for the almost gauge invariant quantities

- 1 o 3M_  3M . r? - .
2] _ ! 3M . 3M .
(”‘27 * 1) 0= +30Vs0 + ——I+ —= A+ €] - 2w - w.)¥, (14.1.57)
y . MY (2o 2\ | s
(#+1) A= o0+ (1 - 3T> <7~H +A) +&2, (14.1.58)

where the components «, 8, w do not appear in the 5'12 .
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Commuting the equation for Y, equation (14.1.51), with the angular operator </l 4 1 yields

Vs ((%[2] + 1) Y) = - (%[2] n 1) £E+ M (@M n 1) %972@
+ (42{[2] + 1) (;7? T [QV:%»‘Z{[Q]} v

Commuting the <72 past the = and inserting the wave equations for A and II produces

v, (.;zme +Y + %§g+ 3M7:Q21‘[> =—-h-I+h-A+E[B], (14.1.59)
T /s

1
r
from which the result is immediate for i = 0. Note that the commutator term [Q¥3,%/?] Y can indeed
be incorporated into the schematic terms after inserting (14.1.49) for Y. To establish the identity for
i > 0 commute the i = 0 equation with 2/l and observe that the commutator term [QY@,, dm] B can be
incorporated into the schematic error terms after inserting (14.1.54) and (14.1.49).

We finally commute the equation (14.1.55) with QY.
Lemma 14.1.21. The quantity QY 4B satisfies for i > 0 the evolution equation

ha

OV, (QYA%MB) = S+ 2o+ LAt e [QWMMB] (14.1.60)

with hi, he, hy admissible coefficient functions of r (see (3.2.1)) and the non-linear error

£ [0 VB] = = (1= ) Vo B + ¥, (172 + /1) Eqpom + OV 4 (Ml 528[1/4)

+E7 (no @, B, w—wo) + &4 (no a, B) + &, (14.1.61)

where we recall the definitions (8.4.21) and (14.1.52).

Remark 14.1.22. Note that the first three terms in (14.1.60) are linear and that the non-linear error
involves i + 1 angular derivatives of B.

Proof. We commute (14.1.55) by QV,. Note that the first term in the error arises from the commutator

[Qvg, QYA] B (cf. Lemma 3.3.1) and that the lower order parts of this commutator can be incorporated
(in)

into the schematic terms. Note also that QV&'?“ and QW4512“ (with 512“ not containing «, 8,w — wo)

can be incorporated into the last line: Indeed «, B or w — w, can only enter through a 4-equation for

®\ {a,,w — w,} with an improvement of r-decay by two powers if o and 3 enter, and a gain of r—3/2 if

w — w, enters (cf. Remarks 14.1.8 and 14.1.11). O

14.2 Non-linear error estimates

In this section we collect various error estimates that will be crucial when obtaining estimates from the
schematic equations of Section 14.1.

14.2.1 Preliminaries
14.2.1.1 Bootstrap assumptions for quantities without reference Kerr solution subtracted

We first note the following important consequence of the bootstrap assumption Efff 7+ S 2.

< €2 holds verbatim if in all energies that constitute

~

Effl* (cf (6.1.18)-(6.1.18)), the Kerr part is not subtracted from the quantities that appear.

Lemma 14.2.1. The bootstrap assumption Eff I+
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Proof. This follows from checking that the Kerr parts individually satisfy all of the bootstrap assumptions,
which in turn is a consequence of the definitions of Section 1.4.3 and the estimate |[J7%| < % for m =

~1,0,1. O

The point to make here is that while the bootstrap assumptions hold without the reference Kerr solutions
subtracted, we will only be able to improve the assumptions with the Kerr modes subtracted.
(in) (out)

14.2.1.2 Basic estimates on spheres for errors $; and $Z

We next note the following basic estimates for the non-linear errors involving only angular derivatives:

Lemma 14.2.2. We have forn=0,1,..., N + 1 and any sphere S, , in DI the following estimates:

(in) N-6 . (in)
1”& l1s.... < [ZZ I [rv]’ TplFmHSM +ZZ IrY] 7’”2%2|SM] DD Y)Y e dylls,.

