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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 I+ (whose past J−(I+) 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 6= 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

gM = −(1− 2M/r)dt2 + (1− 2M/r)−1dr2 + r2(dθ2 + sin2 θ dφ2) (1)

give rise to a 1-parameter family of spherically symmetric, stationary asymptotically flat Lorentzian 4-
manifolds (M, gM ), parametrised by mass M ∈ R, and represent the most well-known explicit solutions of
the Einstein 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 [Ein15] of (2), but was
only later understood by Lemâıtre [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 I+), those entering the black
hole interior r < 2M encounter a “ferocious singularity” (see [MTW17]) at r = 0, where curvature blows up
and beyond which the metric cannot be extended—not even merely continuously [Sbi18]. 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 maximal 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 I.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 I+ whose past J−(I+) is bounded to the future by a regular
future complete event horizon H+,

(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 ga,M [Ker63], with aM representing angular momentum. Outside our
codimension-3 submanifold, one expects solutions to necessarily asymptote to a Kerr solution with a 6= 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. It is natural then to start the problem from characteristic initial data (cf. [Ren90])
determined by two null hypersurfaces Cout∪C in, with Cout extending to I+ and C in 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 Σ indeed contain such null hypersurfaces in their Cauchy
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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 gM 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.

It 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 [DHR], 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 I+, 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 III. (We shall also compare with the
situation when a cosmological constant Λ is added to (2), in which case there are recent non-linear stability
results if Λ > 0 due to Hintz and Vasy [HV18], while in the Λ < 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
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work of Christodoulou on the Einstein-scalar field system in spherical symmetry [Chr87], followed by [DR05,
DH06b, 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 [TdCSR20]. 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 I.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 = −4Ω2du dv + /gCD(dθC − bCdv)(dθD − bDdv). (I.1.1)

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

e1, e2, e3 = Ω−1∂u, e4 = Ω−1(∂v + bA∂θA).

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

metric coefficients Ω, /g, b

connection coefficients χ = g(∇Ae4, eB), χ = g(∇Ae3, eB), . . .

curvature components αAB = R(eA, e4, eB , e4), αAB = R(eA, e3, eB , e3), . . .

Some of the resulting equations are displayed below:

transport /∇4/g = 0, /∇4χ̂+ trχ χ̂− ω̂ χ̂ = α, . . .

elliptic /divχ̂ = /∇trχ− β + . . . , . . .

hyperbolic /∇3α+ 1
2 trχα+ 2ω̂α = −2/D∗2β − 3χ̂ρ+ . . . , /∇4β + 2trχβ − ω̂β = /divα+ . . ., . . .

(I.1.2)

(In the above, /∇3 and /∇4 denote covariant differential operators acting in the e3 and e4 directions, whereas
/∇, /div, /D∗2 are covariant operators acting tangentially on the spacelike surfaces Su,v. The complete equations
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Figure 2: The Lemaitre manifold MLemâıtre

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 III), 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, Luk18, DL17, DHR13]. In particular,
the above notations and the form of the above equations are familiar from these works.

I.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 (−∞,∞)× (−∞,∞) and

Ω2 = 1− 2M

r
, /g = r2γ̊, bA = 0, (I.2.1)

where γ̊ 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 I+ can be formally parametrised as (−∞,∞)×{∞}×S2

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

U(u) = −Ω2(u, 0)
r(u, 0)

2M
er(u,0)/2M = −e−u/2M . (I.2.2)

The transformation (I.2.2) maps the u-range (−∞,∞) to the U -range (−∞, 0). One may easily see that
the resulting functions r(U, v) and Ω(U, v) now extend by analyticity to positive functions on a region
c(v) > U ≥ 0 where c(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 asMLemâıtre. The
event horizon H+ is then given by the hypersurface U = 0 and satisfies r = 2M . It can be characterized as
the boundary in MLemâıtre of the past of future null infinity I+, J−(I+). 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) = ev/2M , mapping the v-range (−∞,∞) to the V -range (0,∞).
This transforms the metric coefficient Ω2 into

Ω2
K(U, V ) =

8M3

r
exp

(
− r

2M

)
, (I.2.3)

where r(U, V ) is implicitly defined by the relation
(
r

2M − 1
)

exp
(
r

2M

)
= −UV . 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.
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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 ga,M . 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

ga,M = −∆

%2
(dt− a sin2 θdφ)2 +

%2

∆
dr2 + %2dθ2 +

sin2 θ

%2
(adt− (r2 + a2)dφ)2, (I.2.4)

where
∆ = r2 − 2Mr + a2, %2 = r2 + a2 cos2 θ. (I.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, θ, φ) 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 ∂φ. The
codimension of the Schwarzschild family in the Kerr family is thus 3.

I.3 First formulation of the main result: Theorem I.3.1

To formulate the stability problem, let us first restrict to the region

MLemâıtre ∩ {δ ≥ U ≥ −1} ∩ {1 ≤ V <∞}, (I.3.1)

for a δ > 0. See Figure 3.
We may think of the above region (I.3.1) as the unique maximal future Cauchy development of Schwarz-

schild characteristic initial data for (2) posed on the null hypersurfaces

Cout = {−1} × [1,∞)× S2, C in = [−1, δ]× {1} × S2. (I.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 δ > 0 will be clear momentarily. (Note already that
S = {δ}×{1}×S2 is a trapped sphere in Schwarzschild (see [Pen65] for this notion) in view of the inequalities
∂Ur(δ, 1) < 0, ∂V r(δ, 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 Cout will be future complete and asymptotically flat, “terminating” at null
infinity I+, while the terminal sphere S of C in will again be trapped.

The first formulation of our main theorem can then be given as follows:

Theorem I.3.1 (The nonlinear asymptotic stability of Schwarzschild in full co-dimension). For all charac-
teristic initial data prescribed on (I.3.2), assumed sufficiently close to Schwarzschild data with mass Minit
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and lying on a codimension-3 “submanifold” Mstable 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 (I.1.1) and which

(i) possesses a complete future null infinity I+ such that R ⊂ J−(I+), and in fact the future boundary of
R in M is a regular, future affine complete “event horizon” H+. Moreover,

(ii) the metric remains close to the Schwarzschild metric with mass Minit 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 Mfinal ≈ Minit as u → ∞ and
v →∞, in particular along I+ and H+.

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 Cout and C in satisfying the assumptions of our Theorem I.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 I+. 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” Mstable

of data, to be discussed further in Section I.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−(I+) 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−(I+) (and hence H+ itself) is defined “teleologically”. It is for
this reason that it is essential that the Schwarzschild data extend slightly beyond the event horizon, i.e. to
take δ > 0 in (I.3.2). (Let us note that in view of the fact that the terminal sphere S of C in remains trapped,
we can already say a priori that S ∩ J−(I+) = ∅,1 and thus one expects the past of a complete I+ to
be indeed contained in the maximal development of the data Cout ∪ C in, even though C in 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 Cout ∪C in (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 II.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 I+ (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 Mfinal has the additional interpretation of

1See [Chr09]. Note that if our null initial data on Cout∪Cin arose from an asymptotically flat (spacelike) Cauchy hypersurface
Σ, then the presence of S ensures that the maximal Cauchy development of Σ is itself future causally geodesically incomplete,
by Penrose’s celebrated incompleteness theorem [Pen65]. The incompleteness of the Cauchy evolution of Cout ∪Cin is of course
trivial in view of the incompleteness of Cin itself.
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final Bondi mass. Just as with the double null gauges themeselves, this parameter is again only determined
teleologically.

I.4 The asymptotically stable “submanifold” Mstable and the problem of Kerr

The necessity of restricting to an asymptotically stable “submanifold” Mstable 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 (iii) unless one takes a = 0. Moreover, from Section I.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” Mstable

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 Mstable should necessarily evolve
to a Kerr with a 6= 0. Thus, lying on Mstable would be a necessary condition for (iii).

We note that, given the necessity of our restriction on data, a difficulty of proving Theorem I.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” Mstable 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 Mfinal. 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 II), it turns out that the additional problem of constructing Mstable 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, Mstable 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” Mstable 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 I+ 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
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available from our previous [DHR] in a form readily applicable2 to the nonlinear problem. This important
technical simplification compensates for the extra difficulty of teleologically constructing Mstable. We turn
now to a brief review of the linear stability results of [DHR].

II The linear stability of Schwarzschild in double null gauge

The proof of Theorem I.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 I.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 1-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
(1)

Ω,
(1)

/g,
(1)

χ, etc.:

linearised transport Ω /∇4

(
(1)√
/g√
/g

)
=

(1)

(Ωtrχ)− /div
(1)

b, /∇4

(
Ω−1

(1)

χ̂
)

+ Ω−1(trχ)
(1)

χ̂ = −Ω−1 (1)

α, . . .

linearised elliptic /div
(1)

χ̂ = 1
2Ω−1 /∇

(1)

(Ωtrχ)−
(1)

β + . . ., . . .

linearised hyperbolic /∇3
(1)

α+ 1
2 trχ

(1)

α+ 2ω̂
(1)

α = −2/D∗2
(1)

β − 3ρ
(1)

χ̂, /∇4

(1)

β + 2trχ
(1)

β − ω̂β = /div
(1)

α

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

Cout := {0} × [0,∞)× S2, Cin := [0,∞]× {0} × S2. (II.1.2)

(Here, the inclusion of ∞ 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+(Cout ∪ C in) ∩ (J−(I+) ∪ H+) = {0 ≤ u ≤
∞} ∩ {0 ≤ v <∞}, 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
(1)

f(v, θ, φ) as follows:

2Ω−1
(1)

Ω = Ω−2∂v(
(1)

fΩ2),
(1)

/̂g = −4r /D?2 /∇
(1)

f, . . . (II.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:

2Ω−1
(1)

Ω = −m, tr/g
(1)

/g = −2m,
(1)

/̂g = 0,
(1)

b = 0 (II.1.4)

and a 3-dimensional family of fixed-mass linearised Kerr solutions, spanned by a basis

Ω−1
(1)

Ω = 0, tr/g
(1)

/g = 0,
(1)

/̂g = 0,
(1)

bA =
4M

r
εAB∂BY

1
m, (II.1.5)

where Y 1
m, 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
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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 (II.1.2), the arising solution of the linearised Einstein equations (II.1.1)
around Schwarzschild remains uniformly bounded in the exterior region {0 ≤ u ≤ ∞} ∩ {0 ≤ v < ∞},
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→∞ and v →∞, in particular along I+ and H+.

In particular, there is a codimension-3 subspace of initial data for which all solutions approach a linearised
Schwarzschild metric (II.1.4).

One may already compare the above with the statement of Theorem I.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 I.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 I.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 I.3.1, the “location”
of the horizon in Theorem II.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 δ = 0 in the definition (II.1.2) of C in, in comparison with (I.3.2), and the
codimension-3 subspace of the last line of the statement of Theorem II.2.1 is explicit.

II.3 Proof of linear stability

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

II.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

(1)

α and
(1)

α decouple from the system (II.1.1) and satisfy wave equations, which
in the case of

(1)

α is here written in tensorial form:

Ω /∇4Ω /∇3(rΩ2 (1)

α) +
2Ω2

r2
r2 /D∗2 /div(rΩ2 (1)

α) +
4

r

(
1− 3M

r

)
Ω /∇3(rΩ2 (1)

α) +
6MΩ2

r3
rΩ2 (1)

α = 0. (II.3.1)

(If
(1)

α and
(1)

α 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 (II.3.1)
as the Teukolsky equation.) Note that /D∗2 /div = − 1

2
/∆ + K, and thus the left hand side of (II.3.1) indeed

defines a wave operator applied to
(1)

α, though with unfamiliar first order terms. The quantities
(1)

α and
(1)

α
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

(1)

α =
(1)

α = 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 (II.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

(1)

P = −1

2
r−3Ω−1 /∇3(r2Ω−1 /∇3(rΩ2 (1)

α)),
(1)

P = −1

2
r−3Ω−1 /∇4(r2Ω−1 /∇4(rΩ2 (1)

α)). (II.3.2)
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These quantities satisfy the so-called Regge–Wheeler equation, written below (again in tensorial form):

Ω /∇4Ω /∇3(r5
(1)

P ) +
2Ω2

r2
r2 /D∗2 /div(r5

(1)

P ) + 2Ω2

(
1− 3M

r

)
r5

(1)

P = 0. (II.3.3)

(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 (II.3.2). The rela-
tions (II.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

�gψ = 0, (II.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 r = 2M and the trapped
null geodesics associated to the photon sphere r = 3M , see [DR13].) In particular, following previous
results for (II.3.4), one can show uniform boundedness and integrated decay results for (II.3.3). (See also the
treatments in [BS05, Hol10b].) From this, boundedness and integrated decay for (II.3.1) follow by integrating
the relations (II.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
(1)

P ,
(1)

α, etc. then follows via the rp-weighted energy hierarchy of [DR09a].

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

The stability statement of Theorem II.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 (II.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. (II.1.3)) such that certain quantities are fixed. For instance, one can
arrange so as to fix the quantity

(1)

(Ωtrχ) = 0 (II.3.5)

at the initial sphere (u, v) = (∞, 0) of H+. It turns out that condition (II.3.5) is then preserved along H+

by evolution under (II.1.1). This can be thought of as ensuring that the event horizon of the perturbed
spacetime coincides with H+, 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 δ appearing in Theorem I.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 (II.1.5)). Thus, by adding a pure gauge solution so as to fix certain quantities at the initial sphere
(u, v) = (∞, 0) of the horizon H+, for instance

Ω−2
(1)(

Ωtrχ
)
`=0,1

= 0,
(

(1)

ρ+ /div
(1)

η
)
`=1

= 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 II.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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II.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 II.2.1.

The essential point is that one can order the remaining linearised quantities hierarchically, starting from

the outgoing and ingoing shears
(1)

χ̂ and
(1)

χ̂, so that the transport equations (II.1.1) contain only the gauge

invariant quantities
(1)

P ,
(1)

α,
(1)

P ,
(1)

α estimated already above, or else quantities lower in the hierarchy. Thus the

situation resembles the problem of estimating
(1)

α, respectively
(1)

α, from
(1)

P , respectively
(1)

P , by integration of
the relations (II.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
(1)

χ̂ satisfies the
transport equation

/∇3(Ω−1
(1)

χ̂) + Ω−1(trχ)
(1)

χ̂ = −Ω−1 (1)

α, (II.3.6)

which only contains
(1)

α on its right hand side. Already, to obtain boundedness for
(1)

χ̂ upon integration, there

is an issue, as the appropriate integrating factor for (II.3.6) would require estimating r2χ̂ initially, which
is however generally unbounded along an outgoing cone. To resolve this issue, one introduces an auxiliary

renormalised quantity
(1)

Y which is essentially a sum of a second order (elliptic) angular operator applied to

χ̂ and the (decaying) gauge invariant quantity
(1)

ψ := 1
2r
−1Ω−2 /∇4(rΩ2 (1)

α), given by

(1)

Y = r2 /D?2 /div(Ω−1r
(1)

χ̂)− Ω−1r4
(1)

ψ. (II.3.7)

The quantity
(1)

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

/∇3

(1)

Y =
1

2
rtrχΩ−1r3

(1)

ψ + 3MΩ−1r
(1)

α. (II.3.8)

Integration of (II.3.8) from initial data will now indeed give rise to a finite bound for
(1)

Y (and thus for
(1)

χ̂),

but, this bound is dominated at large v values by a flux associated to
(1)

α which in general will be non-zero.

Thus, the quantity
(1)

Y , and consequently
(1)

χ̂, will not in general decay in our gauge. The solution to the
problem described above is to integrate (II.3.7) backwards. For this, however, we will need to renormalise
the gauge teleologically.

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

shear
(1)

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

equation for the regular quantity Ω
(1)

χ̂

/∇4(Ω
(1)

χ̂) + (trχ)(Ω
(1)

χ̂)− 2ω̂Ω
(1)

χ̂ = −Ω
(1)

α (II.3.9)

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 (II.3.9) appears to drive exponential growth! Such exponential growth does not

actually occur, however. In fact, exactly along the horizon H+, it turns out that Ω
(1)

χ̂ 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
(1)

χ̂ in a neighbourhood of H+, it now suffices to remark
that the “blue-shift” problem of (II.3.9) is cured upon successive commutation by Ω−1 /∇3: Commuting once,
one obtains a “no-shifted” quantity, and commuting again, a “red-shifted” quantity. Thus, decay bounds

for higher order Ω−1 /∇3 derivatives of Ω
(1)

χ̂ can be obtained by integrating the commuted version of (II.3.9)

forwards in time, and estimates for Ω
(1)

χ̂ itself can then be retrieved upon integration along ingoing cones

backwards from the horizon H+, given the estimate for
(1)

χ̂ on H+ itself arising from the flux.

II.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 Ω−1
(1)

Ω
vanish identically along the entire event horizon H+:

Ω−1
(1)

Ω = 0. (II.3.10)

Relation (II.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 Cout). 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 equations (II.1.1) for various gauge-dependent

quantitites, for instance (II.3.8) for
(1)

Y (and thus governing
(1)

χ̂), by integrating these equations backwards,
with the condition (II.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 (II.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).

II.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 (II.3.1) discussed previously, however, one
must now add the phenomenon of superradiance, which occurs already for (II.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 II.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.)

III Previous results on nonlinear stability

Before introducing the main ideas of the proof of Theorem I.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 III.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 III.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 Λ 6= 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.

III.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

gµνΓαµν = 0. (III.1.1)

Expressed in the gauge (III.1.1), the vacuum equations (2) reduce to a system of quasilinear wave equations

�gg
µν = Qµν(g, ∂g), (III.1.2)

where Qµν is a nonlinear expression quadratic in ∂g, which when linearised around Minkowski space (see
already [Ein18]) yield simply the classical wave equation

�ψ = 0 (III.1.3)

for each linearised metric component ψ =
(1)

g
µν

.
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 I.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 (III.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 (III.1.3) on say R4+1 satisfies

supx∈R4 |∂ψ(x, t)| ≤ Ct−
3
2 , 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 3+1 spacetime dimensions, however, solutions to (III.1.3) decay along the outgoing

null cones only as r−1. This slow decay means that the quadratic nature of the non-linearities on the right
hand side of (III.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:

(i) �ψ = (∂tψ)2, (ii) �ψ = −(∂tψ)2 +

3∑
i=1

(∂xiψ)2. (III.1.4)

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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III.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 Γp, and curvature components by
Rp, where the p-subscript denotes the rp weighted bound one expects to propagate. For instance, the Ricci
coefficient χ̂ can be denoted as Γ1, indicating that rχ̂ is finite on I+ while the curvature component α can be
denoted by R1. For general products of Γ and R, one can use the Op notation to denote the total expected
rp weighted bound. When we do not wish to distinguish between Γ and R, we shall use the symbol Φ or Φp.

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

/∇4(r2c[Γp]Γp) = r2c[Γp]Op+2, (III.1.5)

/∇3Γp = Op, (III.1.6)

for p := 2 and c[Γp] := 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 (III.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 I+, i.e. for u fixed
and v →∞. (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 I+, 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 (III.1.5) decay sufficiently in the retarded time u as u → ∞. Just like
in our present work, obtaining decay for all quantities required teleological normalisations. We discuss this
briefly below.

III.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 I.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 II.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.3 As discussed already in Section II.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

(1)

α and
(1)

α 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 posteriori 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.

III.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 (I.1.2), for
which similar issues arise.

The equation
/divχ̂ = /∇trχ− β + . . . (III.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

/∇4trχ = −1

2
(trχ)2 − ω̂trχ+ . . . , (III.1.8)

one can use (III.1.7) to estimate the pair (χ̂, trχ) 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 (χ̂, trχ).

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
(II.1.1) considered in Section II, see for instance the pair of equations

/div
(1)

χ̂ =
1

2
Ω−1 /∇

(1)

(Ωtrχ)−
(1)

β + . . . , Ω /∇4

(1)

(Ωtrχ) = (−Ωtrχ+ 2ω)
(1)

(Ωtrχ) + . . .

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.)

III.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 (III.1.2) under harmonic gauge (III.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 [Lin17, HV20, LS17, Kei18].

III.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 1+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 Birkhoff’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, DR05].
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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 [Hol10a]. 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 I.4, orbital stability can be shown
independently of showing asymptotic stability. In [Hol10a], 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 [Hol10a].

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 + 1 reduction) in an impressive
recent work by Klainerman–Szeftel [KS18]. Unlike the 1+1 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.

III.3 Aside: application of Theorem I.3.1 to axisymmetry and the statement of
Corollary III.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
J (S) associated to a 2-surface S. This leads easily to the following corollary of Theorem I.3.1.

Corollary III.3.1 (Nonlinear stability of Schwarzschild under axisymmetric perturbations with vanishing
initial angular momentum). All characteristic initial data prescribed on (I.3.2), assumed sufficiently close to
Schwarzschild data with mass Minit, which are moreover axisymmetric and have vanishing Komar angular
momentum, are contained in the codimension-3 “submanifold” Mstable of Theorem I.3.1. Thus, consequences
(i), (ii) and (iii) apply to such data.

Thus, even though the full codimension-3 “submanifold” Mstable of Theorem I.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.

III.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

�gψ = N(∇ψ,∇ψ) (III.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 t
towards Schwarzschild and [OS20] 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].
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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 (III.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 “rp 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 I+ and near the photon sphere r = 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 I.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 [Hol10b], 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 I+, and an exterior
spacetime (M, g) is then proven to exist, with a global double null coordinate system (I.1.1), admitting
H+ and I+ 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 H+ and retarded time u along I+, 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 I+ 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 II). On the other hand, in
a neighbourhood of null infinity I+, the “null condition”, discussed already in Section III.1, is relevant, and
thus the structure embodied in equations (III.1.5)–(III.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 Γp quantities have only the
borderline decay Op+1 for their right hand side; it is important that these borderline terms can be themselves
estimated solely from an equation of type (III.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+ ∪ I+ when the decay along H+ and along I+ 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 H+ and I+ 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 Mstable space
of Theorem I.3.1, entirely in terms of free scattering data on H+ ∪I+ 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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III.6 Comparison with the case of Λ 6= 0

We compare briefly with the situation when a cosmological constant Λ 6= 0 is added to the right hand side
of the Einstein vacuum equations (2).

In the case of Λ > 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 Λ < 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 [DH06a] 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 Λ < 0 of the black hole solutions (I.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 Cout ∪ C in of the double null gauge,
where as before C in crosses the event horizon, while Cout is future complete and terminates at null infinity.
Note that if a 6= 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 Σ.

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 maximal Cauchy development M
contains a region R which can be covered by appropriate global double null foliations (I.1.1) and which (i)
possesses a complete future null infinity I+ such that R ⊂ J−(I+), 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” H+. Moreover (ii) the metric remains close to Kerr
in R and (iii) asymptotes, inverse polynomially, to a Kerr metric with parameters |afinal| < Mfinal where
afinal ≈ ainit, Mfinal ≈Minit, as u→∞ and v →∞, in particular along I+ and H+.

Moreover, for any given 0 < |afinal| < Mfinal, 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 afinal = 0 for some Mfinal is
codimension-3, and the set of initial data attaining afinal = 0 and a fixed Mfinal is codimension-4. In
particular, for generic initial data, afinal 6= 0, while the set of solutions afinal = 0 corresponds precisely to the
solutions constructed in Theorem I.3.1.

We remark that the difference in dimensionality in the afinal = 0 case has to do with the enhanced
symmetry of Schwarzschild in comparison to Kerr. Let us also note that, as in Theorem I.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, TdCSR20], 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 (II.3.4) on an extremal Kerr background (cf. the
discussion in Section II.3.1 concerning (II.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 [Are15] 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 I+ [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 I+ (i.e. already violating
the analogue of statement (i) of Theorem I.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–Nordström metrics (see for instance [Wal84]), a
spherically symmetric family of solutions to the Einstein–Maxwell system with parameters Q and M . (Note
that this family contains the Schwarzschild family as the subfamily Q = 0.) One expects that the analogue of
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Theorem I.3.1 for the sub-extremal case 0 ≤ Q < M of Reissner–Nordström 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–Nordström 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 in ∪ Cout in background extremal Reissner–Nordström
with parameters Minit = Qinit, analogous to (I.3.2), where the terminal sphere of C in 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 M of nearby data defined on C in ∪ Cout, suitably normalised. Note that
we may identify the following families of initial data corresponding to explicit solutions: (a) a 1-parameter
family corresponding to extremal Reissner–Nordström metrics with charge Q = M : (b) a 1-parameter family
corresponding to Reissner–Nordström metrics with fixed M = Minit, parametrised by Q, (c) a 3-parameter
family corresponding to extremal Kerr–Newman metrics (see [MTW17]) with charge Qinit. We note that (b)
contains both subextremal Q < Minit and superextremal Q > Minit Reissner–Nordström data on C in ∪Cout.
The latter lead to spacetimes such that C in ⊂ J−(I+), i.e. spacetimes that fail to form black holes.

For the extremal Reissner–Nordström 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” Mstable ⊂ M, where moreover
the asymptotic stability statement is suitably relaxed along H+ (compared to that of Theorem I.3.1), so as to
accommodate the growing horizon “hair” associated to the Aretakis instability. This suggests the following:

Conjecture IV.2 (Asymptotic stability of extremal Reissner–Nordström but with growing horizon “hair”).
For all characteristic initial data for the Einstein–Maxwell system prescribed on (I.3.2), assumed sufficiently
close to extremal Reissner–Nordstrom data with mass Minit and Qinit = Minit and lying on a codimension-4
“submanifold” Mstable of the moduli space M of initial data, the maximal Cauchy developmentM contains a
region R which can be covered by appropriate (teleologically normalised) global double null gauges (I.1.1) and
where the analogues of (i), (ii) and (iii) of Theorem I.3.1 are satisfied with an extremal Reissner–Nordström
metric with parameters Mfinal = Qfinal in the place of Schwarzschild. Along H+, however, one has decay to
extremal Reissner–Nordström only in a weaker sense, in particular, for generic data lying on Mstable, 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” Mstable itself
lies on a larger codimension-1 submanifold M′stable 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 M′stable delimits the boundary signifying a phase transition between two
very different open regions of moduli space M: (1) the set of data leading to spacetimes failing to collapse
(i.e. those for which Cin ⊂ J−(I+)) 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 I+ as before (cf. Section III.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–
Nordström 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 afinal 6= 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 C0 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 H+∪C in 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 in, 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 afinal 6= 0 (which would be true
generically!), it would follow from the conjecture and the above paragraph that the maximal Cauchy develop-
ment is extendible beyond a non-trivial Cauchy horizon located in the black hole interior. In particular, the
C0-formulation of strong cosmic censorship (see [Chr99]) is false.

In fact, if one considers now two-ended Kerr initial data Σ 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 C0 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 H1

loc 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, VdM18] for results for a spherically
symmetric model. We also note that here too, the extremal case is exceptional; see [Gaj17, GL19].

IV.4 A conjecture for the afinal = 0 case

Ironically, it is precisely for data lying on the codimension-3 “submanifold” Mstable constructed in Theo-
rem I.3.1 satisfying afinal = 0 for which there is no general analogue4 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 afinal = 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
afinal = 0 necessarily means that, in contrast to the afinal 6= 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 I.3.1, the maximal Cauchy development (M, g) will
necessarily contain a TIP whose intersection with Cout ∪ C in 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 [Fou16], 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 I.3.1 is an adaptation of the linear analysis of [DHR]—reviewed
in Section II—using the insights from previous non-linear results—reviewed in Section III—to estimate the

4Note that, as remarked after the statement of Theorem I.3.1, one can still apply [DL21a] in the case afinal = 0 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 ∪ Cin) is infinite.
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nonlinear terms (most specifically the setup of [DHR13] described in Section III.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 I.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 Mstable

We decompose the moduli space of characteristic initial data into disjoint 3-parameter families of initial data

Lε0S0
:= {S0(λ) : λ ∈ [−cε0, cε0]3 ⊂ R3}, (V.1.1)

each determined by some reference data set S0. (Here c and ε0 are constants and S0(λ) denotes initial data
derived from S0 by adding to one of the seed quantities the three independent ` = 1 spherical harmonics
weighted by the three coefficients (λ−1, λ0, λ1) of λ, and the norm |λ| may be thought to be an approximate
measure of the norm of the angular momentum of the seed data S0(λ).) As S0 is varied in a suitable space,
these families Lε0S0

cover an entire neighbourhood of the moduli space M of initial data around Schwarzschild.
(See already Section 5.8 for a discussion of initial data.) We denote by (M(λ), g(λ)) the maximal Cauchy
development of initial data S0(λ). (See already Section 5.2 for a general discussion of the maximal Cauchy
development.)

The aim is to show that for each S0, there exists a λfinal ∈ [−cε0, cε0]3 for which (M(λfinal), g(λfinal))
asymptotes to a Schwarzschild metric as described in the statement of Theorem 6.1. The collection of all
{S0(λfinal)} as one varies S0 will then form our codimension-3 asymptotically stable “submanifold” Mstable ⊂
M.

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 uf , one defines a subset R(uf ) ⊂ R3 of λ-parameter space, and considers, for each
λ ∈ R(uf ), a certain subregion of the spacetime (M(λ), g(λ)) 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 R(uf ) to Section V.11. (Briefly, the set of parameters R(uf ) is a closed
set in R3 such that the “total angular momentum” of solutions is less than or equal to ε0u

−1
f , with equality

holding on the boundary ∂R(uf ). 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 Mf is chosen on the basis of the ` = 0 mode of a curvature component at time uf .

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 H+-gauge) and near infinity (the I+-gauge). (See already Chapter 2 for
details.)
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Given a final retarded time uf and a λ ∈ R(uf ), the bootstrap region of (M(λ), g(λ)) will be defined
as the intersection of the past of a “late” outgoing null cone Cuf and the past of a “late” ingoing null cone
Cv∞ , with v∞ → ∞ as uf → ∞, intersecting at the sphere Suf ,v∞ . In both gauges, defined by double null
coordinates (uH+ , vH+) and (uI+ , vI+) respectively, the final outgoing cone Cuf will be a hypersurface of
constant uH+ , respectively uI+ , anchoring the two gauges together.

The H+-gauge will be normalised on the “late” outgoing null cone Cuf and an initial ingoing cone CH
+

v−1

defined by vH+ = v−1. This initial cone does not coincide with the initial data cone C in but remains within
a fixed distance from C in independently of uf . In the limit as uf →∞, the cone Cuf will coincide with the
event horizon H+. The gauge will only be considered in a region r ≤ R2, where r is a function of (uH+ , vH+).

The I+-gauge will have the cone Cv∞ as a vI+ = v∞ hypersurface, and the geometry of the cones will

be normalised on the final ingoing cone Cv∞ and the “initial” outgoing cone CI
+

u−1
defined by uI+ = u−1. As

before, this initial cone does not coincide with the initial data cone Cout but remains within a fixed distance
from Cout independently of uf . The gauge will only be considered in a region r ≥ R−2, with R−2 < R2,
where r is a function of (uI+ , vI+). 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 Suf ,v−1
and Suf ,v(R,uf ), for

an R−2 < R < R2, and on the cones Cuf , CH
+

v−1
in the case of the H+ gauge and on the sphere Suf ,v∞ and

the cones CI
+

u−1
, Cvf in the case of the I+ gauge, for instance, in the case of I+ gauge, the requirements

Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦ = 0, Ω−1trχ− (Ω−1trχ)◦ = 0 on Suf ,v∞ (V.3.1)

and that
µ`≥1 = 0 on Cv∞ . (V.3.2)

Here (Ωtrχ)◦, (Ω−1trχ)◦ denote Schwarzschild background quantities and the Ricci coefficient µ 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 , v∞)→ (∞,∞), the normalisation of the I+ gauge becomes Bondi, and moreover, we have vanishing of
the quantity Σ+ = limuI+→∞ limvI+→∞ r2χ̂(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 I+ gauge. Though one could have
considered the analogue of the normalisations specific to the I+ 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 I+, 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 ∪ C in, which can be constructed by Cauchy stability considerations, together with some
local analysis near I+ 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 CI
+

u−1
and CH

+

v−1
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 II.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 ε0. (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 β expressed in two gauges

β − β̃ = /∇f + · · · ,

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 β and β̃, 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
(1)

P and
(1)

P ) which now satisfy equations analogous to (II.3.3),

Ω /∇4Ω /∇3(r5P ) +
2Ω2

r2
r2 /D∗2 /div(r5P ) + 2Ω2

(
1− 3M

r

)
r5P = E [P ], (V.5.1)

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

E [P ] = Ω2
∑

p1+p2≥2

∑
k1≤3
k2≥2

r−p1 · (Dk1Φp2
)k2 , (V.5.2)

where Φp is a schematic notation (see already Chapter 3) encompassing both Ricci coefficients Γp and
curvature components Rp (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 PH+ , PI+ , etc. This dependence, however, is quadratic in the smallness parameter
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ε0. 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 H+ and I+ 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 II.3 in the context of the
linear theory) can be implemented as before, to estimate all (differences of) curvature components Rp (e.g. α,
ρ− ρ◦) and (differences of) Ricci coefficients Γp (e.g. χ̂, Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦), starting from control of P and P .
(Let us add that in addition to the transport estimates connecting α to P , we also use the nonlinear analogue
of the Teukolsky equation itself (II.3.1) to control certain derivatives of α which were not explicitly estimated
in the linear work [DHR] described in Section II.3.) Here, the gauge normalisations, for instance (V.3.1)–
(V.3.2) in the I+ 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 D, the E [P ] defined
in (V.5.2) produces terms which are cubic and higher, e.g. terms of the form

DN−2P ·DNΦ · Φ (V.5.3)

in schematic notation, which must be integrated over spacetime with weights. The highest order terms
DN−2P and DNΦ (an example of the latter are highest order commuted curvature terms like DNα), must
typically be estimated in the energy norm, whereas lower order terms Φ in (V.5.3) must be taken in a higher
Lp norm, say L∞. The most difficult regions for controlling these non-linear terms are near null infinity I+

and near the Schwarzschild photon sphere r = 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 I+ and the null condition

Near null infinity I+, 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 (II.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 I+

gauge.
In practice, equation (II.3.2) is estimated by applying the rp method [DR09a]. (For previous uses of the

rp method for nonlinear problems, see [Yan13, Pas19a, Kei18].) To globally control the spacetime integral of
the terms (V.5.3) arising from (V.5.2), which are now multiplied by rp 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 rp 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 I+

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

|Φ| . (u+ v)−3/2+δ, (V.7.1)

for some δ < 1
2 in the region near r = 3M for the lower order terms Φ 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 = c or v = c as appropriate) associated to DNΦ, 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

u2−δ sup
v
|Φ|2(u, v, θA) + v2−δ sup

u
|Φ|2(u, v, θA) (V.7.2)

for some δ > 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

/∇N χ̂ 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 (II.3.7), necessary to estimate the ingoing shear
rχ̂, 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 (II.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 (II.3.8) for Y needs in addition to be commuted with Ω /∇4: Decay is then shown for

Ω /∇4Y , which in turn, by the gauge conditions on CI
+

v∞ 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 α, β, ω − ω◦
do not appear in the worst terms. This is perhaps the most involved part of the estimates for quantities
corresponding to the I+ gauge in Chapter 14.

Concerning the corresponding issue associated to the ingoing shear Ωχ̂ 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 Ωχ̂H

+

to Ωχ̂I
+

(i.e. the quantities expressed in
the two gauges) on the sphere Suf ,v(R,uf ) and estimate Ωχ̂ backwards on the final cone Cuf (for backwards
evolution, the blue-shift is a good sign!). To now estimate Ωχ̂ is a neighbourhood of Cuf the “blue-shift”
problem can be cured, as in [DHR], by successive commutation of the nonlinear analogue of equation (II.3.9)
with Ω−1 /∇3. Estimates for Ωχ̂, and its /∇ derivatives at low orders, are then obtained by integrating
backwards from the final cone Cuf , as in [DHR]. More care is required, however, in estimating higher order
/∇ derivatives of Ωχ̂ as the above procedure is “expensive” in that it “costs” two Ω−1 /∇3 derivatives. (Note
that in [DHR] this issue was overcome by exploiting a very special property of the linearised equations.)
To avoid commuting with Ω−1 /∇3 too many times, at top order we estimate differences in place of actual
derivatives. Moreover, rather than estimating Ωχ̂ directly, the quantity X = X1 (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 Ωχ̂. In fact, to obtain an estimate

for /∇NΩχ̂, a further renormalised quantity X2 (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 X2 is only
noshifted, unlike the estimates for rχ̂ in the I+ gauge, the estimates for Ωχ̂ in the H+ gauge grow mildly
in v at the highest order. For more details concerning control of quantities associated to the H+ 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 (III.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 II.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 Cuf and CH
+

v−1
. Since the gauge is normalised to the

future, this in turn requires a top order estimate for quantities along the whole of Cuf and, in view of the
normalisation in the I+-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 II.3 that in the context of the linear stability result of Theorem II.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

(1)

ρ`=0,
(1)

σ`=1,m=−1,0,1 which, appropriately scaled,
were moreover conserved. At infinity the latter three quantities can be related to ( /curlβ)`=1,m=−1,0,1 .

In the present problem, to identify the λfinal such that S0(λfinal) corresponds to a solution which indeed
asymptotes to a Schwarzschild metric of some mass Mfinal, the values of

− r3

2
ρ`=0, r5( /curlβ)`=1,m=−1,0,1 (V.10.1)

are monitored at late times at the final sphere Suf ,v∞ for solutions corresponding to general λ. The Schwarz-

schild mass Mf used for taking differences at the uf stage of the bootstrap is set equal to − r
3

2 ρ`=0(uf , v∞),
while the vector

J(λ, uf ) = r5( /curlβ)`=1,m=−1,0,1(uf , v∞) (V.10.2)

is used to restrict λ to a region R(uf ) ⊂ R3 of parameter space determined by property

|J(λ, uf )| ≤ ε0u
−1
f . (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 uf , 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 B ⊂ [u0
f ,∞) of “allowed”

final retarded times uf (i.e. the set B of uf 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 [u0

f ,∞), and thus

B = [u0
f ,∞).

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 u0

f ∈ 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(uf ) 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′f ) ( R(uf ) (V.11.1)

for u′f > uf (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 R(u0

f ) can be seen to be a closed disc

and the map J0 : R(u0
f ) → B defined by J0(λ) := (λ, u0

f ), mapping to an appropriate closed ball B ⊂ R3,

can be seen to have degree 1 on ∂R(u0
f ) (see already Section 5.9). A topological argument applied to an

appropriately defined map Juf associated to (V.10.2) can then be used to show that R(uf ) indeed remains
non-empty for all uf > u0

f (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′∞ 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 = [u0
f ,∞), one obtains in view of (V.11.1) that there exists λfinal =

(λfinal
1 , λfinal

2 , λfinal
3 ), such that λfinal ∈ R(uf ) for all uf ≥ u0

f , and a solution (M, g) := (M(λfinal), g(λfinal))

generated by data S := S0(λfinal), with an Mf tending to the final Schwarzschild mass Mfinal 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 I+ and the event horizon H+

The asymptotic stability statements for (M, g) defined above and the statements about the properties of
null infinity I+ as well as the existence and regularity of the event horizon H+ 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 I+ gauge is “Bondi-normalised”,
meaning that in particular one can associate to it a set I+ with coordinates (u, θ), with u ∈ [u−1,∞), θ ∈ S2,
and asymptotic quantities, defined on I+, familiar from [BvdBM62, Sac62] and [CK93], for instance the
Bondi news Ξ, the asymptotic shear Σ, 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,∞)
corresponds to the (future) completeness of null infinity. Our teleological normalisation of the gauge imposes
in particular the condition that, defining P+(θ) := limu→∞P(u, θ), we have

P+
`=0 = Mfinal, P+

`≥1 = 0, (V.12.1)

while
Σ+ := lim

u→∞
Σ = 0. (V.12.2)

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 Cuf , one can think that the normalisation (V.12.2) is a necessary consequence
of the requirement to obtain decay for all quantities at constant r.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+ 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 I+). It is clear moreover that H+ is the
future boundary of J−(I+), 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.
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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) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 77

4.2 Change of double null gauge: the diffeomorphism functions f and their derivatives . . . . . . 77
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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.
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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 R2 and the sphere S2

Let us fix some notation concerning the plane R2 and the sphere S2 which will be related to the domains of
double null parametrisations.

We will denote the standard coordinates on R2 as (u, v) or (U, V ).
We shall consider S2 concretely, say as a subset S2 ⊂ R3

(x,y,z). Let us fix the north pole (0, 0, 1) ∈ S2 and

let (θ̊, φ̊) denote standard spherical coordinates defined by

θ̊ = cos−1 z, φ̊ = tan−1(y/x). (1.1.1)

We now let γ̊ denote the standard metric on S2 induced from the inclusion S2 ⊂ R3. In the spherical
coordinates defined above, we have

γ̊ = dθ̊2 + sin2 θ̊ dφ̊2.

Whereas we shall always refer to standard coordinates (u, v) on R2, on the sphere S2, we shall often
consider general local coordinates. We will denote such general local coordinates on the sphere by θA, where
A = 1, 2.

We will also sometimes use the notation θ ∈ S2 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 ⊂ R2

to be a non-empty open subset. (Later, we shall allow more generally W to be a 2-dimensional submanifold
of R2 with piecewise smooth boundary.)

We define now
Z =W × S2 (1.1.2)

We note that the standard coordinates (u, v) of R2 together with a local coordinate system θA, A = 1, 2, on
S2, as described in Section 1.1.1, define a local coordinate system (u, v, θA) on Z.

We denote
Su,v = {(u, v)} × S2. (1.1.3)

An S-tangent (r, s) tensor (or S-tensor for short) will be defined to be a tensor φ which when expressed
in the coordinate basis defined by the above coordinates takes the form

φ = φA1...Ar
B1...Bs

(u, v, θ1, θ2)
∂

∂θA1
⊗ · · · ⊗ ∂

∂θAr
⊗ dθB1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ dθBs .
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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, s) tensors as S-tangent s-covariant tensors. Note that the notion of S-tensor does not depend on the
choice of local coordinates θA on S2, and defines for each fixed (u, v) a tensor on Su,v.

1.1.3 Metric and time orientation

On Z, let Ω2 denote a smooth positive function, let b denote a smooth S-tangent 1-form and let /g denote
a smooth S-tangent symmetric covariant 2-tensor which is assumed to be positive definite (thought of as a
tensor on Su,v).

(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 = −2Ω2(u, v, θA)(du⊗dv+dv⊗du)+/gCD(u, v, θA)(dθC−bC(u, v, θA)dv)⊗(dθD−bD(u, v, θA)dv) (1.1.4)

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

Cu :=
⋃

v:(u,v)∈W

Su,v, Cv :=
⋃

u:(u,v)∈W

Su,v, (1.1.5)

of constant u and v respectively, are null with respect to the above metric, while Su,v defined in (1.1.3)
satisfies Su,v = Cu ∩ Cv and is spacelike with induced (Riemannian) metric /g. We will denote by /g

AB the

components of the inverse induced metric /g
−1 on Su,v and we will denote by /εAB the components of the

volume form of /g.

We may time-orient the above metric (1.1.4) by the timelike vector ∂u + ∂v + bA∂θA . This makes (M, g)
into a 4-dimensional spacetime.

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

(Πψ)A1...Ar
B1...Bs

= ψA1...Ar
B1...Bs

, all other components vanish.

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

1.1.4 Null frames and associated differential operators

We define globally on Z the vector fields

e3 = Ω−1∂u, e4 = Ω−1
(
∂v + bA∂θA

)
. (1.1.6)

Note that e3 and e4 are future-directed.
Locally, we may complete e3 and e4 to a so-called null frame. Let θA, A = 1, 2 denote local coordinates

on S2. Consider the S-tangent vector fields

eA =
∂

∂θA
(1.1.7)

defined in a local neighbourhood on M. We shall call the collection {e1, e2, e3, e4} a local null frame. Note
that we have

g(e3, e4) = −2, g(e3, eA) = 0, g(e4, eB) = 0.

We emphasise that e1 and e2 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 φ, since eA are defined to be coordinate vector fields, then the
nontrivial tensor components φA1,...,As satisfy φA1,...,As = φ(eA1

, . . . , eAs).
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 φ as the S-tensor projection of

the Lie derivatives LΩe3φ and LΩe4φ, respectively, i.e.

Dφ = Π(LΩe3φ), Dφ = Π(LΩe4φ). (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 /∇ acts on an S-tensor as the induced covariant derivative on Su,v. Note that this is well

defined and raises the order of a tensor. We use the standard notation /∇Cφ
B1,...,Br
A1,...,As

for the components of

the tensor /∇φ.
The operator /∇3 and /∇4 acting on S-tensors at p = (u, v, θ) are the S-tensor projections of the covariant

derivatives ∇3 = ∇e3 and ∇4 = ∇e4 respectively, i.e.

/∇3φ = Π(∇3φ), /∇4φ = Π(∇4φ). (1.1.9)

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

( /divφ)A1···As := /g
BC /∇BφCA1···As

( /curlφ)A1···As := /ε
BC /∇BφCA1···As .

For S-tangent 1-forms ξ we will also require the operator

/D∗2ξ = −1

2

(
/∇ξ + /∇T ξ − /divξ/g

)
, (1.1.10)

where /∇T ξ denotes the transpose of /∇ξ,

( /∇T ξ)AB = /∇BξA. (1.1.11)

In addition to the above differential operators, we define the following algebraic operations on S-tensors.
Let ϑAB and ϑ̃AB be symmetric covariant S-tangent 2-tensors and ξA, ξ̃A be covariant S-tangent 1-forms.
We define

(ϑ× ϑ̃)BC := /g
ADϑABϑ̃DC

(ϑ, ϑ̃) := /g
AC
/g
BDϑABϑ̃CD

(ξ, ξ̃) := /g
ABξAξ̃B

(ξ⊗̂ξ̃)AB := ξAξ̃B + ξB ξ̃A − /gCDξC ξ̃D/gAB
ϑ ∧ ϑ̃ := /ε

AB
/g
CDϑAC ϑ̃BD.

For totally symmetric covariant S-tensors of rank s+ 2 we define

(trφ)A1...As := /g
BCφBCA1...As .

For S-tangent 1-forms ξA and symmetric covariant S-tangent 2-tensors ϑAB we define the Hodge duals ∗ξA
and ∗ϑAB by the expressions

∗ξA := /gAC/ε
CBξB ,

∗ϑAB := /gBD/ε
DCϑAC .

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

ϑ] CA = ϑAB/g
BC , ξ] C = ξA/g

BC ,

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

|T |2/g := /g
A1B1 · · · /gAkBkTA1...AkTB1...Bk . (1.1.12)

35



1.1.5 Ricci coefficients and curvature components

We have already given examples of Ricci coefficients and curvature components in Section I.1. Here, we give
the complete list, expressed in terms of a local null frame e1, e2, e3, e4. We use the notation ∇A = ∇eA ,
where ∇ 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 θA.

The complete list of Ricci coefficients1 is given by:

χAB := g(∇Ae4, eB), χ
AB

:= g(∇Ae3, eB),

ηA := −1

2
g(∇3eA, e4), η

A
:= −1

2
g(∇4eA, e3),

ω̂ :=
1

2
g(∇4e3, e4), ω̂ :=

1

2
g(∇3e4, e3).

We will further decompose χAB , resp. χ
AB

into its trace-free part χ̂AB , resp. χ̂
AB

, a symmetric trace-free
S-tangent 2-tensor, and its trace trχ, resp. trχ, i.e. we define

χ̂AB := χAB −
1

2
(trχ)/gAB , χ̂

AB
= χ

AB
− 1

2
(trχ)/gAB .

The complete list of curvature components is given by:

αAB := R(eA, e4, eB , e4), αAB := R(eA, e3, eB , e3),

βA :=
1

2
R(eA, e4, e3, e4), β

A
:=

1

2
R(eA, e3, e3, e4),

ρ :=
1

4
R(e4, e3, e4, e3), σ :=

1

4
∗R(e4, e3, e4, e3).

Here, R denotes the Riemann curvature tensor of g, defined as usual by

R(W,Z,X, Y ) = g(R(X,Y )Z,W ) = g(∇X∇Y Z −∇Y∇XZ − [X,Y ]Z,W )

and ∗ denotes the Hodge star operation. Note moreover that by the symmetries of the curvature tensor, α
and α are symmetric.

Define also the mass aspect functions2

µ = /divη + ρ− 1

2
(χ̂, χ̂), and µ = /divη + ρ− 1

2
(χ̂, χ̂). (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

Ric[g] = 0, (1.2.1)

where as usual
Ric(X,Y ) = tr(Z 7→ 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 α and α are traceless symmetric S-tangent covariant
2-tensors under the assumption (1.2.1), i.e.

trα = 0, trα = 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.

1In comparing formulas with [DL17], note that the ω̂ here corresponds to −2ω of [DL17], and similarly ω̂ here corresponds
to −2ω of [DL17].

2In comparing formulas with [Chr09], note that the µ here corresponds to −µ of [Chr09], and similarly µ here corresponds
to −µ of [Chr09].
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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 = Ω∇4f , Df = Ω∇3f . For S-tangent 1-forms, we have

Dξ = Ω( /∇4ξ + χ] · ξ), Dξ = Ω( /∇3ξ + χ] · ξ). (1.2.2)

For S-tangent symmetric covariant 2-tensors, we have

Dϑ = Ω( /∇4ϑ+ χ× ϑ+ ϑ× χ), Dϑ = Ω( /∇3ϑ+ χ× ϑ+ ϑ× χ). (1.2.3)

In particular, in the case where ϑ is trace-free, these simplify to

Dϑ = Ω( /∇4ϑ+ trχϑ), Dϑ = Ω( /∇3ϑ+ trχϑ). (1.2.4)

We have the first variational formulae:

D/g = 2Ωχ = 2Ωχ̂+ Ωtrχ/g and D/g = 2Ωχ = 2Ωχ̂+ Ωtrχ/g . (1.2.5)

These formulae are in fact equivalent to the statement that /∇3/g = 0 = /∇4/g.
We then have the following set of transport equations for the so-called shear and expansion:

/∇3χ̂+ trχ χ̂− ω̂ χ̂ = −α, /∇4χ̂+ trχ χ̂− ω̂ χ̂ = −α, (1.2.6)

/∇3trχ+
1

2

(
trχ
)2 − ω̂trχ = −

(
χ̂, χ̂

)
, /∇4trχ+

1

2
(trχ)

2 − ω̂trχ = − (χ̂, χ̂) . (1.2.7)

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:

/∇3χ̂+
1

2
trχ χ̂+ ω̂ χ̂ = −2/D∗2η −

1

2
trχ χ̂+ η⊗̂η, (1.2.8)

/∇4χ̂+
1

2
trχ χ̂+ ω̂ χ̂ = −2/D∗2η −

1

2
trχ χ̂+ η⊗̂η, (1.2.9)

/∇3trχ+
1

2
trχtrχ+ ω̂trχ = −

(
χ̂, χ̂

)
+ 2 (η, η) + 2ρ+ 2 /divη , (1.2.10)

/∇4trχ+
1

2
trχtrχ+ ω̂trχ = −

(
χ̂, χ̂

)
+ 2

(
η, η
)

+ 2ρ+ 2 /divη . (1.2.11)

We then have the following remaining transport equations:

/∇3η +
1

2
trχη =

1

2
trχη + χ̂] ·

(
η − η

)
+ β, /∇4η +

1

2
trχη =

1

2
trχη − χ̂] ·

(
η − η

)
− β, (1.2.12)

/∇4η + trχη =
2

Ω
/∇(Ωω̂) + β − 2χ̂ · η, (1.2.13)

/∇3η + trχη =
2

Ω
/∇(Ωω̂)− β − 2χ̂ · η, (1.2.14)
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Ω−1 /∇4 (Ωω̂) = 2
(
η, η
)
− |η|2 − ρ, Ω−1 /∇3 (Ωω̂) = 2

(
η, η
)
− |η|2 − ρ, (1.2.15)

∂ub
A = 2Ω2

(
ηA − ηA

)
. (1.2.16)

Finally we have the following tangential equations on Su,v:

/curlη = −1

2
χ̂ ∧ χ̂+ σ and /curlη =

1

2
χ̂ ∧ χ̂− σ, (1.2.17)

/divχ̂ = −1

2
χ̂] ·

(
η − η

)
+

1

4
trχ
(
η − η

)
+

1

2
/∇trχ− β

= −1

2
χ̂] ·

(
η − η

)
− 1

2
trχη +

1

2Ω
/∇ (Ωtrχ)− β, (1.2.18)

/divχ̂ =
1

2
χ̂] ·

(
η − η

)
− 1

4
trχ
(
η − η

)
+

1

2
/∇trχ+ β

=
1

2
χ̂] ·

(
η − η

)
− 1

2
trχη +

1

2Ω
/∇
(
Ωtrχ

)
+ β. (1.2.19)

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

K = −1

4
trχtrχ+

1

2

(
χ̂, χ̂

)
− ρ, (1.2.20)

where K denotes the Gauss curvature of Su,v, and the relations

η + η = 2 /∇ log Ω, ω̂ = /∇4 log Ω, ω̂ = /∇3 log Ω. (1.2.21)

1.2.2 The Bianchi identities

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

/∇3α+
1

2
trχα+ 2ω̂α = −2/D∗2β − 3χ̂ρ− 3∗χ̂σ +

1

2

(
9η − η

)
⊗̂β, (1.2.22)

/∇4β + 2trχβ − ω̂β = /divα+ η] · α, (1.2.23)

/∇3β + trχβ + ω̂β = /∇ρ+ ∗ /∇σ + 3ηρ+ 3∗ησ + 2χ̂] · β, (1.2.24)

/∇4ρ+
3

2
trχρ = /divβ +

1

2

(
η + 3η, β

)
− 1

2

(
χ̂, α

)
, (1.2.25)

/∇4σ +
3

2
trχσ = − /curlβ − 1

2

(
η + 3η

)
∧ β +

1

2
χ̂ ∧ α, (1.2.26)

/∇3ρ+
3

2
trχρ = − /divβ − 1

2

(
3η + η, β

)
− 1

2
(χ̂, α) , (1.2.27)

/∇3σ +
3

2
trχσ = − /curlβ − 1

2

(
3η + η

)
∧ β − 1

2
χ̂ ∧ α, (1.2.28)

/∇4β + trχβ + ω̂β = − /∇ρ+ ∗ /∇σ − 3ηρ+ 3∗ησ + 2χ̂] · β, (1.2.29)

/∇3β + 2trχβ − ω̂β = − /divα− η] · α, (1.2.30)

/∇4α+
1

2
trχα+ 2ω̂α = 2/D∗2β − 3χ̂ρ+ 3∗χ̂σ − 1

2

(
9η − η

)
⊗̂β. (1.2.31)
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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 = −2Ω2(u, v, θA)(du⊗dv+dv⊗du)+/gCD(u, v, θA)(dθC−bC(u, v, θA)du)⊗(dθD−bD(u, v, θA)du), (1.2.32)

i.e. with the torsion term b multiplying du in place of dv. This just interchanges the role of u 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 = Ω−1(∂u + bA∂θA), e4 = Ω−1∂v. (1.2.33)

Note that there is an asymmetry in the roles of e3 and e4 in the definition of β and β. 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

∂vb
A = −2Ω2

(
ηA − ηA

)
. (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 Minit and collect a number of parameters
depending on Minit 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 letWEF := R2 with coordinates u, v. We shall refer to the coordinates u
and v as retarded and advanced Eddington–Finkelstein null coordinates. Let γ̊ denote the standard metric
on S2 as defined in Section 1.1.1.

Let us fix M > 0. On the manifold ZEF :=WEF × S2, we define the metric

g◦,M = −2Ω2
◦,M (u, v)(du⊗ dv + dv ⊗ du) + r2

M (u, v)̊γABdθ
A ⊗ dθB (1.3.1)

where the function rM (u, v) is defined implicitly by the relation(
1− 2M

rM (u, v)

)
rM (u, v)

2M
exp

(
rM (u, v)

2M

)
= exp

(
v − u
2M

)
, (1.3.2)

and

Ω2
◦,M (u, v) := 1− 2M

rM
. (1.3.3)

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

b◦,M = 0, /g◦,M = r2
M γ̊.

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

Ω2
◦,M = 1− 2M

rM
, (Ωtrχ)◦,M =

2Ω2
◦,M

rM
, (Ωtrχ)◦,M = −

2Ω2
◦,M

rM
, (Ωω̂)◦,M =

M

r2
M

, (Ωω̂)◦,M = −M
r2
M

,

(1.3.4)
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and

ρ◦,M = −2M

r3
M

, K◦,M =
1

r2
M

. (1.3.5)

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 Ω2

◦, r, etc.
Let us also introduce the following notation: Given r′ > 2M , we define

v(r′, u) := v : rM (u, v) = r′. (1.3.6)

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

1.3.2 Kruskal normalised double null coordinates

Now let R2
U,V denote R2 with coordinates U and V and consider WK ⊂ R2

U,V to be the region UV < 1. We
shall refer to U and V as Kruskal normalised retarded and advanced coordinates. Let γ̊ denote the standard
metric on S2 as defined in Section 1.1.1.

On the manifold ZK :=WK × S2, we define the metric

g◦,M,K = −2Ω2
◦,M,K(U, V )(dU ⊗ dV + dV ⊗ dU) + r2

M,K(U, V )̊γABdθ
A ⊗ dθB (1.3.7)

where rM,K(U, V ) is defined by the relation(
rM,K(U, V )

2M
− 1

)
exp

(
rM,K(U, V )

2M

)
= −UV (1.3.8)

and

Ω2
◦,M,K(U, V ) =

8M3

rM,K
exp

(
−rM,K

2M

)
. (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

Ωtrχ◦,M,K =
2M

V

2

rM,K

(
1− 2M

rM,K

)
, Ωtrχ◦,M,K = −V 8M2

r2
M,K

exp
(
−rM,K

2M

)
, ρ◦,M,K = − 2M

r3
M,K

, (1.3.10)

and

Ωω̂◦,M,K = − 1

2rM,K

(
1 +

2M

rM,K

)(
1− 2M

rM,K

)
, Ωω̂◦,M,K = V

M

rM,K

(
1 +

2M

rM,K

)
exp

(
−rM,K

2M

)
. (1.3.11)

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 MLemaitre

discussed in Section I.2 as the subregion V > 0. The map

ιM :WEF →WK (1.3.12)

given by

U = − exp
(
− u

2M

)
, V = exp

( v

2M

)
, (1.3.13)

gives rise to an embedding ιM × idS2→S2 taking ZEF =WEF × S2 into ZK =WK × S2 with

ιM (WEF ) = {U < 0} ∩ {V > 0} ⊂ WK,

such that
g◦,M = (ιM × id)∗g◦,M,K,

where g◦,M was defined by (1.3.1), in particular

rM = ι∗MrM,K, (1.3.14)

where rM was defined by (1.3.2).
In what follows, the use of capital letters U and V will be sufficient to distinguish the functions rM,K(U, V )

from rM (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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=
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U
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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 ⊂ 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 ⊂ WEF , by identifying the standard coordinates, we may now consider, in addition to

g, also the Schwarzschild metric g◦,M with mass M > 0 defined on the same set Z by the expression (1.3.1).
We shall call g◦,M the Eddington–Finkelstein Schwarzschild background defined by our choice of double

null gauge.
(We may alternatively, if Z ⊂ 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 ZEF → ZEF of the form

id× ψ :WEF × S2 →WEF × S2, (1.3.15)

where ψ : S2 → S2 is a diffeomorphism, then this covariantly induces a new solution (id×ψ)∗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 ×
ψ)∗g− g◦,M 6= (id×ψ)∗(g− g◦,M ) unless ψ is an isometry of the standard metric γ̊ on S2. 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 Minit and related fixed parameters

Let us fix now a parameter
Minit > 0. (1.3.16)

Associated to Minit will be a smallness parameter

ε̂0(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 −Minit| . ε̂0. (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 Minit.

In our proof we shall require a variety of u, v and r parameters depending on Minit.
We first shall require a large value

R := R(Minit) > Minitδ
−2 (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 Minit. Here

δ :=
1

100
. (1.3.20)

For a real number c ∈ 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 ιMinit

.
Let us define u−2 := 0, and the corresponding U−2 := −1 defined by (1.3.13) with M = Minit, and define

v−2:=0 such that, and correspondingly V−2 := 1.
We choose seven additional parameters

u4 > u3 > u2 > u0
f > u1 > u0 > u−1 > u−2 = 0, (1.3.21)

and four additional parameters
v3 > v2 > v0 > v−1 > v−2 = 0, (1.3.22)

all depending only on Minit, such that

rMinit
(u−2, v0) = rMinit

(u−2, v−2) +Minit, (1.3.23)

rMinit
(u0, v2) = R4, rMinit

(u0
f , v3) ≥ R5 (1.3.24)

rMinit
(u1, v2) = R3 (1.3.25)

and
rMinit

(u3, v3) ≤ R−2 (1.3.26)

and such that u0
f 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

u0
f − 2Minit ≥ u1. (1.3.27)

(Note that the above constraints can indeed be satisfied for R and u0
f arbitrary large. Thus, we first

select R and u0
f sufficiently large, and then the remaining parameters.)

Finally, we shall choose
U5 > 0 (1.3.28)

such that r(V3, U5) = Minit, where V3 corresponds to v3 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 v1 satisfying v0 < v1 < v2, 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 W ⊂ 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 g◦,M 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◦,M on Z =W×S2 induced by the background Schwarzschild
metric g◦,M .

Integrals over spheres Su,v will typically involve the volume form r−2
√

det /gdθ1dθ2 and so, accordingly,
define

dθ := r−2
√

det /gdθ
1dθ2. (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 ∫
Su,v

fdθ

is well defined and invariant to diffeomorphism of the form (1.3.15). We may also define the L2 inner product

(a, b) =

∫
Su,v

ab dθ. (1.4.2)

1.4.2 Projection onto ` = 0 and ` = 1 modes and spherical harmonics Y `
m

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

1.4.2.1 The operator /D∗2 /∇ and the projections for functions and one-forms

Recall the operator /D∗2 acting on S-tangent 1-forms ξ defined by (1.1.10). Consider now the operator /D∗2 /∇.
This operates on scalar functions.

Proposition 1.4.1. Given (u, v) ∈ W, suppose /g is sufficiently close to the round metric on Su,v in the
geometric sense, i.e. there exists a diffeomorphism ψ : S2 → S2 such that for sufficiently small ε > 0,

|r−2
/g(u, v, θ)− ψ∗γ̊| < ε. (1.4.3)

Then, thought of as an operator on C∞(Su,v), we have

dim Ker(/D∗2 /∇) = 4,

and the projection ΠKer(/D∗2 /∇) defines a continuous map C∞(W × S2)→ C∞(W × S2).

Remark 1.4.2. We have formulated the assumption (1.4.3) allowing for ψ to highlight its geometric nature.
In practice, however, we shall always apply this with ψ as the identity.
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Constant functions on Su,v are evidently elements of Ker(/D∗2 /∇).
Under the assumptions of Proposition 1.4.1, we may decompose

dim Ker(/D∗2 /∇) = Y0 + Y1

where
Y0 := span{1}

and where
Y1 := span{1}⊥ ⊂ Ker(/D∗2 /∇),

where the orthogonal complement is taken in the space Ker(/D∗2 /∇) using the L2 inner product on the sphere
Su,v given by (1.4.2).

For a smooth scalar function f(u, v, θ), we may now define

f`=0(u, v, θ) = ΠY0f(u, v, θ), (1.4.4)

f`=1(u, v, θ) = ΠY1f(u, v, θ), (1.4.5)

f`≥1(u, v, θ) = f − f`=0, (1.4.6)

f 6̀=1(u, v, θ) = f − f`=1, (1.4.7)

f`≥2(u, v, θ) = f −ΠKer(/D∗2 /∇)f = f − f`=0 − f`=1, (1.4.8)

where Π 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, θ), the Hodge dual of the
gradient of h is the one form defined by

r∗ /∇Ah := /εAB/g
BCr /∇Ch,

where /g is the induced metric on the sphere Su,v and /ε 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 ξ can be
uniquely decomposed as

ξ(u, v, θ) = r /∇h1,ξ(u, v, θ) + r∗ /∇h2,ξ(u, v, θ),

where h1,ξ(u, v, θ), h2,ξ(u, v, θ) are smooth functions such that (h1,ξ)`=0 = (h2,ξ)`=0 = 0.

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

ξ`=1(u, v, θ) = r /∇(h1,ξ)`=1(u, v, θ) + r∗ /∇(h2,ξ)`=1(u, v, θ),

and
ξ`≥2(u, v, θ) = r /∇(h1,ξ)`≥2(u, v, θ) + r∗ /∇(h2,ξ)`≥2(u, v, θ),

where h1,ξ and h2,ξ 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 ψ∗(f`=1) = (ψ∗f)`=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 S2 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 × S2. Explicitly, we define the round ` = 0 spherical harmonic to be

Y̊ 0
0 (u, v, θ̊, φ̊) :=

√
1

4π
,

and we define the round ` = 1 spherical harmonics Y̊ 1
m, for m = −1, 0, 1, to be

Y̊ 1
−1(u, v, θ̊, φ̊) =

√
3

4π
sin θ̊ sin φ̊, Y̊ 1

0 (u, v, θ̊, φ̊) =

√
3

4π
cos θ̊, Y̊ 1

1 (u, v, θ̊, φ̊) =

√
3

4π
sin θ̊ cos φ̊.

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 Y0 and Y1 and the coefficients cf , c
m
f

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 ψ = id.

Define the ` = 0 spherical harmonic simply to be the function

Y 0
0 (u, v) :=

(∫
S2

r−2
√

det /gdθ
1dθ2

)− 1
2

.

For each (u, v), this manifestly spans the space Y0.
Let Y̆ 1

m denote the projection of the round ` = 1 spherical harmonics to the space Y,

Y̆ 1
m := ΠY1 Y̊ 1

m, 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 ψ = id, it follows that
Y̆ 1
m again form a basis for Y1.

Define finally the ` = 1 spherical harmonics Y 1
m, for m = −1, 0, 1, to be the result of performing the

Gram–Schmidt orthonormalisation process to Y̆ 1
−1, Y̆ 1

0 , Y̆ 1
1 .

We have that for each (u, v),
span{Y 1

−1, Y
1
0 , Y

1
1 } = Y1,

span{Y 0
0 , Y

1
−1, Y

1
0 , Y

1
1 } = Y0 + Y1 = Ker(/D∗2 /∇).

Thus, for a given smooth scalar function f :W×S2 → R, there exist unique smooth functions cf , c
−1
f , c0f , c

1
f :

W → R such that

f`=0(u, v) = cf (u, v)Y 0
0 (u, v) =

(∫
Su,v

dθ

)−1 ∫
Su,v

f(u, v, θ)dθ,

and

f`=1(u, v, θ) =

1∑
m=−1

cmf (u, v)Y 1
m(u, v, θ), (1.4.9)

where f`=0 and f`=1 were defined in (1.4.4) and (1.4.4), respectively.
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We have in particular that

f(u, v, θ) = cf (u, v)Y 0
0 (u, v) +

1∑
m=−1

cmf (u, v)Y 1
m(u, v, θ) + f`≥2(u, v, θ),

where f`≥2 was defined in (1.4.8). Note that f`≥2 satisfies∫
S2

f`≥2Y
ˆ̀
mr
−2
√

det /gdθ
1dθ2 = 0,

for ˆ̀= 0, 1, |m| ≤ ˆ̀.

Remark 1.4.7. In view of Remarks 1.4.4 and 1.4.5, we emphasise that that the above definitions of cmf (as
opposed to the projections f`=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 × S2 associated to g.
Given a 3-vector (J−1, J0, J1) ∈ R3, we define

σKerr =

1∑
m=−1

Jm
6

r4
Y `=1
m , ηKerr = −η

Kerr
=

1∑
m=−1

Jm
3

r2
∗ /∇Y `=1

m , bKerr =

1∑
m=−1

Jm
4

r
∗ /∇Y `=1

m ,

(Ω−1β)Kerr = −
1∑

m=−1

Jm
3

r3
∗ /∇Y `=1

m , (Ωβ)Kerr = Ω2
◦

1∑
m=−1

Jm
3

r3
∗ /∇Y `=1

m ,

where we again assume that (1.4.3) holds with ψ = id so the spherical harmonics of Section 1.4.2.3 are
indeed well defined on W × 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: α, ψ, P and α, ψ, P . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 48

2.2 The I+ gauge . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 48
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2.2.2 Definition of an I+ gauge . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 49
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2.3.1 The coordinate domain and Schwarzschild background . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 52
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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 I+ 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 anxious to already continue reading Part B beyond Section 5.3 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.
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2.1 The almost gauge invariant hierarchy: α, ψ, P and α, ψ, 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, W 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 ⊂ WEF , we consider as in Section 1.3.4 also the Schwarzschild
metric g◦,M with mass M defined on the same set Z by the expression (1.3.1). We shall denote r = rM .

We define the almost gauge-invariant hierarchy associated to g to consist of the following quantities:

α, ψ := − 1

2rΩ2
/∇3(rΩ2α), P :=

1

r3Ω
/∇3(r3Ωψ), (2.1.1)

α, ψ :=
1

2rΩ2
/∇4(rΩ2α), P := − 1

r3Ω
/∇4(r3Ωψ). (2.1.2)

Moreover, let

ř :=
2Ω

trχ
, (2.1.3)

and define also the alternative members of the hierarchy:

ψ̌ :=
1

2rΩ2
/∇4(řΩ2α), P̌ := − 1

r3Ω
/∇4(r3Ωψ̌).

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

The above definitions should be compared with the gauge-invariant quantities of linear theory, defined
in [DHR], and discussed in Section II.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 ε0 measuring distance from Schwarzschild. That is to say, if we
have two double null parametrisations i and ĩ as in Section 4.2, then the difference between the quantities
corresponding to i∗g and ĩ∗g will be higher order in ε0.

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

2.2 The I+ gauge

We define in this section what it means for a metric to be expressed in I+ gauge.
An I+ 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 uf , Mf 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 uf →∞ and v∞ →∞, the ingoing future boundary component of
W will tend to what will be null infinity I+, 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 Mf , with which we
can define differences, spherical harmonic projections, etc. With this, we give the definition of an I+ 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 WI+(uf )

2.2.1 The coordinate domain and Schwarzschild background

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

r = rMf
, Ω2

◦ = Ω2
◦,Mf

, etc. (2.2.1)

Recall the parameters R and u−1 from Section 1.3.5, and more generally the parameters Rc for c ∈ R.
Given now additional (variable) parameters uf ≥ u−1 and v∞ satisfying v∞ ≥ v(R4, u) for all u−1 ≤ u ≤

uf (where v(Rc, u) is defined by (1.3.6), and we note that this definition depends on r given by (2.2.1) and
thus on Mf ), we may define WI+(uf ,Mf , v∞) to be the subset of R2 with coordinates u, v given by

WI+(uf ,Mf , v∞) = {u−1 ≤ u ≤ uf} ∩ {v(R−2, u) ≤ v ≤ v∞}. (2.2.2)

The domain on which an I+ gauge is to be defined will then be

ZI+(uf ,Mf , v∞) :=WI+(uf ,Mf , v∞)× S2. (2.2.3)

We shall typically drop explicit reference to the Mf and v∞ dependence in what follows.
In view of the inclusion

WI+(uf ) ⊂ WEF ,

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

2.2.2 Definition of an I+ gauge

Let us now assume that we have a metric g on the domain ZI+(uf ) 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 ψ = 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”:

µ† = /divη + (ρ− ρ◦)−
1

2
χ̂ · χ̂+

Ω2
◦

2r

(
trχ

Ω
−

(Ωtrχ)◦

Ω2
◦

)
. (2.2.4)

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

Definition 2.2.1. Given uf , Mf , v∞ as above, and defining WI+(uf ) by (2.2.2) and ZI+(uf ) by (2.2.3),
we say that a metric g in the form (1.2.32) defined on ZI+(uf ) and solving the Einstein vacuum equations
(1.2.1) is expressed in I+ gauge if, for all (u, v) ∈ WI+(uf ), the induced metric on the spheres Su,v
satisfies the roundness condition (1.4.3) with ψ = 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:

• 1
2 (r3ρ`=0)(uf , v∞) = −Mf ;

• b(u, v∞, θ) = 0 for all u ∈ [u−1, uf ], θ ∈ S2;

• (Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦)` 6=1 (uf , v∞, θ) = 0 for all θ ∈ S2;

•
(
/divΩβ

)
`=1

(uf , v∞, θ) = 0 for all θ ∈ S2;

•
(
Ω−1trχ− (Ω−1trχ)◦

)
(uf , v∞, θ) = 0 for all θ ∈ S2;

• µ`≥1(u, v∞, θ) = 0 for all u ∈ [u−1, uf ], θ ∈ S2;

• µ†
`≥1

(u−1, v, θ) = 0 for all v ∈ [v(R−2, u−1), v∞], θ ∈ S2;

•
(
Ω2 − Ω2

◦
)
`=0

(u, v∞) = 0 for all u ∈ [u−1, uf ];

• (Ωω̂ − (Ωω̂)◦)`=0(u−1, v) = F (u−1)
Ω2
◦
r3 (u−1, v) for all v ∈ [v(R−2, u−1), v∞], where

F (u) :=
1

2

∫ uf

u

∫ uf

ū

r3(Ωχ̂, α)`=0 (û, v∞) dûdū, (2.2.5)

where the Schwarzschild background is as defined above and µ† is defined in (2.2.4).

Remark 2.2.2. Let us remark that for all uf , Mf and v∞, the Schwarzschild metric g◦,Mf
defined by (1.3.1),

restricted to (2.2.3), is itself expressed in I+ gauge.

Remark 2.2.3. Note that because the definition of the Schwarzschild scalar quantities and the projection
operations transform covariantly under diffeomorphisms of S2 (cf. Remarks 3.1.1 and 1.4.4), it follows that
an I+ gauge remains such if pulled back by the map id× ψ :WI+(uf )× S2 →WI+(uf )× S2, where ψ acts
as a diffeomorphism on S2. 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 I+ gauge, we will also define an associated linearised Kerr solution. Recall the ` = 1 spherical
harmonic functions Y 1

m defined in Section 1.4.2.3 with the help also of the Schwarzschild background g◦,Mf
.

By Proposition 1.4.3, the curvature component Ωβ of a given I+ gauge can be decomposed as

Ωβ(u, v, θ) = r /∇h1,Ωβ(u, v, θ) + r∗ /∇h2,Ωβ(u, v, θ),

for two functions h1,Ωβ , h2,Ωβ .
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Definition 2.2.5. Given g expressed in I+ gauge with respect to parameters uf , Mf and v∞, we may define
associated Kerr parameters JmI+ , for m = −1, 0, 1, by the relation

(r4h2,Ωβ)`=1(uf , v∞(uf ), θ) = 3Ω2
◦,Mf

(uf , v∞)

1∑
m=−1

JmI+Y 1
m(uf , v∞, θ).

This then gives rise to an associated linearised Kerr solution, which we shall denote by σI
+

Kerr, η
I+

Kerr, etc.,
by the definitions of Section 1.4.3 with M = Mf and Jm = JmI+ defined above. We note that in view
of Remark 1.4.7, the parameters JmI+ in general change under diffeomorphisms of the type considered in
Remark 2.2.3 above.

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

/curl(Ωβ`=1)(uf , v∞, θ) = /curl(ΩβKerr)(uf , v∞, θ). (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 I+ gauge in linear theory

The question of existence of an I+ 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 S 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 Mf , defined on the domain WI+(uf ) × S2 of the background Schwarzschild solution. Then there
exists a pure gauge solution G and a linearised Schwarzschild solution Km,0,0,0 (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 K ) so that S + G + Km,0,0,0 satisfies the linearised version of all requirements of
Definition 2.2.1, e.g.

(1)

ρ`=0(uf , v∞) = 0, etc.

Remark 2.2.7. Let us note that the pure gauge solution G 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 ∂t 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.

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 I+

gauge, defined in Section 2.2, an H+ 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 Mf and uf , and
particular gauge normalisations on its boundary. Both the domain and the boundary normalisations will
differ from those of the case of an I+ gauge, and the nomenclature is now motivated by the fact that, when
applied to our maximal Cauchy development (M, g), as uf → ∞, 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 uf
and Mf . Refer to Figure 2.2. As with the notion of I+ gauge, the definition of the domain already refers to
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Figure 2.2: The region WH+(uf )

a Schwarzschild background metric with mass parameter Mf , 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 I+ 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 Mf , satisfying (1.3.18), we will consider the Schwarzschild metric g◦,M
with parameter M := Mf , given by (1.3.1), defined on the set WEF × S2 and use the notation (2.2.1).

Recall the parameters R and u0, v−1 from Section 1.3.5, and more generally Rc for c ∈ R.
Given an additional parameter uf > u0, we define the set WH+(uf ,Mf ) to be the subset of R2 with

coordinates u, v given by

WH+(uf ,Mf ) = {u0 ≤ u ≤ uf} ∩ {v−1 ≤ v ≤ v(R2, u)}. (2.3.1)

where v(R2, u) is defined by (1.3.6), and where we note again that this definition depends on r defined above
and thus on Mf . Again, we shall typically drop explicit reference to the Mf dependence in what follows.
We note that by (1.3.18), for ε̂0 sufficiently small, we may assume that indeed v−1 ≤ v(R2, u) for all u ≥ u0.

The domain on which the H+ gauge is to be defined will then be

WH+(uf )× S2. (2.3.2)

Again, in view of the inclusion
WH+ ⊂ WEF ,

we may now also naturally consider the Schwarzschild metric with parameter Mf 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 ψ = 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:

µ∗ = /divη + (ρ− ρ◦)−
3

2r
(Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦) . (2.3.3)

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 uf , Mf as above, and defining WH+(uf ) 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 Su,v satisfy the roundness condition (1.4.3) with ψ = 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:

• b(uf , v, θ) = 0 for all v ∈ [v−1, v(R2, uf )] and all θ ∈ S2;

• µ∗`≥1(uf , v(R, uf ), θ) = 0 for all θ ∈ S2;

• (Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦)`=0 (uf , v(R, uf )) = 0;

•
(
Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦

)
(uf , v−1, θ) = 0 for all θ ∈ S2;

• Ω(uf , v, θ) = Ω◦(uf , v, θ) for all v ∈ [v−1, v(R2, uf )] and all θ ∈ S2;

• ∂u
(
r3( /divη)`≥1 + r3ρ`≥1

)
(u, v−1, θ) = 0 for all u ∈ [u0, uf ], θ ∈ S2;

• Ω(u, v−1)`=0 = Ω◦(u, v−1) for all u ∈ [u0, uf ].

where the Schwarzschild background is as defined above and µ∗ is defined in (2.3.3).

Remark 2.3.2. In analogy with Remark 2.2.2, let us remark that for all uf , Mf , the Schwarzschild metric
g◦,Mf

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 H+ gauge remains such if pulled back by
the map id× ψ :WI+(uf )× S2 →WI+(uf )× S2, where ψ acts as a diffeomorphism on S2.

2.3.3 Associated linearised Kerr solution

As in the case of an I+ gauge, we will also define an associated linearised Kerr solution to a given H+

gauge. Recall the ` = 1 spherical harmonic functions Y 1
m defined in Section 1.4.2.3 with the help also of the

Schwarzschild background g◦,Mf
. Again, by Proposition 1.4.3 the curvature component Ωβ of a given H+

gauge can be decomposed as

Ωβ(u, v, θ) = r /∇h1,Ωβ(u, v, θ) + r∗ /∇h2,Ωβ(u, v, θ),

for two functions h1,Ωβ , h2,Ωβ .

Definition 2.3.4. Given g expressed in H+ gauge with respect to parameters uf , Mf , we may define
associated Kerr parameters JmH+ , for m = −1, 0, 1, by the relation

(r4h2,Ωβ)`=1(uf , v(R, uf ), θ) = 3Ω2
◦,Mf

(uf , v(R, uf ))

1∑
m=−1

JmH+Y `=1
m (uf , v(R, uf ), θ).

This then gives rise to an associated linearised Kerr solution, which we shall denote by σH
+

Kerr, η
H+

Kerr, etc.,
given by the definitions of Section 1.4.3 with M = Mf and Jm = JmH+ defined above.

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

/curl(Ωβ`=1)(uf , v(R, uf ), θ) = /curl(ΩβKerr)(uf , v(R, uf ), θ).
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2.3.4 Associated Kruskalised gauge

We define finally the associated Kruskalised H+ gauge.
Recall the map ιM given by (1.3.12). Given parameters Mf , uf , let us define Uf := U(uf ) where U is

defined by (1.3.13) with M := Mf , and

WH+(Uf ) := ι−1
Mf

(WH+(uf )).

Note that ι−1
Mf
|WH+ (Uf ) :WH+(Uf )→WH+(uf ) is well defined.

Definition 2.3.5. Given g expressed in H+ gauge with respect to parameters uf , Mf , we define the associated
Kruskalised H+ gauge to be given by (ι−1

Mf
× id)∗g defined on

WH+(Uf )× S2. (2.3.4)

Remark 2.3.6. In view of Remark 2.3.2 and the considerations of Section 1.3.2, let us remark that for
all Uf < 0, Mf , the Schwarzschild metric g◦,Mf ,K defined by (1.3.7), restricted to domain WH+(Uf ) × S2,
corresponds precisely to the Kruskalised H+ gauge associated with g◦,Mf

defined on WH+(Uf )× S2.

Remark 2.3.7. Note that the values U1 and V−1 corresponding to the boundary segments of WH+(Uf )
depend in fact on Mf , as opposed to the parameters of Section 1.3.5, which depended only on Minit.

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 S of the linearised Einstein equations in double null gauge
as in [DHR] around Schwarzschild with mass Mf , defined on the domain WH+(uf ) × S2 of the background
Schwarzschild solution. Then there exists a pure gauge solution G so that S + G 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 G 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 uf =∞, the H+ gauge, when anchored appropriately
to an I+ 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.
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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 Rp, Γp and Φp . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 56

3.1.2 The commutation differential operators D . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 57

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

3.2.1 Ordering the schematic differences Φ . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 57

3.2.2 Admissible coefficient functions and schematic notation for traces of S-tensors . . 57

3.2.3 The nonlinear error notation Ek . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 58

3.2.4 The nonlinear error notation Ekp . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 59

3.2.5 The nonlinear error notation E∗k and E∗kp . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 60

3.2.6 The nonlinear error notation Ěk and Ěkp . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 61

3.2.7 The nonlinear error notation
(4)

Ekp . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 61

3.2.8 The nonlinear error notation

(in)

/Ekp and

(out)

/Ekp . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 62

3.2.9 The nonlinear error notation
(Kerr)

/E . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 64

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

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

3.4.1 Elliptic relations . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 65

3.4.2 Teukolsky equations for α and α . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 68

3.4.3 Wave equations for ψ and ψ . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 70

3.4.4 Regge–Wheeler equations for P and P . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 71

3.4.5 Wave equations for řΩ2α, ψ̌, P̌ . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 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 5.3. 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 ⊂ 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 ⊂ WEF , 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 g◦,M with mass M > 0 as in (1.3.1),
expressed in Eddington–Finkelstein normalised double null coordinates.

3.1.1 Schematic notation for differences Rp, Γp and Φp

The notation Rp will be schematically used for the following curvature components,

R1 = {Ω−2α}, R2 = {Ω−1β}, R3 = {ρ− ρ◦, σ}, R4 = {Ωβ,Ω2α},

and the notation Γp will be used for the following Ricci coefficients:

Γ1 =

{
1− Ω2

Ω2
◦
, 1− Ω2

◦
Ω2
, b, Ω−1χ̂,Ω−2 (Ωω̂ − (Ωω̂)◦)

}
,

Γ2 =
{

Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦, Ω−2
(
Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦

)
, Ωχ̂, η, η

}
,

Γ 5
2

= {Ωω̂ − (Ωω̂)◦} .