I =0 ¢ =0 ¢ j=0

N-6 . (out)
Suw T Z | [r¥] ‘I)m 5., ] DD NV ey, ls,, -

o j=0

out)
18 s < [zzn ] e B0

I' =0 o =0

. N o .
Moreover, the bootstrap assumption ]Eu T+ S €2 implies for s € {0,1} the estimates

Tp3<I>

S s, <o and >y L 3 s S (142.1)

o j5=0 o 5=0

(in)
Proof. Recall from (3.2.6) and (3.2.7) that ;Z‘Z denotes a sum of terms which are products of (angular

m
derivatives of) the @ . For quadratic terms, the estimate follows directly from Cauchy-Schwarz on S, ,. For
cubic and higher order errors, additional L>°-Sobolev embedding on S, , leads to the same estimate (with
additional € powers) after inserting the bootstrap assumptions. The proof of the second estimate is identical.
The third estimate follows directly from the bootstrap assumptions. O

The next lemma looks at 3- and 4-derivatives applied to the schematic error.

Lemma 14.2.3. Forn >0, m>1 andm+n§N+1

(in)
_ 1
(Q'vs)" &, s S75 >y IIWT”%IIS“ >y \W?"’“%Slls
@ yl<man—1 ® |y|<N—6
1 [ i B (in)
+ Zn ) V) 002w - w)ls, | 2 I T s,
I

1 m+n (in)
5 | YT @D s,, | Do P Ty lls, .- (14.2.2)

[ Te{n,n} r

The expressions outside the square brackets are < er~Pu~t by the bootstrap assumptions. In addtion

m (04 1 (out) (out)
V)™ &) lse. S (D0 Do 197y lls. | Do D 1977 @y s, .
T yi<mtnt T |y|<N-6
['m
1 1w i n+i, s (et
t ZH Q'Y [rY]" (2 (w = wo))lls, . ZHT Ly lls.,.,
Li=0 T

1 min (out)
ST YT D) s | DI T s (14.2.3)
r

| Te{n.n}
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The expressions outside the square brackets are < er—Pu~'2 by the bootstrap assumptions.

(in)
Proof. Recall from (3.2.6) and (3.2.7) that ;Z‘z denotes a sum of terms which are products of (angular

m

derivatives of) the (<I>). Applying (27'Y3) to the second term on the right of (3.2.6) we see that at most
m +n — 1 derivatives appear and hence the resulting expression can be estimated by first term on the right
of (14.2.2). For the top order term in the first line of (3.2.6) (involving k1 = n derivatives) we commute the
QY5 through the angular derivatives (the commutator being lower order and controlled by the first term on
the right of (14.2.2)) use the schematic null structure equations (14.1.12) which show that at the top order
only 1,17 and w — w, can appear with the derivatives as stated in (14.2.2). Note that only top-order angular
derivatives appear for n and 7 as there is a schematic equation (14.1.12) available. The claim about the
bootstrap assumption is immediate.

The second estimate is proven entirely analogously, now using the schematic equations (14.1.31). O

(4)
14.2.1.3 Basic estimates on spheres for errors £ and &

We also recall the error notation £, which we recall is essentially a sum of products of the ¢ (involving at
4
most n derivatives from ©) which has total decay r~?. We also recall the definition (3.2.3) of &.
Following the proof of the previous lemma we obtain
Lemma 14.2.4. We have for n =0,1,...,N and any sphere S, , in DI the following estimates:

o) (4)
7€ 500 S [ D D 1D P @pulls, | D D |937“p3¢p3||s : (14.2.4)

® |k|<n ® |jl<N-6

||7‘pgg||su v o~ Z Z ||®krp2¢)p2‘lsu v Z Z ||©jrp3¢)p3|‘su,'u : (142'5)

P |k|<n ® |jl<N-6

Moreover, the bootstrap assumption IEin’Z+ < &2 imply for s € {0,1} the estimates

~

Y Y e, S amd XY Lo,

@ |jI<N-6 D |jl<N—6

(14.2.6)

’U’UN 1+s'

14.2.2 Error estimates on Qf:o

i
The main idea in proving estimates on Qfoo is that any decay in r can be translated into very strong decay
in u using our definition vy, = 562(uf)% > 5_2u%, which implies in particular

1 2
0 (14.2.7)

sup ——
ozt T(“? ’U)

Voo

We begin with an estimate for linear error terms (which are still called error terms because they exhibit
additional decay in r, which by the above remark can be translated into strong u-decay).
(in)
Proposition 14.2.5. For T, € T = {x,x,T.T,1n,1,9* — Q2w — w,} we have for n = 0,..,N + 1 and
u € [u_y,ufl:

4

uf 2 54 uf 71 " ) €
(/u du7|| [7V]" Tpr®|s.. vm) S o /u du;H [rY] LprPlls, . S e (14.2.8)
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For Ry, € {a, B, p — po, 0} we have forn =0,...,N:

4

2
6 g
(/ di—— || [rv]" prpllsul,oo) S / dufH [rv]" prp||sa%§¥. (14.2.9)

Proof. Note that the bootstrap assumptions imply for the I', and R, as above the flux estimates!