(The quantities 1− Ω2

Ω2
◦

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 = ∪pRp and Γ = ∪pΓp. 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

1− Ω2

Ω2
◦

= Γ1,

and say informally that “1− Ω2

Ω2
◦

is a Γ”, specifically a Γ1, and write expressions like
∑

Γ ‖Γ‖2, 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 Γ and R contains an appropriate Ω 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 Φp to denote either, i.e.

Φp = Rp ∪ Γp, Φ = ∪pΦp. (3.1.1)

Remark 3.1.1. Recall from Section 1.3.4 that if we consider a diffeomorphism id×ψ of the form (1.3.15),
where ψ : S2 → S2 is a diffeomorphism, then this covariantly induces a new solution (id×ψ)∗g of the vacuum
equations, again expressed in the form (1.1.4) (or alternatively (1.2.32)). Because the above quantities Rp,
Γp and Φp involve differences with Schwarzschild scalars, and these are preserved by such diffeomorphisms
(e.g. ψ∗ρ◦ = ρ◦), 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 D

Let M , Z, g and g◦,M be as in the beginning of the chapter.
Let D denote the collection of differential operators D = {r /∇,Ω−1 /∇3, rΩ /∇4}. Given a triple k =

(k1, k2, k3) for k1, k2, k3 ≥ 0, define

Dk = (r /∇)k1(Ω−1 /∇3)k2(rΩ /∇4)k3 ,

so that, in particular,
D(1,0,0) = r /∇, D(0,1,0) = Ω−1 /∇3, D(0,0,1) = rΩ /∇4.

Given, moreover, a multi-index γ = (γ1, . . . , γk), where γi ∈ {(1, 0, 0), (0, 1, 0), (0, 0, 1)} for each i = 1, . . . , k,
and given an S-tensor ξ, define

Dγξ := Dγ1 . . .Dγkξ.

For γ = (γ1, . . . , γk), define |γ| = k.
Note that, for a given triple k and S-tensor ξ, in the expression Dkξ the rΩ /∇4 derivatives are always

applied first to ξ, followed by the Ω−1 /∇3 derivatives, followed, finally, by the r /∇ derivatives. On the other
hand, the derivatives r /∇,Ω−1 /∇3, rΩ /∇4 can appear in any chosen order, given the correct γ, in the expression
Dγ .

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◦,M be as in Section 3.1.

3.2.1 Ordering the schematic differences Φ

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

Φ1 = 1− Ω2

Ω2
◦
, Φ2 = 1− Ω2

◦
Ω2
, Φ3 = b, Φ4 = Ω−1χ̂, Φ5 = Ω−2 (Ωω̂ − (Ωω̂)◦) , Φ6 = Ω−2α,

Φ7 = Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦, Φ8 = Ω−2
(
Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦

)
, Φ9 = Ωχ̂, Φ10 = η, Φ11 = η, Φ12 = Ω−1β,

Φ13 = Ωω̂ − (Ωω̂)◦, Φ14 = ρ− ρ◦, Φ15 = σ, Φ16 = Ωβ, Φ17 = Ω2α.

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
Z

∑
|γ|≤N

|Dγh| ≤ C. (3.2.1)

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
Minit 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 ξ, define ξ · h by pointwise multiplication

ξ · h := hξ.
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In schematic expressions we will sometimes write ξ ·/g h to mean ξ · h, even though ξ · h does not involve the
metric /g, in order to not have to distinguish between trace sets of order 0 and trace sets of order l ≥ 1, which
are defined below. Suppose now n ≥ 2. A trace set of order 1 is a collection I = {hij}1≤i<j≤n, where each
hij is an admissible function, satisfying (3.2.1). Given such an I and an S-tangent (0, n) tensor ξ, define
ξ ·/g I to be the S-tangent (0, n− 2) tensor(

ξ ·/g I
)
A1...An−2

=
∑

1≤i<j≤n

hij/g
BCξA1...Ai−1BAi...Aj−2CAj−1...An−2

.

For example, recall that

(Ωχ̂× Ω−1χ̂)A1A2
= /g

BCΩχ̂BA1
Ω−1χ̂

CA2
= /g

BC(Ωχ̂⊗ Ω−1χ̂)BA1CA2
.

The tensor field Ωχ̂× Ω−1χ̂ can then be written

Ωχ̂× Ω−1χ̂ =
(
Ωχ̂⊗ Ω−1χ̂

)
·/g I,

where I = {hij}1≤i<j≤4, h1 3 = 1 and hij = 0 otherwise.
Consider now some n ≥ 2 and some 1 ≤ d ≤ bn/2c. A trace set of order d is defined to be a collection

I = {Im}1≤m≤d, where each Im = {hmij}1≤i<j≤n is a trace set of order 1. If ξ is an S-tangent (0, n) tensor
field and I = {Im}1≤m≤d is a trace set of order d ≥ 1, define ξ ·/g I to be the S-tangent (0, n− 2d) tensor

ξ ·/g I = ξ · I1 ·/g . . . ·/g Id.

For example, recall that

(Ωχ̂,Ω−1χ̂) = /g
AD

/g
BCΩχ̂BAΩ−1χ̂

CD
= /g

AD
/g
BC(Ωχ̂⊗ Ω−1χ̂)BACD.

One can then write
(Ωχ̂,Ω−1χ̂) =

(
Ωχ̂⊗ Ω−1χ̂

)
·/g I,

where I = {I1, I2} and I1 = {h1
ij}1≤i<j≤4, h1

1 3 = 1 and h1
ij = 0 otherwise, is as in the previous example,

and I2 = {h2
1 2} where h2

1 2 = 1.

3.2.3 The nonlinear error notation Ek

The notation Ek is used to denote a nonlinear error term involving at most k derivatives of Ricci coefficients
and curvature components.

Consider some k ≥ 0. Define {(1, 0, 0), (0, 1, 0), (0, 0, 1)}0 := {(0, 0, 0)}. Given i ∈ {1, . . . , 17} and
γ ∈ {(1, 0, 0), (0, 1, 0), (0, 0, 1)}k, define

DkΦ · (i, γ) := DγΦi.

As an example, one can write

Ω−1 /∇3Ωχ̂ = D1Φ · (9, (0, 1, 0)), and η = D0Φ · (11, (0, 0, 0)).

Consider now some k ≥ 0, l ≥ 1 and some

H = {j,mHk1...kl′ ,
jJk1...kl′}m=0,...,l′,k1+...+kl′≤k,l′≥l,j≥1,

where
j,mHk1...kl′ ∈

{
(i, γ) | i ∈ {1, . . . , 17}, γ ∈ {(1, 0, 0), (0, 1, 0), (0, 0, 1)}km

}
∪
{

0
}
,

for all m = 0, . . . , l′ and jJk1...kl′ is a trace set of some order d ≥ 0, as in Section 3.2.2, for all j ≥ 1,
k1 + . . .+ kl′ ≤ k and l′ ≥ l. For such k ≥ 0, l ≥ 1 and H, define(

DkΦ
)l ·H :=

∑
l′≥l

∑
k1+...+kl′≤k

∑
j≥1

(
Dk1Φ · j,1Hk1...kl′ ⊗ . . .⊗Dkl′Φ · j,l

′
Hk1...kl′

)
·/g jJk1...kl′ .
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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 l′ ≥ l and j ≥ 1 are finite, and so the summation is indeed well defined.

For example, one can write

(r /∇η)⊗ η + Ωβ ⊗ Ω−1χ̂+ Ω−2α⊗ η =
(
D1Φ

)2 ·H,
where 1,1H1 0 = {10, (1, 0, 0)}, 1,2H1 0 = {11, (0, 0, 0)}, 1,1H0 0 = {16, (0, 0, 0)}, 1,2H0 0 = {4, (0, 0, 0)},
2,1H0 0 = {6, (0, 0, 0)}, 2,2H0 0 = {10, (0, 0, 0)} and j,mHk1...kl′ = 0 otherwise, and jJk1...kl′ = 0 are all
trace sets of order 0 (i.e. functions satisfying (3.2.1)) with 1J1 0 = 1J0 0 = 2J0 0 = 1, and jJk1...kl′ = 0
otherwise for all j, k1, . . . , kl′ .

For a given k ≥ 0, l ≥ 2 and H as above, define

Ek(H) :=
(
DkΦ

)l ·H.
Note that Ek(H) has the property that, for any γ,

DγEk(H) = Ek+|γ|(Hγ)

for some Hγ .
We will often abuse notation and write “Ek” to mean “Ek(H) for some H”, and “

(
DkΦ

)l
” to mean

“
(
DkΦ

)l ·H for some H”.

3.2.4 The nonlinear error notation Ekp
The notation Ekp 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
r−p.

Define the sets

S1 = {1, . . . , 6}, S2 = {7, . . . , 12}, S 5
2

= {13}, S3 = {14, 15}, S4 = {16, 17}.

Consider some k ≥ 0. Given i ∈ {1, . . . , 17} and γ ∈ {(1, 0, 0), (0, 1, 0), (0, 0, 1)}k, recall the definition

DkΦ · (i, γ) := DγΦi.

Given p ∈ {1, 2, 5
2 , 3, 4}, if i ∈ Sp then we often add a p subscript for emphasis, i.e.

DkΦp · (i, γ) := DγΦi if i ∈ Sp.

The p subscript is added to emphasise certain r weights which appear in estimates established for each
quantity DkΦp · (i, γ) in the proof of the main theorem.

Consider now some k ≥ 0, l ≥ 1, p ≥ 0 and some

H = {j,mHp0...pl′
k1...kl′

, jJ
p0...pl′
k1...kl′

}m=0,...,l′,k1+...+kl′≤k,
p0+...+pl′≥p,l

′≥l,j≥1

,

where
j,mH

p0...pl′
k1...kl′

∈
{

(i, γ) | i ∈ Spm , γ ∈ {(1, 0, 0), (0, 1, 0), (0, 0, 1)}km
}
∪
{

0
}
,

for all m = 0, . . . , l′, and jJ
p0...pl′
k1...kl′

is a trace set of some order d ≥ 0, as in Section 3.2.2, for all k1+. . .+kl′ ≤ k,

p0 + . . .+ pl′ ≥ p, j ≥ 1 and l′ ≥ l. For such k ≥ 0, l ≥ 1 and H, define(
DkΦp

)l ·H :=
∑
l′≥l

∑
k1+...+kl′≤k
p0+...+pl′≥p

∑
j≥1

r−p0
(
Dk1Φp1 · j,1H

p0...pl′
k1...kl′

⊗ . . .⊗Dkl′Φpl′ ·
j,l′H

p0...pl′
k1...kl′

)
·/g jJ

p0...pl′
k1...kl′

.
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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 l ≥ l′, j ≥ 1 and p0, . . . , pl′ ≥ p are finite, and so the summation is indeed well defined.

For example one can write

2

r
Ω−1χ̂⊗ η +

1

r
Ω−2α⊗ η =

(
D0Φ4

)2 ·H,
where 1,1H1 1 2

0 0 = {4, (0, 0, 0)}, 1,2H1 1 2
0 0 = {10, (0, 0, 0)}, 2,1H1 1 2

0 0 = {6, (0, 0, 0)}, 2,2H1 1 2
0 0 = {11, (0, 0, 0)}

and j,mH
p0...pl′
k1...kl′

= 0 otherwise, each jJ
p0...pl′
k1...kl′

= 0 is a trace set of order 0 with 1J1 1 2
0 0 = 2, 2J1 1 2

0 0 = 1 and
jJ

p0...pl′
k1...kl′

= 0 otherwise for all k1 + . . .+ kl′ ≤ k, p0 + . . .+ pl′ ≥ p, j ≥ 1 and l′ ≥ l.
For a given k ≥ 0, l ≥ 2, p and H as above, define

Ekp (H) :=
(
DkΦp

)l ·H.
Note that the Ekp (H) have the property that, for any γ,

DγEkp (H) = Ek+|γ|
p (Hγ)

for some Hγ .
We will often abuse notation and write “Ekp ” to mean “Ekp (H) for some H”, and “

(
DkΦp

)l
” to mean

“
(
DkΦp

)l ·H for some H”.

3.2.5 The nonlinear error notation E∗k and E∗kp
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 E∗k, 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

(r /∇)kΩχ̂, (r /∇)k(Ωtrχ− Ωtrχ◦).

Similarly, the notation E∗kp 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 r−p.

In order to be more precise, consider again some k ≥ 0, l ≥ 1. Recall that, in the ordering of Section
3.2.1, Φ7 = Ωtrχ− Ωtrχ◦ and Φ9 = Ωχ̂. Define the set

P∗k,k =
{

(i, γ) | i ∈ {1, . . . , 17}, γ ∈ {(1, 0, 0), (0, 1, 0), (0, 0, 1)}k
}
r
{

(i, γ) | i ∈ {7, 9}, γ ∈ (1, 0, 0)k
}
,

and, for k′ < k, define

P∗k,k′ =
{

(i, γ) | i ∈ {1, . . . , 17}, γ ∈ {(1, 0, 0), (0, 1, 0), (0, 0, 1)}k
′}
.

Given l′ ≥ l and k1 + . . .+ kl′ ≤ k, consider some

H∗ = {j,mH∗k1...kl′
, jJk1...kl′}m=0,...,l′,k1+...+kl′≤k,l′≥l,j≥1,

as in Section 3.2.3, where now
j,mH∗k1...kl′

∈ P∗k,km ∪
{

0
}
,

for all m = 0, . . . , l′, and again jJk1...kl′ is a trace set of some order d ≥ 0, as in Section 3.2.2, for all j ≥ 1,
k1 + . . .+ kl′ ≤ k and l′ ≥ l. For such k ≥ 0, l ≥ 1 and H∗, define, as in Section 3.2.3,(

DkΦ
)l ·H∗ :=

∑
l′≥l

∑
k1+...+kl′≤k

∑
j≥1

(
Dk1Φ · j,1H∗k1...kl′

⊗ . . .⊗Dkl′Φ · j,l
′
H∗k1...kl′

)
·/g jJk1...kl′ .
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For a given k ≥ 0, l ≥ 2 and H∗ as above, define as before

E∗k(H∗) :=
(
DkΦ

)l ·H∗.
The notation E∗kp (H∗) is similarly defined in the obvious way. Note that, for any γ,

DγE∗kp (H∗) = E∗,k+|γ|
p (H∗γ )

for some H∗γ .

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

3.2.6 The nonlinear error notation Ěk and Ěkp
Recall ř, defined in Definition 2.1.1. The notation Ěk 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−1ř, and may also contain bad Ω weights. Such error terms typically arise only in analysis of the quantities
ψ̌ and P̌ which are used, in the proof of Theorem C, only in the I+ gauge where such bad Ω weights are

irrelevant. Similarly, Ěkp is used to denote such a nonlinear error term which moreover decays, according to
the p index notation, like r−p.

Consider some l1, l2 ≥ 0 and some Ȟ = {Hm1m2
}m1=0,...,l1
m2=0,...,l2

, where each Hm1m2
is an array of the form H

of Section 3.2.3. Define

Ěk(Ȟ) :=

l1∑
m1=0

l2∑
m2=0

Ω−m1

( ř
r

)m2

Ek(Hm1m2
).

Similarly define, for Ȟ as in Section 3.2.4,

Ěkp (Ȟ) :=

l1∑
m1=0

l2∑
m2=0

Ω−m1

( ř
r

)m2

Ekp (Hm1m2).

Again, such expressions are only ever considered when sufficiently many of the components of Ȟ 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 γ,
Dγ Ěkp (Ȟ) = Ěk+|γ|

p (Ȟγ)

for some Ȟγ .
Again, we will typically abuse notation and write “Ěk” to mean “Ěk(Ȟ) for some vector Ȟ of the above

form”, and “Ěkp ” to mean “Ěkp (Ȟ) for some vector Ȟ of the above form”.

3.2.7 The nonlinear error notation
(4)

Ekp
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−1, when acted on by Ω /∇4. To do so, it is convenient to introduce additional error
notation. Define

(4)

Φ 1 = Ω−1χ̂,
(4)

Φ 2 = Ω−2α,
(4)

Φ 3 = Ωχ̂,
(4)

Φ 4 = Ω−1β,
(4)

Φ 5 = ρ− ρ◦,
(4)

Φ 6 = σ.

Note that each
(4)

Φ satisfies a null structure or Bianchi equation of the form

Ω /∇4(rp
(4)

Φ p) =
1

r2

1∑
k=0

∑
Φq

ck,Φq (r /∇)krqΦq + E0
2 , (3.2.2)
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for some admissible functions ck,Φq , satisfying (3.2.1).

The notation
(4)

Ekp will be used for nonlinear error terms which involve at most k derivatives of geometric

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

Φ
so that there is a gain of r2 decay when /∇4 acts on the error appropriately (see (3.4.7)).

Unlike in the previous error notation, general admissible functions are not allowed to appear in the
(4)

Ekp
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
|a| ≤ 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 = {aij}1≤i<j≤n,
where each aij is an admissible constant. For 1 ≤ d ≤ bn/2c, a trace set of constants of order d is defined to
be a collection I = {Im}1≤m≤d, where each Im = {amij}1≤i<j≤n is a trace set of constants of order 1. If ξ is
a (0, n) S tensor field and I is a trace set of some order d ≥ 0, one defines ξ ·/g I as in Section 3.2.2.

Define the sets
(4)

S 1 = {1, 2},
(4)

S 2 = {3, 4},
(4)

S 4 = {5, 6}.

Consider some k ≥ 0. Given γ ∈ {(1, 0, 0), (0, 1, 0), (0, 0, 1)}k, p ∈ {1, 2, 4} and i ∈
(4)

S p, define

Dk
(4)

Φ p · (i, γ) := Dγ
(4)

Φ i if i ∈
(4)

S p.

Consider now some k ≥ 0, l ≥ 1, p ≥ 0 and some

H = {j,mHp0...pl′
k1...kl′

, jJ
p0...pl′
k1...kl′

}m=0,...,l′,k1+...+kl′≤k,
p0+...+pl′≥p,l

′≥l,j≥1

,

where

j,mH
p0...pl′
k1...kl′

∈
{

(i, γ) | i ∈
(4)

S pm , γ ∈ {(1, 0, 0), (0, 1, 0), (0, 0, 1)}km
}
∪
{

0
}
,

for all m = 0, . . . , l′, and jJ
p0...pl′
k1...kl′

is a trace set of constants (defined above) of some order d ≥ 0, for all

k1 + . . .+ kl′ ≤ k, p0 + . . .+ pl′ ≥ p, j ≥ 1 and l′ ≥ l. For such k ≥ 0, l ≥ 1 and H, define(
Dk

(4)

Φ p

)l ·H :=
∑
l′≥l

∑
k1+...+kl′≤k
p0+...+pl′≥p

∑
j≥1

r−p0
(
Dk1

(4)

Φ p1
· j,1Hp0...pl′

k1...kl′
⊗ . . .⊗Dkl′

(4)

Φ pl′ ·
j,l′H

p0...pl′
k1...kl′

)
·/g jJ

p0...pl′
k1...kl′

.

For a given k ≥ 0, l ≥ 2, consider some l1, l2 ≥ 0 and some Ȟ = {Hm1m2
}m1=0,...,l1
m2=0,...,l2

where each Hm1m2

is an array of the above form H. Define

(4)

Ekp (Ȟ) :=

l1∑
m1=0

l2∑
m2=0

Ω−m1

( ř
r

)m2(
Dk

(4)

Φ p

)l ·H. (3.2.3)

Again, such expressions are only ever considered when sufficiently many of the components of Ȟ 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.

Again, we will abuse notation and write “
(4)

Ekp ” to mean “
(4)

Ekp (Ȟ) for some vector Ȟ”. In accordance with

(3.2.2), the key property of
(4)

Ekp errors is summarised in Lemma 3.4.2.

3.2.8 The nonlinear error notation

(in)

/Ekp and

(out)

/Ekp
In Chapter 14, we are going to derive, in the I+ 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 N 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

T = Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦, T =
trχ

Ω
−
trχ◦
Ω◦

, ω − ω◦ = Ωω̂ − (Ωω̂)◦, ω − ω◦ = Ωω̂ − (Ωω̂)◦. (3.2.4)

and let

(in)

Γ ∈ {η, η,Ωχ̂,Ω−1χ̂, T, T , 1− Ω2

Ω2
◦
, 1− Ω2

◦
Ω2
,Ω−2 (ω − ω◦)}

(in)

Φ ∈ {η, η,Ωχ̂,Ω−1χ̂, T, T , 1− Ω2

Ω2
◦
, 1− Ω2

◦
Ω2
,Ω−2 (ω − ω◦)} ∪ {Ω−2α,Ω−1β, ρ− ρ◦, σ}

(out)

Γ ∈ {η, η,Ωχ̂,Ω−1χ̂, T, T , 1− Ω2

Ω2
◦
, 1− Ω2

◦
Ω2
, ω − ω◦, b}

(out)

Φ ∈ {η, η,Ωχ̂,Ω−1χ̂, T, T , 1− Ω2

Ω2
◦
, 1− Ω2

◦
Ω2
, ω − ω◦, b} ∪ {Ω2α,Ωβ, ρ− ρ◦, σ}.

We also denote by
(in)

Γp a
(in)

Γ from the collection Γp and by
(in)

Φp a
(in)

Φ from the collection Φp. The notation
(in)

/Ekp will be introduced to denote a nonlinear error term involving at most k angular derivatives of Ricci

coefficients from
(in)

Γ and at most k − 1 derivatives of the
(in)

Φ and which decays, according to the p index

notation introduced above, like r−p. The analogous definition will be made for

(out)

/Ekp .
Formal definitions can be given using the notation of Section 3.2.4. We define for i ∈ {1, ...17} the

notation
[
r /∇
]k

Φp · (i) :=
[
r /∇
]k

Φi. In analogy with Section 3.2.4, given k ≥ 0, l ≥ 1 and p ≥ 0, we let

/H =

(
j,m

(in)

/H
p0...pl′
k1...kl′

, j /J
p0...pl′
k1...kl′

, j,m
(in)

/H p̃0p̃1p̃2

top , j /J
p̃0p̃1p̃2

top

)
(3.2.5)

with

j,m
(in)

/H
p0...pl′
k1...kl′

∈
{
i ≤ 15 | i ∈ Spm and i /∈ {3, 13}

}
∪
{

0
}
,

j,m
(in)

/H p̃0p̃1p̃2

top ∈
{
i ≤ 11 | i ∈ Spm and i /∈ {3, 6}

}
∪
{

0
}
,

and j /J
p0...pl′
k1...kl′

and j /J
p̃0p̃1p̃2

top trace sets of some order d, dtop ≥ 0, all these being defined for all l′ ≥ l, m = 0, ..., `′,
k1 + ...+ kl′ ≤ k and p0 + ...+ pl′ ≥ p, p̃0 + p̃1 + p̃2 ≥ p. We finally define([

r /∇
]k (in)

Φp

)l
· /H :=

∑
p̃0+p̃1+p̃2≥p

∑
j≥1

r−p0
(
[r /∇]kΦp1

· j,1
(in)

/H p0p1p2

top ⊗ Φp2
· j,2

(in)

/H p̃0p̃1p̃2

top

)
·/g j /J

p̃0p̃1p̃2

top (3.2.6)

+
∑
l′≥l

∑
k1+...+kl′≤k
ki≤k−1

p0+...+pl′≥p

∑
j≥1

r−p0
(
[r /∇]k1Φp1

· j,1
(in)

/H
p0...pl′
k1...kl′

⊗ . . .⊗ [r /∇]kl′Φpl′ ·
j,l′

(in)

/H
p0...pl′
k1...kl′

.
)
·/g j /J

p0...pl′
k1...kl′

.

In other words, top order (i.e. equal to k) derivatives, can only involve Christoffel symbols from
(in)

Γ , 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 k = 0 only the first sum survives and the right hand side

equals a sum of products of Christoffel symbols from
(in)

Γ 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

j,m
(out)

/H
p0...pl′
k1...kl′

∈
{
i | i ∈ Spm and i /∈ {5, 6, 12}

}
∪
{

0
}
,

j,m
(out)

/H p0p1p2

top ∈
{
i ≤ 13 | i ∈ Spm and i /∈ {5, 6, 12}

}
∪
{

0
}
.

Finally, for a given k ≥ 0, l ≥ 2, p ≥ 0 and given /H as above, we define

(in)

/E k
p( /H) :=

([
r /∇
]k (in)

Φ p

)l
· /H. (3.2.7)

The notation

(out)

/Ekp ( /H) is defined replacing (in) by (out). We will often abuse notation and write “

(in)

/Ekp ” to

mean “

(in)

/Ekp ( /H) for some /H” etc. We will also freely use the easily verified schematic identities

[
r /∇
]l (in)

/Ekp =

(in)

/Ek+l
p and

[
r /∇
]l (out)

/Ekp =

(out)

/Ek+l
p . (3.2.8)

3.2.9 The nonlinear error notation
(Kerr)

/E
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

Z1
m = (r2 /∆ + 2)Y `=1

m , Z2
m = (r2 /∆ + 2

Ω2
◦

Ω2
)Y `=1
m , Z3

m = Ω−1 /∇3Y
`=1
m , Ω /∇4Y

`=1
m ,

Z5
m = Ω−1 /∇3(r · ∗ /∇Y `=1

m ) , Z6
m = Ω /∇4(r · ∗ /∇Y `=1

m ),

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

(Kerr)

/E (H) =

1∑
m=−1

6∑
j=1

hj,m · amI+ · Zjm +
∑

i∈{3,10,11,12,15,16}

hi

(
1− Ω2

◦
Ω2

)
rpi(Φi)Kerr, (3.2.9)

where p3 = 1, p10 = p11 = p12 = 2, p15 = 3 and p16 = 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

an S tensor of the same type. Finally, we will often abuse notation and write “
(Kerr)

/E ” to mean “
(Kerr)

/E (H) for
some H”.

3.3 Commutation identities

Throughout, let M , Z, g and g◦,M 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 ξ,

[Ω /∇4, r /∇B ]ξA1...Ak = F4BA1...Ak [ξ], [Ω /∇3, r /∇B ]ξA1...Ak = Ω2F3BA1...Ak [ξ],

and
[Ω /∇3,Ω /∇4]ξA1...Ak = Ω2F34A1...Ak [ξ],
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where

F4BA1...Ak [ξ] =
1

2
((Ωtrχ)◦ − Ωtrχ) r /∇BξA1...Ak − Ωχ̂B

Cr /∇CξA1...Ak

+ rΩ

k∑
i=1

(
χAiBη

C − χBCηAi + ∗βB/εAi
C
)
ξA1...Ai−1CAi+1...Ak ,

F3BA1...Ak [ξ] =
1

2

1

Ω2

(
(Ωtrχ)◦ − Ωtrχ

)
r /∇BξA1...Ak − Ω−1χ̂

B

Cr /∇CξA1...Ak

+ rΩ−1
k∑
i=1

(
χ
AiB

ηC − χ
B
CηAi + ∗β

B
/εAi

C
)
ξA1...Ai−1CAi+1...Ak ,

F34A1...Ak [ξ] =
(
ηB − ηB

)
/∇BξA1...Ak + 2

k∑
i=1

(
η
Ai
ηC − ηAiηC + σ/εAi

C
)
ξA1...Ai−1CAi+1...Ak .

Finally,

[ /∇A, /∇B ]ξC1...Ck = K
k∑
i=1

/gACi
ξC1...Ci−1BCi+1...Ck − /gBCiξC1...Ci−1ACi+1...Ck , (3.3.1)

where K is the Gauss curvature of Su,v.

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

Remark 3.3.2. There is an asymmetry in the definitions of F3 and F4. The reason for this asymmetry is
that, whilst Ω /∇4 is a regular differential operator in the outgoing null direction, in the incoming null direction
it is Ω−1 /∇3 = Ω−2Ω /∇3 which is regular.

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

F4[DγΦp] = E |γ|+1
p+2 , (3.3.2)

F3[DγΦp] = E |γ|+1
p+1 , (3.3.3)

F34[DγΦp] = E |γ|+1
p+3 . (3.3.4)

3.4 Derivation of equations satisfied by almost gauge invariant
quantities

Throughout, let M , Z, g and g◦,M be as in Section 3.1. In this section, we will derive the equations satisfied
by α, α, ψ, ψ, P , P , ψ̌, and P̌ (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 /D∗2 acting on S 1-forms ξ as

/D∗2ξ = −1

2

(
/∇ξ + /∇T ξ − /divξ/g

)
,

where /∇T denotes the transpose of /∇ defined by (1.1.11).

3.4.1 Elliptic relations

The following proposition gives expressions for ψ, ψ, 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
1
r (Ωω̂ − (Ωω̂)◦) · α in (3.4.3).
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Proposition 3.4.1 (Elliptic relations for ψ, ψ, P , P ). With M , Z, g and g◦,M as in Section 3.1, the
quantities ψ and ψ satisfy

ψ = /D∗2β −
3M

r3
χ̂+ E0

5 , ψ = /D∗2β +
3M

r3
χ̂+ E0

3 , (3.4.1)

and the quantities P and P satisfy

P = /D∗2
(
/∇ρ+ ∗ /∇σ

)
+

3MΩ

r4

(
χ̂− χ̂

)
+ E1

5 , (3.4.2)

P = /D∗2
(
/∇ρ− ∗ /∇σ

)
+

3MΩ

r4

(
χ̂− χ̂

)
+

1

r
(Ωω̂ − (Ωω̂)◦) · α+ E1

5 . (3.4.3)

Proof. The expressions for ψ and ψ follow immediately from the Bianchi equations (1.2.22), (1.2.31). The
expression for ψ implies that

P =
1

r3Ω
/∇3

(
r3Ωψ

)
=

1

r3Ω
/∇3

(
r3Ω/D∗2β

)
− 3M

r3Ω
/∇3 (Ωχ̂) +

1

r3Ω
/∇3

(
r3ΩE0

5

)
.

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,

ψ = /D∗2β +
3M

r3
χ̂− 1

4Ω
(Ωtrχ− Ωtrχ◦) · α+ E0

4 ,

and that
Ω /∇4(r2(Ωtrχ− Ωtrχ◦) · rα) = 4Ω2

◦r
2(Ωω̂ − Ωω̂◦) · α+ E1

2 ,

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

Ω /∇4

(
r2(Ωtrχ− Ωtrχ◦)

)
= 2M (Ωtrχ− Ωtrχ◦) + 4rΩ2

◦ (Ωω̂ − Ωω̂◦) + E0
2 . (3.4.4)

Recall the definition of ř

ř :=
2Ω

trχ
,

and the definitions of ψ̌ and P̌

ψ̌ :=
1

2rΩ2
/∇4(řΩ2α), P̌ := − 1

r3Ω
/∇4(r3Ωψ̌)

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

∂v ř =
ř

2
Ωtrχ+

ř2

2Ω2
|Ωχ̂|2 . (3.4.5)

In particular,

∂v(r
−1ř) =

ř

2r
(Ωtrχ− Ωtrχ◦) +

ř2

2rΩ2
|Ωχ̂|2 . (3.4.6)

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−1, when acted on by Ω /∇4. To do so, it is
convenient to use error notation of Section 3.2.7 and the following lemma.

Lemma 3.4.2 ( /∇4 derivative of error terms). Each error term of the form
(4)

Ekp satisfies

Ω /∇4(rp
(4)

Ekp ) = Ěk+1
2 . (3.4.7)
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Proof. The proof is an easy consequence of the property (3.2.2) of the
(4)

Φ geometric quantities, equation
(3.4.6) and equation (1.2.21).

The following proposition in particular uses the above expression for ∂v ř.

Proposition 3.4.3 (Elliptic relations for ψ̌, P̌ ). With M , Z, g and g◦,M as in Section 3.1, the quantities

ψ̌ and P̌ satisfy

r

ř
ψ̌ = /D∗2β +

3M

r3
χ̂+ Ě0

4 ,
r

ř
P̌ = /D∗2

(
/∇ρ− ∗ /∇σ

)
+

3MΩ

r4

(
χ̂− χ̂

)
+ Ě1

5 .

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

ψ̌ =
ř

r

(
/D∗2β +

3M

r3
χ̂

)
+

1

4

ř2

Ω3r2
|Ωχ̂|2 · rα+

ř

r

(
−3

2
(ρ− ρ◦)χ̂+

3

2
σ∗χ̂− 1

4

(
9η − η

)
⊗̂β
)
.

The equation for ψ̌ then follows. Using the definition of P̌ from Definition 2.1.1 we deduce

P̌ =
ř

r

(
/D∗2
(
/∇ρ− ∗ /∇σ

)
+

3MΩ

r4

(
χ̂− χ̂

))
+
ř

r

(
(4)

E1
5 + k1 /∇ω̂⊗̂β + k2(Ωtrχ− Ωtrχ◦)/D

∗
2β +

k3

r
η⊗̂β

)
+ Ě1

6 ,

(3.4.8)

for some constants k1, k2, k3, which implies the result. The refined statement (3.4.8) will be used in Propo-
sition 3.4.4 below.

Note that, in the proof of Theorem 6.1, ψ̌ and P̌ will only be considered in the I+ gauge, where

řr−1,Ω−1 ∼ 1, and so the presence of the error terms Ě , rather than the regular error terms E , in Proposition
3.4.3 is irrelevant.

The following proposition similarly gives expressions for /∇4(r5P ), /∇4(r5P̌ ) 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 /∇(Ωω̂)⊗̂β, /∇4r /∇(Ωω̂)⊗̂β and r4(Ωω̂ − Ωω̂◦)/D

∗
2β in (3.4.10).

Proposition 3.4.4 (Elliptic relations for /∇4(r5P ), /∇4(r5P̌ )). With M , Z, g and g◦,M as in Section 3.1,
the quantities P and P̌ satisfy

/∇4

(
r5P

)
= r5 /D∗2 /∇ /divβ − r5 /D∗2 /∇ /curlβ − 6MΩr /D∗2η + 6M

(
1− 3M

r

)
χ̂+

3M

Ω
r2 /D∗2 /∇Ωtrχ+ 3MrΩα

+ Ω−1E2
2 , (3.4.9)

r

ř
/∇4

(
r5P̌

)
= r5 /D∗2 /∇ /divβ + r5 /D∗2 /∇ /curlβ − 6MΩr /D∗2η + 6M

(
1− 3M

r

)
χ̂+

3M

Ω
r2 /D∗2 /∇Ωtrχ+ 3MrΩα

+ Ě2
2 + a1r

4 /∇(Ωω̂)⊗̂β + a2r
4 /∇4r /∇(Ωω̂)⊗̂β + a3r

4(Ωω̂ − Ωω̂◦)/D
∗
2β, (3.4.10)

for some admissible coefficient functions ai = ai(r) satisfying (3.2.1). Moreover (3.4.10) is also satisfied
with /∇4

(
r
ř r

5P̌
)

in place of r
ř
/∇4

(
r5P̌

)
(with a different nonlinear error term Ě2

2 with the same schematic
form).

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

P = /D∗2
(
/∇ρ+ ∗ /∇σ

)
+

3MΩ

r4

(
χ̂− χ̂

)
+

3

2r3Ω
/∇3

(
r3Ω ((ρ− ρ◦)χ̂+ σ∗χ̂)

)
+ 2/D∗2

(
χ̂ · β

)
+ E1

6 .

Now equations (1.2.25) and (1.2.26) imply that

/∇4

(
r5 /D∗2 /∇ρ

)
= r5 /D∗2 /∇ /divβ +

3M

Ω
r2 /D∗2 /∇Ωtrχ+ Ω−1E2

2 , /∇4

(
r5 /D∗2∗ /∇σ

)
= −r5 /D∗2∗ /∇ /curlβ + Ω−1E2

2 .

67



Equations (1.2.9) and (1.2.6) imply that

/∇4

(
rΩχ̂

)
= −2rΩ/D∗2η + Ω2

◦χ̂+ ΩE0
2 , /∇4 (rΩχ̂) = −Ω2

◦χ̂+
2M

r
χ̂− rΩα+ Ω−1E0

3 .

Similarly, using also Lemma 3.3.1,

Ω /∇4

(
r2

Ω
/∇3

(
r3Ω(ρ− ρ◦)χ̂

))
= E2

2 , Ω /∇4

(
r2

Ω
/∇3

(
r3Ωσ∗χ̂

))
= E2

2 , Ω /∇4

(
r5 /D∗2

(
χ̂ · β

))
= E2

2 .

The expression (3.4.9) then follows from the fact that Ω /∇4(r5E1
6 ) = E2

2 .
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 /∇4

(
r
ř r

5P̌
)

follows easily from
(3.4.10) and equation (3.4.6).

3.4.2 Teukolsky equations for α and α

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

Recall the ⊗̂ product for S-tangent 1-forms ξ and ξ′,

ξ⊗̂ξ′ = ξ ⊗ ξ′ + ξ′ ⊗ ξ − (ξ · ξ′)/g,

defined previously in Section 1.1.4. The following product rule for the operator /D∗2 is easily checked.

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

/D∗2(fξ) = f /D∗2ξ − 2 /∇f⊗̂ξ.

The fact that

Ω /∇4

(
Ω2

r2

)
= −2Ω2

r2

(
1

r

(
1− 3M

r

)
− (Ωω̂ − (Ωω̂)◦)

)
(3.4.11)

and

Ω /∇3

(
Ω2

r2

)
=

2Ω2

r2

(
1

r

(
1− 3M

r

)
+ (Ωω̂ − (Ωω̂)◦)

)
(3.4.12)

will be used often in what follows.

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

Ω /∇4Ω /∇3(rΩ2α) +
2Ω2

r2
r2 /D∗2 /div(rΩ2α) = −4

r

(
1− 3M

r

)
Ω /∇3(rΩ2α)− 6MΩ2

r3
rΩ2α+ Ω2E1

6 . (3.4.13)

Proof. The Bianchi equation (1.2.22) can be rewritten

Ω /∇3(rΩ2α) = −2
Ω4

r4
r /D∗2(r4Ω−1β) +

6MΩ2

r2
Ωχ̂+ E1,

where

E1 = Ω2r

(
−3(ρ− ρ◦)Ωχ̂− 3σΩ∗χ̂+ 2(η + η)⊗̂(Ωβ) +

1

2
(9η − η)⊗̂(Ωβ)− 1

2Ω2
(Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦)Ω

2α

)
,

is a nonlinear error term. Then,

Ω /∇4

(
r4

Ω4
Ω /∇3(rΩ2α)

)
=− 2r /D∗2Ω /∇4(r4Ω−1β)− 6Mr2α+ Ω /∇4

(
r4

Ω4
E1

)
+ 6Mr2Ω−2 ((Ωtrχ)◦ − Ωtrχ) Ωχ̂− 2[Ω /∇4, r /D

∗
2](r4Ω−1β),

68



by equation (1.2.6). The Bianchi equation (1.2.23) can be rewritten

Ω /∇4(r4Ω−1β) = r4 /divα+ E2,

where

E2 =
r4

Ω2

(
η · Ω2α− 2(Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦)Ωβ

)
.

Hence,

Ω /∇4

(
r4

Ω4
Ω /∇3(rΩ2α)

)
=− 2r5 /D∗2 /divα− 6Mr2α− 2r /D∗2E2 + Ω /∇4

(
r4

Ω4
E1

)
+ 6Mr2Ω−2 ((Ωtrχ)◦ − Ωtrχ) Ωχ̂− 2[Ω /∇4, r /D

∗
2](r4Ω−1β),

which can be rearranged to give

Ω /∇4Ω /∇3(rΩ2α) + 2
Ω4

r
r2 /D∗2 /divα = −Ω4

r4
Ω /∇4

(
r4

Ω4

)
Ω /∇3(rΩ2α)− 6M

Ω4

r2
α

+
Ω4

r4

[
−2r /D∗2E2 + Ω /∇4

(
r4

Ω4
E1

)
+ 6Mr2Ω−2 ((Ωtrχ)◦ − Ωtrχ) Ωχ̂− 2[Ω /∇4, r /D

∗
2](r4Ω−1β)

]
.

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

Ω /∇4

(
r4

Ω4

)
= −2

r6

Ω6
Ω /∇4

(
Ω2

r2

)
= −2

r4

Ω4

(
−2

r

(
1− 3M

r

)
+ 2 (Ωω̂ − (Ωω̂)◦)

)
and, by Lemma 3.4.5,

2
Ω4

r
r2 /D∗2 /divα =

2Ω2

r2
r2 /D∗2 /div(rΩ2α) +

2Ω2

r2

(
2r3(η + η)⊗̂ /divα− r3 /D∗2

(
(η + η) · α

))
,

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(Ωω̂ − (Ωω̂)◦)Ω /∇3(rΩ2α),
for which the Bianchi equation (1.2.22) is used, and the term −3Ω /∇4(r5Ω−2(ρ− ρ◦)Ωχ̂) in Ω /∇4

(
r4Ω−4E1

)
,

which is rewritten as

−3Ω /∇4(r5Ω−2(ρ− ρ◦)Ωχ̂) = −3Ω /∇4(r3(ρ− ρ◦)) · r2Ω−1χ̂− 3r3(ρ− ρ◦)Ω /∇4(r2Ω−1χ̂),

and evaluated using equations (1.2.25) and (1.2.6). Similarly for the term −3Ω /∇4(r5Ω−2σΩ∗χ̂) in the error
Ω /∇4

(
r4Ω−4E1

)
.

In the proof of the main theorem, the following wave equation for α will be used only for the theH+ gauge
and therefore the r behaviour of the error terms are not considered. For the I+ gauge, the equation (3.4.18)
for řΩ2α will be used. The reason for considering the wave equation for řΩ2α in the I+ gauge is the absence
of an error term with bad r behaviour of the form

(Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦) Ω /∇3(rΩ−2α)

in equation (3.4.18), which is present in the following equation for rΩ2α.

Proposition 3.4.7 (Wave equation for α). With M , Z, g and g◦,M as in Section 3.1, α satisfies the
Teukolsky equation

Ω /∇3Ω /∇4(rΩ2α) +
2Ω2

r2
r2 /D∗2 /div(rΩ2α) =

4

r

(
1− 3M

r

)
Ω /∇4(rΩ2α)− 6MΩ2

r3
rΩ2α+ Ω6E∗1. (3.4.14)

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 r /∇Ωχ̂ and r /∇Ωtrχ do not appear.
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3.4.3 Wave equations for ψ and ψ

In this section, the wave equations satisfied by

ψ := − 1

2rΩ2
/∇3(rΩ2α) and ψ :=

1

2rΩ2
/∇4(rΩ2α)

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

DγEkp = Ek+1
p , (3.4.15)

will be used.

Proposition 3.4.8 (Wave equation for ψ). With M , Z, g and g◦,M as in Section 3.1, ψ satisfies the wave
equation

Ω /∇4Ω /∇3(r3Ωψ) +
2Ω2

r2
r2 /D∗2 /div(r3Ωψ)

= −2

r

(
1− 3M

r

)
Ω /∇3(r3Ωψ)− 2Ω2

r2

(
1− 3M

r

)
r3Ωψ +

3MΩ2

r2
rΩ2α+ Ω2E2

4 . (3.4.16)

Proof. The Teukolsky equation (3.4.13) can be rewritten

−2Ω /∇4

(
Ω2

r2
r3Ωψ

)
+

2Ω2

r2
r2 /D∗2 /div (rΩα) =

8

r

(
1− 3M

r

)
Ω2

r2
r3Ωψ − 6M

Ω2

r3
rΩ2α+ Ω2E1

6 .

The expression (3.4.11) then implies

Ω /∇4(r3Ωψ) = r2 /D∗2 /div(rΩ2α)− 2

r

(
1− 3M

r

)
r3Ωψ +

3M

r
rΩ2α− r2

2Ω2
Ω2E1

6 − 2(Ωω̂ − (Ωω̂)◦)r
3Ωψ,

and applying Ω /∇3 then gives

Ω /∇4Ω /∇3(r3Ωψ) = −2/D∗2 /div

(
Ω2

r2
r3Ωψ

)
− 2

r

(
1− 3M

r

)
Ω /∇3(r3Ωψ)− 2Ω2

r2

(
1− 3M

r

)
r3Ωψ

+
3MΩ2

r2
rΩ2α− Ω /∇3

(
r2

2Ω2
Ω2E1

6 − 2(Ωω̂ − (Ωω̂)◦)r
3Ωψ

)
− [Ω /∇3,Ω /∇4](r3Ωψ) + [Ω /∇3, r

2 /D∗2 /div](rΩ2α)

− 2

r2

(
Ω2
◦ − Ω2

)(
1− 6M

r

)
r3Ωψ +

3M

r2

(
Ω2
◦ − Ω2

)
rΩ2α,

since

Ω /∇3

(
3M

r

)
=

3M

r2
Ω2
◦, and − Ω /∇3

(
2

r

(
1− 3M

r

))
= −2Ω2

◦
r2

(
1− 6M

r

)
.

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).

Proposition 3.4.9 (Wave equation for ψ). With M , Z, g and g◦,M as in Section 3.1, ψ satisfies the wave
equation,

Ω /∇3Ω /∇4(r3Ωψ) +
2Ω2

r2
r2 /D∗2 /div(r3Ωψ)

=
2

r

(
1− 3M

r

)
Ω /∇4(r3Ωψ)− 2Ω2

r2

(
1− 3M

r

)
r3Ωψ +

3MΩ2

r2
rΩ2α+ Ω4E∗2. (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 (r /∇)2Ωχ̂
and (r /∇)2Ωtrχ do not appear.
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3.4.4 Regge–Wheeler equations for P and P

In this section, the wave equations satisfied by

P :=
1

r3Ω
/∇3(r3Ωψ), and P := − 1

r3Ω
/∇4(r3Ωψ),

are derived. To linear order, both satisfy the Regge–Wheeler equation. See Section II.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 g◦,M as in Section 3.1, P satisfies the
Regge–Wheeler equation,

Ω /∇4Ω /∇3(r5P ) +
2Ω2

r2
r2 /D∗2 /div(r5P ) = −2Ω2

r2

(
1− 3M

r

)
r5P + Ω2E∗32 .

Proof. Equation (3.4.16) can be rewritten as

Ω /∇4(Ω2r3P ) +
2Ω2

r2
r2 /D∗2 /div(r3Ωψ)

= −2

r

Ω2

r2

(
1− 3M

r

)
r5P − 2Ω2

r2

(
1− 3M

r

)
r3Ωψ +

3MΩ2

r2
rΩ2α+ Ω2E2

4 .

Using (3.4.11), as in the proof of Proposition 3.4.8, this gives

Ω /∇4(r5P ) + 2r2 /D∗2 /div(r3Ωψ) = −2

(
1− 3M

r

)
r3Ωψ + 3MrΩ2α+

r2

Ω2
Ω2E2

4 − 2(Ωω̂ − (Ωω̂)◦)r
5P.

Note the cancellation which occurs this time. Applying Ω /∇3 gives

Ω /∇4Ω /∇3(r5P ) +
2Ω2

r2
r2 /D∗2 /div(r5P ) = −2Ω2

(
1− 3M

r

)
r5P

+
6M

r2
(Ω2
◦ − Ω2)r3Ωψ − 2[Ω /∇3, r

2 /D∗2 /div](r3Ωψ) + Ω /∇3

(
r2

Ω2
Ω2E2

4 − 2 (Ωω̂ − (Ωω̂)◦) r
5P

)
since

−Ω /∇3

(
2− 6M

r

)
=

6MΩ2
◦

r2
.

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 Ω2E∗32 , rather than merely of the form Ω2E3

2 ,
is easily seen from the fact that the principal terms all arise from applying /∇3 and /∇4 derivatives to the
nonlinear terms in the Bianchi equations (1.2.22) and (1.2.23).

Proposition 3.4.11 (Wave equation for P ). With M , Z, g and g◦,M as in Section 3.1, P satisfies the
Regge–Wheeler equation,

Ω /∇4Ω /∇3(r5P ) +
2Ω2

r2
r2 /D∗2 /div(r5P ) = −2Ω2

r2

(
1− 3M

r

)
r5P + Ω2E∗3.

Proof. The proof is similar to that of Proposition 3.4.10, using now (3.4.12) and equation (3.4.17).

3.4.5 Wave equations for řΩ2α, ψ̌, P̌

Recall ř, ψ̌ and P̌ from Definition 2.1.1. In this section, the wave equations satisfied by řα, ψ̌ and P̌ are

derived. Since ψ̌ and P̌ are only considered, in the proof of Theorem 6.1, for the I+ gauge, where it will be

shown that Ω ∼ 1, it is not necessary to keep track of the Ω behaviour of error terms in the equations for ψ̌

and P̌ , 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 řα, 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−1, when acted on by Ω /∇4. 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 r /D∗2

(
r /∇Ωtrχ · α

)
involves too many derivatives to be incorporated into the error Ě1

3 and it is

important to isolate it as it is, in an appropriate sense, better than the typical error of the form Ě2
3 .

Proposition 3.4.12 (Wave equation for řΩ2α). With M , Z, g and g◦,M as in Section 3.1, α satisfies the
Teukolsky equation

Ω /∇3Ω /∇4(řΩ2α) +
2Ω2

r2
r2 /D∗2 /div(řΩ2α) =

4

r

(
1− 3M

r

)
Ω /∇4(řΩ2α)− 6MΩ2

r3
řΩ2α+ Ě [α], (3.4.18)

where the nonlinear error Ě [α] has the form

Ě [α] = Ě1
4 +

(4)

E1
3 + k1r /D

∗
2

(
r /∇Ωtrχ · α

)
+ k2rη⊗̂ /divα+ k3rη⊗̂ /divα+ k4r /D

∗
2(η · α) + k5r /D

∗
2(η · α)

+ k6r
2 /∇Ωtrχ⊗̂ /divα+ k7(Ωω̂ − (Ωω̂)◦)r /D

∗
2(Ω−1β) + k8r /∇(Ωω̂)⊗̂(Ω−1β)

= Ě1
3 + k1r /D

∗
2

(
r /∇Ωtrχ · α

)
,

for functions ki = ki(r
−1ř), i = 1, . . . , 8, which each either take the form ki = k̃i

ř
r or ki = k̃i

ř2

r2 , for some

constants k̃1, . . . , k̃8.

Proof. The Bianchi equation (1.2.31) can be rewritten as

r4

Ω4
Ω /∇4(řΩ2α) = 2

ř

r
· r /D∗2

(
r4

Ω
β

)
+ 6M

ř

r
Ω−1r2χ̂+ E1,

where

E1 =
ř

r

(
−3rΩ−1rχ̂r3(ρ− ρ◦)− 3 rΩ−1r∗χ̂r3σ − 1

2
r(13η + 3η)⊗̂r4βΩ−1

)
+ 2r4Ω−4|Ωχ̂|2ř2α.

Rewriting the Bianchi equation (1.2.30)

Ω /∇3

(
r4

Ω
β

)
= −r4 /divα+ E2, E2 = −Ω2r4

(
η · Ω−2α+ Ω−2(Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦)Ω

−1β
)
,

and the equations (1.2.6), (1.2.10) as

Ω /∇3

(
rř

Ω
χ̂

)
= −rřα+ E3, (3.4.19)

with

E3 =
r

Ω
χ̂

[
ř

2

(
(Ωtrχ)◦ − Ωtrχ

)
+ 2ř (Ωω̂ − (Ωω̂)◦) +

2M(ř − r)
r3

− ř2

2

(
−(χ̂, χ̂) + 2|η|2 + 2(ρ− ρ◦) + 2 /divη

)]
it follows that

Ω /∇3

(
r4

Ω4
Ω /∇4(řΩ2α)

)
= −2r4ř /D∗2 /divα− 6Mrřα+ Ω /∇3 (E1) + 2ř /D∗2E2 + E3 + 2[Ω /∇3, ř /D

∗
2](r4Ω−1β).

After rearranging, using (3.4.12) and the fact that

řΩ2 /D∗2 /divα = /D∗2 /div
(
řΩ2α

)
+ 2 /∇(řΩ2)⊗̂ /divα− /D∗2

(
/∇(řΩ2) · α

)
,
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this gives

Ω /∇3Ω /∇4(řΩ2α) +
2Ω2

r2
r2 /D∗2 /div(řΩ2α) =

4

r

(
1− 3M

r

)
Ω /∇4(řΩ2α)− 6MΩ4

r3
řα

−4Ω4 /∇(řΩ2)⊗̂ /divα+ 2Ω4 /D∗2
(
/∇(řΩ2) · α

)
+ 4 (Ωω̂ − (Ωω̂)◦) Ω /∇4(řΩ2α)

+
Ω4

r4
Ω /∇3 (E1) +

2Ω4

r4
ř /D∗2E2 +

Ω4

r4
E3 +

2Ω4

r4
[Ω /∇3, ř /D

∗
2](r4Ω−1β).

The proof then follows by inspecting each of the error terms and using the fact that

/∇(řΩ2) = 2řΩ2(η + η)− ř2

2
/∇(Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦).

As in Lemma 3.3.1, using equation (1.2.10),

2Ω4

r4
[Ω /∇3, ř /D

∗
2](r4Ω−1β) = 4Ω4 (Ωω̂ − (Ωω̂)◦) ř /D

∗
2(Ω−1β) + Ě1

4 +
(4)

E1
3 .

The most nontrivial terms to check are those in Ω4

r4 Ω /∇3 (E1). Equations (1.2.27) and (3.4.19) are used for
the first term after writing

−3
Ω4

r4
Ω /∇3

(
r4ř(ρ− ρ◦)Ω−1χ̂

)
= −3

Ω4

r4
Ω /∇3

(
r3(ρ− ρ◦)

)
rřΩ−1χ̂+−3

Ω4

r
(ρ− ρ◦)Ω /∇3

(
rřΩ−1χ̂

)
= Ě1

4 +
(4)

E1
3 .

Similarly

−3
Ω4

r4
Ω /∇3

(
r4řσΩ−1∗χ̂

)
= Ě1

4 +
(4)

E1
3 .

Equations (1.2.14) and (1.2.30) are used to show

−3

2

Ω4

r4
Ω /∇3

(
r4řη⊗̂Ω−1β

)
=− 3

ř

r

Ω4

r
/∇(Ωω̂)⊗̂(r2Ω−1β) +

3

2

ř

r
Ω4rη⊗̂ /divα+ Ě1

4 +
(4)

E1
3 ,

and equations (1.2.12) and (1.2.30) to show

−13

2

Ω4

r4
Ω /∇3

(
r4řη⊗̂Ω−1β

)
=

13

2
rΩ4η⊗̂ /divα+ Ě1

4 +
(4)

E1
3 .

For the final term in Ω4

r4 Ω /∇3 (E1) note that,

Ω4

r4
Ω /∇3

(
r4

Ω4

1

Ωtrχ
|Ωχ̂|2řΩ2α

)
=

Ω4

r4
Ω /∇3

(
r4ř

2Ω2
|Ωχ̂|2řΩ2α

)
= Ě1

4 +
(4)

E1
3 .

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 DγΩ2α, DγΩβ or Dγ(Ωω̂ − Ωω̂◦), 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 ψ̌). With M , Z, g and g◦,M as in Section 3.1, ψ̌ satisfies the wave
equation,

Ω /∇3Ω /∇4(r3Ωψ̌) +
2Ω2

r2
r2 /D∗2 /div(r3Ωψ̌)

=
2

r

(
1− 3M

r

)
Ω /∇4(r3Ωψ̌)− 2Ω2

r2

(
1− 3M

r

)
r3Ωψ̌ +

3MΩ2

r2
řΩ2α+ E [ψ̌], (3.4.20)
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where the nonlinear error E [ψ̌] has the schematic form,

E [ψ̌] = Ě2
3 +

(4)

E2
2 + k1η⊗̂r2 /divα+ k2r /D

∗
2(rη · α) + k3r /∇Ωω̂⊗̂r2 /divα+ k4r /D

∗
2(r /∇Ωω̂ · rα)

+ k5r /∇Ωtrχ⊗̂r2 /divα+ k6 (Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦) r
2 /D∗2 /div(rα) (3.4.21)

= Ě2
2 ,

for functions ki = ki(r
−1ř), for i = 1, . . . , 6, which each take either the form ki = k̃i

ř
r or ki = k̃i

ř2

r2 , for some

constants k̃1, . . . , k̃6. Moreover, each term in the nonlinear error E [ψ̌] contains at least one factor which is

not equal to DγΩ2α, DγΩβ or Dγ(Ωω̂ − Ωω̂◦).

Proof. As in the proof of Proposition 3.4.8, the Teukolsky equation (3.4.18) and (3.4.12) imply that

Ω /∇3Ω /∇4(r3Ωψ̌) = −2r2 /D∗2 /div

(
Ω2

r2
r3Ωψ̌

)
+

2

r

(
1− 3M

r

)
Ω /∇4(r3Ωψ̌)− 2Ω2

r2

(
1− 3M

r

)
r3Ωψ̌

+
3MΩ2

r2
řΩ2α+

3M

r2
(Ω2
◦ − Ω2)řΩ2α− 2

r2
(Ω2
◦ − Ω2)

(
1− 6M

r

)
r3Ωψ̌ − [Ω /∇4,Ω /∇3](r3Ωψ̌)

− [Ω /∇4, r
2 /D∗2 /div](řΩ2α)− 2Ω /∇4

(
(Ωω̂ − (Ωω̂)◦)r

3Ωψ̌
)
− 1

2
Ω /∇4

(
r2

Ω2
ˇE [α]

)
.

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

Ω /∇4 (Ωω̂ − (Ωω̂)◦) = Ω2
[
(η, η)− |η|2 − (ρ− ρ◦)

]
+ ρ◦(Ω

2
◦ − Ω2),

so that

Ω /∇4

(
(Ωω̂ − (Ωω̂)◦)r

3Ωψ̌
)

= Ω /∇4 ((Ωω̂ − (Ωω̂)◦)) r
3Ωψ̌ + (Ωω̂ − (Ωω̂)◦)Ω /∇4

(
r3Ωψ̌

)
= Ě2

3 .

For the third from last term, Lemma 3.3.1 implies that

2[Ω /∇4, r
2 /D∗2 /div](řΩ2α) = r /D∗2

[
((Ωtrχ)◦ − Ωtrχ) r /div(řΩ2α)

]
+ ((Ωtrχ)◦ − Ωtrχ) r2 /D∗2 /div(řΩ2α) + Ě1

3 +
(4)

E1
2 .

The remaining nontrivial terms to check are those in Ω /∇4

(
r2

Ω2 Ě [α]
)

, 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 Ě [α] gives the contribution

Ω /∇4(rη⊗̂r2 /divα) = Ω2
◦η⊗̂r2 /divα+ E2

3 .

Lemma 3.4.2 is used for the terms arising from the
(4)

E1
3 error in Ě [α] to give Ω /∇4(r2

(4)

E1
3 ) =

(4)

E2
2 + Ě2

3 .
One easily sees that each term in the nonlinear error E [ψ̌] contains at least one factor which is not equal

to DγΩ2α, DγΩβ or Dγ(Ωω̂ − Ωω̂◦) by noting the form of the terms in Ě [α] in Proposition 3.4.12 and the
terms in Lemma 3.3.1.

Finally, the wave equation satisfied by P̌ can be derived. It is convenient to isolate certain anomalous
nonlinear error terms. Accordingly, define

Eanom[P̌ ] = 2k1r
4 /∇(Ωω̂)⊗̂ /divα+ 2k2r

4 /D∗2
(
/∇(Ωω̂) · α

)
+ k3r

5 /∇Ω /∇4(Ωω̂)⊗̂ /divα (3.4.22)

+ k4r
5 /D∗2

(
/∇Ω /∇4(Ωω̂) · α

)
+ 4k5r

4 /∇(Ωω̂)⊗̂ /divα+ 4k6r
5(Ωω̂ − Ωω̂◦)/D

∗
2 /divα,

and ki = ki(r
−1ř), for i = 1, . . . , 6, are as in Proposition 3.4.13.
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Proposition 3.4.14 (Wave equation for P̌ ). With M , Z, g and g◦,M as in Section 3.1, P̌ satisfies the
Regge–Wheeler equation,

Ω /∇4Ω /∇3(r5P̌ ) +
2Ω2

r2
r2 /D∗2 /div(r5P̌ ) +

2Ω2

r2

(
1− 3M

r

)
r5P̌ = E [P̌ ], (3.4.23)

where the nonlinear error E [P̌ ] has the schematic form

E [P̌ ] = Ě3
2 + Eanom[P̌ ] = Ě3

3
2
,

where Eanom[P̌ ] 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

Ω /∇3Ω /∇4(r5P̌ ) = −2r2 /D∗2 /div

(
Ω2

r2
r5P̌

)
− 2Ω2

r2

(
1− 3M

r

)
r5P̌ +

6M

r2

(
Ω2
◦ − Ω2

)
r3Ωψ̌

− Ω /∇4

(
r2

Ω2
E [ψ̌] + 2(Ωω̂ − (Ωω̂)◦)r

5P̌

)
− [Ω /∇4,Ω /∇3](r5P̌ ) + 2[Ω /∇4, r

2 /D∗2 /div](r3Ωψ̌).

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 Ω /∇4

(
r2

Ω2 E [ψ̌]
)

for which the equations (1.2.7), (1.2.13),

(1.2.31) are used, together with Lemma 3.4.2.
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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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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 5.3. 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 =W × S2 ⊂ R2 × S2

and a local parameterisation
i : Z → (M, g) (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 ⊂ R2 × S2

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, θA as coordinate functions on M, i.e. we may identify
these with u ◦ i−1, etc. Similarly, we shall use the notations Cu, Cv, Su,v etc., to denote subsets of M,
i.e. they correspond to i(Cu), i(Cv), etc., defined previously.

Remark 4.1.1. We note that although our underlying manifold (M, g) will be smooth, as it will be a maximal
Cauchy development of smooth data, some gauges which will be defined via normalisations on null infinity
will only have limited regularity. Thus, we shall sometimes refer also to parametrisations (4.1.1) which are
only Ck for some sufficiently high k, in which case the corresponding geometric quantities will only have
finite regularity. We note already that the fundamental parametrisations of our work, however, i.e. those
corresponding to our I+ and H+ gauge normalised at finite uf 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 I+ andH+ 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

ĩ : Z̃ →M, (4.2.1)

where ĩ∗g again satisfies the assumptions of Section 1.1. We may define transition functions

F := i−1 ◦ ĩ : ĩ−1(i(Z))→ i−1(̃i(Z̃)). (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, θA local coordinates defined by a parametrisation (4.1.1)
and ũ, ṽ, θ̃A local coordinates defined by a second parametrisation (4.2.1). With this notational convention
we may consider both Cu, etc., and Cũ, etc., as subsets ofM, 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 1, F 2, F 3, F 4) in the form

FA(ũ, ṽ, θ̃) = θ̃A + fA(ũ, ṽ, θ̃), F 3(ũ, ṽ, θ̃) = ũ+ f3(ũ, ṽ, θ̃), F 4(ũ, ṽ, θ̃) = ṽ + f4(ũ, ṽ, θ̃), (4.2.3)

where the above expressions define fA, f3 and f4. One may think of f3 and f4 as scalar valued functions on
ĩ−1(i(Z)). Their definition does not depend on the choice of local angular coordinates. The decomposition of
FA = θ̃A + fA, on the other hand, is somewhat unnatural, because the linear structure is heavily dependent
on the choice of local coordinates θA and θ̃A. 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 S̃ũ,ṽ ⊂ Z̃ and some point p ∈ S̃ũ,ṽ. The image F (p) lies on a unique Su,v ⊂ Z. The

restriction of the differential dFp to TpS̃ũ,ṽ can be projected to TF (p)Su,v to give a map which we shall
denote

/̃d /F p : TpS̃ũ,ṽ → TF (p)Su,v, (4.2.4)

defined by /̃d /F p(X) = ΠTF (p)Su,v

(
dFpX

)
, for X ∈ TpS̃ũ,ṽ. We emphasise that the definition of this map is

independent of the choice of local angular coordinates θA and θ̃A.
In components,

/̃d /F (∂θ̃A , dθ
B) =

∂FB

∂θ̃A
= δBA +

∂fB

∂θ̃A
. (4.2.5)

We note that the two summands on the right hand side of above do not have a natural tensorial meaning
individually.

Similarly, define ∂ũ /F p ∈ TF (p)Su,v and ∂ṽ /F p ∈ TF (p)Su,v by

∂ũ /F p = ΠTF (p)Su,v

(
dFp∂ũ

)
, ∂ṽ /F p = ΠTF (p)Su,v

(
dFp∂ṽ

)
. (4.2.6)

In components,

∂ũ /F (dθA) =
∂FA

∂ũ
=
∂fA

∂ũ
, ∂ṽ /F (dθA) =

∂FA

∂ṽ
=
∂fA

∂ṽ
.

Define now
∂ũ6f := ∂ũ /F , ∂ṽ 6f := ∂ṽ /F .

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 : Z̃ → Z. (Note here that in this case,

we will not assume that Z̃ and Z in general factor as products, so it is important to allow these to be general
4-dimensional submanifolds of R2 × S2 with boundary, as noted in Section 4.1.)

Thought of as defined on Z, then ∂ũ /F and ∂ṽ /F are simply S-vector fields. On the other hand, /̃d /F is a
new kind of tensorial object which cannot be thought of either as an S-tensor or as a S̃-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 Z̃ and to differentiate them with respect to

operators which are connected to the double null structure of Z̃. The purpose of this section is to provide
such a calculus.

We first introduce certain vector bundles over Z̃ and note that the objects ∂ũ6f , ∂ṽ 6f , and /̃d /F , introduced
in the previous section, are indeed sections of these vector bundles.
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Let TS ⊂ TZ denote the sub-bundle of vectors tangential to the spheres Su,v, i.e. TS =
⋃
p∈Z{p} ×

TpSu(p),v(p), with the obvious topology and smooth structure. Let F ∗(TS) denote the pull back bundle over

Z̃,

F ∗(TS) =
⋃
p∈Z̃

{p} × TF (p)S,

where TF (p)S is the fibre of TS over F (p). Similarly let T ∗S̃ ⊂ T ∗M denote the sub-bundle of S̃ũ,ṽ one

forms, T ∗S̃ =
⋃
p∈M{p} × T ∗p S̃ũ(p),ṽ(p).

Now ∂ũ6f, ∂ṽ 6f ∈ Γ(F ∗(TS)) and /̃d /F ∈ Γ
(
T ∗S̃ ⊗ F ∗(TS)

)
and so, in order to apply the operators /̃∇, /̃∇3

and /̃∇4 to ∂ũ6f , ∂ṽ 6f , and /̃d /F , we define the operators /̃∇, /̃∇3 and /̃∇4 applied to general sections of these
vector bundles.

First consider a one form ξ ∈ Γ(T ∗S). Define /̃∇Xξ to be the restriction of the spacetime one form ∇F∗Xξ
to Su,v vectors. Define moreover /̃∇3ξ and /̃∇4ξ to be the restriction of ∇F∗ẽ3ξ and ∇F∗ẽ4ξ to Su,v vectors.

Given now a tensor field T ∈ Γ
(
(T ∗S̃)s ⊗ F ∗(TS)

)
, define /̃∇T ∈ Γ

(
(T ∗S̃)s+1 ⊗ F ∗(TS)

)
by

( /̃∇XT )(Y1, . . . , Ys, ξ) = X
(
T (Y1, . . . , Ys, ξ)

)
− T ( /̃∇XY1, . . . , Ys, ξ)− . . .− T (Y1, . . . , /̃∇XYs, ξ)

+ T (Y1, . . . , Ys, /̃∇Xξ),

for X,Y1, . . . , Ys ∈ Γ(T S̃) and ξ ∈ Γ(T ∗S). Similarly define

( /̃∇3T )(Y1, . . . , Ys, ξ) = ẽ3

(
T (Y1, . . . , Ys, ξ)

)
− T ( /̃∇3Y1, . . . , Ys, ξ)− . . .− T (Y1, . . . , /̃∇3Ys, ξ)

+ T (Y1, . . . , Ys, /̃∇3ξ),

( /̃∇4T )(Y1, . . . , Ys, ξ) = ẽ4

(
T (Y1, . . . , Ys, ξ)

)
− T ( /̃∇4Y1, . . . , Ys, ξ)− . . .− T (Y1, . . . , /̃∇4Ys, ξ)

+ T (Y1, . . . , Ys, /̃∇4ξ).

Setting, for example, T = ∂ũ6f , the above defines the derivative /̃∇∂ũ6f ∈ Γ
(
T ∗S̃⊗F ∗(TS)

)
. Higher order

/̃∇ derivatives are then inductively defined, for k ≥ 2, by setting T = /̃∇k∂ũ6f ∈ Γ
(
(T ∗S̃)k ⊗ F ∗(TS)

)
in the

above and defining

/̃∇k+1∂ũ6f := /̃∇ /̃∇k∂ũ6f ∈ Γ
(
(T ∗S̃)k+1 ⊗ F ∗(TS)

)
.

One similarly defines general combinations of /̃∇, /̃∇3 and /̃∇4 derivatives of ∂ũ6f , and also of ∂ṽ 6f and /̃d /F .

For T ∈ Γ
(
(T ∗S̃)s ⊗ F ∗(TS)

)
and p ∈ W̃ × Ũ , we note that the expression

|T |2 := /̃g
Ã1B̃1

(p) . . . /̃g
ÃsB̃s

(p)/gCD(F (p))T
Ã1...Ãs

C(p)T
B̃1...B̃s

D(p) (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 M̃

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 : Z̃ → Z. We may suppress F from the notation, writing (4.2.3) as

u = ũ+ f3(ũ, ṽ, θ̃1, θ̃2), v = ṽ + f4(ũ, ṽ, θ̃1, θ̃2), θA = θ̃A + fA(ũ, ṽ, θ̃1, θ̃2). (4.3.1)
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We may consider (4.3.1) as relations on Z̃ (or alternatively on the spacetime region ĩ(Z̃)) 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

eA = ∂θA , e3 =
1

Ω
∂u, e4 =

1

Ω
(∂v + b), (4.3.2)

and

ẽA = ∂θ̃A , ẽ3 =
1

Ω̃
(∂ũ + b̃), ẽ4 =

1

Ω̃
∂ṽ. (4.3.3)

Both (4.3.2) and (4.3.3) may be considered as (local) frames on Z̃ with the usual identifications, i.e. where
eA is identified with (F∗)

−1(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, M̃ > 0, we may now associate also Schwarzschild backgrounds to i∗g and ĩ∗g

as in Section 1.3.4. We will denote the Schwarzschild background corresponding to ĩ∗g with ’̃s and the
Schwarzschild background corresponding to i∗g without. We consider the Schwarzschild scalar quantities
defined in both gauges, denoting the ones corresponding to ĩ∗g with a .̃ Thus, we distinguish r̃M̃ from rM .

We will in what follows drop the M and M̃ subscripts.
We will similarly distinguish the operators associated with ĩ∗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 Z̃.

4.3.2 Basic identities

With the setup of Section 4.3.1 and the above conventions, we compute the relations

du =

(
1 +

∂f3

∂ũ

)
dũ+

∂f3

∂ṽ
dṽ +

∂f3

∂θ̃A
dθ̃A (4.3.4)

dv =

(
1 +

∂f4

∂ṽ

)
dṽ +

∂f4

∂ũ
dũ+

∂f4

∂θ̃A
dθ̃A (4.3.5)

dθA =

(
δAB +

∂fA

∂θ̃B

)
dθ̃B +

∂fA

∂ũ
dũ+

∂fA

∂ṽ
dṽ, (4.3.6)

and

∂ũ =

(
1 +

∂f3

∂ũ

)
∂u +

∂f4

∂ũ
∂v +

∂fA

∂ũ
∂θA (4.3.7)

∂ṽ =

(
1 +

∂f4

∂ṽ

)
∂v +

∂f3

∂ṽ
∂u +

∂fA

∂ṽ
∂θA (4.3.8)

∂θ̃A =

(
δBA +

∂fB

∂θ̃A

)
∂θB +

∂f3

∂θ̃A
∂u +

∂f4

∂θ̃A
∂v. (4.3.9)

It then follows that the frames (4.3.2) and (4.3.3) are related by

ẽA =

(
δBA +

∂fB

∂θ̃A

)
eB + Ω

∂f3

∂θ̃A
e3 + Ω

∂f4

∂θ̃A
e4 −

∂f4

∂θ̃A
b, (4.3.10)

ẽ3 =
Ω

Ω̃

(
1 +

∂f3

∂ũ

)
e3 +

Ω

Ω̃

∂f4

∂ũ
e4 +

1

Ω̃

∂fA

∂ũ
eA +

1

Ω̃
b̃− 1

Ω̃

∂f4

∂ũ
b, (4.3.11)

ẽ4 =
Ω

Ω̃

(
1 +

∂f4

∂ṽ

)
e4 +

Ω

Ω̃

∂f3

∂ṽ
e3 +

1

Ω̃

∂fA

∂ṽ
eA −

1

Ω̃

(
1 +

∂f4

∂ṽ

)
b. (4.3.12)

Note that

∇eAeB = /Γ
C
ABeC +

1

2
χABe3 +

1

2
χ
AB
e4, (4.3.13)
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∇eAe3 = χ
A
BeB +

1

2
(ηA − ηA)e3, ∇eAe4 = χA

BeB +
1

2
(η
A
− ηA)e4, (4.3.14)

∇e3eA = χ
A
BeB + ηAe3, ∇e4eA =

[
χA

B − eA(bB)
]
eB + η

A
e4, (4.3.15)

∇e3e4 = −ω̂e4 + 2ηAeA, ∇e4e3 = −ω̂e3 + 2ηBeB , (4.3.16)

∇e3e3 = ω̂e3, ∇e4e4 = ω̂e4. (4.3.17)

Similar formulas hold for {ẽµ}, with the exception of equations (4.3.15) which take the form

∇ẽ3 ẽA =
[
χ̃B
A
− ẽA(̃bB)

]
ẽB + η̃Aẽ3, ∇ẽ4 ẽA = χ̃BA ẽB + η̃

A
ẽ4.

The null components of the Riemann curvature tensor satisfy

R(eA, e4, eB , e4) = α(eA, eB), R(eA, e3, eB , e3) = α(eA, eB), (4.3.18)

R(eA, e4, e3, e4) = 2β(eA), R(eA, e3, e3, e4) = 2β(eA), (4.3.19)

R(eA, e4, eB , eC) = −∗β(eA)/ε(eB , eC), R(eA, e3, eB , eC) = ∗β(eA)/ε(eB , eC), (4.3.20)

R(eA, e3, eB , e4) = −ρ/g(eA, eB) + σ/ε(eA, eB), R(eA, eB , eC , eD) = ρ/ε(eA, eB)/ε(eC , eD), (4.3.21)

R(e3, e4, e3, e4) = 4ρ, R(eA, eB , e3, e4) = 2σ/ε(eA, eB). (4.3.22)

Similar formulas hold for {ẽµ}.
Suppose that the metric g takes the following expressions in each of the two double null coordinate

systems

g|x̃=x0
= −4Ω2dudv + |b|2dvdv − 2/gABb

AdvdθB + /gABdθ
AdθB

∣∣∣
x=x0+f(x0)

= −4Ω̃2dũdṽ + |̃b|2dũdũ− 2/̃gAB b̃
Adũdθ̃B + /̃gABdθ̃

Adθ̃B
∣∣∣
x̃=x0

.

Note the asymmetry between the two expressions in the location of the torsion term b.1 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 dũdṽ give

−4Ω̃2 = − 4Ω2

[(
1 +

∂f3

∂ũ

)(
1 +

∂f4

∂ṽ

)
+
∂f3

∂ṽ

∂f4

∂ũ

]
+ 2 |b|2

(
1 +

∂f4

∂ṽ

)
∂f4

∂ũ

− 2/gABb
A

[(
1 +

∂f4

∂ṽ

)
∂fB

∂ũ
+
∂f4

∂ũ

∂fB

∂ũ

]
+ 2/gAB

∂fA

∂ṽ

∂fB

∂ũ
. (4.3.23)

The equated coefficients of dũdũ give∣∣∣̃b∣∣∣2 = −4Ω2 ∂f
4

∂ũ

(
1 +

∂f3

∂ũ

)
+ |b|2

(
∂f4

∂ũ

)2

− 2/gABb
A ∂f

4

∂ũ

∂fB

∂ũ
+ /gAB

∂fA

∂ũ

∂fB

∂ũ
. (4.3.24)

The equated coefficients of dṽdṽ give

0 = −4Ω2 ∂f
3

∂ṽ

(
1 +

∂f4

∂ṽ

)
+ |b|2

(
1 +

∂f4

∂ṽ

)2

− 2/gABb
A

(
1 +

∂f4

∂ṽ

)
∂fB

∂ṽ
+ /gAB

∂fA

∂ṽ

∂fB

∂ṽ
. (4.3.25)

The equated coefficients of dθ̃Cdũ give

− 2/̃gAC b̃
A = −4Ω2

[(
1 +

∂f3

∂ũ

)
∂f4

∂θ̃C
+
∂f3

∂θ̃C

∂f4

∂ũ

]
+ 2 |b|2 ∂f

4

∂ũ

∂f4

∂θ̃C

− 2/gABb
A

[(
δBC +

∂fB

∂θ̃C

)
∂f4

∂ũ
+
∂fB

∂ũ

∂f4

∂θ̃C

]
+ 2/gAB

(
δAC +

∂fA

∂θ̃C

)
∂fB

∂ũ
. (4.3.26)

1The 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).
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The equated coefficients of dθ̃Cdṽ give

0 = − 4Ω2

[(
1 +

∂f4

∂ṽ

)
∂f3

∂θ̃C
+
∂f4

∂θ̃C

∂f3

∂ṽ

]
+ 2 |b|2

(
1 +

∂f4

∂ṽ

)
∂f4

∂θ̃A

− 2/gABb
A

[(
1 +

∂f4

∂ṽ

)(
δBC +

∂fB

∂θ̃C

)
+
∂fB

∂ṽ

∂f4

∂θ̃C

]
+ 2/gAB

(
δAC +

∂fA

∂θ̃C

)
∂fB

∂ṽ
.

(4.3.27)

The equated coefficients of dθ̃Cdθ̃D give

/̃gCD = −2Ω2

(
∂f3

∂θ̃C

∂f4

∂θ̃D
+
∂f3

∂θ̃D

∂f4

∂θ̃C

)
+ |b|2 ∂f

4

∂θ̃C

∂f4

∂θ̃D

− /gABb
A

[
∂f4

∂θ̃C

(
δBD +

∂fB

∂θ̃D

)
+
∂f4

∂θ̃D

(
δBC +

∂fB

∂θ̃C

)]
+ /gAB

(
δAC +

∂fA

∂θ̃C

)(
δBD +

∂fB

∂θ̃D

)
. (4.3.28)

Given a (0, k) S-tensor ξ, the projection ΠS̃ξ is defined to be the restriction of ξ to S̃ vectors. The
relation (4.3.9) implies that, in components,

ΠS̃ξ(ẽA1
, . . . , ẽAk) = ξ

((
δB1

A1
+
∂fB1

∂θ̃A1

)
eB1

, . . . ,
(
δBkAk +

∂fBk

∂θ̃Ak

)
eBk

)
. (4.3.29)

4.3.3 The nonlinear error notation E1,k
Df ,p and E2,k

Df ,p

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 D̃fp, for p = −1, 0, 1, is used to schematically denote the following first order derivatives

D̃f−1 = r̃ /∇f4, r̃Ω /∇4f
4, D̃f0 = Ω̃−2∂ũ6f, r̃∂ṽ 6f, r̃ /∇f3, Ω̃−1 /∇3f

3, Ω̃−1 /∇3f
4, D̃f1 = r̃Ω /∇4f

3.

The notation E1,k
Df ,p will be used to denote a quadratic error term which involves at most k derivatives of

D̃f and Φ, each term involves at least one D̃f factor, and which decays, according to the p index notation,
like r̃−p. Similarly, the notation E2,k

Df ,p will be used to denote a quadratic error term which involves at most

k derivatives of D̃f ,
∑
|γ|=1 D̃

γD̃f and Φ, each term involves at least one
∑
|γ|≤1 D̃

γD̃f factor, and which

decays, according to the p index notation, like r̃−p.
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 Φ 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 D̃f

In order to define the error notation more precisely, let the collection D̃f be ordered as follows

D̃f1 = r̃ /∇f4, D̃f2 = r̃Ω /∇4f
4,

D̃f3 = Ω̃−2∂ũ6f, D̃f4 = r̃∂ṽ 6f, D̃f5 = r̃ /∇f3, D̃f6 = Ω̃−1 /∇3f
3, D̃f7 = Ω̃−1 /∇3f

4, D̃f8 = r̃Ω /∇4f
3.

4.3.3.2 The notation D̃k+1f and D̃k+1fp

Consider some k ≥ 0. Define {(1, 0, 0), (0, 1, 0), (0, 0, 1)}0 := {(0, 0, 0)}. Given i ∈ {1, . . . , 8} and γ ∈
{(1, 0, 0), (0, 1, 0), (0, 0, 1)}k, define

D̃k+1f · (i, γ) := D̃γD̃f i. (4.3.30)

As an example, one can write

Ω̃−1 /∇3r̃Ω /∇4f
3 = D̃2f · (8, (0, 1, 0)), and r̃ /∇f4 = D̃1f · (1, (0, 0, 0)).
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Define now the sets
Q−1 = {1, 2}, Q0 = {3, . . . , 7}, Q1 = {8}.

Consider some k ≥ 0. Given p ∈ {−1, 0, 1} and γ ∈ {(1, 0, 0), (0, 1, 0), (0, 0, 1)}k, if i ∈ Qp then we often add
a p subscript in (4.3.30) for emphasis, i.e.

D̃k+1fp · (i, γ) := D̃γD̃f i if i ∈ Qp.

4.3.3.3 The notation (D̃k+1f)l

Consider now some k ≥ 0, l ≥ 1 and some

G = {j,mGk1...kl′ ,
jLk1...kl′}m=0,...,l′,k1+...+kl′≤k,l′≥l,j≥1,

where
j,mGk1...kl′ ∈

{
(i, γ) | i ∈ {1, . . . , 8}, γ ∈ {(1, 0, 0), (0, 1, 0), (0, 0, 1)}km

}
∪
{

0
}
,

for all m = 0, . . . , l′ and jLk1...kl′ is a trace set of some order d ≥ 0, as in Section 3.2.2, for all j ≥ 1,
k1 + . . .+ kl′ ≤ k and l′ ≥ l. For such k ≥ 0, l ≥ 1 and G, define(

D̃k+1f
)l
·G :=

∑
l′≥l

∑
k1+...+kl′≤k

∑
j≥1

(
D̃k1+1f · j,1Gk1...kl′ ⊗ . . .⊗ D̃kl′+1f · j,l

′
Gk1...kl′

)
·
/̃g
jLk1...kl′ .

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 l1, l2, p1, p2 and j ≥ 1 are finite, and so the summation is indeed well defined.

Note that the operation ·
/̃g
jLk1...kl′ involves multiplying with admissible functions on Z̃ or taking traces

over the ˜ indices. Note also that (
D̃k+1f

)l
·G ∈ Γ

(
(T ∗S̃)s ⊗ F ∗(TS)r

)
,

for some r and s.