N+1 ug

Z/ dal [r¥]" rp||smw+z i Y] Ry S (14.2.10)

The desired estimates then follow easily from applying Cauchy—Schwarz and using (14.2.7). O

. . , + .
We next provide estimates for non-linear error terms on Qfoc to be used in the sequel.

Proposition 14.2.6. For alln =0,...,N + 1 we have for all u € [u_1,uy]

uf 52
Ia du7||rp$p||sw \/ / dufnrpz ||Sws$ (14.2.11)

and
uf (iTTLL) &2
[ gy ls,.. s 5 (14212)
u e U
We also have for n =0,...,N — 2 the improved estimate
(in) 52
/ dullr? &, || s, ?. (14.2.13)

Proof. For the bound (14.2.12) we insert the estimate of Lemma 14.2.2 and apply Cauchy—Schwarz to
(in)
produce fluxes. Using that the bootstrap assumptions control the flux of up to N — 6 derivatives of ® by
(in) (in)
ui (cf. Lemma 14.2.1) and the top-order flux bounds for the quantities appearing in @ and I' , we deduce

the result.? The improved bound (14.2.13) follows using that both fluxes now decay like £ F' O

14.2.3 Error estimates on CZ"

Proposition 14.2.7. For alln =0,...,N and p > 3/2, we have, for any v > v(u_1, R_3), the estimate
o0 (Ourf) 2
/v ol &, ls._, . S ) (14.2.14)
Also, at the top order®, we have, for p > 2 and any v > v(u_1, R_5), the estimate

00 (out)
e N+1 )
/ dollg, s, 0 S ——m— - (14.2.15)

Finally, for alln =0,....N —1 and p > 0 we have, for all v > v(u_1, R_3), the estimate

(out) (in) 2

n n 3
1 €p lsu o +1Ep s, 0 S (14.2.16)

rP(u_i,v)’

Proof. Follows from structure of the error, Sobolev embedding on spheres and the bootstrap assumptions. [

IThe bootstrap assumptions are formulated for these quantities with their reference Kerr values subtracted but by Lemma
14.2.1 they also hold without the subtraction.
(in)
2Note that the key here is that all geometric quantities appearing in $ satisfy a flux estimate on v = voo.
30ne loses 3/2 here if N derivatives of curvature appear because the 7- Welghts appearing in the energy flux that has to be
used are non-optimal.
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14.2.4 Error estimates in DZ"
) (oun
14.2.4.1 Estimates on g‘Z'p and $p

Proposition 14.2.8. For s =0,..., N, we have the estimate

(m)N 2 et
p —s
Hr g P HSu,,,, g umin(472+s) . (14217)
For s=0,1,..., N, we have the estimate
T R e 2 (42.15)
dﬁ/ dv r Pl S —— - 14.2.18
w w(@,R_3) rltd p v umin(3,2+s)
Also, for the outgoing non-linear error terms we have for t € {0,1} and s =0,1,2,..., N, we have
(out)N ) 64 1 (out)N ) 54
p —s D —s
Hr é’f p |Su.,v ~omin(2,1435) rltt H?“ $ p |Su,1; 5 min(3+t,2+35) (14'219)
Fors=0,1,...,N and t € {0,1}, we have the estimate
uf o fvse 101 (OM)N—S ) et
/u du/U(UR 2)dvrlﬁﬁﬂrff’ g > ||Sw < e (14.2.20)
Fors=2,3,..,N and t € {0,1}, we have the estimate
wg - Voo - 1 1 (out)N_S ) 54
/1; du /U(UVR_” d’l)mﬁ”’l"p $ p ||Su,u 5 E . (14221)

Proof. The bounds on spheres follow directly from the estimates of Lemma 14.2.2 and inserting the bootstrap
assumptions. For the integrated decay bounds use again the estimates of Lemma 14.2.2 and in addition the
bootstrap assumptions on the remaining spacetime integrals. O

14.2.4.2 Estimates on &, E:’;
Proposition 14.2.9. For s=0,...,N —1 and t € {0,1}, we have

4 4

and ||7“”_151§V_1_S °

€ 2
||Su,v ~ min(4,5/24s)

—LtoN-1-5|2
=28 s, S e

(14.2.22)
. . ) (in)
Moreover, assuming that each summand in 511)\/—1—3 contains at least one ® , we have for s =0,..., N — 2
4

£

N—-2—5112
||7“p5p €||sw S umin(3,5/2+s)

(14.2.23)

Finally, assuming that none of the summands in 5;)\]’1*3 contains factors from {«o, B,w — w.}, we have for
s=0,...N—1

64

11— 1 11—
IrPEY 1 (0 0, B, w —wo) I, + P REN T (o, BB, S s

(14.2.24)

Finally (and more generally), all statements hold verbatim with £ replaced by £.