4.3.3.4 The notation (D̃k+1fp)
l

Consider now some k ≥ 0, l ≥ 1, p ≥ 0 and some

G = {j,mGp0...pl′
k1...kl′

, jL
p0...pl′
k1...kl′

}m=0,...,l′,k1+...+kl′≤k,
p0+...+pl′≥p,l

′≥l,j≥1

,

where
j,mG

p0...pl′
k1...kl′

∈
{

(i, γ) | i ∈ Qpm , γ ∈ {(1, 0, 0), (0, 1, 0), (0, 0, 1)}km
}
∪
{

0
}
,

for all m = 0, . . . , l′, and jLk1...kl′ is a trace set of some order d ≥ 0, as in Section 3.2.2, for all k1+. . .+kl′ ≤ k,
p0 + . . .+ pl′ ≥ p, j ≥ 1 and l′ ≥ l. For such k ≥ 0, l ≥ 1 and G, define(

D̃k+1fp

)l
·G :=

∑
l′≥l

∑
k1+...+kl′≤k
p0+...+pl′≥p

∑
j≥1

r̃−p0
(
D̃k1+1fp1

· j,1Gp0...pl′
k1...kl′

⊗ . . .⊗ D̃kl′+1fpl′ ·
j,1G

p0...pl′
k1...kl′

)
·
/̃g
jL

p0...pl′
k1...kl′

.

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 E1,k
Df and E1,k

Df ,p

Given appropriate H = {jH l1l2
k1k2
} and G = {jGl1l2k1k2

}, where each jH l1l2
k1k2

is as in Section 3.2.3 and each
jGl1l2k1k2

is as above, and K = {jKl1l2
k1k2
}, where each jKl1l2

k1k2
is a trace set of some order d ≥ 0, as in Section

3.2.2, define the S̃ tensor

E1,k
Df (H,G,K) = ΠS̃

∑
k1+k2≤k

l1+l2≥2,l2≥1

∑
j≥1

(
(Dk1Φ)l1 · jH l1l2

k1k2
⊗ (D̃k2+1f)l2 · jGl1l2k1k2

)
·/g jK

l1l2
k1k2

,

where ΠS̃ denotes the projection to the S̃ spheres (see (4.3.29)). Note that l2 ≥ 1 in the summation, so

that each term in the nonlinear error E1,k
Df (H,G,K) involves at least one factor involving (derivatives of) a

diffeomorphism component D̃f .
Similarly, for given k, p, and for appropriate H = {jH l1l2

k1k2
p1p2

}, G = {jGl1l2k1k2
p1p2

} and K = {jKl1l2
k1k2
p1p2

}, define

E1,k
Df ,p(H,G,K) = ΠS̃

∑
k1+k2≤k

l1+l2≥2,l2≥1
p1+p2≥p

∑
j≥1

(
(Dk1Φp1

)l1 · jH l1l2
k1k2
p1p2

⊗ (D̃k2+1fp2
)l2 · jGl1l2k1k2

p1p2

)
·/g jK

l1l2
k1k2
p1p2

.

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, l2, p1, p2 and j ≥ 1 are finite, and so each summation is indeed well defined.

Note that, for any γ,

D̃γE1,k
Df ,p(H,G,K) = E1,k+|γ|

Df ,p (Hγ , Gγ ,Kγ)

for some Hγ , Gγ ,Kγ .
We will typically abuse notation and write “E1,k

Df ,p” to mean “E1,k
Df ,p(H,G,K) for some H,G,K”, etc.

4.3.3.6 The notation E2,k
Df and E2,k

Df ,p

The nonlinear error notation E2,k
Df (H,G,K) is defined, for appropriate H,G,K, by

E2,k
Df (H,G,K) = ΠS̃

∑
k1+k2≤k+1,k1≤k
l1+l2≥2,l2≥1

∑
j≥1

(
(Dk1Φ)l1 · jH l1l2

k1k2
⊗ (D̃k2+1f)l2 · jGl1l2k1k2

)
·/g jK

l1l2
k1k2

,

so that each term in E2,k
Df (H,G,K) involves a total of at most k + 1 derivatives of D̃f and Φ, but at most k

derivatives of Φ. Similarly, for appropriate H,G,K, define

E2,k
Df ,p(H,G,K) = ΠS̃

∑
k1+k2≤k+1,k1≤k
l1+l2≥2,l2≥1
p1+p2≥p

∑
j≥1

(
(Dk1Φp1

)l1 · jH l1l2
k1k2
p1p2

⊗ (D̃k2+1fp2)l2 · jGl1l2k1k2
p1p2

)
·/g jK

l1l2
k1k2
p1p2

.

Here ΠS̃ again denotes the projection to the S̃ spheres (see (4.3.29)).

Again, 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, l2, p1, p2 and j ≥ 1 are finite, and so each summation is indeed well defined.

Note that, for any γ,

D̃γE2,k
Df ,p(H,G,K) = E2,k+|γ|

Df ,p (Hγ , Gγ ,Kγ)

for some Hγ , Gγ ,Kγ .
Again, we will typically abuse notation and write “E2,k

Df ,p” to mean “E2,k
Df ,p(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 E1,k
Df ,p and E2,k

Df ,p 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 ∂ũ6f, ∂ṽ 6f from Section 4.1. Since ∂ũ6f and ∂ṽ 6f are S-vectors one can also define
their [ with respect to /g,

∂ũ6f [(∂θA) := /gAB∂ũf
B , ∂ṽ 6f [(∂θA) := /gAB∂ṽf

B .

Recall also the operator ΠS̃ , which projects S-tensor fields to S̃-tensor fields (see (4.3.29)). The relations of

Propositions 4.3.1, 4.3.2 and 4.3.3 are relations between S̃ 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

Ω2∂ũf
4 = E1,0

Df ,0; (4.3.31)

Ω2
(
1 + ∂ṽf

4
)
∂ṽf

3 = E1,0
Df ,2; (4.3.32)

2Ω2 /̃∇f4 = ΠS̃∂ũ6f
[ + b̃[ + E1,0

Df ,0; (4.3.33)

2Ω2 /̃∇f3 = ΠS̃∂ṽ 6f
[ −ΠS̃b

[ + E1,0
Df ,1; (4.3.34)

ΠS̃r
2γ − r̃2γ =

(
/̃g − r̃2γ

)
−ΠS̃

(
/g − r2γ

)
+ E1,0

Df ,1; (4.3.35)

Ω2
(
∂ũf

3 + ∂ṽf
4
)

+ Ω2
◦,M − Ω̃2

◦,M̃ =
(

Ω̃2 − Ω̃2
◦,M̃

)
−
(
Ω2 − Ω2

◦,M
)

+ E1,0
Df ,0. (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

2Ω2 ∂f
4

∂θ̃C
= /̃gAC b̃

A + /gAB

(
δAC +

∂fA

∂θ̃C

)
∂fB

∂ũ
+ E1,0

Df ,0(ẽC),

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.

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 ∂ṽf
4 /̃∇∂ũf3 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

Ω̃χ̂−ΠS̃Ωχ̂ = − 2Ω2 /̃D∗2 /̃∇f3 + E2,0
Df ,2; (4.3.37)

Ω̃χ̂−ΠS̃Ωχ̂ = − 2Ω2 /̃D∗2 /̃∇f4 + E2,0
Df ,1; (4.3.38)

η̃ −ΠS̃η =

(
1 +

∂f4

∂ṽ

)
/̃∇∂f

3

∂ũ
+ (2Ωω̂ − 1

2
Ωtrχ) /̃∇f3 +

1

2
Ωtrχ /̃∇f4 + E2,0

Df ,2; (4.3.39)

η̃ −ΠS̃η =

(
1 +

∂f3

∂ũ

)
/̃∇∂f

4

∂ṽ
+ (2Ωω̂ − 1

2
Ωtrχ) /̃∇f4 +

1

2
Ωtrχ /̃∇f3 + E2,0

Df ,2; (4.3.40)

(
Ω̃ω̂ − (̃Ωω̂)◦,M̃

)
− (Ωω̂ − (Ωω̂)◦,M ) = (Ωω̂)◦,M − (̃Ωω̂)◦,M̃ + Ωω̂

∂f4

∂ṽ
+

1

2

∂2f4

∂ṽ2
+ E2,0

Df ,1; (4.3.41)(
Ω̃ω̂ − (̃Ωω̂)◦,M̃

)
− (Ωω̂ − (Ωω̂)◦,M ) = (Ωω̂)◦,M − (̃Ωω̂)◦,M̃ + Ωω̂

∂f3

∂ũ
+

1

2

∂2f3

∂ũ2
+ E2,0

Df ,0; (4.3.42)
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and Ωtrχ and Ωtrχ satisfy

(
Ω̃trχ− (̃Ωtrχ)◦,M̃

)
− (Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦,M ) = (Ωtrχ)◦,M − (̃Ωtrχ)◦,M̃ + 2Ω2 /̃∆f3 + Ωtrχ

∂f4

∂ṽ
+ E2,0

Df ,2;

(4.3.43)(
Ω̃trχ− (̃Ωtrχ)◦,M̃

)
−
(
Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦,M

)
= (Ωtrχ)◦,M − (̃Ωtrχ)◦,M̃ + 2Ω2 /̃∆f4 + Ωtrχ

∂f3

∂ũ
+ E2,0

Df ,1.

(4.3.44)

Proof. Consider first (4.3.37) and (4.3.43). Writing

Ω̃χ(ẽA, ẽB) = g(∇ẽAΩ̃ẽ4, ẽB),

expanding ẽA, ẽB , Ω̃ẽ4 using the relations (4.3.10) and (4.3.12), and using the metric relation (4.3.34), it
follows that

Ω̃χ(ẽA, ẽB) = (1 + ∂ṽf
4)Ωχ(HA

CeC , HB
DeD) + 2Ω2 /̃∇2

∂
θ̃A
,∂
θ̃B
f3 + E2,0

Df ,2(ẽA, ẽB),

where HA
C = δCA + ∂θ̃Af

C , and so

Ω̃χ = (1 + ∂ṽf
4)ΠS̃Ωχ+ 2Ω2 /̃∇2f3 + E2,0

Df ,2.

The proof of (4.3.37) and (4.3.43) then follow from decomposing into trace and trace free parts, with respect
to /̃g, and using the relation (4.3.35). The proof of the other relations is similar.

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 4.3.1,
the curvature components of the two gauges, viewed as spacetime tensors, satisfy the relations

Ω̃2α−ΠS̃Ω2α = E1,0
Df ,4; (4.3.45)

Ω̃−2α−ΠS̃Ω−2α = E1,0
Df ,1; (4.3.46)

Ω̃β −ΠS̃Ωβ = 3Ω2ρ /̃∇f3 + E1,0
Df ,4; (4.3.47)

Ω̃−1β −ΠS̃Ω−1β = − 3ρ /̃∇f4 + E1,0
Df ,2; (4.3.48)

(ρ̃− ρ̃◦,M̃ )− (ρ− ρ◦,M ) = ρ◦,M − ρ̃◦,M̃ + E1,0
Df ,3; (4.3.49)

σ̃ − σ = E1,0
Df ,3. (4.3.50)

Proof. Consider first (4.3.45). Using (4.3.18),

Ω̃2αAB = R(ẽA, Ω̃ẽ4, ẽB , Ω̃ẽ4).

Expanding ẽ1, ẽ2 and ẽ4 in terms of e1, . . . , 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

Ω̃2αAB = (δCA + ∂θ̃Af
C)(δDB + ∂θ̃Bf

D)R(eC ,Ωe4, eD,Ωe4) + E1,0
Df ,4(ẽA, ẽB),

and (4.3.45) follows.

The identities (4.3.46)–(4.3.50) follow similarly. Note that the term 1

Ω̃

(
∂ũf

AeA + b̃
)

in ẽ3 (see (4.3.11))

can be replaced by 2Ω2

Ω̃
/̃∇f4, plus nonlinear terms, using the relation (4.3.33).
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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 S̃ norms and derivatives of projections of S-tensors are related to the corresponding S norms
and derivatives.

Proposition 4.3.4 relates the /g norm of an S-tensor field to the /̃g norm of its projection to S̃. Proposition

4.3.5 relates the D̃ derivative of the projection of an S-tensor field to an S̃-tensor field, to the projection of
the corresponding D derivative of the tensor field.

Proposition 4.3.4 (/̃g norm of projection to S̃ 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 γ and any S-geometric quantity Φ,

|DγΦp|/g = |ΠS̃D
γΦp|/̃g + E1,|γ|

Df ,p.

Proof. Let GBA denote the components of the inverse of
(
δBA + ∂fB

∂θ̃A

)
, so that

GBA

(
δCB +

∂fC

∂θ̃B

)
= δBA .

If ξ and ξ′ are two (0, k) S-tensors, one can define

(ΠS̃/g)(ΠS̃ξ,ΠS̃ξ
′) = (ΠS̃/g)A1B1 . . . (ΠS̃/g)AkBk(ΠS̃ξ)A1...Ak(ΠS̃ξ

′)B1...Bk , |ΠS̃ξ|
2
ΠS̃/g

= (ΠS̃/g)(ΠS̃ξ,ΠS̃ξ),

where
(ΠS̃/g)AB = GACG

B
D/g

CD,

is the projection of /g
−1 to S̃.

One easily computes
(ΠS̃/g)(ΠS̃ξ,ΠS̃ξ

′) = /g(ξ, ξ′), |ΠS̃ξ|ΠS̃/g = |ξ|/g.

Indeed, if k = 1,

(ΠS̃/g)(ΠS̃ξ,ΠS̃ξ
′) = /g

−1(GBAdθ
A, GDCdθ

C)ξ
((
δEB +

∂fE

∂θ̃B

)
eE

)
ξ′
((
δFD +

∂fF

∂θ̃D

)
eF

)
= /g

ACξAξ
′
C = /g(ξ, ξ′).

Similarly for k ≥ 2. The proof then follows from the relation (4.3.35).

Proposition 4.3.5 (D̃ derivatives of projection to S̃ of an S-tensor field). With the setup of Section 4.3.1,
for any multi index γ and any of the S-geometric quantities Φ,

/̃∇ΠS̃D
γΦp = ΠS̃

/∇DγΦp + E1,|γ|+1
Df ,p+1, (4.3.51)

Ω̃ /̃∇3ΠS̃D
γΦp = ΠS̃Ω /∇3D

γΦp + E1,|γ|+1
Df ,p , (4.3.52)

Ω̃ /̃∇4ΠS̃D
γΦp = ΠS̃Ω /∇4D

γΦp + E1,|γ|+1
Df ,p+1. (4.3.53)

Proof. The relation (4.3.10) implies that, for any S-tensor ξ,

∇ẽBξ =

(
δCB +

∂fC

∂θ̃B

)
∇eC ξ + Ω

∂f3

∂θ̃B
∇e3ξ + Ω

∂f4

∂θ̃B
∇e4ξ −

∂f4

∂θ̃B
bC∇eC ξ.

If ξ is an S-tangent 1-form, the relation (4.3.6) implies that,

ΠS̃ξ =
(
δAB +

∂fA

∂θ̃B

)
ξAdθ̃

A = ξA
(
dθA − ∂ũfAdũ− ∂ṽfAdṽ

)
= ξ − ξ · ∂ũ6fdũ− ξ · ∂ṽ 6fdṽ,

and so
/̃∇ΠS̃ξ = ΠS̃(∇ξ)− ξ · ∂ũ6f /̃∇dũ− ξ · ∂ṽ 6f /̃∇dṽ.
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It follows that

/̃∇ΠS̃ξ = ΠS̃( /∇ξ)+ /̃∇f3⊗ΠS̃(Ω∇e3ξ)+ /̃∇f4⊗ΠS̃(Ω∇e4ξ)− /̃∇f4⊗ΠS̃(b· /∇ξ)− 1

2
ξ ·∂ũ6fΩ̃−1χ̃]− 1

2
ξ ·∂ṽ 6fΩ̃−1χ̃].

The proof of (4.3.51) then follows if DγΦ is a one form. If DγΦ is a higher order tensor the proof of (4.3.51)
is similar, using now the fact that, for any (0, k) S-tensor ξ,

ΠS̃ξ = ξA1
. . . ξAk

(
dθA1 − ∂ũfA1dũ− ∂ṽfA1dṽ

)
. . .
(
dθAk − ∂ũfAkdũ− ∂ṽfAkdṽ

)
.

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 S̃-tangential operators acting on S-tensors

Recall the setup of Section 4.3.1.

It is convenient to define the action of the differential operators /̃∇, /̃∇3, /̃∇4 associated to the S̃ double

null foliation on S-tensors. Recall, for any S-tangent 1-form ξ, the /̃∇ derivative /̃∇ξ ∈ Γ
(
(F−1)∗T ∗S̃ ⊗ T ∗S

)
defined in Section 4.2.3, with F defined by (4.2.2). Similarly, if ξ ∈ Γ

(
(T ∗S)k

)
is an S-tangent (0, k)

tensor, for any X ∈ Γ
(
(F−1)∗T ∗S̃

)
define /̃∇Xξ to be the restriction of ∇F∗Xξ to S-vectors, so that /̃∇ξ ∈

Γ
(
(F−1)∗T ∗S̃ ⊗ (T ∗S)k

)
. In view of the relation (4.3.10),

/̃∇Xξ = /∇
/̃d/FX

ξ + /̃∇Xf3Ω /∇3ξ + /̃∇Xf4Ω /∇4ξ − /̃∇Xf4 /∇bξ. (4.3.54)

Similarly, define /̃∇3ξ and /̃∇4ξ to be the restriction of ∇F∗ẽ3ξ and ∇F∗ẽ4ξ to S-vectors respectively. In view
of the relations (4.3.11), (4.3.12),

/̃∇3ξ =
Ω

Ω̃

(
1 +

∂f3

∂ũ

)
/∇3ξ +

Ω

Ω̃

∂f4

∂ũ
/∇4ξ +

1

Ω̃

∂fA

∂ũ
/∇Aξ −

1

Ω̃

∂f4

∂ũ
/∇bξ (4.3.55)

+
1

Ω̃
/∇
/̃d/F b̃

ξ + Ωb̃(f3) /∇3ξ + Ωb̃(f4) /∇4ξ − b̃(f4) /∇bξ,

/̃∇4ξ =
Ω

Ω̃

(
1 +

∂f4

∂ṽ

)
/∇4ξ +

Ω

Ω̃

∂f3

∂ṽ
/∇3ξ +

1

Ω̃

∂fA

∂ṽ
/∇Aξ −

1

Ω̃

(
1 +

∂f4

∂ṽ

)
/∇bξ. (4.3.56)

Define the coercive expression

| /̃∇ξ|2 := /̃g
C̃D̃

/g
A1B1 . . . /g

AkBk /̃∇C̃ξA1...Ak /̃∇D̃ξB1...Bk . (4.3.57)

Note that /̃∇3ξ, /̃∇4ξ ∈ Γ
(
(T ∗S)k

)
are S-tangent (0, k) tensors and so | /̃∇3ξ| and | /̃∇4ξ| 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 ψ 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 S2 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| ≤ ε, |∇hK| ≤ ε, (4.4.1)

where K here denotes the Gauss curvature of h. Then for ε > 0 sufficiently small, it follows that S is
diffeomorphic to the standard sphere S2 of Section 1.1.1, and given p ∈ S, v ∈ TpS with h(v, v) = 1, we can
associate to the triple ((S, h), p, v) a “canonical” diffeomorphism

ψ : S2 → S (4.4.2)
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such that ψ(1, 0, 0) = p, and ψ∗(0, 1, 0) = v, where we consider (0, 1, 0) as a vector (0, 1, 0) ∈ T(1,0,0)S2 ⊂ R3.

This association is canonical in the following sense: If ξ : S̃ → S is a diffeomorphism then ψ̃ associated
to the triple (ξ∗h, ξ−1(p), (ξ∗)

−1(v)) satisfies

ψ = ξ ◦ ψ̃. (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 ∂φ̊ is a Killing field of ψ∗h, where ∂φ̊ is the coordinate vector field on S2 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 ht, pt, vt depend smoothly on a parameter t. Then the resulting map ψt given by our association
depends smoothly on t.

Moreover, for all integers k ≥ 3, with ψ as above, we have the following estimates

k+2∑
k̃=0

∫
S2

|∇k̃ψ∗h(ψ∗h− γ̊)|2ψ∗hdVolψ∗h ≤ Ck
k∑
k̃=0

∫
S2

|∇k̃ψ∗hψ∗(K − 1)|2ψ∗hdVolψ∗h. (4.4.4)

Finally, if (S, h) and (Ŝ, ĥ) are two manifolds, with distinguished points and vectors p, p̂ and v, v̂, with

Gauss curvature K and K̂ and with corresponding canonical diffeomorphisms ψ and ψ̂, we have the estimate

k+2∑
k̃=0

∫
S2

|∇k̃ψ∗h(ψ∗h− ψ̂∗ĥ)|2ψ∗hdVolψ∗h ≤ Ck
k∑
k̃=0

∫
S2

|∇k̃ψ∗h(ψ∗K − ψ̂∗K̂)|2ψ∗hdVolψ∗h. (4.4.5)

If S = Ŝ, p = p̂ and v = λv̂ for some positive multiple λ, we moreover have the following zeroth and
first order pointwise estimates on the diffeomorphisms ψ ◦ ψ̂−1, which can be expressed geometrically as the
statement

sup
x∈S

d2
(S,h)(ψ ◦ ψ̂

−1(x), x) ≤ C
2∑
k̃=0

∫
S2

|∇k̃ψ∗hψ∗(h− ĥ)|2ψ∗hdVolψ∗h, (4.4.6)

sup
x∈S

d2
(S,h)(d(ψ ◦ ψ̂−1)|x), d(Id)|x) ≤ C

2∑
k̃=0

∫
S2

|∇k̃ψ∗hψ∗(h− ĥ)|2ψ∗hdVolψ∗h. (4.4.7)

Moreover ψ ◦ ψ̂−1 satisfies the higher order estimates

k∑
k̃=0

∫
S2

|∇k̃+1
ψ∗hd(ψ ◦ ψ̂−1)|2ψ∗hdVolψ∗h ≤ C

k+1∑
k̃=0

∫
S2

|∇k̃ψ∗hψ∗(h− ĥ)|2ψ∗hdVolψ∗h. (4.4.8)

In (4.4.6), d(S,h) may be taken to be the Riemannian distance, while in (4.4.7), d(S,h) simply denotes any
appropriate geometric notion of distance between maps TxS → Tψ◦ψ̂−1(x)S and TxS → TxS, defined so as
to be comparable to the differences of the components of the differential maps expressed in a fixed chart. In
formulas (4.4.6)–(4.4.8), the constant C depends on

k+1∑
k̃=0

∫
S2

|∇k̃ψ∗hψ∗h|2ψ∗hdVolψ∗h.

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 ε < 1.

Remark 4.4.3. Note that in the case where (S, h) = (S2, γ̊) defined in Section 1.1.1, and p = (1, 0, 0),
v = (0, 1, 0) ∈ T(1,0,0)S ⊂ R3, then our ψ as defined below will in fact be the identity map. By (4.4.3), it then
follows that for the same choice (S, h) = (S2, γ̊) but for a different choice of point p̃ and vector ṽ ∈ Tp̃S, then

the resulting ψ̃ : S2 → S = S2 is the unique Euclidean rotation of S2 which brings (1, 0, 0) to p̃ and (0, 1, 0)
to ṽ.
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Remark 4.4.4. Estimate (4.4.5) is the statement that the metrics of h and h̃ 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

ξ∗ĥ on S where ξ : S → Ŝ is a diffeomorphism and p̂, v̂ are distinguished points and vectors on Ŝ such that
ξ−1(p̂) = p, ξ−1

∗ v̂ = v.

Remark 4.4.5. The equivariance statement is only relevant for the proof of Corollary III.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 S2

Recall the standard sphere S2 as described in Section 1.1.1. In addition to the coordinates θ̊, φ̊ defined
by (1.1.1), we may define a standard isothermal coordinate system x̊, ẙ defined by

x̊ :=
1− cos θ̊

sin θ̊
cos φ̊, ẙ :=

1− cos θ̊

sin θ̊
sin φ̊. (4.4.9)

Note also the identity √
x̊2 + ẙ2 =

∣∣∣∣∣1− cos θ̊

sin θ̊

∣∣∣∣∣ = tan(θ̊/2). (4.4.10)

The above coordinates satisfy ∆γ̊ x̊ = 0, ∆γ̊ ẙ = 0, and ẙ is a harmonic conjugate of x̊ with respect to the
standard metric on the sphere, i.e.

dẙ = ?̊dx̊. (4.4.11)

Note that ẙ is uniquely determined from x̊ and equation (4.4.11) together with the additional requirement
that ẙ vanish at the “north pole” (0, 0, 1). Let us note that the standard metric γ̊ in these coordinates takes
the form

γ̊ = eλ̊(̊x,̊y)(dx̊2 + dẙ2) (4.4.12)

where

λ̊(̊x, ẙ) := log
4

(1 + x̊2 + ẙ2)2
. (4.4.13)

We may consider an auxiliary set of coordinates associated to the “south pole” (0, 0,−1). We denote

these as θ̊
′
, φ̊
′
. These are related to θ̊, φ̊ by the relations

θ̊
′

= π − θ̊, φ̊
′

= φ̊. (4.4.14)

Finally, we may also define an isothermal coordinate system x̊′, ẙ′ by replacing θ̊ by θ̊
′

and φ̊ by φ̊
′

in (4.4.9).
The two isothermal coordinate systems are themselves related by the transformation law:

x̊′ =
x̊

x̊2 + ẙ2
, ẙ′ = − ẙ

x̊2 + ẙ2
. (4.4.15)

To define now a diffeomorphism ψ : S2 → S, it suffices to define open sets U ⊂ S, and U ′ ⊂ S with
U ∪ U ′ = S and to define diffeomorphisms

ϕ : U → V ⊂ R2 , ϕ′ : U ′ → V ′ ⊂ R2

such that the transition map
ϕ′ ◦ ϕ−1 : V → V ′ (4.4.16)

is given by (4.4.15) when we view V ⊂ R2
x̊,̊y and V ′ ⊂ R2

x̊′ ,̊y′ . (For then ψ can be defined consistently in local

coordinates (̊x, ẙ) by ϕ−1 and in local coordinates (̊x′, ẙ′) by ϕ′
−1

.) 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 ∈ TpS. By a well known result of Klingenberg [Kli59], if ε in (4.4.1) is
sufficiently small, there exists a geodesic polar neighbourhood Sp, 78π ⊂ S around p of, say, radius 7

8π. Let
us denote the chart by the diffeomorphism

ϕp, 78π : Sp, 78π → D 7
8π
.

Associated to this chart are geodesic polar coordinates which we shall denote as (θ, φ). These are uniquely
determined by declaring that φ = 0 corresponds to the direction ∂v and the frame ∂θ, ∂φ is compatible with
the orientation where defined.

Let γ(s) denote the geodesic in S with initial condition γ(0) = p, γ′(0) = v. This is parametrised by arc
length. We will define an “antipode” q as follows:

Note that by the assumption on curvature, for ε sufficiently small, γ will have have a unique conjugate
point in the interval (99π/100, 101π/100). Let t0 correspond to this value and define q = γ(t0).

Similarly, there exists a geodesic polar neighbourhood Sq, 78π around q of radius 7
8π. Let us denote the

chart by
ϕq, 78π : Sq, 78π → D 7

8π
.

Again, associated to this chart are geodesic polar coordinates which we shall denote as (θ′, φ′). These are
selected so that φ = 0 corresponds to the direction γ(t0 − s) and the frame ∂θ′ ,−∂φ′ is compatible with the
orientation where defined.

Let us introduce some auxiliary notation: For any 0 < α < 7
8π, we define the sets

Sp,α := {x ∈ S : dist(x, p) < α},

Sq,α := {x ∈ S : dist(x, q) < α},

Tα = Sp,α ∩ Sq,α,

Cp,α = {x ∈ S : dist(x, p) = α},

Cq,α = {x ∈ S : dist(x, p) = α}.

Note that Sp,α ⊂ Sp, 78π and is itself a geodesic polar neighbourhood. Similarly, for Sq,α. The sets Cp,α and
Cq,α are geodesic circles that generalise the “lines of constant latitude”.

We recall that in the patches Sp, 78π and Sq, 78π, the metric h takes the form

h = dθ2 +G(θ, φ)dφ2, h = dθ′
2

+G′(θ′, φ′)dφ′
2
, (4.4.17)

respectively, where G and G′ satisfy the differential equations

√
Gθθ +K

√
G = 0,

√
G′θθ +K

√
G′ = 0 (4.4.18)

with the initial conditions

√
G(θ, 0) = 0,

√
Gθ(θ, 0) = 1, and

√
G′(θ′, 0) = 0,

√
G′θ′(θ

′, 0) = 1, (4.4.19)

respectively.
Note (as is well known) that if K = 1 identically, it follows that G = sin2 θ, G′ = sin2 θ′. 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:

sup
D7/8π

∥∥∥√G− sin θ

sin3 θ

∥∥∥+ sup
D7/8π

∥∥∥∂θ(√G− sin θ)

sin2 θ

∥∥∥+ sup
D7/8π

∥∥∥∂ϕ(
√
G− sin θ)

sin3 θ

∥∥∥ ≤ C‖K − 1‖C1(S) (4.4.20)

sup
D7/8π

∥∥∥√G′ − sin θ′

sin3 θ′

∥∥∥+ sup
D7/8π

∥∥∥∂θ′(√G′ − sin θ′)

sin2 θ′

∥∥∥+ sup
D7/8π

∥∥∥∂ϕ′(√G′ − sin θ′)

sin3 θ′

∥∥∥ ≤ C‖K − 1‖C1(S) . (4.4.21)
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Proof. From (4.4.18) and (4.4.19) we derive the ordinary differential equation

(
√
G− sin θ)θθ + (

√
G− sin θ) = −(K − 1) sin θ − (K − 1)(

√
G− sin θ) ,

with initial condition (
√
G− sin θ)(0, 0) = 0 and ∂θ(

√
G− sin θ)(0, 0) = 0. The solution satisfies

√
G− sin θ =− sin θ

∫ θ

0

dθ̃ cos θ̃(sin θ̃ +
√
G− sin θ̃)(K − 1)(θ̃, ϕ)

+ cos θ

∫ θ

0

dθ̃ sin θ̃(sin θ̃ +
√
G− sin θ̃)(K − 1)(θ̃, ϕ) ,

from which the estimates follow. The computation in the south chart is of course analogous.

Let us note that the overlap region T 7
8π

is nonempty. We have the following estimate for the difference
of the coordinates.

Lemma 4.4.7. We have in the overlap region T 7
8π

the zeroth order estimate

‖θ − (π − θ′)‖C0(T 7
8
π

) + ‖ϕ− ϕ′‖C0(T 7
8
π

) ≤ C‖K − 1‖C1(S) . (4.4.22)

Proof. This follows easily from the estimates of Lemma 4.4.6.

In particular, it follows from the above lemma that ∂Sp, 78π ⊂ Sq, 78π and ∂Sq, 78π ⊂ Sp, 78π. In particular,
Sp, 78π ∪ Sq, 78π is both open and closed and by connectivity we have

S = Sp, 78π ∪ Sq, 78π.

More generally, given any α > 1
2π, this argument yields

S = Sp,α ∪ Sq,α (4.4.23)

for sufficiently small ε.

4.4.3 Two isothermal charts on (S, h)

Associated to each of the two geodesic polar neighbourhoods defined above, we may define isothermal charts
in the subregions Sp, 34π and Sq, 34π 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
(x′, y′), defined in Sp, 34π and Sq, 34π, respectively, such that

∆hx = 0,∆hy = 0, ∆hx
′ = 0,∆hy

′ = 0, (4.4.24)

dy = ?dx, dy′ = ?dx′, (4.4.25)

x(p) = 0, y(p) = 0, (4.4.26)∥∥∥∥x− 1− cos θ

sin θ
cosφ

∥∥∥∥
H2(S

p, 3
4
π

)

≤ C‖K − 1‖C1(S), (4.4.27)

∥∥∥∥y − 1− cos θ

sin θ
sinφ

∥∥∥∥
H2(S

p, 3
4
π

)

≤ C‖K − 1‖C1(S), (4.4.28)

∥∥∥∥x′ − 1− cos θ′

sin θ′
cosφ′

∥∥∥∥
H2(S

q, 3
4
π

)

≤ C‖K − 1‖C1(S), (4.4.29)

∥∥∥∥y′ − 1− cos θ′

sin θ′
sinφ′

∥∥∥∥
H2(S

q, 3
4
π

)

≤ C‖K − 1‖C1(S). (4.4.30)

The choice is canonical and, if (S, h) = (S2, γ̊) with p = (1, 0, 0) and v = (0, 1, 0), then (x, y) = (̊x, ẙ) and
(x′, y′) = (̊x′, ẙ′).
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Proof. Let us first define xprelim to be unique solution of the Dirichlet problem for

∆hxprelim = 0

with the boundary condition

xprelim =
1− cos( 3

4π)

sin( 3
4π)

cosφ

on Cp, 34π.
In view of the estimates of Lemma 4.4.6, it follows that∥∥∥∥xprelim −

1− cos θ

sin θ
cosφ

∥∥∥∥
H2(S

p, 3
4
π

)

≤ C‖K − 1‖C1(S).

In particular, |xprelim(p)| ≤ C‖K − 1‖C1(S), and defining x = xprelim − xprelim(p), we have that x satisfies
again ∆hx = 0 and the estimate (4.4.27).

We define y to be the harmonic conjugate of x

dy := ?dx,

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 x, 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) = (S2, γ̊) and p = (1, 0, 0), v = (0, 1, 0), then x = x̊, y = ẙ defined in Section 4.4.1

above.
In an entirely analogous fashion, we may define isothermal coordinates x′ and y′ and they clearly satisfy

the estimates (4.4.29) and (4.4.30).

Let us denote the diffeomorphisms defined by the above coordinates as

ϕisoth : Sp, 34π → Vp ⊂ R2, ϕ′isoth : Sq, 34π → V
′
q ⊂ R2.

These are indeed diffeomorphisms and Vp, Vq are bounded open subsets of R2.
We may write the metric h in the coordinates x, y, as

h = eλ(x,y)(dx2 + dy2) (4.4.31)

for a smooth function λ : Vp → R. Similarly, we have

h = eλ
′(x′,y′)(dx′2 + dy′2) (4.4.32)

for a smooth function λ′ : Vq → R.

Lemma 4.4.9. We have the following estimates for the transition functions on the overlap region T 3
4π

:∥∥∥x′ − x

x2 + y2

∥∥∥
C0(T 3

4
π

)
+
∥∥∥y′ + y

x2 + y2

∥∥∥
C0(T 3

4
π

)
≤ C‖K − 1‖C1(S) . (4.4.33)

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.

Note the following corollary:
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Corollary 4.4.10.

max
m+n≤N

sup
ϕisoth(T 11

16
π

)

∥∥∥(∂x)m(∂y)n
(
x′(x, y)− x

x2 + y2

)∥∥∥
+ max
m+n≤N

sup
ϕisoth(T 11

16
π

)

∥∥∥(∂x)m(∂y)n
(
y′(x, y) +

y

x2 + y2

)∥∥∥ ≤ CN‖K − 1‖C1(S) . (4.4.34)

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:[

∂2

∂x2
+

∂2

∂y2

](
x′(x, y)− x

x2 + y2

)
= 0,

[
∂2

∂x2
+

∂2

∂y2

](
y′(x, y)− y

x2 + y2

)
= 0.

Note that the identities above follow since 4hx = 0, 4hy = 0, the functions x
x2+y2 and y

x2+y2 are harmonic

as functions of (x, y), and the fact that the coordinates x and y are isothermal.

4.4.4 Estimates for the metric in isothermal charts

In this section we prove the following estimates:

Lemma 4.4.11. Let γ̊ denote the metric on subsets of R2 given by the expression (4.4.12). For N ≥ 4, we
have the estimate:

‖(ϕ−1
isoth)∗h− γ̊‖HN+1(ϕisoth(S

p, 11
16
π

),(ϕ−1
isoth)∗h) ≤ CN‖K − 1‖HN−1(S), (4.4.35)

‖(ϕ′isoth
−1)∗h− γ̊‖HN+1(ϕ′isoth(S

q, 11
16
π

),(ϕ′isoth
−1)∗h) ≤ CN‖K − 1‖HN−1(S). (4.4.36)

Here Hs is the geometrically defined Sobolev norm for tensors (defined using covariant derivatives).

Proof. Let us define

λ0(x, y) = log
4

(1 + x2 + y2)2
, λ′0 = log

4

(1 + x′2 + y′2)2
.

In view of (4.4.31), (4.4.32) and (4.4.12), it clearly suffices to estimate

‖λ− λ0‖Hk+2(ϕisoth(S
p, 11

16
π

)) ≤ Ck‖K − 1‖Hk(S) + Ck‖K − 1‖C1(S) , (4.4.37)

‖λ′ − λ′0‖Hk+2(ϕ′isoth(S
q, 11

16
π

)) ≤ Ck‖K − 1‖Hk(S) + Ck‖K − 1‖C1(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 (ϕ−1

isoth)∗h
or (ϕ′isoth

−1)∗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∣∣∣∂x
∂θ

∣∣∣2 +
∣∣∣∂y
∂θ

∣∣∣2 = e−λ(x,y)+λ0(x,y)e−λ0(x,y) . (4.4.39)

Defining σx := x− 1−cos θ
sin θ cosϕ and σy := y − 1−cos θ

sin θ sinϕ, the left hand side of (4.4.39) can be reexpressed
as

1

4 cos4(θ/2)
+
∣∣∣ ∂
∂θ
σx

∣∣∣2 + 2
∂

∂θ
σx

∂

∂θ

(
1− cos θ

sin θ
cosφ

)
+
∣∣∣ ∂
∂θ
σy

∣∣∣2 + 2
∂

∂θ
σy

∂

∂θ

(
1− cos θ

sin θ
sinφ

)
.
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We also compute the second factor on the right hand side of (4.4.39)

e−λ0(x,y) =
(1 + x2 + y2)2

4
=

1

4

(
1

cos2(θ/2)
+ 2σx

(
1− cos θ

sin θ
cosφ

)
+ σ2

x + 2σy

(
1− cos θ

sin θ
sinφ

)
+ σ2

y

)2

.

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

‖eλ−λ0−1‖L2(φisoth(S
p, 3

4
π

)) ≤ C‖K − 1‖C1(S). (4.4.40)

To obtain (4.4.37) as desired we must upgrade (4.4.40) to higher order. For this, we note that we have
in φisoth(Sp, 34π)) the relation [

∂2

∂x2
+

∂2

∂y2

]
λ+ 2Keλ = 0 .

Recalling that λ0 satisfies the above relation with K = 1 we obtain[
∂2

∂x2
+

∂2

∂y2

]
(λ− λ0) + 2

(
eλ − eλ0

)
= −2(K − 1)eλ . (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.

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 S2, it suffices to interpolate between
(

x
x2+y2 ,

−y
x2+y2

)
and

(x′, y′) via a partition of unity.

Lemma 4.4.12. One can canonically define a third set of coordinates (x̃′, ỹ′) defining a regular chart

ϕ̃′ : Sq, 11
16π
→ Ṽq ⊂ R2 (4.4.42)

such that the identities
x̃′ =

x

x2 + y2
, ỹ′ =

y

x2 + y2
(4.4.43)

hold in T 17
32π

, and such that the estimate (4.4.36) holds with ϕ̃′ replacing ϕisoth.

Proof. Let us fix a smooth cutoff function χ(%) such that χ(%) = 1 for % ≥ tan
7
16π

2 and χ(%) = 0 for

% ≤ tan
3
8π

2 . We define coordinates

x̃′ =
x

x2 + y2
χ(
√

(x′)2 + (y′)2) + (1− χ(
√

(x′)2 + (y′)2))x′,

ỹ′ =
−y

x2 + y2
χ(
√

(x′)2 + (y′)2) + (1− χ(
√

(x′)2 + (y′)2))y′.

Note that the (x, y) coordinates are indeed defined in the region where χ(
√

(x′)2 + (y′)2) 6= 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, 11

16π
, provided ε 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 ε in (4.4.1) sufficiently small,
√

(x′)2 + (y′)2 ≥ tan
7
16π

2
in T 17

32π
, 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
ϕ̃′ replacing ϕ.
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In view of the remarks at the end of Section 4.4.1, then denoting ϕ := ϕisoth|Sp, 17
32π

, and requiring that ε

in (4.4.1) be sufficiently small so that (4.4.23) holds with α = 17
32π, it follows that the charts

ϕ : Sp, 17
32π
→ ϕ(Sp, 17

32π
), ϕ̃′ : Sp, 17

32π
→ ϕ̃′(Sp, 17

32π
)

indeed determine a well-defined map ψ : S2 → 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 x̃′ and ỹ′ 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 q̃,
then X must vanish at q̃. Now let γ, t0 and q = γ(t0) be as in Section 4.4.2. It is clear that for γ(t0) to be
conjugate to p, it must be that all arc-length parameterised geodesics γ̃ emanating from p satisfy γ̃(t0) = q
and thus X(q) = 0. The antipode q 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 φ,
respectively φ′, 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 ĥ on S as in statement. We essentially repeat the steps of the
previous proof, starting from the remark that, considering G and Ĝ as functions on D 7

8π
, we have

|
√
G−

√
Ĝ| ≤ C‖K − K̃‖C1(D 7

8
π

),

and similarly in the southern hemisphere.

4.4.8 Proof of canonicity, smooth dependence and estimates for the diffeomor-
phisms ψ ◦ ψ̃−1

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 ψ ◦ ψ̂−1,
then denoting x, y the final coordinates on the northern hemisphere corresponding to ψ and x̂, ŷ the
corresponding coordinates on the northern hemisphere corresponding to ψ̂, then viewing ˆ̃x′(x, y) and ˆ̃y′(x, y)
on a suitable smaller overlap domain, statement (4.4.6) is equivalent to C0 bounds for x̂(x, y) − x and
ŷ(x, y) − y, (together with corresponding bounds on ˆ̃x′(x̃′, ỹ′) − ˆ̃x and ˆ̃y′(x̃′, ỹ′) − ˆ̃y covering the southern
hemisphere), statement (4.4.7) is equivalent to C1 bounds for these functions, while (4.4.8) is equivalent to
Hk+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 h̃, 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, γ̊).
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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 S . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 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 ε0 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 106

5.5 Cauchy stability and the initial data gauges . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 109

5.6 The anchoring conditions . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 114

5.7 Existence of anchored teleological gauges at time u0
f . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 118

5.8 The 3-parameter families of initial data LS0 and the structure of the moduli space M . . . . 119

5.9 The homeomorphism J0 : R0 → Bε0/u0
f

and its degree 1 property . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 121

6 Final formulation of the main result: Theorem 6.1 122

6.1 Energies . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 123

6.2 The statement of Theorem 6.1 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 132

6.3 The stable codimension-3 “submanifold” Mstable and other remarks on the statement . . . . . 134

7 The logic of the proof of Theorem 6.1 135

7.1 The bootstrap set B . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 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 B 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 is closed . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 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 u0

f .
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 M of initial data.