Proof. Follows directly from (14.2.5) and the bootstrap assumptions. Note in particular that we have

3
> I9EP Rl S Az forall @)\ {Q%a,Q8,w — w.} (14.2.25)
k| <N—1—s
for s =0, 1,2 by the bootstrap assumptions. O
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In terms of integrated decay estimates we have (see also Section 11.7.2):

Proposition 14.2.10. For s =0,1,..,N andt € {0,1}

Y U e 11 SN —512 84
/ du /( R_a) dvrpﬂs ﬁ”Tpgp 5., < IETR (14.2.26)
u v(u,R_o

and for s =0,1,...,N —1 and t € {0,1}

/uf di/vm P (14.2.27)
U U——s——||r S —. 2.
u (@R ) pl46 pt+1 P Suv w2+t
Proof. Follows directly from (14.2.5) and the bootstrap assumptions. O
(Kerr)

14.2.4.3 Estimates on ¢

We note the following estimate, which is an immediate consequence of the bootstrap assumptions. Both
stronger rates and higher regularity can be proven but the one stated is sufficient for our future applications.

Proposition 14.2.11. We have, for any |y| < N — 1, the estimate

K
(Kerr) 2

197 & s, S —. (14.2.28)

’u,’UNT.u

14.2.5 The error term in the evolution equation of B

In this subsection, we estimate the right hand sides of the propagation equations for the quantities B and
OV, B, see Section 14.1.6.

. . . . N .
Before doing this, we collect a straightforward consequence of the bootstrap assumption I, st S €% in
DZ+, wich provides top-order fluxes for the shear on arbitrary outgoing and ingoing cones.

Lemma 14.2.12. For fized u € [u_1,uy], we have on any ingoing cone Qf+ (u) for s = 0,1,2 the flux
estimates

N SO~ _ N—s . ~_
/ dul| [rV] + rROYE, +us/ dul [rV] Q5 SeEf (14.2.29)
CTF () - ' CT () = ,
and on any outgoing cone C,f+ the top-order estimate
_ ]- N+1 2 A 2 2
/CI+ dos | [rV]" T R0, Se (14.2.30)

Proof. Write the Codazzi equation (1.2.19) in the form

1 1 1 1
rdjv(RQ) = (B — (Q7' B)Kerr) — ;TQ(Q — Nieers) T ZTVT2I - ;Q_1T2QTX + ﬁrzszﬂ
(in)

1 1 0
£ -

1 1
_ .2080-1 _ (0-1 Lo L2 2
=r°(8Q (7" B)xerr) T (n QKCH) T (n QKCH) + 2TTY77” T+

r
Apply N — s angular derivatives and use the bootstrap assumptions on the flux on S and the assumptions on

spheres for the Ricci coefficients T and 7. The non-linear error is easily controlled using Proposition 14.2.8.
The second estimate follows similarly from the other Codazzi equation (1.2.18). O

Proposition 14.2.13. Fori=0,..., N — 3 and any fixed ingoing cone Qf+ n ’DI+, we have
. e [5]
uo S
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Proof. We use the defining expression (14.1.56),

(in) . (in)

ipl _ 0T e 42 | i 3i T3t gay
E|\dUB| =o QQS@H o + N Enom + &1 +r$1 + &, (14.2.32)

for which we recall also (3.4.21). We handle the error terms term by term:

(in)
1. We have for all ¢ < N — 3 the estimate ||$?+ZHSum hS TE;E (see Proposition 14.2.8) and similarly
12 s, . < = Since the right hand side in these estimates is integrable in u, the estimate follows

for the last three terms of the error.

2. For the term involving &.nom we recall the definition (14.1.52). Using the commutator formula of
(in)

Lemma 3.3.1 twice we see that besides a number of terms that can be incorporated into the error ¢ f—H
the desired estimate would follow if products of the form [TV] h X [TW] k2 X5 [TV] h rT [TW] k2 rX

and [TW] m rT [TW] k2 rT are integrable along ingoing cones for k1 + ko < N + 1. This in turn is an
immediate consequence of applying Cauchy—Schwarz and the fact that the bootstrap assumptions and
Lemma 14.2.12 imply a flux estimate for up to N + 1 angular derivatives of rx and 7.