Contents
5.1 Characteristic initial data generated by seed data S . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 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 the data . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 104

5.3.5 Associated linearised data and linearised solution . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 105

5.4 The global smallness assumption and the smallness parameter ε0 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 106

5.5 Cauchy stability and the initial data gauges . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 109

5.5.1 The initial Kruskal gauge . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 109

5.5.2 The initial Eddington–Finkelstein gauge . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 111

5.6 The anchoring conditions . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 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 u0
f . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 118

5.8 The 3-parameter families of initial data LS0 and the structure of the moduli space M . . 119

5.9 The homeomorphism J0 : R0 → Bε0/u0
f

and its degree 1 property . . . . . . . . . . . . . 121

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 ε0.
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

99



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 I+ 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 u0

f 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 LS0 labelled by some choice of seed data S0 ∈ LS0 and parametrised by λ ∈ 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 u0

f asserted in Section 5.7, we shall define the map

J0 : R0 → Bε0/u0
f
,

defined using the associated Kerr angular momentum parameters of the solution in I+ gauge, where R0 ⊂ R3

is a subset of the λ-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−2 < U5, V−2. Let us define

C in = [U−2,U5]× {V−2} × S2, Cout = {U−2} × [V−2,∞)× S2

and
SU−2,V−2

= {U−2} × {V−2} × S2.

Note that we can naturally define the notion of S-tangent tensor on C in ∪Cout.
We define initial data on C in ∪Cout as follows.
We prescribe smooth functions trχ(θ), trχ(θ) and a 1-form ηA(θ) on SU−2,V−2

.

We further prescribe smooth positive functions Ωin(U, θ) and Ωout(V, θ) on C in and Cout respectively,
with

Ωin(U−2, θ) = Ωout(V−2, θ),

and a smooth S-tangent vector field bAout(V, θ) on Cout.
We may now define the vector fields

e3 = (Ωin)−1∂U, e4 = (Ωout)−1(∂V + bAout∂A)

on C in, Cout respectively. Note that the operations D and D can be defined for covariant S-tensors on C in

and Cout 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

coordinates /̂g
in

AB
(U, θ) and /̂g

out

AB
(V, θ) on C in and Cout respectively, with the property that

/̂g
in

AB
(U−2, θ) = /̂g

out

AB
(V−2, θ)

and that
(D/̂εin)AB = 0, (D/̂εout)AB = 0 (5.1.1)

where /̂εin, /̂εout denote the area element of /̂g
in

AB
, /̂g

out

AB
, 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 = {trχ, trχ,η,Ωin,Ωout, bAout, /̂g
in

AB
, /̂g

out

AB
} (5.1.2)

as defined above. Then there exists a U′5 satisfying U−2 < U′5 ≤ U5 and a V′0 satisfying V−2 < V′0 ≤ ∞
and unique smooth vector field bAin defined on C ′in = C in∩{U ≤ U′4} and a smooth /gAB defined on C ′in∪C

′
out

where C ′out = Cout ∩ {V ≤ V′0}, generated by the prescribed data. Moreover, on C ′in ∪C
′
out we may define

the operation /∇, we may define /∇3 on C ′in and /∇4 on C ′out, and we may determine Dγϑ applied to each of
the quantities ϑ defined in Section 1.2 for all |γ| ≥ 0, yielding definitions for quantities Dγϑ on C′

in∪C′
out

such that the equations of Section 1.2, and the equations that arise after commutation by Dγ , are satisfied.
We may in fact define α on all of Cout and α on all of C in.

Proof. Refer to [Chr09].
Let us set

/gAB(U,V−2, θ) := φin(U, θ)/̂g
in

AB
(U, θ) (5.1.3)

/gAB(U−2,V, θ) := φout(V, θ)/̂g
in

AB
(V, θ) (5.1.4)

for a φin, φout to be determined. Using (5.1.1), we derive from the relations of Section 1.2 the ordinary
differential equations

DDφin + einφin = 0, DDφout + eoutφout = 0 (5.1.5)

where

ein :=
1

8
(/̂g

in−1)AC(/̂g
in−1)BDD/̂g

in

AB
D/̂g

in

CD
, eout :=

1

8
(/̂g

out−1)AC(/̂g
out−1)BDD/̂g

out

AB
D/̂g

out

CD
.

Let us define now φin, φout to be the unique solutions of the (5.1.5) with initial condition

φin(U−2, θ) = 1, Dφin(U−2) =
1

2
Ωintrχ, and φout(V−2, θ) = 1, Dφout(V−2) =

1

2
Ωintrχ,

respectively. These are globally defined on C in and Cout 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 χ̂ on C in and χ̂ on Cout

by the expressions

Ωinχ̂AB :=
1

2
(φin)2D/̂gAB , Ωoutχ̂AB :=

1

2
(φout)2D/̂gAB .

Note that since we may rewrite (1.2.6) as D(Ωχ̂) = −Ωα, D(Ωχ̂) = −α, we may now already define α
along C in and α along Cout as

Ωinα := D(
1

2
(φin)2D/̂g), Ωoutα := D(

1

2
(φout)2D/̂g). (5.1.6)

To define the remaining quantities, we shall require restricting the initial data cones such that φin and
φout are indeed safely positive. Let us fix thus a U′5, V′0 such that say φin ≥ 1

2 , φout ≥ 1
2 for U−2 ≤ U ≤ U′5

and V−2 ≤ V ≤ V′0. This defines the restricted cones C′
in and C′

out.
We may define now /gAB 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 /g, 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 trχ, on C′
in and trχ on C′

out by the
expressions

Ωintrχ = 2(φin)−1Dφin Ωouttrχ = 2(φout)−1Dφout.

We may now define χ = χ̂+ 1
2trχ/g, χ = χ̂+ 1

2trχ/g.

Note at this point it follows from the relations (1.2.2)–(1.2.3) that the covariant operators /∇3, /∇4 can
now be defined along C ′in and C ′out, respectively.
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We note first that we may define ω̂ and ω̂ along Cout, C in respectively, by the second two relations
of (1.2.21). To define η and η, note that the first relation of (1.2.21) allows one to determine η + η on
Cout ∪C′

in. In particular, we may use this to define η(U−2,V−2, θ) from η(U−2,V−2, θ).
Considering now equations (1.2.12), we may substitute the β, respectively β, term on the right hand side

from (1.2.18), respectively from (1.2.19). Finally, we may substitute the η, respectively η, term by (η+η)−η,
respectively (η+η)−η. This allows us to integrate (1.2.12) as a linear propagation relation for η along Cout

and η along C in with known coefficients and known initial data at C in ∩Cout. This integration defines our

η, η on C′
in and C′

out. We may similarly now integrate (1.2.13) and (1.2.14) to obtain these quantities on

C′
out and C′

in. Thus, we have defined both η and η on all of C′
out ∪C′

in. Finally, we may define β as it
has been determined.

From (1.2.16) we may now determine bA along C′
in, thus we define

bAin(U,V−2, θ) := bAout(U−2,V−2, θ) +

∫ U

U−2

2(Ωin)2(ηA − ηA).

Note that we may define K on Cout ∪ C′
in by the usual expression for Gauss curvature of the metric

/g. Using this we may rewrite the transport equations (1.2.10) and (1.2.11) for trχ and trχ 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 χ̂ and χ̂. This allows us to complete the definition of both χ and χ to all of C ′in ∪C

′
out. Moreover, this

now determines ρ from the Gauss equation (1.2.20), whereas σ is determined by (1.2.17). We thus define ρ
and σ according to these determinations.

Continuing as above, we may inductively determine Dγϑ for any of the quantities of Section 1.2 and for
any order |γ|, so that all equations of Section 1.2, commuted by Dγ , are satisfied along C ′in ∪C

′
out.

Remark 5.1.2. We remark already that considering a diffeomorphism ψ : S2 → S2, associated to any seed
data set we may define a new data set by replacing all quantities by their pullback under ψ∗.

Remark 5.1.3. We note that the initial data may not exist globally, in particular, the quantities /g
in
AB

and

/g
out
AB

, since if φ is negative, these no longer define metrics. Global existence of the data on the full C in∪Cout

will require conditions on the seed data to be discussed in Section 5.3. It is useful, however, that α and α
are defined on Cout and C in 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, Sbi16]). Consider seed data
as in Proposition 5.1.1 and C ′in ∪C

′
out such that the full set of initial data exist, as in the statement of the

proposition. Then there exists a unique smooth maximal globally hyperbolic future Cauchy evolution (M, g),
with past boundary diffeomorphic to C ′in∪C

′
out, satisfying (2) and obtaining the data, in the sense that there

exists a globally hyperbolic subset W × S2 ⊂ R2 × S2 with past boundary C ′in ∪C
′
out, and an embedding

i :W × S2 →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 ′in∪C

′
out, and i|C′in∪C′out

is a diffeomorphism of C ′in∪C
′
out onto the past boundary

of (M, g).
The spacetime (M, g) is maximal in the sense that, given any other globally hyperbolic Ck Lorentzian

manifold (M̃, g̃), for sufficiently high k, satisfying (2) admitting the data in the sense of the existence

of (5.2.1) as above for some map ĩ : W̃ × S2 → M̃, then (M̃, g̃) admits a smooth atlas with respect to which

g̃ is in fact smooth, and there exists an isometric embedding j : M̃ →M such that ĩ ◦ j = i on W̃ ∩W × S2.
In particular, the following uniqueness statement holds for i in (5.2.1): If W1 and W2 are two open sets

satisfying the above in place of W, with embeddings i1, i2, then i∗1(g) = i∗2(g) on (W1 ∩W2)× S2.
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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 ′in ∪ C

′
out, 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 Minit > 0 fixed in (1.3.16). Recall the Kruskal manifold WK×S2 with the Schwarz-
schild metric (1.3.7) with mass M = Minit.

5.3.1 The initial hypersurfaces and additional normalisations

We now recall the parameters defined in Section 1.3.5 associated to M = Minit. Let us now identify the U
with U and V with V , and thus U−2, etc., with our chosen parameters U−2, etc.

For definiteness, in this context we denote the identified C in as CKin and Cout as CKout. We have

CKin := [U−2, U5]× {V−2} × S2, CKout := {U−2} × [V−2,∞)× S2

We thus have that CKin ∪ CKout ⊂ WK × S2, by our choices of U−2, V−2, U5. Let us also define

CEFout := (ιM × id)−1(Cout) = [v−2,∞)× S2 ⊂ WEF × S2 (5.3.1)

and, for any C ′Kin ⊂ C
K
in ∩ {U < 0},

C ′EFin := (ιM × id)−1(CKin) ⊂ WEF (5.3.2)

where ι = ιM is the map (1.3.12).
We consider now seed data S = SK as in Proposition 5.1.1, with the following additional normalisations:

bAout = 0, Ωin = ΩK◦ , Ωout = ΩK◦ . (5.3.3)

We recall from Proposition 5.1.1 that we may define αKout globally on CKout and αKin on CKin 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 SEF of
the seed data. The Eddington–Finkelstein realisation of the data is defined by first setting

bAout = 0, Ωin = ΩEF◦ , Ωout = ΩEF◦ . (5.3.4)

We notice that under this choice ι∗(e
K
3 ) = ∂U

∂u e
EF
3 , ι∗(e

K
4 ) = ∂V

∂v e
EF
4 . We now define, trχEF and ηEF

trχEF (u−2, v−2, θ) = trχK(U−2, V−2, θ)
∂v

∂V
(U−2, V−2), trχEF (u−2, v−2, θ) = trχK(U−2, V−2, θ)

∂u

∂U
(U−2, V−2),

ηEFA = ηKA
∂u

∂U
(U−2, V−2).

Finally, we define /̂g
in

EF (u, θ) = /̂g
in

K(U(u), θ) and /̂g
in

EF (u, θ) = /̂g
in

K(U(u), θ). Note that the resulting αEFout will
satisfy

αEFout(v, θ) = αKout

(
∂v

∂V

)2

(V (v), θ).

Finally, we note that the Gaussian curvature K = KEF = KK on C in ∩ Cout 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 = Minit, consider the seed data SK defined on CKin ∪ CKout satisfying (5.3.3),
and let C ′Kin ∪ C ′Kout, W, i, (M, g) be as in the statement of Theorem 5.2.1. Then, provided C ′Kin is chosen

C ′Kin ⊂ {U < 0}, defining SEF as above, and with ĩ : W̃ × S2 → (M̃, g̃) as in the statement of Theorem 5.2.1

but for data SEF , then ι∗M i
∗g = ĩ∗g̃ on ι−1

M (W) ∩ W̃.

In view of the above, we may indeed consider the initial data sets induced by seed data SK and corre-
sponding seed data SEF as geometrically the same initial data. In discussing norms, it will be natural to
use the SK quantities on C in while using SEF quantities on Cout 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 CKin∪CKout.

Proposition 5.3.2. Fix M = Minit, consider seed data SK = S defined on CKin ∪ CKout satisfying (5.3.3),
and define the corresponding SEF as above on CKout. Assume in addition the following smallness assumption
is satisfied:

∑
0≤k≤3

∫ U5

U−2

∫
S2

|(r /∇◦)kαKin|2/g◦dU dθ +

∫ ∞
v−2

∫
S2

r7|(r /∇◦)kαEFout|2/g◦dv dθ

+

∫
S2

|(r /∇◦)k(trχEF − trχ◦,Minit,EF )|2/g◦ + |(r /∇◦)k(trχEF − trχ◦,Minit,EF
)|2/g◦

+ |(r /∇◦)kχ̂EF |2/g◦ + |(r /∇◦)kχ̂EF |
2
/g◦

+ |(r /∇◦)kηEF |2/g◦ + |(r /∇◦)k(K − r−2)|2/g◦(u−2, v−2)dθ ≤ ε1.

Then, for sufficiently small ε1 = ε1(Minit), we may take U ′5 = U5, V ′0 =∞ in Proposition 5.1.1, i.e. the full
initial data exists globally on CKin ∪ CKout.

Moreover, {U5} × S2 is a trapped surface in the sense that trχ(U5, θ) < 0, trχ(U5, θ) < 0.

Proof. Note that the /∇◦ and the norms are taken with respect to the Schwarzschild metric as one cannot
define globally the metric /g before we know that the data exist globally. Essentially one simply requires that

φin and φout from Proposition 5.1.1 satisfy globally φin ≥ 1
2 , φout ≥ 1

2 . The smallness condition can easily
seen to be sufficient for sufficiently small ε1 as it ensures weighted pointwise estimates on the quantities ein

and eout. The statement concerning the trapped surface follows easily from examining the first equation
of (1.2.7) and equation (1.2.10).

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 Su−2,v−2

we may define the ` = 1 spherical harmonic functions Y 1
m

as in Section 1.4.2.3 with the help also of the Schwarzschild background g◦,Minit
. By Proposition 1.4.3 the

curvature component Ωβ computed from the seed data can be decomposed as

Ωβ(u−2, v−2, θ) = r /∇h1,Ωβ(u−2, v−2, θ) + r∗ /∇h2,Ωβ(u−2, v−2, θ),

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 Jmseed, for
m = −1, 0, 1, by the relation

(r4h2,Ωβ)`=1(u−2, v−2, θ) = 3Ω2
◦,Minit

(u−2, v−2)

1∑
m=−1

JmseedY
1
m(u−2, v−2, θ).

We note that in view of Remark 1.4.7, the parameters Jmseed 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 η by using
the Codazzi equation (1.2.18) on the sphere Su−2,v−2 which yields the relation

/curl(Ωβ) =
Ω2
◦
r

/curl η − /curl /div(Ωχ̂) + /curl

(
−1

2
(Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ◦)) η + Ωχ̂]η

)
.

After projection to ` = 1 one obtains the relation 2(h2,Ωβ)`=1 ≈ Ω2
◦
(
/curl η

)
`=1

up to nonlinear terms, and

hence Jmseed = 1
6r

4
(
/curl η

)
`=1,m

(u−2, v−2) +O(ε2
1).

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 I+. 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 Minit, restricted to the
exterior, as follows: All the linearised seed functions are defined by assigning the linearised quantities their full
nonlinear values (in Eddington–Finkelstein representation) minus the Schwarzschild values, e.g.

(1)

η := ηEF ,

Ω−1
(1)

Ω = 0, etc., except for
(1)

/̂gin
and

(1)

/̂gout
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 |
(1)

/̂gin
− /̂gin

| . ε2
1,

|
(1)

/̂gout
− /̂gout

| . ε2
1 with respect to a suitable norm. This gives rise to a full data set for the linearised Einstein

equations on [u−2,∞)× {v−2} × S2 ∪ {u−2} × [v−2,∞)× S2.
The following hold:

(a) Preliminary normalised solution. We may associate to this data set a smooth “linearised metric”

(1)

g(u, v, θ) = −2
(1)

Ω2(u, v, θ)(du⊗ dv + dv ⊗ du) +
(1)

/gCD(u, v, θ)(dθC ⊗ dθD)

−/g◦,CD(
(1)

bC(u, v, θ)du⊗ dθD −
(1)

bD(u, v, θ)du⊗ dθC) (5.3.5)

defined globally in [u−2,∞)× [v−2,∞)×S2 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
(1)

χ̂, etc., as in [DHR].

(b) Null-infinity renormalised solution. We may now define a pure gauge solution G so that, upon
adding this solution to (5.3.5), we have that the new associated linearised quantities satisfy:

lim
v→∞

r−2
(1)

/g(u, v, θ) = 0, lim
v→∞

r−2
(1)

K(u, v, θ) = 0, lim
v→∞

(1)

Ω(u, v, θ) = 0. (5.3.6)

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):

/curl
(1)

η`=1 =

1∑
m=−1

Jmseed

6

r4
Y̊ `=1
m , /curl(Ω◦

(1)

β) = Ω2
◦

1∑
m=−1

Jmseed

6

r5
Y̊ `=1
m , (5.3.7)

where we recall that Y̊ denote the round spherical harmonics and the operators above are defined with respect
to the Schwarzschild metric with mass Minit.

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
(1)

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
(1)

f3(u, θ) can be seen to accomplish
(1)

Ω(u, v, θ) = 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]).

Remark 5.3.6. Let us note that the above pure gauge solution G will not in general be smooth, although,
under our assumption on data, it will be such that all geometric quantities are only Ck 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
(1)

f3(u, θ)) 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 5.3.2.
See also Remark 5.5.8.

5.4 The global smallness assumption and the smallness parame-
ter ε0

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 = Minit with Minit fixed in (1.3.16) and consider initial data on C in ∪ Cout generated by seed
data S = SK. Let SEF again denote the corresponding seed data on Cout. For general k, we define the
following energy quantity

Ek+10
seed [S] :=

k+10∑
i+j=0

∫ U5

U−2

∫
S2

|(r /∇◦)i(DK)jαKin|2/g◦dU dθ +

k+10∑
i+j=0

∫ ∞
v−2

∫
S2

r8|(r /∇◦)i(rDEF )jαEFout|2/g◦dv dθ (5.4.1)

+

k+10∑
i=0

∫
S2

{
|(r /∇◦)i(trχEF − trχ◦,Minit,EF )|2/g◦ + |(r /∇◦)i(trχEF − trχ◦,Minit,EF

)|2/g◦ + |(r /∇◦)iχ̂EF |2/g◦

+ |(r /∇◦)iχ̂EF |
2
/g◦

+ |(r /∇◦)iηEF |2/g◦ + |(r /∇◦)i(K − r−2)|2/g◦ + |(r /∇0)i
(
/g − r2γ̊

)
|2
}

(u−2, v−2) dθ .

Note that for all k ≥ 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+10
seed [S] ≤ ε2

0, (5.4.2)

and a 0 < ε0 ≤ ε̂0(Minit), where ε̂0(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 ε̂ must be taken to depend in addition
on N , i.e. ε̂(Minit, N).

If follows in particular from (5.4.2) that if

ε̂0 ≤ ε1, (5.4.3)

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 /∇, /∇4, /∇3, and more generally D 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
CKin and on CEFout as we will express the norm in terms of K quantities and EF 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,

Ek0 [S] :=
∑
|l|≤k

∫ ∞
v−2

∫
Su−2,v

∣∣Dl(r4α, r3β, r2(ρ− ρ◦), r2σ, rβ)
∣∣2 dθ dv(u−2)

+
∑
|l|≤k

∫ U5

U−2

∫
SU,V−2

∣∣∣Dl
(
βK, ρK − ρK◦ , σK, β

K, αK
)∣∣∣2 dθ dU(V−2)

+
∑
|l|≤k+1

sup
U∈[U−2,U5]

∫
SU,V−2

∣∣Dl(χ̂K, χ̂K, trχK − trχK◦ , trχK − trχK◦ , η
K, ηK, ω̂K − ω̂K◦ )|2 dθ

+
∑
|l|≤k+1

sup
v∈[v−2,∞]

∫
Su−2,v

{∣∣∣Dl
(
r2χ̂, rχ̂, r2(Ωtrχ− Ωtrχ◦), r(Ωtrχ− Ωtrχ◦), rη, r

2η,

r3(ω̂ − ω̂◦), 1−
Ω2
◦

Ω2

)∣∣∣2} dθ +

k∑
j=0

∫
Su−2,v−2

∣∣ /∇j (/g − r2γ̊
) ∣∣2 dθ,

(5.4.4)

which in general may be infinite. In the above, we note that we have dropped the EF 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

EN0 [S] . ε2
0. (5.4.5)

More generally, for k ≥ 12, we have the estimate

Ek0 [S] ≤ CkEk+10
seed [S],

for a constant Ck depending only on Minit 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).

Note that for Schwarzschild data of mass Minit in its usual form we have Ek0 [S] = Ek+10
seed [S] = 0.

Remark 5.4.2. Due to the specific normalisation (5.3.3), (5.3.4) here, the zeroth order bounds on ω̂ − ω̂◦,
1 − Ω2

◦
Ω2 and ω̂K − ω̂K◦ are in fact trivial and, in view of η + η = 0, the zeroth order bound on rη may be

replaced by one on r2η. We have included the quantities because the normalisation (5.3.3), (5.3.4) is not
strictly necessary to construct data satisfying (5.4.2).

Remark 5.4.3. From the point of view of regularity, 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 L2 bounds
on k derivatives (not all of them in the 4-direction) of αK on the ingoing cone C in follow from the Bianchi
equations and (5.4.2). Similarly, weighted L2 bounds on k derivatives (not all of them in the 3-direction) of
α follow on the outgoing cone Cout.

Remark 5.4.4. Note that the bounds on (Ωtrχ−Ωtrχ◦) and η imposed by (5.4.2) are weaker than suggested
by the Φp 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 |r9/2α| . ε0 and, through the Bianchi identity (1.2.23) connecting β and α, the bound |r4β| . ε0.
We see thus that (5.4.2) is a stronger assumption than that arising from the most general asymptotically flat
initial 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 r4 power of α in (5.4.1), is not essential to our method but is
convenient for our modulation theory used in constructing Mstable. See already Remarks 16.2.1 and 17.4.1.

Remark 5.4.6. Consider seed data SK satisfying (5.4.2) for some ε0, but where ENseed[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 ψ : S2 → S2, such that (5.4.2)
is satisfied with Cε0 in place of ε0, for some C depending only on Minit, provided of course that Cε0 ≤ ε̂0.

Let us introduce also the notation Ek0,v∞ [S] for (5.4.4) where we replace v =∞ in the limit of integration
with v = 2v∞ for a given parameter v∞. For smooth initial data, we have trivially by compactness that

Ek0,v∞ [S] ≤ C(k, v∞) (5.4.6)

for some constant depending on the seed data, k and v∞. 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 × S2 with past boundary CKout ∪ C
K
in ∩

W × S2 where (M, g) is globally hyperbolic (with past boundary diffeomorphic to CKout ∪ C
K
in ∩W × S2) and

satisfies the (1.2.1) and where i∗g is expressed in double null form (1.1.4), then if moreover

Ω2(i∗g)|CKout∪CKin∩W×S2 = Ω2
◦,M,K, bA(i∗g)|CKout∩W×S2 = 0, (5.4.7)

it follows that defining the seed data by the quantities corresponding to i∗g on CKout ∪ C
K
in ∩ W × 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 := Minit induced
from (1.3.7), we have that Ek0 [S] = Ekseed[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 ψ : S2 → S2 sufficiently close to the identity and consider the initial
data induced as in Remark 5.4.7 by i∗g◦,M,K where i = id × ψ : W × S2 → (MKruskal, g◦,M,K) and
W =WK∩[U−2, U5]×[V−2,∞). This satisfies the smallness condition (5.4.2) but fails to satisfy Ek0 = 0
only on account of the final term in the last integral of (5.4.4).

2. Consider a sphere S ⊂ (MKruskal, g◦,M,K) in the Schwarzschild solution sufficiently near SU−2,V−2
, and

consider smooth future directed null vector fields e3, e4 defined along S such that g(e3, e4) = −2, and
e3 ⊥ TS, e4 ⊥ TS, and such that e3 and e4 are sufficiently close to the Kruskal vectors eK3 and eK4 ,

resp., defined previously. Assume in particular that S is such that the map S ↪→ WK × S2 π−→ S2 is a
diffeomorphism S → S2. For a suitable W as in Remark 5.4.7, we may now define uniquely a local

double null gauge W × S2 i−→ (MKruskal, g◦,M,K) with the property that the metric i∗g◦,M,K takes the
double null form (1.1.4), π ◦ i|(U−2,V−2)×S2 = id, such that (5.4.7) are satisfied and such that the vector
fields (i∗)

−1(e3) and (i∗)
−1e4 correspond to (1.1.6) on i−1(S) = SU−2,V−2

. This gives rise to initial
data via Remark 5.4.7 satisfying the smallness condition (5.4.2).

3. Given M̃ 6= M , for a suitable W as in Remark 5.4.7, consider the map i :W×S2 → (MKruskal, g◦,M̃,K)
uniquely determined by the conditions iM,M̃ ◦πS2 = πS2 ◦i, i(U−2, V−2, ·) = (U−2, V−2, ·), i(U5, V−2, ·) =
(U5, V−2, ·) and i∗g◦,M̃,K is in double null form (1.1.4) with

Ω2(i∗g◦,M̃,K)(U−2, ·, ·) = Ω2
◦,M,K(U−2, ·, ·), Ω2(i∗g◦,M̃,K)(·, V−2, ·) = Ω2

◦,M,K(·, V−2, ·).

Note under these assumptions all normalisations (5.4.7) are in fact satisfied. Then, if |M̃ −M | is
sufficiently small, it follows that the data induced by i∗g◦,M̃,K satisfy the smallness condition (5.4.2).

4. Consider (the analogue of the Lemaitre region of) a slowly rotating Kerr solution (MKerr, ga,M )
(see (I.2.4) for the form of the metric in local coordinates on the exterior), again with M := Minit and
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with some a 6= 0. We claim that, for a suitable W, there exists an embedding i :W × S2 → (M, ga,M )
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 e3, e4 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.43) of [DL17], regularising 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 III.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 = Minit, consider initial data as
in Proposition 5.3.2 and let (M, g) denote the maximal Cauchy development given by Theorem 5.2.1.

Recall the parameter V3 > V−2 from Section 1.3.5 associated to v3. Then for sufficiently small ε̂0, if the
initial data satisfy the global smallness assumption (5.4.2) with ε0 ≤ ε̂0, then, defining C ′out = Cout ∩ {V ≤
V3}, then the domain W of Theorem 5.2.1 can be chosen to be

WK(V3) := [U−2, U5]× [V−2, V3].

Refer to Figure 5.1.
We will denote the map (5.2.1) by iK and the image

DK(V3) := iK(WK(V3)× S2) ⊂M. (5.5.1)

Moreover, the metric g expressed in the above gauge is ε0-close to the Schwarzschild metric (1.3.7)
expressed in the Kruskal gauge by making ε0 sufficiently small, in the following sense: NotingWK(V3) ⊂ WK,
then we may define g◦,M onWK(V3) by (1.3.7), and the statement is that i∗Kg−g◦,M is appropriately controlled
by ε0, and in particular the quantities Φ defined in Section 3.1.1, satisfy

EN0 [ΦK,d] . ε
2
0, (5.5.2)

where the energy EN0 [ΦK,d] is described in Definition 5.5.1 immediately below.

Definition 5.5.1. We will describe here geometrically an energy EN0 [ΦEF,d] for which (5.5.2) holds.

Consider any diffeomorphism sphere S̃ ⊂ DK(V3) which is C1 close to a SU ′,V ′ sphere of the gauge iK,

i.e. such that πS2 |S̃ : S̃ → S2 is a C1 diffeomorphism and such that there exist (U ′, V ′) ∈ WK with

sup
x∈S̃
|πWK |S̃ − (U ′, V ′)| . ε0, sup

x∈S̃
| /̊∇πWK |S̃ | . ε0 (5.5.3)

where the | · | in the first formula of (5.5.3) is in the usual sense of distance in R2, while in the second we

think of πWK |S̃ as a pair of scalar functions and /̊∇ denotes the operator on S̃ defined with respect to the pull
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Figure 5.1: The region WK(V3) as a subset of the Kruskal domain of Schwarzschild with M = Minit

back of the usual round covariant derivative under πS2 |S̃ : S̃ → S2 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 C̃in ⊂ DK(V3), C̃out ⊂ DK(V3) emanating from S̃. (It
follows from (5.5.3) that these are again C1 close to U = U ′ and V = V ′ hypersurfaces of the gauge iK in
the sense of the analogue of (5.5.3).)

We define

EN0 [ΦK,d] = sup
S̃⊂DK(V3)

{ ∑
Φ, |γ|≤N−1

‖(DγΦ)K,d‖2L2(S̃)

+
∑

R\{Ω−2α}, |γ|≤N

‖(DγR)K,d‖2C̃out
+

∑
R\{Ω2α} |γ|≤N

‖(DγR)K,d‖2C̃in

+
∑

|γ|≤N−1

‖(̃r /∇)(Dγ(Ω2α))K,d‖2C̃in
+

∑
|γ|≤N−1

‖(̃ /∇3)(Dγ(Ω2α))K,d‖2C̃in

+
∑

|γ|≤N−1

‖(̃r /∇)(Dγ(Ω−2α))K,d‖2C̃out
+

∑
|γ|≤N−1

‖(̃ /∇4)(Dγ(Ω−2α))K,d‖2C̃out

}
,

(5.5.4)

where the supremum is taken over all S̃ satisfying (5.5.3), and the C̃in and C̃out are the corresponding null
cones defined above.

In the above, the operators r̃ /∇, r̃ /∇3, r̃ /∇4 are appropriate tangential operators to the cones C̃in, C̃out

(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 10.1.13 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 S̃ taken to be a sphere of our teleological H+ gauge anchored to the
gauge iK 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 iK
and the pull back measures and “mixed 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 fluxes for the quantities of the almost gauge invariant hierarchy (α,ψ, P ) and

(
α, ψ̌, P̌

)
. 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 DK(V3) as (Udata, Vdata, θ

K
data) 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.

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 u3 for all values of v > v0, i.e. we would like to define a “piece of null
infinity I+”.

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 I+, 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 = Minit, consider initial data
as in Proposition 5.3.2 and let (M, g) denote the maximal Cauchy development given by Theorem 5.2.1.

(a) The preliminary gauge. Recall the parameter u4 > u−2 from Section 1.3.5. Then for sufficiently
small ε̂0, if the initial data satisfy the global smallness assumption (5.4.2) with ε0 ≤ ε̂0, then the following
is true:

Defining C ′EFin = ι−1
M (CKin ∩ {U ≤ U4}), then the domain W of Theorem 5.2.1 applied to SEF restricted

to C ′EFin ∪ CEFout can be chosen to be

W0
EF (u4) = [u−2, u4]× [v−2,∞).

We will denote the map (5.2.1) by i0EF and its image by D0
EF (u4).

In the region ιM (W0
EF (u4)) ∩WK(V3) we have

i∗Kg = (ι−1
M )∗i0∗EFg. (5.5.5)

Moreover, the metric g expressed in the above gauge is ε0-close to the Schwarzschild metric (1.3.1)
expressed in the Eddington–Finkelstein double null gauge: Noting W0

EF (u4) ⊂ WEF , then we may define
g◦,M on W0

EF (u4) by (1.3.1), and the statement is that i0∗EFg − g◦,M is controlled in a suitable norm by ε0.
In fact, i0∗EFg − g◦,M −

(1)

g is controllable in a suitable norm by ε2
0, where

(1)

g denotes the initial data
normalised linearised solution of Proposition 5.3.5.

(b) The renormalised gauge at I+. Now, recalling also the parameters u3 and v0 from Section 1.3.5
and defining

WEF (v0, u3) = [u−2, u3]× [v0,∞),

we may define, for sufficiently small ε0, a new parameterisation

iEF :WEF (v0, u3)× S2 →M (5.5.6)
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Figure 5.2: The region WEF (u3) as a subset of the Kruskal domain of Schwarzschild with M = Minit

such that the following normalisations hold:

lim
v→∞

r−2
/g(u, v, θ) = γ̊(θ), lim

v→∞
r2K(u, v, θ) = 1, lim

v→∞
Ω2(u, v, θ) = 1 (5.5.7)

Ω2(u−2, v, θ) = Ω2
◦,M,EF (5.5.8)

and such that
iEF (WEF (v0, u3)× S2) ⊂ i0EF (W0

EF (u4)× S2) = D0
EF (u4),

iEF ({u−2} × [v0,∞)× S2) ⊂ i0EF (Cout).

and
πS2 ◦ (i0EF )−1 ◦ iEF ({u−2} × [v0,∞)× {(0, 0, 1)}) = (0, 0, 1) ∈ S2 (5.5.9)

d(πS2 ◦ (i0EF )−1 ◦ iEF )|({u−2}×[v0,∞)×{(0,0,1)})(0, 1, 0) = (0, 1 + ξ, 0) ∈ T(0,0,1)S2 ⊂ R3 (5.5.10)

for some real number |ξ| . ε0. Refer to Figure 5.2.
We will denote the image

DEF (u3) := iEF (WEF (u3)× S2) ⊂M. (5.5.11)

This parametrisation is close to the parametrisation i0EF , in particular, in the sense that

|π|W0
EF(u3)

◦ (iEF0 )−1 ◦ iEF (u, v, θ)− (u, v)| . ε0rM (u, v). (5.5.12)

(Note, however, the growth in r on the right hand side of (5.5.12).)
As with i0∗EFg, we have that i∗EFg − g◦,M is controlled by ε0, specifically the quantities Φ defined in

Section 3.1.1 satisfy

EN0 [ΦEF,d] . ε
2
0, (5.5.13)

where the energy EN0 [ΦEF,d] is described in Definition 5.5.4 immediately below.
Moreover, i∗EFg − g◦,M −

(1)

g is in fact controlled by ε2
0, where

(1)

g now denotes the null infinity normalised
linearised solution of Proposition 5.3.5, in particular

|r5 /curlΩβ`=1(u, v, θ)− Ω2
1∑

m=−1

Jmseed

6

r5
Y `=1
m (u, v, θ)| . ε2

0, (5.5.14)
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where Y `=1
m denote the spherical harmonics associated to the parameterisation (5.3.6) as defined in Sec-

tion 1.4.2.3 and Jmseed are defined by Definition 5.3.3.

Definition 5.5.4. We will describe here geometrically an energy EN0 [ΦEF,d] for which (5.5.13) holds. Com-
pare with Definition 5.5.1.

Consider any diffeomorphism sphere S̃ ⊂ DEF (u3) which is C1 close to a Su′,v′ sphere of the gauge (5.5.6),

i.e. such that πS2 |S̃ : S̃ → S2 is a C1 diffeomorphism and such that there exist (u′, v′) ∈ WEF with

sup
x∈S̃
|v|S̃ − (u′, v′)| . ε0r, sup

x∈S̃
|u|S̃ − (u′, v′)| . ε0 sup

x∈S̃
| /̊∇πWEF |S̃ | . ε0 (5.5.15)

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 C̃in ⊂ DEF (u3), C̃out ⊂ DEF (u3) emanating from S̃. (It

follows from (5.5.15) that these are again C1 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

EN0 [ΦEF,d] := sup
S̃⊂DEF (u3)

{ ∑
Φ, |γ|≤N−1

‖(DγrpΦp)EF,d‖2L2(S̃)

+
∑
|γ|≤N

‖r−1(Dγ(r5α, r4β, r3ρ+ 2M, r3σ, r2β))EF,d‖2C̃out

+
∑
|γ|≤N

‖Dγ(r4β, r3ρ+ 2M, r3σ, r2β, rα)EF,d‖2C̃in

+
∑

|γ|≤N−1

‖(̃r /∇)(Dγr4α)EF,d‖2C̃in
+

∑
|γ|≤N−1

‖(̃ /∇3)(Dγr5α)EF,d‖2C̃in

+
∑

|γ|≤N−1

[
‖r−1(̃r /∇)(Dγrα)EF,d‖2C̃out

+ ‖(̃r /∇4)(Dγ řα)EF,d‖2C̃out

]}
, (5.5.16)

where the supremum is taken over all S̃ satisfying (5.5.15), and the C̃in and C̃out are the corresponding null
cones defined above.

In the above, the operators r̃ /∇, r̃ /∇3, r̃ /∇4 are appropriate tangential operators to the cones C̃in, C̃out

(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 S̃ taken to be a sphere of our teleological I+ 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 I+ gauge to (5.5.6)
and the pull back measures and “mixed 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 (α,ψ, P ) and(
α, ψ̌, P̌

)
. 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 DEF (u3) as (udata, vdata, θ

EF
data) 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 trχ > 0 in the domain of (5.3.6).

Remark 5.5.8. We note that while the preliminary gauge i0EF is smooth, the renormalised gauge (5.5.6),
due to its normalisation on null infinity, has in general only the finite regularity given from (5.5.16) which
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follows from the smallness of (5.4.1) for k = N . (See Remark 5.3.6 for the analogous statement concerning
linear theory.) For i0EF 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 i0EF 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 i0EF 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 Jseed.

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.

5.6 The anchoring conditions

In this section we shall define conditions which will “anchor” future normalised I+ andH+ 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

iK :WK(V3)× S2 → DK(V3) ⊂M (5.6.1)

iEF :WEF (u3)× S2 → DEF (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 u3 and V3, are those determined in Section 1.3.5.)

We now also assume that we are given additional parameters uf ≥ u−1 and Mf satisfying (1.3.18). We
define

v∞(ε0, uf ) := ε−2
0 (uf )

1
δ , (5.6.3)

where δ > 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 ε̂0 is sufficiently small so that for any M = Mf satisfying (1.3.18) and
0 < ε0 ≤ ε̂0, we have

v(R4, u) +Minit ≤ ε−2
0 u1/δ (5.6.4)

for all u ≥ u−1, where v(R4, u) is defined with respect to Mf . Note that by (5.6.4) and the fact that
R−2 < R4, it follows that the v-range in (2.2.2) is non-empty for all u−1 ≤ u ≤ uf .

Associated to the above parameters, we assume that we have two additional parametrisations:

iI+ :WI+(uf ,Mf , v∞)× S2 → DI
+

uf
⊂M (5.6.5)

iH+ :WH+(uf ,Mf )× S2 → DH
+

uf
⊂M, (5.6.6)
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such that i∗I+g is I+ normalised and i∗H+g is H+ normalised, both with respect to uf and Mf .
Finally, we note that we may consider a fifth local parametrisation, directly associated to (5.6.6), namely

iH+,K :WH+(Uf ,Mf )× S2 → DH
+

uf
⊂M, (5.6.7)

where iH+,K = (ι−1
Mf
× id) ◦ iH+ , and thus i∗H+,Kg is the metric of the associated Kruskalised H+ gauge to

i∗H+g.

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

(Udata, Vdata, θ
K
data), (udata, vdata, θ

EF
data),

respectively. We shall refer to the coordinates of (5.6.5) and (5.6.6) as

(uI+ , vI+ , θI+), (uH+ , vH+ , θH+),

respectively. Finally, we shall refer to the coordinates of (5.6.7) as

(UH+ , VH+ , θH+).

The use of the same symbol θH+ 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 H+

and I+ labels on the C and S themselves, i.e. we denote

CH
+

u := {uH+ = u} ∩ DH
+

, CH
+

v := {vH+ = v} ∩ DH
+

,

CI
+

u := {uI+ = u} ∩ DI
+

, CI
+

v := {vI+ = v} ∩ DI
+

and
SH

+

u,v := CH
+

u ∩ CH
+

v , SI
+

u,v := CI
+

u ∩ CI
+

v .

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 = UH+ + f3
d,H+(UH+ , VH+ , θ1

H+ , θ2
H+), Vdata = VH+ + f4

d,H+(UH+ , VH+ , θ1
H+ , θ2

H+),

θ1
data = θ1

H+ + f1
d,H+(UH+ , VH+ , θ1

H+ , θ2
H+), θ2

data = θ2
H+ + f2

d,H+(UH+ , VH+ , θ1
H+ , θ2

H+).

The second pair we shall consider will be the initial Eddington–Finkelstein gauge (5.6.1) and an I+ gauge
(5.6.5). For this, we shall use the notation:

udata = uI+ + f3
d,I+(uI+ , vI+ , θ1

I+ , θ2
I+), vdata = vI+ + f4

d,I+(uI+ , vI+ , θ1
I+ , θ2

I+),
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θ1
data = θ1

I+ + f1
d,I+(uI+ , vI+ , θ1

I+ , θ2
I+), θ2

data = θ2
I+ + f2

d,I+(uI+ , vI+ , θ1
I+ , θ2

I+).

Finally, the third pair we shall consider will be an H+ gauge (5.6.6) and an I+ gauge (5.6.5). For this,
we shall use the notation

uH+ = uI+ + f3
H+,I+(uI+ , vI+ , θ1

I+ , θ2
I+), vH+ = vI+ + f4

H+,I+(uI+ , vI+ , θ1
I+ , θ2

I+),

θ1
H+ = θ1

I+ + f1
H+,I+(uI+ , vI+ , θ1

I+ , θ2
I+), θ2

H+ = θ2
I+ + f2

H+,I+(uI+ , vI+ , θ1
I+ , θ2

I+).

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 := rMf
on

WEF defined by (1.3.2), we may consider this as a function on DI+

and DH+

. We shall denote the resulting
functions rI+ , rH+ respectively, i.e.

rI+ = rMf
◦ i−1
I+ , rH+ = rMf

◦ i−1
H+ .

We also recall the parameter R defined in Section 1.3.5.
In addition to dropping the explicit dependence on Mf , we will often drop the uf from the notation, i.e.

we shall write DI+

instead of DI+

uf
, DH+

instead of DH+

uf
, etc. This will allow us to insert additional labels

without the proliferation of symbols. With this understanding, given s̃ > s > 0, we may now define the sets

DH
+

r≤s := DH
+

∩ {rH+ ≤ s},

DI
+

r≥s := DI
+

∩ {rI+ ≥ s}, DI
+

s≤r≤s̃ := DI
+

∩ {s ≤ rI+ ≤ s̃}.

Refer to Figure 5.3.

Definition 5.6.1. Let (M, g) be the maximal development of initial data given by Theorem 5.2.1 applied
to data as in Proposition 5.3.2, satisfying the global smallness assumption (5.4.2) with 0 < ε0 ≤ ε̂0 for
sufficiently small ε̂0 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 uf and Mf , and smooth parametrisations (5.6.5) and (5.6.6) as in Sec-
tion 5.6.1, i.e. such that i∗I+g and i∗H+g are expressed in I+ and H+ gauge, respectively, with respect to the
parameters uf and Mf . We say that the gauges are anchored in (M, g) with respect to the parameters uf ,
v∞ = v∞(uf , ε0) and Mf if the following hold:

• Overlap of DH+

and DI+

. We have that the following inclusions hold

DH
+

r≥R−1
⊂ DI

+

R−2≤r≤R2
, (5.6.8)

DI
+

R−2≤r≤R1
∩ J+(SH

+

u0,v−1
) ⊂ DH

+

r≤R2
; (5.6.9)

• Common future null cone. The final outgoing cones coincide in their common domain, i.e. we
assume moreover that

CI
+

uf
∩ DH

+

= CH
+

uf
∩ DI

+

; (5.6.10)

note that this implies the statement

f3
H+,I+(uf , v(R, uf , θ), θ) = 0

for all θ ∈ S2, where fµH+,I+ is as defined in Section 5.6.2.
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V
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V
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+
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1

u I
+
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+
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u 0
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+
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+
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2
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u 3

Figure 5.3: The region D partitioned into the overlapping regions DH+

and DI+

: Beware of reading off
incidence relations!

• Overlap with initial data gauges. The “initial hypersurfaces” defined by the uf -normalised I+

gauge and uf -normalised H+ gauge are contained in appropriate regions covered by the initial data
gauge, i.e. they satisfy the inclusions ⋃

v−1≤v≤v2

CH
+

v ⊂ DK(V3), (5.6.11)

⋃
u−1≤u≤u2

CI
+

u ⊂ DEF (u3); (5.6.12)

let us assume here in addition that the restriction map

πEFS2 |SI+
u−1,v∞

SI
+

u−1,v∞ → S2 (5.6.13)

is a C1-diffeomorphism, where πEFS2 : DEF → S2 denotes πS2 ◦ (iEF )−1;

• Relating uf with distance from initial data. The following diffeomorphism component vanishes:

f3
d,I+(u−1, v∞, ·)`=0 = 0; (5.6.14)

• Affixing the sphere diffeomorphism of the H+ gauge to that of the I+ gauge. We have the
equality of maps

πS2 ◦ i−1
I+ |SH+

u,v(R,u)

= πS2 ◦ i−1
H+ |SH+

u,v(R,u)

(5.6.15)

as maps SH
+

u,v(R,u) → S2, where πS2 denotes the natural projection to S2; note that in the notation
of Section 5.6.2.3, this can be written as the statement that the following diffeomorphism component
vanishes:

f iH+,I+(uf , vI+(uf , vH+(R, uH+), θH+), θI+(uf , vH+(R, uH+), θH+)) = 0,

for i = 1, 2, and all θH+ ∈ S2;
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• Determining the sphere diffeomorphism of the I+ gauge and affixing it to initial data. Let
us note first that we can distinguish a point p on SI

+

uf ,v∞
and a vector v ∈ TpSI

+

uf ,v∞
as follows:

Noting the natural null flow diffeomorphism j : SI
+

u−1,v∞ → SI
+

uf ,v∞
associated to the double null gauge,

then in view of (5.6.13) we may distinguish

p = j ◦ (πEFS2 |SI+
u−1,v∞

)−1(1, 0, 0), w = d

(
j ◦ (πEFS2 |SI+

u−1,v∞
)−1

)
|(1,0,0)(0, 1, 0), (5.6.16)

where we consider here (1, 0, 0) ∈ S2 and (0, 1, 0) ∈ T(1,0,0)S2.

Our final condition is thus that the map:

iI+ |(uf ,v∞)×S2 : (uf , v∞)× S2 → SI
+

uf ,v∞
⊂M,

thought of as a map S2 → SI
+

uf ,v∞
, be the unique map determined by Proposition 4.4.1, with h = r−2/g,

and with p ∈ SI+

uf ,v∞
, v := r2g(w,w)−1/2w ∈ TpSI

+

uf ,v∞
given by (5.6.16).

We note finally that (5.6.16) can be expressed as the following statement. If (θ1, θ2) denote local coor-
dinates on S2 such that (θ1

0, θ
2
0) corresponds to the point (1, 0, 0) and the vector ∂θ1(θ1

0, θ
2
0) corresponds

to the vector (0, 1, 0), then in the notation of the diffeomorphism functions of Section 5.6.2.3, we have

f id,I+(u−1, v∞, θ
1
0, θ

2
0) = 0 =

∂f id,I+

∂θ1
(u−1, v∞, θ

1
0, θ

2
0), 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 regularity. (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 := DH

+

∪ DI
+

⊂M,

Cuf = CI
+

uf
∪ CH

+

uf
.

We note finally the following easy proposition:

Proposition 5.6.3. Consider anchored gauges as in Definition 5.6.1. Then the set

D ∪DK ∪ DEF

is globally hyperbolic and admits iK(CKin) ∪ iEF (CEFout) as a (bifurcate null) past Cauchy surface.

5.7 Existence of anchored teleological gauges at time u0
f

Let us already state the following existence theorem.

Theorem 5.7.1. Let (M, g) be the maximal development of initial data given by Theorem 5.2.1 applied
to data as in Proposition 5.3.2, satisfying the global smallness assumption (5.4.2) with 0 < ε0 ≤ ε̂0 for
sufficiently small ε̂0 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 u0
f defined in Section 1.3.5, it follows that there exists an M0

f satisfying

|M0
f −Minit| . ε0 (5.7.1)

and anchored gauges (5.6.5) and (5.6.6) with respect to parameters u0
f and M0

f , in the sense of Defini-
tion 5.6.1.
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We have moreover the inclusions

DH
+

u0
f
⊂ DK(V3), DI

+

u0
f
⊂ DEF (u3) (5.7.2)

and the associated Kerr angular momentum parameters given by Definitions 2.2.5 and 5.3.3 satisfy

|Jmseed − JmI+ | . ε2
0. (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 uf := u0

f and with . ε2
0 replacing ≤ ε2).

Finally, with the understanding that ε0 =
√
ε2

0, we may replace ε2
0 on the right hand side of (5.7.1),

(5.7.3) and all the estimates for the energies claimed above by the quantity

EN0 [ΦK,d] + EN0 [ΦEF,d]. (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 G and linearised Kerr solutions K are unique and themselves bounded with
respect to the solution S 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 I+ 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 ε0 with (5.7.4) is clear, because it is from control of the
norm (5.7.4) that one constructs the gauges, and ε2

0 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.)

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 1–3 of Remark 5.4.8, then Mf = M,M, M̃ , respectively,
and our two teleological gauges would give the standard Eddington–Finkelstein representation (1.3.1) of the
Schwarzschild metric with mass Mf , restricted to (2.2.3) or (2.3.2) (cf. Remarks 2.2.2 and 2.3.2). In
particular these gauges can be defined for all uf ≥ u0

f , and the gauge corresponding to u′f with u0
f < u′f < uf

is simply the restriction of the gauge corresponding to uf . (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 uf . 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 LS0
and the structure

of the moduli space M

Given 0 < ε0 ≤ ε̂0, we shall denote by M(Minit, ε0) 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 M(Minit, ε0) as the
moduli space of characteristic initial data ε0-close to the Schwarzschild metric of mass of mass Minit. When
there is no danger of confusion, we will sometimes simply write M := M(Minit, ε0). Since characteristic
initial data are determined by seed data, we will often refer to an element of M(Minit, ε0) by its seed initial
data S = SK representing (5.1.2), i.e. we may write S ∈M(Minit, ε0).
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Given thus S ∈ M(Minit, ε0), recall that we denote by SEF the associated realisation of the seed data
on Cout, and with EF subscripts the quantities associated to this realisation. Recall from Section 5.3.4 that
the ` = 1 spherical harmonics Y `=1

−1 , Y `=1
0 , Y `=1

1 and the corresponding projection to the ` = 1 space can be
defined on the sphere Su−2,v−2

with the help of g◦,Minit
(u−2, v−2) according to Section 1.4.2.3. Using this,

we may identify a subset
M0(Minit, ε0) ⊂M(Minit, ε0)

consisting of all seed data of all seed data SK ∈M(Minit, ε0) such that

( /curl ηEF )`=1 = 0 = ( /curl ηK)`=1

on the sphere Su−2,v−2
. We shall in general denote seed data contained in M0 with a 0 subscript, i.e. as

S0 = SK0 . In view of Definition 5.3.3 and Remark 5.3.4, we note that such data satisfy |Jmseed| . ε2
0.

Given such seed data S0 ∈M0(Minit, ε̂0), and real parameters λ−1, λ0, λ1, then, setting

λ := (λ−1, λ0, λ1) ∈ R3,

let us denote by S0(λ) the seed data (5.1.2) arising from

ηEF (λ) := ηEF +
3

r2(u−2, v−2)

(
λ−1

∗ /∇Y `=1
−1 + λ0

∗ /∇Y `=1
0 + λ1

∗ /∇Y `=1
1

)
, (5.8.1)

in place of the ηEF of S0, and all other seed data quantities (5.1.2) the same as S0. We note here that by
Remark 5.3.4,

|λm − Jmseed[S0(λ)]| . ε2
0 .

Given seed data S0 ∈M0(Minit, ε0), let us denote by Lε0S0
the 3-parameter family of initial data

Lε0S0
= {S0(λ) : λ ∈ [−cε0, cε0]3} (5.8.2)

where c = c(Minit) > 0 is a constant referred to in Proposition 5.8.1. Note that for S0 6= S ′0, then

Lε0S′0 ∩ L
ε0
S0

= ∅.

We have the following:

Proposition 5.8.1. For ε0 sufficiently small, there exists a constant c = c(Minit) > 0 such that the following
is true. Let 0 < ε0 ≤ ε̂0. Then

M(Minit, c
2ε0) ⊂

⋃
S0∈M0(Minit,c2ε0)

Lε0S0
⊂M(Minit, ε0). (5.8.3)

In particular, the statement of Theorem 5.7.1 holds for all initial data sets parameterised by Lε0S0
.

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 λ to [−cε0, cε0]3 and the fact that the
energy (5.4.1) is expressed directly in terms of seed data.

Remark 5.8.2. The above Proposition covers M(Minit, c
2ε0) by disjoint 3-parameter families, which are

themselves contained in a M(Minit, ε0). Moreover, M0 is evidently a codimension-3 submanifold of M in
a natural sense. One should think of M0 as a non-teleological approximation to our actual asymptotically
stable “submanifold” Mstable. In our main theorem, we will show that global asymptotic stability holds for
one member of every leaf Lε0S0

of this foliation, corresponding to a λfinal(S0). Our actual asymptotically stable
“submanifold” will then be defined as union

Mstable =
⋃
S0∈M0

S0(λfinal)

for some λfinal which itself depends on S0. It is in this sense that our “submanifold” can be naturally viewed
as codimension 3. See Remark 6.3.1.
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5.9 The homeomorphism J0 : R0 → Bε0/u0
f

and its degree 1 property

In this section, we shall define a map
J0 : R0 → Bε0/u0

f

associated to u0
f . Here Bε0/u0

f
⊂ R3 denotes the closed ball of radius ε0/u

0
f in R3.

The topological properties of the extension of this map to later times uf ≥ u0
f 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 ε̂0(Minit) chosen sufficiently small (so that in particular Theorem 5.7.1 applies) and
0 < ε0 ≤ ε̂0, let us fix a leaf Lε0S0

as in Proposition 5.8.1. For λ ∈ [−cε0, cε0]3, define

J0(λ) := (J−1
I+ , J

0
I+ , J1

I+) ∈ R3 (5.9.1)

where JmI+ are the associated Kerr parameters defined in Definition 2.2.5 corresponding to the anchored I+

gauge with respect to parameters u0
f and M0

f (λ) given by Theorem 5.7.1 applied to (M(λ), g(λ)). We define
the set

R0 =

{
λ ∈ [−cε0, cε0]3 : |J0(λ)| ≤ ε0

u0
f

}
. (5.9.2)

Proposition 5.9.2. For sufficiently small ε̂0 and for 0 < ε0 ≤ ε̂0, let Lε0S0
be as in Definition 5.9.1. Then the

set R0 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

J0 : R0 → Bε0/u0
f

(5.9.3)

is a diffeomorphism, so, in particular, the restriction

J0|∂R0
: ∂R0 → ∂Bε0/u0

f
(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 J0 is
simply the identity map

λ 7→ λ .

Thus, in linear theory, provided that say
u0
f > 2c−1 (5.9.5)

where c is the constant above, then Bε0/u0
f
⊂ (−cε0, cε)

3 and thus R0 = Bε0/u0
f
, whence the analogue

of J0 : R0 → Bε0/u0
f

is (trivially) a diffeomorphism. The condition (5.9.5) thus defines our additional

restriction on u0
f announced in Section 1.3.5.

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 uf -dependent map Juf (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 Juf coincides with J0 on ∂R0.

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.
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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.
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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” Mstable 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 uf and Mf 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 uf dependence from the notation.

Recall the definitions of DH+

, DI+

, CH
+

u , CH
+

v , CI
+

u and CI
+

v from Section 5.6.2. Define also

DI
+

H+ = DH
+

∩ DI
+

.

For given u, v, we will find useful the notations

DH
+

(v) := DH
+

∩ {vH+ ≥ v}, DI
+

(u) := DI
+

∩ {uI+ ≥ u},

DH
+

(u, v) := DH
+

∩ {uH+ ≥ u} ∩ {vH+ ≥ v}, DI
+

(u, v) := DI
+

∩ {uI+ ≥ u} ∩ {vI+ ≥ v},

DI
+

H+(u) = DH
+

∩ DI
+

(u),

and
CH

+

u (v) := CH
+

u ∩ {vH+ ≥ v}, CH
+

v (u) := CH
+

v ∩ {uH+ ≥ u},

CI
+

u (v) := CI
+

u ∩ {vI+ ≥ v}, CI
+

v (u) := CI
+

v ∩ {uI+ ≥ u}.

6.1.2 Norms on spheres, cones and spacetime regions

We define the norms on the spheres, for any SH
+

-tensor or SI
+

-tensor ξ by

‖ξ‖2
SH+
u,v

:=

∫
SH+
u,v

|ξ|2dθ, ‖ξ‖2
SI+
u,v

:=

∫
SI+
u,v

|ξ|2dθ,

respectively. Recall that the notation dθ is defined in (1.4.1). (In particular, the true induced volume form
is r2dθ, and, thus, the above integrands are r−2 weighted with respect to the true induced volume form.)

Define the norms on the I+ null hypersurfaces, for any SI
+

u,v tensor ξ,

‖ξ‖2
CI+
u (v)

:=

∫ v∞

v

∫
SI

+

u,v′

|ξ|2dθdv′, ‖ξ‖2
CI

+
v (u)

:=

∫ min{uf ,u(R−2,v)}

u

∫
SI

+

u′,v

|ξ|2Ω2
I+dθdu′,

and
‖ξ‖2

CI+
u

:= ‖ξ‖2
CI+
u (v(R−2,u))

, ‖ξ‖2
CI

+
v

:= ‖ξ‖2
CI

+
v (u−1)

.

Similarly define the norms on the H+ null hypersurfaces, for any SH
+

-tensor ξ,

‖ξ‖2
CH+
u (v)

:=

∫
CH+
u ∩{vH+≥v}

|ξ|2dθdv′, ‖ξ‖2
CH

+
v (u)

:=

∫
CH

+
v ∩{uH+≥u}

|ξ|2Ω2
H+dθdu′,

and
‖ξ‖2

CH+
u

:= ‖ξ‖2
CH+
u (v−1)

, ‖ξ‖2
CH

+
v

:= ‖ξ‖2
CH

+
v (max{u−1,u(R2,v)}).
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For the spacetime regions define, for v−1 ≤ v ≤ v(R2, uf ) and u−1 ≤ u ≤ uf ,

‖ξ‖2DH+ (v)
:=

∫
DH+ (v)

|ξ|2Ω2
H+dθdudv′ , ‖ξ‖2DI+ (u)

:=

∫
DI+ (u)

|ξ|2Ω2
I+dθdu′dv ,

and
‖ξ‖2DH+ := ‖ξ‖2DH+ (v−1)

, ‖ξ‖2DI+ := ‖ξ‖2DI+ (u−1)
,

and finally
‖ξ‖DI+

H+ (u)
:= ‖ξ 1DH+∩DI+ (u)‖DI+ .

Finally, for any of the above norms ‖ · ‖ we define for any Su,v tensors ξ1, . . . , ξk and any Dγ ,

‖Dγ(ξ1, . . . , ξk)‖ := ‖Dγξ1‖+ . . .+ ‖Dγξk‖.

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 dθ defined
in (1.4.1):

If the measure is not spelled out explicitly, integration over an ingoing cone Cv will always be with respect
to du dθ, over an outgoing cone Cu with always be with respect to dv dθ and over a spacetime region will
always be with respect to du dv dθ.

Note that with this convention all Ω2-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 P̌ appearing in the almost gauge invariant hierarchy of Section 2.1, expressed
now with respect to the H+ and I+ gauges.

We first define the following rescaled quantities:

ΨH+ = r5PH+ , ΨI+ = r5PI+ and ΨH+ = r5PH+ , Ψ̌I+ = r5P̌ I+ . (6.1.1)

We recall the fixed parameters N ≥ 12 from Section 5.4 and δ = 1
100 from Section 1.3.5.

We define for 1 ≤ K ≤ N − 2, the energies for v ≥ v−1

EK [PH+ ] (v) := sup
ṽ≥v

∫
CH

+
ṽ

Ω2
K∑

|k|=0;k3 6=K

|DkΨH+ |2 + sup
u≤uf

∫
CH+
u (v)

K∑
|k|=0;k1 6=K

|DkΨH+ |2 (6.1.2)

+

∫
DH+ (v)

Ω2

{
K∑
|k|=0

(
1− 3Mf

r

)2

|DkΨH+ |2 +

K−1∑
|k|=0

|DkΨH+ |2 + |R?DkΨH+ |2
}
,

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 − 3 and τ ≥ u−1

EK,p [PI+ ] (τ) := sup
τ≤u≤uf

∫
CI+
u

{
K−1∑
|k|=0

rp|Ω /∇4D
kΨI+ |2 +

1

r2
|r /∇DkΨI+ |2

}
(6.1.3)

+ sup
v≤v∞

∫
CI

+
v (τ)

{
K−1∑
|k|=0

|Ω /∇3D
kΨI+ |2 +

rp

r2
|r /∇DkΨI+ |2

}

+

∫
DI+ (τ)

{
K−1∑
|k|=0

1

r1+δ
|Ω /∇3D

kΨI+ |2 + rp−1−δ·δp0 |Ω /∇4D
kΨI+ |2 +

rp

r3+δ·δp2
|r /∇DkΨI+ |2

}
.
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Furthermore, we define EK [PH+ ] (v) replacing ΨH+ by ΨH+ on the right hand side of (6.1.2) and EK,p
[
P̌ I+

]
(τ)

replacing ΨI+ by Ψ̌I+ on the right hand side of (6.1.3).
We finally define the master energies (now making the dependence on uf manifest in the notation)

EN−2
uf

[PH+ , PI+ ] :=
∑

s=0,1,2

sup
u−1≤τ≤uf

τs · EN−2−s,2−s [PI+ ] (τ) +
∑

s=0,1,2

sup
v−1≤v

vs · EN−2−s [PH+ ] (v) ,

EN−2
uf

[PH+ , P̌ I+ ] :=
∑

s=0,1,2

sup
u−1≤τ≤uf

τs · EN−2−s,2−s [P̌ I+

]
(τ) +

∑
s=0,1,2

sup
v−1≤v

vs · EN−2−s [PH+ ] (v) .

(6.1.4)

6.1.5 Energies of α and α

Recall the curvature components α and α appearing in the almost gauge invariant hierarchy of Section 2.1,
expressed now with respect to the H+ and I+ gauges.

6.1.5.1 Energies of α

We first define the following rescaled quantities:

AH+ = Ω2rαH+ , AI+ = Ω2rαI+ , ΠH+ = Ωr3ψH+ , ΠI+ = Ωr3ψI+ (6.1.5)

For 1 ≤ K ≤ N , we define the energies for v ≥ v−1

EK [αH+ ] (v) := sup
ṽ≥v

∫
CH

+
ṽ

Ω2
K∑

|k|=0;k3 6=K

|DkAH+ |2 + sup
u≤uf

∫
CH+
u (v)

K∑
|k|=0

|DkAH+ |2

+

∫
DH+ (v)

Ω2

{
K∑
|k|=0

(
1− 3Mf

r

)2

|DkAH+ |2 +

K−1∑
|k|=0

|DkAH+ |2 + |R?DkAH+ |2
}

(6.1.6)

and for p ∈ {0, 1, 2}, 1 ≤ K ≤ N and τ ≥ u−1

EK,p [αI+ ] (τ) := sup
τ≤u≤uf

∫
CI+
u

{
K∑
|k|=1

r4+p|DkAI+ |2 +

K−1∑
|k|=0

r2|DkΠI+ |2
}

+ sup
v≤v∞

∫
CI

+
v (τ)

{
K∑

|k|=1,k3 6=K

r4+p|DkAI+ |2 +

K−1∑
|k|=0

r2+p|DkΠI+ |2 +

K−2∑
|k|=0

|DkΨI+ |2
}

+

∫
DI+ (τ)

{
K∑
|k|=1

r3+p−δ|DkAI+ |2 +

K−1∑
|k|=0

r1+p−δ|DkΠI+ |2 +

K−2∑
|k|=0

r−1−δ|DkΨI+ |2
}
. (6.1.7)

Now, restoring the dependence on uf , we define the master energy

ENuf [αH+ , αI+ ] :=
∑

s=0,1,2

sup
u−1≤τ≤uf

τs · EN−s,2−s [αI+ ] (τ) +
∑

s=0,1,2

sup
v−1≤v

vs · EN−s [αH+ ] (v) . (6.1.8)

6.1.5.2 Energies of α

We define the following rescaled quantities:

AH+ = Ω2rαH+ , ǍI+ = Ω2řαI+ , ΠH+ = Ωr3ψH+ , Π̌I+ = Ωr3ψ̌I+ . (6.1.9)

We define

EK [αH+ ] (v) := sup
ṽ≥v

∫
CH

+
ṽ

Ω2
K∑
|k|=0

|Dk(Ω−4AH+)|2 + sup
u≤uf

∫
CH+
u (v)

K∑
|k|=0;k2 6=K

|Dk(Ω−4AH+)|2 (6.1.10)

+

∫
DH+ (v)

Ω2

{
K∑
|k|=0

(
1− 3Mf

r

)2

|Dk(Ω−4AH+)|2 +

K−1∑
|k|=0

|Dk(Ω−4AH+)|2 + |R?Dk(Ω−4AH+)|2
}

125



EK [αI+ ] (τ) := sup
τ≤u≤uf

∫
CI+
u

1

r2

{
K∑

|k|=0;k2 6=K

|DkǍI+ |2 +

K−1∑
|k|=0

|DkΠ̌I+ |2 +

K−2∑
|k|=0

|DkΨ̌I+ |2
}

+ sup
v≤v∞

∫
CI

+
v (τ)

{
K∑
|k|=0

|DkǍI+ |2 +

K−1∑
|k|=0

|DkΠ̌I+ |2
}

+

∫
DI+ (τ)

1

r1+δ

{
K∑
|k|=0

|DkǍI+ |2 +

K−1∑
|k|=0

|DkΠ̌I+ |2 +

K−2∑
k=1

|(R?)kΨ̌I+ |2
}

(6.1.11)

Now, restoring the dependence on uf , we define the master energy

ENuf [αH+ , αI+ ] :=
∑

s=0,1,2

sup
u−1≤τ≤uf

τs · EN−s [αI+ ] (τ) +
∑

s=0,1,2

sup
v−1≤v

vs · EN−s [αH+ ] (v) (6.1.12)

6.1.6 Energies of ΦI
+

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 ω − ω◦ and β only.

For the Ricci coefficients we let ws (Γp) = 1 = w̃s(Γp) = 1 for all Γp \ {ω − ω◦} and s = 0, 1, 2 while
ws (ω − ω◦) = r1−s and w̃s (ω − ω◦) = r−s.

For the curvature components, we let ws(Rp) = w̃(Rp) = 1 for all Rp \ {Ω2α,Ω−2α,Ωβ} and s = 0, 1, 2
while for β we set ws(Ωβ) = r−s and w̃(Ωβ) = r−1.

Finally, we recall from Section 1.4.3 the Kerr reference solutions. Below we will denote by (Γp)Kerr and
(Rp)Kerr the value of the Kerr reference solution of the relevant quantity Γp orRp. In particular, (Γp)Kerr = 0
unless Γp ∈ {η, η, b} and (Rp)Kerr = 0 unless Rp ∈ {Ωβ,Ω−1β, σ}.

6.1.6.1 Energies on CI
+

v=v∞

We define the following (angular) energies for the Ricci coefficients and curvature on CI
+

v=v∞ :

/ENv∞ [Γ] :=
∑

Γp\{ω−ω◦}

2∑
s=0

N−s∑
k=0

sup
u∈[u−1,uf ]

us · ‖(r /∇)k (rpΓp − rp(Γp)Kerr) ‖2S2
u,v∞

+
∑

Γp\{ω−ω◦}

2∑
s=0

N−s∑
k=0

sup
u∈[u−1,uf ]

us
∫ uf

u

dū · ‖(r /∇)k (rpΓp − rp(Γp)Kerr) ‖2S2
ū,v∞

+

∫ uf

u−1

dū · ‖(r /∇)N+1
(
r2η − r2ηKerr, r

2η − r2η
Kerr

, r2χ̂, rχ̂, ωr
)
‖2S2

ū,v∞

+ sup
u∈[u−1,uf ]

‖(r /∇)N+1
(
r5/2T, r2T

)
‖2S2

u,v∞
+

N∑
i=0

sup
u∈[u−1,uf ]

‖(r /∇)i(r3T )‖2S2
u,v∞

, (6.1.13)

/ENv∞ [R] :=
∑

Rp\{Ω2α,Ω−2α}

2∑
s=0

N−1−s∑
k=0

sup
u∈[u−1,uf ]

umin( 1
2 +s,2) · w̃(Rp) · ‖(r /∇)k (rpRp − rp(Rp)Kerr) ‖2S2

u,v∞

+

2∑
s=0

N−1−s∑
k=0

sup
u∈[u−1,uf ]

u
s
2 ‖(r /∇)k

(
r4Ωβ − r4(Ωβ)Kerr

)
‖2S2

u,v∞

+
∑

Rp\{Ω2α,Ω−2α}

2∑
s=0

N−s∑
k=0

sup
u∈[u−1,uf ]

us
∫ uf

u

dū · ws (Rp) · ‖(r /∇)k (rpRp − rp(Rp)Kerr) ‖2S2
ū,v∞

.
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6.1.6.2 Energies on CI
+

u−1

We define the (angular) energies for the Ricci coefficients and curvature on CI
+

u−1
:

/ENu−1
[Γ] :=

∑
Γp\{Ω−2(Ωω̂−(Ωω̂◦))}

N∑
k=0

sup
v∈[v(u−1,R−2),v∞]

‖(r /∇)k (rpΓp − rp(Γp)Kerr) ‖2S2
u−1,v

+

∫ v∞

v(u−1,R−2)

dv̄
1

r2

∥∥∥(r /∇)N+1
(
r2η − r2ηKerr, r

2η − r2η
Kerr

, r2χ̂, rχ̂, ωr3
)∥∥∥2

S2
u−1,v̄

+

N∑
k=0

sup
v∈[v(u−1,R−2),v∞]

‖(r /∇)k
(
r /∇r5/2T, r /∇r2T , r3T, r3(ω − ω◦)

)
‖2S2

u−1,v
, (6.1.14)

/ENu−1
[R] :=

∑
Rp\{Ω2α,Ω−2α}

N−1∑
k=0

sup
v∈[v(u−1,R−2),v∞]

‖(r /∇)]k (rpRp − rp(Rp)Kerr) ‖2S2
u−1,v

+
∑

Rp\{Ω2α,Ω−2α}

N∑
k=0

∫ v∞

v(u−1,R−2)

dv̄
1

r2
‖(r /∇)k (rpRp − rp(Rp)Kerr) ‖2S2

u−1,v
.

6.1.6.3 Energies in DI+

We define:

ENDI+ [Γ] :=
∑
Γp

2∑
s=0

∑
|k|≤N−s
kω 6=(0,N,0)

kω 6=(0,0,N)

sup
DI+

us · ws(Γp) · ‖Dk (rpΓp − rp(Γp)Kerr) ‖2S2
u,v

+
∑
|k|≤N

sup
DI+

‖Dk(r3T )‖2Su,v

+ sup
DI+

‖
[
r /∇
]N+1 (

r2T, r2T ,
√
rb
)
‖2S2

u,v
+ sup
DI+

u4−2δ‖r2T`=0, r
2T `=0, r(Ω

2 − Ω2
◦)`=0‖2S2

u,v

+
∑
Γp

1∑
s=0

∑
|k|≤N−s

sup
u∈[u−1,uf ]

us ·
∫
DI+ (u)

dūdv

r1+δ
w̃s (Γp) ‖Dk (rpΓp − rp(Γp)Kerr) ‖2S2

ū,v

+

∫
DI+

dudv
1

r1+δ
‖(r /∇)N+1

(
r2T, r2χ̂, r2(η − η

Kerr
), r2(η − ηKerr), r(ω − ω◦)

)
‖2S2

u,v
, (6.1.15)
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where the restriction kω 6= (0, N, 0) indicates that the term [Ω /∇3]N (rω− rω◦) is excluded from the sum and

similarly kω 6= (0, 0, N) indicates that the term [Ω /∇4]N (r
5
2ω − r 5

2ω◦) is excluded,

ENDI+ [R] :=
∑

Rp\{Ω2α,Ω−2α}

2∑
s=0

∑
|k|≤N−1−s

sup
u∈DI+

umin( 1
2 +s,2) · w̃ (Rp) · ‖Dk (rpRp − rp(Rp)Kerr) ‖2S2

u,v

+

2∑
s=0

∑
|k|≤N−1−s

sup
u∈[u−1,uf ]

u
s
2 ‖Dk

(
r4Ωβ − r4(Ωβ)Kerr

)
‖2S2

u,v

+
∑

Rp\{Ω2α,Ω−2α}

1∑
s=0

∑
|k|≤N−s

sup
u∈[u−1,uf ]

us ·
∫
DI+ (u)

dūdv

r1+δ
ws (Rp) ‖Dk (rpRp − rp(Rp)Kerr) ‖2S2

ū,v

+
∑

Rp\{Ω2α,Ω−2α}

2∑
s=0

N−s∑
n=0

sup
u∈[u−1,uf ]

us
∫
Cv(u)

dū · ws (Rp) ‖(r /∇)n (rpRp − rp(Rp)Kerr) ‖2S2
ū,v

+
∑

Rp\{Ω2α,Ω−2α}

2∑
s=0

N−s∑
n=0

sup
u∈[u−1,uf ]

us ·
∫
Cu

dv̄
1

r2
‖(r /∇)n (rpRp − rp(Rp)Kerr) ‖2S2

u,v̄

+ sup
DI+

u4−2δ‖r3ρ`=0 + 2Mf‖2S2
u,v

+ sup
v
u4−2δ‖r5( /divΩβ)`=1‖2S2

uf ,v
. (6.1.16)

We also define the energies /ENDI+ [Γ] and /ENDI+ [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

/ENuf ,I+ :=/ENu−1
[Γ] + /ENu−1

[R] + /ENv∞ [Γ] + /ENv∞ [R] + /ENDI+ [Γ] + /ENDI+ [R] (6.1.17)

+ sup
DI+

2∑
s=0

us
N+1−s∑
k=0

‖
[
r /∇
]n (

r(/g − r2γ)
)
‖2S2

u,v
+ sup
DI+

2∑
s=0

us
N+2−s∑
k=0

1∑
m=−1

‖(r /∇)k(Y 1
m − Y̊ 1

m)I
+

‖2
SI+
u,v

and the (total) master energy

ENuf ,I+ :=/ENuf ,I+ + ENDI+ [Γ] + ENDI+ [R] + sup
DI+

2∑
s=0

us
∑

|k|≤N−s

‖Dk
(
r(/g − r2γ)

)
‖2S2

u,v
. (6.1.18)

6.1.6.4 An auxiliary energy for ω − ω◦ and ω − ω◦
We finally define two auxiliary energies on ω−ω◦ and ω−ω◦ respectively. The motivation is that controlling

(1) these auxiliary energies (2) the angular master energy /ENuf ,I+ and (3) the energy ENuf [αH+ , αI+ ] +

ENuf [αH+ , αI+ ] will control the full master energy ENuf ,I+ by exploiting the form of the null structure and

Bianchi equations.1 See already Theorem 14.3.3. The definitions are as follows:

EN,auxuf ,I [ω] =

1∑
s=0

sup
u∈[u−1,uf ]

{
us

∑
k1+k3≤N−s

k1+k3≤N+1−s , k1≥2

∫
DI+ (u)

1

r1+δ
‖(Ω /∇3)k3(r /∇)k1(r(ω − ω◦))‖2S2

ū,v̄

}

+

2∑
s=0

sup
DI+

{
us

∑
k1+k3≤N−s
k1 6=N−s

‖(Ω /∇3)k1(r /∇)k3(r(ω − ω◦))‖2S2
u,v

}

+

2∑
s=0

us
∑

k1+k3≤N−s
k1+k3≤N+1−s , k1≥1

∫ uf

u

dū‖(Ω /∇3)k3(r /∇)k1(r(ω − ω◦))‖2S2
ū,v∞

, (6.1.19)

1The point is that ω and ω are the only connection coefficients not satisfying an equation in both the 3 and the 4-direction
and α and α are the only curvature components not satisfying an equation in both the 3 and the 4-direction.
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EN,auxuf ,I [ω] =

1∑
s=0

sup
u∈[u−1,uf ]

{
us

∑
k4+k1≤N−s

∫
DI+ (u)

1

r1+δ+s
‖(rΩ /∇4)k4(r /∇)k1(r5/2(ω − ω◦)‖2S2

ū,v̄

}

+

2∑
s=0

sup
DI+

{
us

∑
k4+k1≤N−s
k4 6=N−s

‖(rΩ /∇4)k4(r /∇)k3(r3−s/2(ω − ω◦))‖2S2
u,v

}

+

∫
v(u−1,R−2)

dv̄
1

r2
‖
[
Ω /∇4

]N
(r3(ω − ω◦))‖2S2

u−1,v̄
. (6.1.20)

6.1.7 Energies of ΦH
+

Recall the H+ linearised Kerr solution of Definition 2.3.4. Define

AR =
{

(Ωβ − ΩβKerr)
H+

, (Ω−1β − Ω−1β
Kerr

)H
+

, (ρ− ρ◦)H
+

, (σ − σKerr)
H+}

,

AΓ =
{

(Ω−2
◦ Ω2 − 1)H

+

,Ω−1χ̂H
+

,Ω−2(Ωtrχ− Ωtrχ◦)
H+

, (η − ηKerr)
H+

, (η − η
Kerr

)H
+

,

(Ωω̂ − Ωω̂◦)
H+

,Ω−2(Ωω̂ − Ωω̂◦)
H+}

.

Elements of AR and AΓ are denoted R̆ and Γ̆ respectively, with a ˘ added to emphasise the fact that the
linearised Kerr values have been subtracted. The Ricci coefficients Ωχ̂H

+

and (Ωtrχ − Ωtrχ◦)
H+

satisfy
weaker estimates than the remaining Ricci coefficients. Accordingly, define

Aχ = {Ωχ̂H
+

, (Ωtrχ− Ωtrχ◦)
H+

}.

Define the spacetime energy

EN [DH
+

] := sup
v−1≤v≤v(R2,uf )

∑
s=0,1,2

vs
( ∑
|γ|≤N−s

∑
R̆∈AR

‖(1− 3Mf/r)D
γR̆‖2DH+ (v)

+
∑

|γ|≤N−1−s

∑
R̆∈AR

‖DγR̆‖2DH+ (v)
+

∑
|γ|≤N−s

∑
Γ̆∈AΓ

‖DγΓ̆‖2DH+ (v)

)
,

and the null cone energies

EN [CH
+

] := sup
v−1≤v≤v(R2,uf )

∑
s=0,1,2

∑
|γ|≤N−s

vs sup
u−1≤u≤uf

∑
Φ̆∈AR∪AΓ

‖DγΦ̆‖2
CH+
u (v)

,

EN [CH
+

] := sup
v−1≤v≤v(R2,uf )

∑
s=0,1,2

∑
|γ|≤N−s

vs
∑

Φ̆∈AR∪AΓ

‖DγΦ̆‖2
CH

+
v

,

along with the energy on spheres

EN [SH
+

] := sup
DH+

∑
s=0,1,2

vs
( ∑
|γ|≤N−1−s

∑
R̆∈AR

‖DγR̆‖2
SH+
u,v

+
∑

|γ|≤N−s

∑
Γ̆∈AΓ

‖DγΓ̆‖2
SH+
u,v

)
,

and the energy of N + 1 derivatives of certain Ricci coefficients on the final hypersurface

EN+1[CH
+

uf
] := sup

v−1≤v≤v(R2,u)

∑
s=0,1,2

vs
N+1−s∑
k=0

‖(r /∇)k(Ωχ̂,Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦, η − ηKerr)
H+

‖2
CH+
uf

(v)
.

129



For the metric components, /g, b and the mode difference, Y 1
m − Y̊ 1

m, define

EN [gH
+

] := sup
u0≤u≤uf

v−1≤v≤v(R2,u)

(
v
∑
|γ|≤N

‖Dγ(/g − r2γ)‖2
SH+
u,v

+ v

N+1∑
k=0

1∑
m=−1

‖(r /∇)k(Y 1
m − Y̊ 1

m)‖2
SH+
u,v

+
∑

s=0,1,2

vs
∑

|γ|≤N−s

(
‖Ω−2Dγ(b− bKerr)‖2Su,v + ‖Dγ(b− bKerr)‖2Cv

+ ‖Dγ(b− bKerr)‖2Cu(v) + ‖Dγ(b− bKerr)‖2DH+ (v)

))
.

For the quantities Ωχ̂ and Ωtrχ − Ωtrχ◦ recall that, for k = (k1, k2, k3), Dk = (r /∇)k1(Ω−1 /∇3)k2(rΩ /∇4)k3

and define

EN [χH
+

] :=
∑

Γ∈Aχ

[
sup
DH+

v−δ‖(r /∇)NΓ‖2
SH+
u,v

+
∑

s=0,1,2

∑
|k|≤N−s
k1 6=N−s

(
sup
DH+

vs‖DkΓ‖2
SH+
u,v

+ sup
v−1≤v≤v(R2,uf )

vs
(

sup
u−1≤u≤uf

∥∥DkΓ
∥∥2

CH+
u (v)

+
∥∥DkΓ

∥∥2

CH
+

v
+
∥∥DkΓ

∥∥2

DH+ (v)

))]
.

Finally, define

ENuf ,H+ := EN [DH
+

] + EN [CH
+

] + EN [CH
+

] + EN [SH
+

] + EN [χH
+

] + EN+1[CH
+

uf
] + EN [gH

+

]

+ (uf )4
1∑

m=−1

|JmH+ − JmI+ |2. (6.1.21)

where JmH+ are the associated Kerr angular momentum parameters of the H+ gauge (see Definition 2.3.4).