3. Turning to the term r2€[¢)] in (14.1.56) and the definition (3.4.21) we first note that the term involving

o PN
[TW]Z r2E2 can be handled as in 1. Next we have || [rV] r2&3|| < u‘i—i which is also integrable. Finally,
we have for it < N — 3

H [TW]Z (lclg crtdiva + k2r3¢;(rg ca)+ ksr3 YO0 - r2dfvg) ‘ -

H [rV]l (k4r3¢;(rY79w ra) 4 ksr3YQtry - r2d1vg) ‘ ;

w,v u

as follows easily from Cauchy-Schwarz on S, , and the bootstrap assumptions on spheres for the
quantities involved.

O
For the next proposition, we recall the non-linear error (14.1.61).
Proposition 14.2.14. Fori=0,...,N — 5 and any fized ingoing cone Qf+ in DT we have
u i 2 52
_ i A
/M da||< [0F 1o/ B] | o, Sty (14.2.33)
Finally, fori=20,...,N — 4 we have
, 2
/ dador3=° ~uH5 [QWMMB} ‘ <et, (14.2.34)
prt Sa,s

Proof. The first estimate. Recalling the definition (14.1.61), we obtain the first estimate term by term.
We have fori < N —5

2
rY./B)g <iHry7ﬂy[i]B||s <:Tu’ (14.2.35)

w,v A 7"3'11, u,v A

. 1
In+n)YUB|s,., < Mo +0)ls...

which is easily seen to integrate to the desired bound. Here the last estimate follows from inserting the
definition of B in terms of Y, the definition of ¥ (14.1.49) and then using the bootstrap assumptions on

Su,qw
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For the second term in (14.1.61) we recall from the proof of Proposition 14.2.13 that (.Qf[i”] + %[i]) Eanom
(in)
is given by terms that can be incorporated into 5?“ plus a sum of products of the form [TW] 1 X [TV} F2 X,
[TW] F rT [TW} k2 rx and [TW] h rT [TW] k2 rT with appropriate contractions and k1 4+ ko < i + 4. Since
(in)

QW4513H = 551“ + 8;7‘2’ it is clear from the propagation equations for r2T and rx that it suffices to estimate

“ 1 5+i
[ ands (i, + Hr2Zls, ) 1091 @)l (14.2.30)
u_1

We focus on the term involving X, the term involving T" being much simpler as there is an additional power

Lr(u,v)) and integrate first

of r~1. We let @ = min(u, 5

@ @ 2

1 5+i 1 5+ i _ €

[ dnlirilis, YY" s S o s I VT s | [ dalril, o2 5 5
U_1 U—1

DI

and in case that v > w also

u u
,1 ~ 5+1 2 _ 1 5+1
| dnglrilis | 9] (nmsu,vs\/ | i 1Y) ) \/ [ aaesiz,, < 5

Combining the two integrals ylelds the desired bound for this term.

We turn to the expression &3 (no a, 8, w — wo) + 5;172’ (no a, ) +

Proposition 14.2.9, for i < N — 5

E4T. As a direct consequence of

2

1€27" (mo @, B, w —wo) Ils,., + €55 (mo e, B) [1s..., + €57 |15

5. S —

: (14.2.37)

5
u4

which integrates to the desired bound. Finally, we recall definition (3.4.21) according to which we have
L 5344 | 334 @i 5344, 334
vy, (d[’] ms[w}) =&+ ET AV ET+ D =T+ ET+ Y (14.2.38)
- 2 2

o s (in)
where each summand in 53“ contains at least one factor of ® and where

D = Z Hi ks 7 (1Y) (rQY ) F2 (w0 — wo) - (1Y) 2 (14.2.39)

k1+kot+ks<3+1i
k1<2+41,ko<1,k3<1+i

is the anomalous term. Note that the second equality is a consequence of (3.4.7). We note that by Proposition
14.2.9 we have for i < N — 5 the bounds

52

5341
I8 s, S e

\|g§’+i(each summand has a factor of @ )||g

(14.2.40)

u,v

which integrates to the desired bound. For the anomalous term, we integrate first with ¢ < N —5

u di ) @k 3 O / d 2 3/2<
[ e, s s Y% <sug|| (w-w |sw)\/ al (Y] ral?, @

JEN—4|k|<N-2

where we have used Theorem C.4 (and Corollary 13.9.2) and in case that u > @ also

u 2
[ dalls,. S S \/ / 192w — wo)ls,. ¢ / dal [r¥) ralld, . S ——
u J<N-— 4|k|<N 2
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establishing the bound for the anomalous term.
The second estimate. This is much easier. We will only estimate the anomalous term leaving the
details of the remaining terms to the reader. We have for i < N —4

S0 S 20 DL s 95w —wo)

[k|<N—1j<N-3D*"

_ LU j
S [, dndo g Y a3, S e

/DI+ dudo r®=° - u)|)|

O

14.3 The proof of Theorem C.5: transport and elliptic estimates

14.3.1 Overview of the proof of Theorem C.5

We recall that we have already proven Theorem C.4, i.e. we have obtained improved estimates on the almost
gauge invariant quantities o and « (note also Corollary 13.9.2). The general strategy to obtain the estimates

of Theorem C.5 is to estimate connection coefficients and curvature components in the region DI* using the
estimates of Theorem C.4 and the gauge conditions on the solution imposed on the null hypersurfaces Qf;

and CT' , which have been recalled in Section 14.1.1.

Our estimates will follow from elliptic estimates on spheres and transport estimates along cones. We
first state the general form of these estimates which we shall use in Sections 14.3.2 and Section 14.3.3,
respectively.

The actual proof of Theorem C.5 is divided into proving the following three theorems, for which we recall
the energies defined in Section 6.1.6:

Theorem 14.3.1 (Improving the angular master energy). We have the estimate
N
B, 7+ Seo+e. (14.3.1)
Theorem 14.3.2 (Improving the auxiliary energies on w and w). We have the estimate

N [w] + BN [w] S ed +¢°. (14.3.2)

Theorem 14.3.3 (Improving the full master energy). We have the estimate

N auxr auxr
E) 7+ SEy, v + Effz [w] + Efyf’,z W] + B [oggr, azi] + By lags, az+]. (14.3.3)

In view of the fact that we have already proven Theorem C.4, it is clear that Theorems 14.3.1-14.3.3
prove Theorem C.5. At the heart of the matter is the proof of Theorem 14.3.1.
14.3.1.1 Improving the angular master energy: Proof of Theorem 14.3.1

The proof of Theorem 14.3.1 is contained in Sections, 14.3.4, 14.3.5 and 14.3.6-14.3.7 where we estimate all
quantities on v = Voo, On 4 = u_1 and in DI+, respectively. In particular (recall the angular master energy
(6.1.17)):

(1) In Section 14.3.4, we will improve the bootstrap assumptions on Qf;, i.e. we shall prove
N
B

Voo

T+ By [R]Sed+e. (14.3.4)

(2) In Section 14.3.5, we will improve the bootstrap assumptions on C’{r i.e. we shall prove

B, , [[]+E,, [R] Sef+e. (14.3.5)
(3) In Section 14.3.6, we will improve the bootstrap assumptions in DI+, i.e. we shall prove

Epr+ [[] + Epr+ [R] S €2 + 2. (14.3.6)
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(4) In Section 14.3.7, we will improve the bootstrap assumptions on the metric, i.e. we shall prove

2 N+1—s
sup Dot Do [0Y)" (rlg =) I5,, S+t (14.3.7)
DIT 5=0 k=0

which by Proposition 9.4.1 implies

2 N+2—s 1
s © +
sup dout Do N V) (Y = V)T (14.3.8)
DTt o k=0 m=-—1 v

This will complete the proof of Theorem 14.3.1.

The proof will generally proceed by obtaining the estimates (14.3.4)—(14.3.7) separately for each I" and R
appearing in the relevant energies. We emphasise the important role of the quantity Y introduced in Section
14.1.6 below in estimating the Ricci coefficient x as already discussed in Section V.8 of the introduction.

14.3.1.2 Improving the auxiliary energies on w and w: Proof of Theorem 14.3.2

The proof of Theorem 14.3.2 will be carried out in Section 14.3.8.
This proof is quite straightforward once Theorem 14.3.1 has been established. The main idea, for w say,

is to first estimate all derivatives of w elliptically on Q%:C (using the gauge condition of constant mass aspect)

and then in DZ" by commuting the transport equation QY 4w with [TV] ’ [QW3]J—derivatives exploiting that
on the right hand side we can insert the Bianchi or null structure equations to convert QY derivatives into
(a) angular derivatives (b) lower order terms and (c) QY s-derivatives of o, all of which have already been
estimated.

The argument for w is completely analogous exchanging the cones ijl and Qf; and the 3-direction by
the 4-direction.

14.3.1.3 Improving the full master energy: Proof of Theorem 14.3.3

The proof of Theorem 14.3.3 will be carried out in Section 14.3.9.

For all quantities in the master energy except the terms involving the metric quantity b and ¢ — ¢ _, this
follows easily by inductively exploiting the schematic structure of the Bianchi and null structure equations
established in Section 14.1. For b and ¢ a simple transport argument can be invoked commuting (14.3.231)
and (14.3.242) with ©7 to produce the missing estimates on in the master energy.

14.3.2 The basic elliptic estimates

The arguments employed in the proof of Theorem 14.3.1 will make use of the following three key propositions
which are manifestations of the following general principle:

General Principle: To estimate the angular derivatives of a quantity, it suffices to estimate
the /=0 and ¢ =1 modes and a suitable top order angular derivative operator (whose kernel
consists of the ¢ = 0,1 modes) applied to it.

]i/z

, N , . (i—1)/2
We recall /il = {7‘2$2d1v if 7 is even and &/l = rdfv [7‘2$2d1v} if 4 is odd.

Proposition 14.3.1. For £ a symmetric traceless S-tensor we have for 1 <n < N + 1 the estimate

n

Yo [rY] s, S lerte]

=0

Suv - (14.3.9)
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Proposition 14.3.2. Let (f,g) be a pair of smooth functions and fkerr, gkerr be functions each supported
on f =1 only. Then we have for2<n < N+1

Z H[T‘W]l(f - fKerrvg - gKerr)HSu,v Sj HfZ:OHSu,ﬂ + Hff:l - fKerr”S'uTU (14310)
=0

+ llge=olls... + Ige=1 = gkerlls,.. + | A2PPI(f. 9)lls..

Su,v + Z?:O || [TW}Z(Q - chrr)|

Proposition 14.3.3. Let £ be an S-tangent 1-form and ke be a divergence-free S-tangent 1-form supported
on £ =1 only. Then we have for 1 <n < N +1

where the left hand side denotes the sum > i |[[rY] (f — fierr)]

Su,w*

n

SUIYT (€ = €kern) 500 SId) =i s,, + 1/ D Pie]ls,,, (14.3.11)

=0

|TCdTl£Kerr - (Tcdrlé.Kerr)€:1HSu,U

+ || (reyrl€) =1 — TC?/TZEKerrHSu,v +

and for 3<n < N +1

SN YT (€ = ko) ls0 SIEARE) mills, , + [/ H3P3PID1e] s, (14.3.12)
=0

Ircdrngerr - (rcdrngerr)EZIHSu,v .

+ ||(7"CQ/TZ§)@;1 - TcdrngerrHSuw +

Finally, for the boxed term we have the following estimates (important in applications)

82

Irevirlimcer = (redrinen)e=ills.., + Iredrin,,, — (redrin,, Jeills,. S ==

52

Hrcdrl(Qﬁ)Kerr - (TCMTI(Q/B)KEIT)ZZIHS.MYU + ||TC1/TZ(Q_1§)Kerr - (T‘C’L/TZ(Q_IQKCH))leHsu,v 5 7,4u2 .

Remark 14.3.4. The restriction n < N + 1 in the above propositions arises from the fact that the proof will
require control on up to N — 1 angular derivatives of the Gauss curvature.

Proof of Proposition 14.3.1. We first note

n

DNV ElE,, S le™elE,  + > I[Py e, - (14.3.13)

=0 =0

This follows from first diligently integrating by parts the covariant derivatives on the left to create Laplacians
(at the cost of lower order errors involving up to N — 1 angular derivatives of Gauss curvature, which
by (14.1.48) and the bootstrap assumptions are controlled in L?(S,,)) and then use the relation r?A =
—207121 4 272 K. Secondly, using r2A = —24721 + 2r2K we can also show that for a symmetric traceless
tensor we have both

IEl%,, < lerte]

w,v N

8. Sl

u,v N

§., and [l

B (14.3.14)

The desired estimate now follows by a simple induction. O

Proof of Proposition 14.3.2. To prove (14.3.10), we first prove that the estimate holds for n = 2. To achieve
this, we observe that it suffices to prove the estimate for S, , equipped with the round metric r24 and
the projections defined with respect to the honest spherical harmonics. Indeed, all errors arising from this
replacement are controlled by the bootstrap assumptions on the metric and the estimates for the difference
of the Y,>=! with the spherical harmonics. For the round metric the estimate follows as in Section 4.4.2

302



of [DHR]: Indeed defining f = f — f;_, = (ficerr)j—y — (F)io and § = g — gj_y — (gkerr)j—; — (9)j—o We can
write (in the next formula all operators and volume elements are defined with respect to the round metric)

u,v

PRI, = PPN, = [ GAF-rAF+Fr*ka+ ke r*Ag +5- AT

Expanding into spherical harmonics of the round sphere and using that f, § are supported on (> 2 as well
as the orthogonality properties of the spherical harmonics now leads to the desired bound for n = 2.

The proof of n > 2 proceeds in analogy to the proof of Proposition 14.3.1. We use that for any pair of
functions (f,g) and n > 3

n

STIEYY (£.9)3,, S 122 DB (fo)lE, , + D 1Y) (fo)lz, - (14.3.15)

=0 =0

which follows once more by diligently integrating by parts using in particular the relation 2]D1¢2$;¢I =
AA — 2D, (KP]). Invoking also (14.3.14) and the fact that the estimate has been shown for n = 2, we
conclude the proof of (14.3.10). O

Proof of Proposition 14.3.3. We turn to the proof of (14.3.11). We claim we can reduce the proof to the case
of functions using that there is a unique pair of functions (f, g), each with vanishing spherical mean, such
that & — fkerr = IDI(f,g) holds. The estimate (14.3.10) applied with fkerr = gkerr = 0 yields

n

DNV 9, S Wemtlls,., +lgemlls, ., + 12722 DPI(L,9)]s.,

=0
S N2 A e=alls,., + 102 Rg)e=lls,., + "2 DIDI(f,9)ls...,
SN(rdfve)ezi|ls, . + |(redrl(€ — Eker))i=tls, . + 1722 DyDI(f, 9) 5.

from which the estimate (14.3.11) follows. The estimate (14.3.12) can be reduced to (14.3.11) after noting
the relation

rPy PP & = 2 Plr Do + 2P5(K¢) . (14.3.16)

Finally, the bounds on the boxed term follows readily from the definition of the reference Kerr solution and
the fact that the angular momentum parameter satisfies |J7} | < e. O

14.3.3 The basic transport estimates

We rely on the following basic transport estimates.

Lemma 14.3.5. Let Q be an S-tensor and QY 3Q = & hold along Q?. Letuy > u_ such that {us } xSy, » C
Q?. Then

1Rlls.y.. S QI

U+
CHE +/ dul|€][ss,, - (14.3.17)

Similarly, let Q be an S-tensor and QY ,Q = & hold along CF. Let vy > v_ such that {vy} X Sy vy C Cf+.
Then

QI

Suo - (14.3.18)

u, v

v
sunr SIQlss.. + / do ¢
v

14.3.4 Estimates for the angular master energy for quantities on Qf:o

The objective of this section is to prove the estimate (14.3.4).
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14.3.4.1 Estimating x and 3

Proposition 14.3.6. On Qf; we have for all u € [u_1,us] and s =0,1,2

Nt+l=s uy . 2 3
> [l vy e g, s LS (143,19
= yVoo US
i=0 YU
On the spheres we have for s =0,1,2
N—s
i el (e0)> + &3
DNV xS L S s (14.3.20)

=0

Proof. The flux estimate follows directly from the relation (14.1.47) together with the bounds on the flux
of II = r3¢Q in Theorem C.4 and Proposition 14.2.5 for the linear lower order (in r) terms, as well as
Propositions 14.2.6 and 14.2.9 for the non-linear errors (which have additional decay in 7).

For the bound on spheres recall the null structure equation (14.1.5), which after invoking the flux estimates
on « of Theorem C.4 (see also Corollary 13.9.2) leads to the bound

2 < (50)2 +53
< A

(14.3.21)

N-—s g )
> [ anlev, [¥) xe I, S
i=0 U

@00

uS

for s =0,1,2. Now from (14.3.19) we easily extract a dyadic sequence of spheres S, .. on which (14.3.20)
already holds. The bound can then be extended to any sphere S, ,__ using the fundamental theorem of
calculus in conjunction with the flux bounds (14.3.21) and (14.3.19). O

Corollary 14.3.7. On Q%; we have for allw € [u_1,uyf] and s =0,1,2

N=s ‘ 2, .3
Z/ dul| [rY]" (2718 = r2(Q7 Bkenr) 1, . S 7(50)1;5 . (14.3.22)
i=0 YU
On the spheres we have
N—-1-s 2 3
i _ _ €0)" +¢€
SV (P8 = Q7 B)kenr) I3, . S % (14.3.23)
i=0

Moreover, the same estimates hold without subtracting the Kerr reference solution.

Proof. The last claim is immediate from r%(Q718)kerr ~ 7~2 manifestly satisfying the above estimates in
view of (14.2.7). Tt hence suffices to show the estimate without the Kerr reference 