6.1.8 Pointwise norms of ΦI
+

and ΦH
+

Define the pointwise norm of the geometric quantities in the I+ gauge

PN−5
uf

[ΦI
+

] = sup
DI+

∑
|γ|≤N−5

(
|r 9

2Dγα|+ |u 1
2 r4Dγβ|+ |r3Dγ(Ωtrχ− Ωtrχ◦)|+ |r3Dγ(Ωω̂ − Ωω̂◦)|

+ u
(
|r 7

2Dγα|+ |rDγα|+ |r 7
2Dγβ|+ |r2Dγβ|+ |r3Dγ(ρ− ρ◦)|+ |r3Dγσ| (6.1.22)

+ |rDγ(Ω−2
◦ Ω2 − 1)|+ |r2Dγ(Ωtrχ− Ωtrχ◦)|+ |r2Dγ(Ωtrχ− Ωtrχ◦)|+ |r

2Dγχ̂|+ |rDγχ̂|

+ |r2Dγη|+ |r2Dγη|+ |r2Dγ(Ωω̂ − Ωω̂◦)|+ |rDγ(Ωω̂ − Ωω̂◦)|+ |rDγb|+ |rDγ(/g − r2γ)|
))
,

and of the geometric quantities in the H+ gauge

PN−5
uf

[ΦH
+

] = sup
DH+

v
∑

|γ|≤N−5

(
|DγΩ2α|+ |DγΩ−2α|+ |DγΩβ|+ |DγΩ−1β|+ |Dγ(ρ− ρ◦)|+ |Dγσ|

+ |Dγ(Ω−2
◦ Ω2 − 1)|+ |Dγ(Ωtrχ− Ωtrχ◦)|+ |DγΩ−2(Ωtrχ− Ωtrχ◦)|+ |D

γη|+ |Dγη|
(6.1.23)

+ |DγΩχ̂|+ |DγΩ−1χ̂|+ |Dγ(Ωω̂ − Ωω̂◦)|+ |DγΩ−2(Ωω̂ − Ωω̂◦)|+ |DγΩ−2b|+ |Dγ(/g − r2γ)|
)
.
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6.1.9 Energies of diffeomorphisms

Define the energy of the fH+,I+ diffeomorphisms

EN+2
uf

[fH+,I+ ] = sup
u1≤u≤uf

v(R−2,u)≤v≤v(R3,u)

( ∑
k≤N−5

u2
[ ∑
|γ|≤2
k+|γ|≥1

(
‖(r /∇)kDγf3 1‖2

SI+
u,v

+ ‖(r /∇)kDγf4 1‖2
SI+
u,v

)

+
∑
|γ|≤1

(
‖(r /∇)kDγ∂u6f 1‖2SI+

u,v

+ ‖(r /∇)kDγ∂v 6f 1‖2SI+
u,v

)]
(6.1.24)

+ u2|(f3 − f4)`=0 1|2 + u2‖(f3 − f4)`=0‖2DI+

H+ (u)
+ u|(f3 + f4)`=0 1|2

)
+

2∑
s=0

N−s∑
k=0

(uf )s
[ ∑
|γ|≤2

(
‖(r /∇)kDγf41̃‖2

CI+
uf

+ ‖(r /∇)kDγf31̃‖2
CI+
uf

)
+
∑
|γ|=0,1

‖(r /∇)kDγ∂u6f 1̃‖2CI+
uf

]
,

where f = fH+,I+ , 1 = 1DH+∩DI+ , and 1̃ = 1R−1≤r≤R1
so that, for any tensor ξ,

‖ξ1‖2
CI+
uf

=

∫ v(R1,uf )

v(R−1,uf )

∫
S2

|ξ(uf , v, θ)|2dθdv.

Note that the higher order derivatives of fH+,I+ in the final line of (6.1.24) are only considered on the final
hypersurface u = uf .

Define the energy of the fd,I+ diffeomorphisms as

Euf [fd,I+ ] := sup
u−1≤u≤u2

v(R−2,u)≤v<v∞

∑
k≤2

[ ∑
|γ|≤2

(
‖(r /∇)kDγf3‖2

SI+
u,v

+ r−2‖(r /∇)kDγf4‖2
SI+
u,v

)
(6.1.25)

+
∑
|γ|≤1

(
r2‖(r /∇)kDγr /∇4f

3‖2
SI+
u,v

+ ‖(r /∇)kDγ /∇3f
4‖2
SI+
u,v

+ ‖(r /∇)kDγ∂u6f‖2SI+
u,v

+ ‖(r /∇)kDγ∂v 6f‖2SI+
u,v

)]
,

where f = fd,I+ .
Finally, define

Euf [fd,H+ ] := sup
U0≤U≤Uf

V−1≤V≤V2∧V (R2,U)

∑
k≤2

[ ∑
|γ|≤2

(
‖(r /∇)kDγf3‖2

SH
+

U,V

+ ‖(r /∇)kDγf4‖2
SH

+
U,V

)
+
∑
|γ|≤1

(
‖(r /∇)kDγ∂U 6f‖2SH+

U,V

+ ‖(r /∇)kDγ∂V 6f‖2SH+
U,V

)]
, (6.1.26)

where f = fd,H+ , V2∧V (R2, U) = min{V2, V (R2, U)}, and U0 := U(u0), 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

PN−7
uf

[fH+,I+ ] = sup
DH+∩DI+ (u1)

(
u|(f3 − f4)`=0|+ u

1
2 |(f3 + f4)`=0| (6.1.27)

+
∑

k≤N−7

u
[ ∑
|γ|≤2
k+|γ|≥1

(
|(r /∇)kDγf3|+ |(r /∇)kDγf4|

)
+
∑
|γ|≤1

(
|(r /∇)kDγ∂u6f |+ |(r /∇)kDγ∂v 6f |

)])
,
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where f = fH+,I+ ,

Puf [fd,I+ ] := sup
u−1≤u≤u2

v(R−2,u)≤v<v∞

[ ∑
|γ|≤2

(
|Dγf3|+ r−1|Dγf4|

)
+
∑
|γ|≤1

(
r|Dγr /∇4f

3|+ |Dγ /∇3f
4|+ |Dγ∂u6f |+ |Dγ∂v 6f |

)]
, (6.1.28)

where f = fd,I+ , and

Puf [fd,H+ ] := sup
U0≤U≤Uf

V−1≤V≤V2∧V (R2,U)

[ ∑
|γ|≤2

(
|Dγf3|+ |Dγf4|

)
+
∑
|γ|≤1

(
|Dγ∂U 6f |+ |Dγ∂V 6f |

)]
, (6.1.29)

where f = fd,H+ , V2∧V (R2, U) = min{V2, V (R2, U)}, and U0 := U(u0), where U is defined by (1.3.13) with
M = Mf .

6.2 The statement of Theorem 6.1

Below is the detailed statement of the main theorem (corresponding to Theorem I.3.1 of the introduction):

Theorem 6.1 (Full finite-codimension nonlinear asymptotic stability of Schwarzschild). Let Minit > 0 and
associated parameters be fixed as in Section 1.3.5, with ε̂0(Minit) sufficiently small.

Given 0 < ε0 ≤ ε̂0, let S0 ∈M(Minit, c
2ε0) be initial data as in Proposition 5.8.1. Then the 3-parameter

family Lε0S0
contains an initial data set

S := S(λfinal) ∈ Lε0S0

such that the following is true.
Let (M, g) denote the maximal 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 I+ and H+ gauges (5.6.5) and (5.6.6)
corresponding to u0

f and some parameter M0
f .

Then (M, g) satisfies the following global stability properties:

(i) Completeness of null infinity I+ and properties of the event horizon H+

For all uf ≥ u0
f , there exists an Mf = Mf (uf ) such that (M, g) admit I+ 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 I+ normalised and H+ normalised gauges induce two limiting double null gauges corre-

sponding to uf =∞, i.e. Ck embeddings for a k ≥ 3

iI+,∞ :WI+(∞,Mfinal)× S2 → DI
+

∞ ⊂M (6.2.1)

iH+,∞ :WH+(∞,Mfinal)× S2 → DH
+

∞ ⊂M (6.2.2)

where the setsWI+(∞,Mfinal) andWH+(∞,Mfinal), are defined as in (2.2.2) and (2.3.1) with <∞ replacing
≤ uf and ≤ v∞, and where all statements of Definition 2.2.1 and 2.3.1 hold which do not correspond to
evaluation at u = uf or v = v∞, where the background Schwarzschild metric is defined with respect to

Mfinal := lim
uf→∞

Mf (uf ). (6.2.3)

Moreover, null infinity is complete in the sense of [Chr99], and the domain of outer communications

M∩ J−(I+) = DEF ∪ DK ∪ DI
+

∞ ∪ DH
+

∞ ∩ J−(DI
+

∞ )
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is bounded to the future inM by a Ck null hypersurface H+, 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 {uH+ =∞} of
the limiting H+ normalised gauge (6.2.2).

Null infinity can be realised as an ideal boundary corresponding to the limiting vI+ =∞ hypersurface of
the limiting I+ 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 I+ gauge satisfies the normali-
sations

Σ+ = 0, P+
`=1 = 0 (6.2.4)

which express that uf =∞ 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 H+ itself, follows and also of the
rescaled quantities at I+. In particular, if (5.4.4) is finite for all k, then H+ is a smooth hypersurface.

(ii) Orbital stability

For all uf ≥ u0
f above, the masses Mf (uf ) referred to in (i) remain uniformly close to the initial Schwarz-

schild mass Minit in the sense that
|Mf (uf )−Minit| . ε0, (6.2.5)

the two future normalised gauges corresponding to time uf remain uniformly close to the initial data gauges
in the sense that

Euf [fd,H+ ] . ε2
0, Euf [fd,I+ ] . ε2

0, (6.2.6)

and the solution in both the H+ and I+ normalised gauges satisfies

ENuf ,H+ + ENuf ,I+ . ε2
0 (6.2.7)

and the lower order pointwise estimates

PN−5
uf

[ΦI
+

] + PN−5
uf

[ΦH
+

] . ε0. (6.2.8)

Moreover, we may replace ε2
0 on the right hand side of the above estimates (as well as all estimates

appearing below) with the quantity
EN0 [ΦK,d] + EN0 [ΦEF,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 Minit in terms of
energies at the same level of differentiability as the “initial” energy fluxes (6.2.9). (It is this aspect of (6.2.7)
which strictly speaking represents orbital stability.)

(iii) Asymptotic stability

For all uf ≥ u0
f 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

EN∞,H+ + EN∞,I+ . ε2
0 (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 ≤ uf , ≤ vf with
<∞, and including all quantities which are not evaluated at u = uf or v = v∞).

Similarly, an analogous lower order pointwise statement

PN−5
∞ [ΦI

+

] + PN−5
∞ [ΦH

+

] . ε0 (6.2.11)

holds, where DI+

uf
and DH+

uf
are replaced by DI+

∞ and DH+

∞ 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 H+ and I+ gauges, asymptotically
settles down to the Schwarzschild metric (1.3.1) of mass Mfinal given by (6.2.3) in the domain of outer
communications. (Note that by (6.2.5), Mfinal satisfies |Mfinal −Minit| . ε0.)

Moreover, we have a number of inverse polynomial decay bounds along H+ and I+ for instance the
pointwise estimate on H+

|Ω2αH+(∞, v, ·)| . ε0v
−1, (6.2.12)

where Ω2αH+(∞, v, ·) is defined as the u → ∞ limit of Ω2αH+ defined with respect to the asymptotic H+

gauge (6.2.2), and the estimates

0 ≤M(u)−Mfinal . ε
2
0u
−2, |Σ(u, ·)| . ε0u

−1, |Ξ(u, ·)| . ε0u
−1, |A(u, ·)| . ε0u

−1, (6.2.13)

where M(u) denotes the Bondi mass and Ξ, Σ and A are defined in Section 17.1.3.

6.3 The stable codimension-3 “submanifold” Mstable 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 I.3.1. Note that by Remark 5.8.2, defining

Mstable :=
⋃
S0∈M0

S0(λfinal) ⊂M(ε0,Minit)

to be union of all data S(λfinal) whose existence follows from Theorem 6.1, this can indeed be viewed as
defining a “submanifold” Mstable ⊂ M(ε0,Minit) of codimension 3. (Here we are primarily interested in
the size of the set of allowed initial data and not its regularity 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 I.3.1.

Remark 6.3.2. With extra work, one can show that there is in fact a unique S ∈ Lε0S0
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 ε0, S ∈ Lε0S0

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 ⊂M indeed forms a regular submanifold of codimension exactly 3.

Remark 6.3.4. The inequalities (6.2.13) imply that Mfinal can also be identified as the final Bondi mass,
and the total flux of energy radiated to I+ is bounded (and quadratic in the smallness parameter ε0), as
measured from retarded time corresponding to uf = u0 in the asymptotically defined I+ gauge, whereas the
total infinitesimal displacement of far-away test masses given by |Σ+(·) − Σ(u−1, ·)| = |Σ(u−1, ·)| . ε0 is
also bounded. One can show similarly the flux of linear momentum to I+ to be finite and quadratic in ε0

(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 I+ gauge for all u ∈ (−∞,∞), and defining P−, Σ−, etc. as the limit
u→ −∞, we would obtain the relations of [Chr91] concerning Σ+−Σ−. In particular, note that in this case
|Σ+ − Σ−| . ε2

0.

Remark 6.3.5. We remark finally that although one immediately has only the bound |λfinal| . ε0, one may
show relatively easily that one has in fact |λfinal| . ε2

0.
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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.
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7.1 The bootstrap set B . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 136
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The logic of the proof follows a bootstrap and the first order of business is to define the bootstrap set B
in Section 7.1. The main part of the proof then consists of showing that B 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 B

Let S0 ∈M0(Minit, c
2ε0) be as in the statement of Theorem 6.1 and let Lε0S0

be the three parameter family

defined in (5.8.2), parametrised by λ ∈ [−cε0, cε0]3.
Let (M(λ), g(λ)) denote the maximal Cauchy development corresponding to S0(λ) 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(λ), g(λ))
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 I+ and H+ gauges (5.6.5) and (5.6.6) corresponding to u0

f and some

parameter M0
f . Recall finally the set R0 defined in Section 5.9, and the map

J0 : R0 → B(ε0/u
0
f ),

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
ε := υε0, (7.1.1)

where υ denotes a large constant which will be fixed later.

Definition 7.1.1. Let B denote the set of ûf ∈ [u0
f ,∞) such that

• The λ-parameter range sets R(uf ) and their topology and monotonicity. For all uf ∈ (u0
f , ûf ],

there exists a nonempty closed subset R(uf ) ⊂ [− cε0, cε0]3 ⊂ R3 with

R(u′′f ) ⊂ R(u′f ), ∂R(u′f ) ∩R(u′′f ) = ∅ (7.1.2)

for u′′f > u′f , and such that R(u0
f ) is homeomorphic to a closed ball;

• The Mf parameter and the existence of anchored teleologically normalised I+ and H+

gauges. There exists a function Mf : ∪uf∈[u0,ûf ]{uf} × R(uf ) → R satisfying for all uf ∈ [u0
f , ûf ],

λ ∈ R(uf )
|Mf (uf , λ)−Minit| ≤ ε, (7.1.3)

and, anchored (in the sense of Definition 5.6.1) teleologically normalised I+ and H+ gauges (5.6.5)
and (5.6.6) corresponding to parameters uf and Mf = Mf (uf , λ) in (M(λ), g(λ));

• Continuous dependence of the anchored teleologically normalised gauges on uf . The func-
tion Mf (uf , λ) is continuous, and for fixed λ ∈ R(uk), the two teleologically normalised gauges depend
continuously on uf , in the sense that their domains and all geometric quantities depend continuously
on uf .

• Energy estimates for geometric quantities in both teleological gauges. For all (M(λ), g(λ))
as above, all uf ∈ [u0

f , ûf ], and with the above gauges, the estimate

EN−2
uf

[PH+ , PH+ ]+EN−2
uf

[PI+ , P̌ I+ ]+ENuf [αH+ , αI+ ]+ENuf [αH+ , αI+ ]+ENuf ,H+ +ENuf ,I+ ≤ ε2 (7.1.4)

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;

• Energy estimates for the diffeomorphism functions connecting the teleological gauges to
each other and to initial data. For all (M(λ), g(λ)) as above, all uf ∈ [u0

f , ûf ], and with the above
gauges, the estimate

EN+2
uf

[fH+,I+ ] + Euf [fd,H+ ] + Euf [fd,I+ ] ≤ ε2 (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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• Zeroth order metric estimates. For all (M(λ), g(λ)) as above, all uf ∈ [u0
f , ûf ], and with the above

gauges, the estimate

sup
DH+

(
|r−2

/g
H+

− γ̊ |̊γ + |Ω−2
◦ Ω2

H+ − 1|
)

+ sup
DI+

(
r|r−2

/g
I+

− γ̊ |̊γ + |r(Ω−2
◦ Ω2

I+ − 1)|
)
≤
√
ε (7.1.6)

holds;

• Estimate for the angular momentum. For all (M(λ), g(λ)) as above, all uf ∈ [u0
f , ûf ], and with

the above gauges, recalling the definition (1.4.9), and defining

J(uf , λ) = (J−1
I+ , J

0
I+ , J1

I+) ∈ R3 (7.1.7)

where JmI+ are the associated Kerr parameters defined in Definition 2.2.5 corresponding to the anchored
I+ gauge in (M(λ), g(λ)) with parameters uf and Mf as above, then J : ∪uf∈[u0

f ,ûf ]{uf}×R(uf )→ R3

is a continuous map and the following estimate holds:

|J(uf , λ)| ≤ ε0

uf
; (7.1.8)

• Norm of angular momentum on the boundary of the parameter range. For all uf ∈ [u0
f , ûf ]

and (M(λ), g(λ)) corresponding to λ ∈ ∂R(uf ), then

|J(uf , λ)| = ε0

uf
; (7.1.9)

• Degree properties of the map Juf . Defining the map

Juf : R(u0
f )→ Bε0/u0

f
⊂ R3 (7.1.10)

by
Juf (λ) = J(u′f (uf , λ), λ) (7.1.11)

where
u′f (uf , λ) := sup{u0

f ≤ u′f ≤ uf : λ ∈ R(u′f )}
then Juf is continuous and its restriction satisfies

Juf |∂R(u0
f ) = Ju0

f
|∂R(u0

f ) : ∂R(u0
f )→ ∂Bε0/u0

f
(7.1.12)

and is thus a degree-1 map.

The essential part of the proof of Theorem 6.1 will follow from showing that B 6= ∅ and that B 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 6= ∅. This follows from Theorem 5.7.1 and
Proposition 5.9.2.

Theorem 7.2.1 (Non-emptiness of the bootstrap set). Let S0 Lε0S0
, (M(λ), g(λ)), M0

f (λ), R0 and the map
J0 defined by (5.9.1), considered as a map (5.9.3), be as in the beginning of Section 7.1.

Then defining R(u0
f ) := R0, defining Mf : {u0

f} ×R(u0
f ) → R by Mf (uf0 , λ) := M0

f (λ), it follows that,

for sufficiently large υ in (7.1.1), all conditions of Definition 7.1.1 are satisfied by u0
f with these choices,

i.e. u0
f ∈ B and thus B 6= ∅.

Proof. We note that J(λ, u0
f ) defined by (7.1.7) satisfies J(λ, u0

f ) = J0, and thus Juf defined by (7.1.10) also
satisfies Juf = J0. Thus, (7.1.8) holds by definition while (7.1.9), the continuity statements in λ 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 uf is
also vacuous. Inequalities (7.1.4), (7.1.5) have already been asserted in the statement of Theorem 5.7.1.
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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 ûf ∈ B, 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 υ = υ(Minit) sufficiently large such
that for ε̂0(Minit) sufficiently small, and all 0 < ε0 ≤ ε̂0, the following is true with ε = υε0 defined by (7.1.1).

Let S0 Lε0S0
, (M(λ), g(λ)) be as in the beginning of Section 7.1, and let B be the set defined by Defini-

tion 7.1.1.
Let ûf ∈ B. Then for all uf ∈ [u0

f , ûf ] and all λ ∈ R(uf ), we have the following improved estimates for
the solution (M(λ), g(λ)):

sup
DH+

(
|r−2

/g
H+

− γ̊ |̊γ + |Ω−2
◦ Ω2

H+ − 1|
)

+ sup
DI+

(
r|r−2

/g
I+

− γ̊ |̊γ + |r(Ω−2
◦ Ω2

I+ − 1)|
)
≤ 1

2

√
ε, (7.3.1)

|Mf (uf , λ)−Minit| ≤
1

2
ε, (7.3.2)

EN−2
uf

[PH+ , PH+ ] + EN−2
uf

[PI+ , P̌ I+ ] + ENuf [αH+ , αI+ ] + ENuf [αH+ , αI+ ] + ENuf ,H+ + ENuf ,I+ ≤
1

2
ε2, (7.3.3)

EN+2
uf

[fH+,I+ ] + Euf [fd,H+ ] + Euf [fd,I+ ] ≤ 1

2
ε2 (7.3.4)

and the following improved inclusions:

DH
+

r≥R−1
⊂ DI

+

r≥R− 3
2

, (7.3.5)

DI
+

r≤R1
∩ J+(SH

+

u0,v0
) ⊂ DH

+

r≤R 3
2

(7.3.6)

and ⋃
v−1≤v≤v2

CH
+

v ⊂ DK(V3) ∩ {V−1 − Cε ≤ Vdata ≤ V2 + Cε} ∩ {U0 − Cε ≤ Udata ≤ Cε}, (7.3.7)

⋃
u−1≤u≤u2

CI
+

u ⊂ DEF (u3) ∩ {u−1 − Cε ≤ udata ≤ u2 + Cε}, (7.3.8)

for some constant C depending only on Minit.

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 ε̂0 is chosen sufficiently small.

Proof. The proof of the above theorem will be the content of Part C. See Chapter 8.

7.4 The bootstrap set B 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 ε̂0(Minit) sufficiently small, let 0 < ε0 ≤ ε̂0, S0 Lε0S0
,

(M(λ), g(λ)) be as in the beginning of Section 7.1, and let B be the set defined by Definition 7.1.1.
Then if ûf ∈ B, then for sufficiently small δ0, it follows that ûf + δ0 ∈ B.

Proof. The first step (Section 7.4.1) is to show that for sufficiently small δ, the spacetimes (M(λ), g(λ))
admit anchored I+ and H+ gauges with respect to ûf + δ and a suitable Mf (ûf + δ, λ), continuously
depending on δ, 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 ûf + δ0 satisfies the remaining assumptions of Definition 7.1.1, after
appropriately defining R(ûf + δ) for all 0 < δ ≤ δ0. This will be the statement of Theorem 16.2, a
statement whose proof is deferred to Section 16.2. It follows that indeed, ûf +δ0 together with the definition
of R(uf + δ) for 0 ≤ δ ≤ δ0 satisfy all the conditions of Definition 7.1.1. Thus we have indeed ûf + δ0 ∈ B.
This completes now the proof of Theorem 7.4.1.

7.4.1 Existence of anchored ûf + δ normalised gauges: The statement of Theo-
rem 16.1

The following theorem gives that for sufficiently small δ0 > 0, there exist anchored ûf + δ normalised
teleological gauges, for all 0 ≤ δ ≤ δ0, which inherit the improved bootstrap estimates.

Theorem 16.1 (Existence of anchored ûf + δ normalised gauges). For ε̂0(Minit) sufficiently small, let
0 < ε0 ≤ ε̂0, S0 Lε0S0

, (M(λ), g(λ)) be as in the beginning of Section 7.1, and let B be the set defined by
Definition 7.1.1.

Let ûf ∈ B. Then there exists a δ0 > 0 such that for all δ ∈ [0, δ0], and all λ ∈ R(ûf ), with the gauges
as defined above, we have the following:

There exists a function
Mf : [ûf , ûf + δ0]×R(ûf )→ R (7.4.1)

satisfying (7.1.3), and anchored I+ and H+ normalised gauges with respect to ûf + δ, v∞ = v∞(ε0, ûf + δ)
and Mf (ûf +δ, λ) 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 := ûf + δ.

The function Mf defined by (7.4.1) is continuous and coincides with the previously defined Mf at δ = 0.
Finally, one may define the map J(ûf + δ, λ) by (7.1.7) as a map

J : [ûf , ûf + δ0]×R(ûf )→ R3 (7.4.2)

and (7.4.2) is a continuous map (i.e. continuous in both λ and δ) and coincides with the previously defined
map for δ = 0.

Proof. See Section 16.1.

7.4.2 Properties of R(ûf + δ) and Jûf+δ: The statement of Theorem 16.2

Finally, we deduce the existence of R(ûf + δ) for all 0 ≤ δ ≤ δ0 and infer that ûf + δ0 satisfies the remaining
hypotheses of Definition 7.1.1.

Theorem 16.2 (Definition, non-emptyness and monotonicity properties of R(ûf + δ) and properties of the
map Jûf+δ). Let δ0, the ûf + δ gauges, (7.4.1) and (7.4.2) be as in Theorem 16.1, for 0 ≤ δ < δ0.

Defining the closed set

R(ûf + δ) :=

{
λ ∈ R(ûf ) : |J(ûf + δ, λ)| ≤ ε0

ûf + δ

}
, (7.4.3)

then, after possibly redefining δ0 > 0, we have for all 0 ≤ δ ≤ δ0 that

R(ûf + δ) 6= ∅, (7.4.4)
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and if 0 ≤ δ′ < δ ≤ δ0, then

R(ûf + δ) ⊂ R(ûf + δ′), ∂R(ûf + δ′) ∩R(ûf + δ) = ∅. (7.4.5)

Moreover, the inequality (7.1.8) trivially holds on R(ûf + δ) while (7.1.9) holds on ∂R(ûf + δ) and the
map Jûf+δ 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.

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 uf . These will be useful for showing
closedness in Section 7.6.

Theorem 16.3 (Higher order estimates). For ε̂0(Minit) sufficiently small, let 0 < ε0 ≤ ε̂0, S0 Lε0S0
,

(M(λ), g(λ)) be as in the beginning of Section 7.1, and let B be the set defined by Definition 7.1.1.
Let uf ∈ B and let R(uf ) be as in the statement of Definition 7.1.1.
Then, for all k ≥ N there exist constants Ck such that for all λ ∈ R(uf ), we have the following higher

order estimates for the solution (M(λ), g(λ)):

Ekuf [αH+ , αI+ ] + Ekuf [αH+ , αI+ ] + Ekuf ,H+ + Ekuf ,I+ + Ek+2
uf

[fH+,I+ ] + Pk−5
uf

[ΦH
+

] + Pk−5
uf

[ΦI
+

]

≤ CkEk0 [S(λ)]. (7.5.1)

Moreover, we have in addition the localised estimate

Ekuf [αH+ , αI+ ] + Ekuf [αH+ , αI+ ] + Ekuf ,H+ + Ekuf ,I+ + Ek+2
uf

[fH+,I+ ] + Pk−5
uf

[ΦH
+

] + Pk−5
uf

[ΦI
+

]

. EN0 [S(λ)] + Ck(uf )Ek0,v∞ [S(λ)], (7.5.2)

where v∞ = v∞(uf ), the energy Ek0,v∞ [S(λ)] is defined in Section 5.4 (appearing in particular in equa-
tion (5.4.6)) and where Ck(uf ) is a constant which depends in addition on uf .

Proof. See Section 16.3.

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 uf
depend on the full initial data along Cout, even if the solution itself geometrically can be shown not to. One
expects that (7.5.2) is true without the additional uf -dependence, but due to our crude use of the preliminary
initial Eddington–Finkelstein gauge i0EF 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. Fix an arbitrary constant umax < ∞, and let uf be as in Theorem 16.3 satisfying uf ≤
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, umax), depending only on k and umax, such that the Ck norms of Ω, the tensor /gCD and the vector

field bD 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 umax.

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 B can readily be seen to be closed. For
this it will suffice to show the following.

140



Theorem 7.6.1 (The bootstrap set B is closed). For ε̂0(Minit) sufficiently small, let 0 < ε0 ≤ ε̂0, S0 Lε0S0
,

(M(λ), g(λ)) be as in the beginning of Section 7.1, and let B be the set defined by Definition 7.1.1.
Let ufj ∈ B such that ufj → uf monotonically increasingly. Then uf ∈ B.

Proof. Define first

R(uf ) :=
⋂
ufj

R(ufj ). (7.6.1)

By compactness, we have that R(uf ) 6= ∅.
Consider now λ ∈ R(uf ) and consider (M(λ), g(λ)). Clearly, λ ∈ R(ufj ) for all ufj . Since ufj ≤ uf ,

by Corollary 7.5.2, one has Ck+1 estimates for all quantities in both ufj -normalised teleological gauges,
independent of j. Thus, one can extract a subsequence converging in all Ck to limiting I+ andH+ normalised
metrics gI+(λ) and gH+(λ) defined in domains

WI+(uf )× S2, WH+(uf )× S2, (7.6.2)

with respect to
Mf (uf , λ) := lim

j→∞
Mf (ufj , λ), (7.6.3)

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 ufj
normalised gauges), but, we do not yet know that they are contained in our spacetime (M(λ), g(λ)), 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

îI+ : (WI+(∞)× S2 ∩ {u < uf} ∩ {v < v∞(uf )}, gI+(λ))→ (M(λ), g(λ)) (7.6.4)

îH+ : (WH+(∞)× S2 ∩ {u < uf}, gH+(λ))→ (M(λ), g(λ)), (7.6.5)

by considering the limit of the embeddings corresponding to ufj . Let us consider the union in (M(λ), g(λ))

of the images of îI+ and îH+ and let us construct a new spacetime with boundary (Mnew
0 (λ), gnew

0 (λ))
by attaching a future boundary defined from (the mutually compatible in view of our above comments)
extensions of gI+ and gH+ to u = uf and v = v∞(uf ), along with parts of the initial data regions DK and
D0
EF (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 Mnew

0 (λ) and attach the maximal solution to Mnew
0 to

form a spacetime (Mnew(λ), gnew(λ)). In particular, applying [Luk12], Mnew contains a full neighbourhood
of the data including the terminal sphere. We thus have obtained a smooth vacuum spacetimeMnew which
is easily seen to be a development of the original initial data S(λ). It follows then that this new spacetime is
contained in (M(λ), g(λ)) 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(λ), g(λ)). It is clear again by continuity that these embeddings correspond to
anchored gauges (M(λ), g(λ)) in the sense of Definition 5.6.1, with respect to uf and Mf (uf , λ) is defined
by (7.6.3).

The estimates and relations (7.1.3)–(7.1.5) follow by continuity for uf . The newly defined R(uf )
from (7.6.1) manifestly inherits the monotonicity properties (7.1.2) with any u0 ≤ u′f < uf , whereas, J(uf , λ)
defined by (7.1.7) manifestly extends continuously the previously defined J, and by continuity manifestly
inherits the properties (7.1.8) for all λ ∈ R(uf ) and (7.1.9) for all λ ∈ ∂R(uf ).

Finally, defining Juf by (7.1.10), by continuous dependence, this map is again continuous as a map
R(u0

f )→ Bε0/u0
f

and inherits the property (7.1.12) on its boundary restriction.

Thus indeed uf ∈ B.

Remark 7.6.1. It follows now immediately from Theorem 7.2.1, Theorem 7.4.1 and Theorem 7.6.1 that
B = [u0

f ,∞).
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Figure 7.1: The region D0
EF ∪ DK ∪ D 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 = [u0

f ,∞) (cf. Remark 7.6.1), it
follows that defining

Rfinal =
⋂
ufj

R(ufj )

for some ufj →∞, we have by compactness and (7.1.2) that Rfinal 6= ∅ and thus there exists an

λfinal ∈ Rfinal.

We define
S := S0(λfinal). (7.7.1)

Remark 7.7.1. Note that we are not here asserting Rfinal = {λfinal}, nor are we examining the continuous
dependence of λfinal on the reference seed S0. 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(λfinal), g(λfinal)) satisfies the conditions of Definition 7.1.1 for all uf ∈ [u0
f ,∞) the first

statement of (i) holds concerning the existence of anchored H+ and I+ normalised gauges holds with pa-
rameters uf ,Mf (uf ), where we define

Mf (uf ) := Mf (uf , λ
final).
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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 Cv∞ of
the uf -normalised I+ gauge have affine length ∼ uf (as measured with respect to that gauge), with the
constants in ∼ independent of uf . 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 Cv∞ is again ∼ uf 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 uf →∞.

The existence of the induced asymptotic I+ and H+ gauges is given by the following

Theorem 7.7.1. Let λfinal, (M(λfinal), g(λfinal)) be as above. There exist limiting I+ and H+ gauges, i.e. Ck

embeddings (6.2.1) and (6.2.2), for a k ≥ 3, where

• the sets WI+(∞,Mfinal) and WH+(∞,Mfinal) are defined as in (2.2.2) and (2.3.1) with <∞ replacing
≤ uf and ≤ v∞,

• all statements of Definition 2.2.1 and 2.3.1 hold which do not correspond to evaluation at u = uf or
v = v∞, where the background Schwarzschild metric is defined with respect to Mfinal given by (6.2.3).

The union DH+

∞ ∪ DI+

∞ ∪ DEF ∪ DK satisfies

DH
+

∞ ∪ DI
+

∞ ∪ DEF ∪ DK =
⋃

uf≥u0
f

DH
+

uf
∪ DI

+

uf
∪ DK ∪ DEF (7.7.2)

and is a globally hyperbolic subset of M(λfinal).
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 λfinal be as given and (uf )i →∞ be a sequence, and denote (Mf )i := Mf ((uf )i).
Consider first the anchored I+ gauges with parameters (uf )i, (Mf )i. These are defined on sets

WI+((uf )i, (Mf )i)× S2. (7.7.3)

These sets “converge” to WI+(∞,Mfinal)× S2 in the sense that for all compact subsets

X ⊂ WI+(∞,Mfinal)× S2, (7.7.4)

then X ⊂ WI+((uf )i, (Mf )i)× S2 for all i sufficiently large.
On any compact X as in (7.7.4), we have uniform Ck+1 estimates for a k ≥ 3 for the metric coefficients

Ω2, g, b with respect to all (uf )i, (Mf )i normalised I+ gauges containing X .
By exhausting WI+(∞,Mfinal) × S2 by a sequence of compact subsets Xj , it follows by Arzela–Ascoli

that there exists a subsequence, which we again denote as (uf )i, such that on all compact subsets (7.7.4),
the metric coefficients Ω2

i , gi, bi with respect to the (uf )i, (Mf )i normalised gauges converge in Ck to
globally defined metric coefficients Ω2, 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 = uf or v = v∞, where the background
Schwarzschild metric is defined with respect to Mfinal given by (6.2.3).

We now consider the H+ normalised gauges and similarly extract via a subsequence a solution to the
system on WH+(∞,Mfinal)× S2. Again, by continuity this metric indeed satisfies all normalisations in Defi-
nition 2.3.1 which do not correspond to evaluation at u = uf , where as before, the background Schwarzschild
metric is defined with respect to Mfinal 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 fi 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 Ck diffeomorphism.
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Finally, we also have the diffeomorphisms between the gauges and the initial data. As we have uniform
estimates Ck+1 on these, we may finally assume that these also converge to limiting Ck diffeomorphisms.

The transition functions defined by these diffeomorphisms are all compatible as they inherit this from
the compatibility relations at finite (uf )i. 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 DEF and DK on their domains via these limiting diffeomorphisms. This is easily seen (see also below)

to yield a globally hyperbolic Lorentzian Ck 4-manifold (M̃, g̃) , which admits the initial C in ∪ Cout with
induced data corresponding to parameter λfinal as a past bifurcate null Cauchy hypersurface.

It follows from the uniqueness statement as stated in Theorem 5.2.1 (in the category of Ck Lorentzian

manifolds) that (M̃, g̃) indeed embeds into the maximal Cauchy development (M(λfinal), g(λfinal)).
Finally, we may define (6.2.1) and (6.2.2) to be the restriction of the above embedding to the domains

WI+(∞,Mfinal) × S2 and WH+(∞,Mfinal) × 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 (uf )i, (Mf )i. We

have then that the image of (M̃, g̃) 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 (M̃, g̃), 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 (M̃, g̃) above is a C k̃ Lorentzian manifold where k̃ →∞ as
k →∞ and thus the embeddings (6.2.1) and (6.2.2) are in fact Ck. 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∞.

The two limiting gauges allow us to define null infinity I+ 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 I+ and H+). Under the assumptions of Theorem 7.7.1, null infinity can be
realised as the asymptotic null hypersurface v = ∞ of the gauge (6.2.1), denoted now simply as I+, which
is future complete in the sense that the coordinate u along I+ is Bondi normalised and u → ∞ along I+

towards the future. The ‘laws of gravitational radiation’ can be formulated along I+, and I+ can be endowed
with a frame on which the final asymptotic shear Σ+ = 0 and final centre of mass normalisation P+

`=1 = 0,
i.e. satisfying (6.2.4).

We may characterise the domain

DH
+

∞ ∪ DI
+

∞ ∪ DEF ∪ DK ∩ J−(DI
+

∞ ) (7.7.5)

as the domain of outer communications of M, and we may write:

J−(I+) ∩M = DH
+

∞ ∪ DI
+

∞ ∪ DEF ∪ DK ∩ J−(DI
+

∞ ).

On the other hand, the future boundary of (7.7.5) in M is a future affine complete regular null hyper-

surface H+. If (5.4.4) is finite for a certain k, then H+ is a C k̃ hypersurface, where k̃ →∞ as k →∞. In
particular, if (5.4.4) is finite for all k, then H+ 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(λfinal), g(λfinal)) satisfies the properties of Defini-
tion 7.1.1 for all u0

f ≤ uf <∞, i.e. (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 ε2
0 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 λfinal, ε2

0 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 I+, respectively, follow from

Theorem 17.2 (Polynomial decay along I+ and H+). Under the assumptions of Theorem 7.7.1, we have
inverse polynomial decay along H+ and I+, for instance the pointwise estimates

|Ω2αH+(∞, v, ·)| . ε0v
−1, (7.7.6)

where Ω2αH+(∞, v, ·) is defined as the u → ∞ limit of Ω2αH+ defined with respect to the asymptotic H+

gauge (6.2.2), and

0 ≤M(u)−Mfinal . ε
2
0u
−2, |Σ(u, ·)| . ε0u

−1, |Ξ(u, ·)| . ε0u
−1, |A(u, ·)| . ε0u

−1, (7.7.7)

where M(u) denotes the Bondi mass and Ξ, Σ 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 I+ 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 α and α: the proof of Theorem C.4 241

14 Estimates in the I+ gauge: the proof of Theorem C.5 283

15 Estimates in the H+ 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 7.3.
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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 υ = υ(Minit) sufficiently large such
that for ε̂0(Minit) sufficiently small, and all 0 < ε0 ≤ ε̂0, the following is true with ε = υε0 defined by (7.1.1).

Let S0 Lε0S0
, (M(λ), g(λ)) be as in the beginning of Section 7.1, and let B be the set defined by Defini-

tion 7.1.1.
Let ûf ∈ B. Then for all uf ∈ [u0

f , ûf ] and all λ ∈ R(uf ), we have the following improved estimates for
the solution (M(λ), g(λ)):

sup
DH+

(
|r−2

/g
H+

− γ̊ |̊γ + |Ω−2
◦ Ω2

H+ − 1|
)

+ sup
DI+

(
r|r−2

/g
I+

− γ̊ |̊γ + |r(Ω−2
◦ Ω2

I+ − 1)|
)
≤ 1

2

√
ε, (7.3.1)

|Mf (uf , λ)−Minit| ≤
1

2
ε, (7.3.2)

EN−2
uf

[PH+ , PH+ ] + EN−2
uf

[PI+ , P̌ I+ ] + ENuf [αH+ , αI+ ] + ENuf [αH+ , αI+ ] + ENuf ,H+ + ENuf ,I+ ≤
1

2
ε2, (7.3.3)

EN+2
uf

[fH+,I+ ] + Euf [fd,H+ ] + Euf [fd,I+ ] ≤ 1

2
ε2 (7.3.4)

and the following improved inclusions:

DH
+

r≥R−1
⊂ DI

+

r≥R− 3
2

, (7.3.5)

DI
+

r≤R1
∩ J+(SH

+

u0,v0
) ⊂ DH

+

r≤R 3
2

(7.3.6)

and ⋃
v−1≤v≤v2

CH
+

v ⊂ DK(V3) ∩ {V−1 − Cε ≤ Vdata ≤ V2 + Cε} ∩ {U0 − Cε ≤ Udata ≤ Cε}, (7.3.7)

⋃
u−1≤u≤u2

CI
+

u ⊂ DEF (u3) ∩ {u−1 − Cε ≤ udata ≤ u2 + Cε}, (7.3.8)

for some constant C depending only on Minit.

Proof. Below, we consider uf ∈ [u0
f , ûf ], with ûf ∈ B, the spacetimes (M(λ), g(λ)) for all λ ∈ R(uf ), and we

shall refer to the anchored I+ and H+ gauges, corresponding to parameters uf , Mf (uf , λ), 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: α and α Chapter 13
Theorem C.5 Estimating geometric quantities in the I+ gauge Chapter 14
Theorem C.6 Estimating geometric quantities in the H+ 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 uf ∈ [u0

f , ûf ] and all λ ∈ R(uf ), with the gauges as defined above, we have the
Sobolev inequality

sup
θ∈Su,v

|ξ(u, v, θ)| .
2∑
k=0

‖(r /∇)kξ‖Su,v , (8.1.1)

for ξ an S-tensor field in either the H+ or I+ gauges, and the pointwise estimates

PN−5
uf

[ΦH
+

] + PN−5
uf

[ΦI
+

] . ε, (8.1.2)

in particular the zeroth order estimate

sup
DH+

(
|r−2

/g
H+

− γ̊ |̊γ + |Ω−2
◦ Ω2

H+ − 1|
)

+ sup
DI+

(
r|r−2

/g
I+

− γ̊ |̊γ + |r(Ω−2
◦ Ω2

I+ − 1)|
)
. ε. (8.1.3)

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 ε̂0

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 uf ∈ [u0

f , ûf ] and all λ ∈ R(uf ), with the gauges as defined above, the diffeomorphism functions
of Section 5.6.2.3 satisfy the estimates

EN+2
uf

[fH+,I+ ] . ENuf ,H+ + ENuf ,I+ + ε4, (8.2.1)

Euf [fd,H+ ] . ENuf ,H+ + ε2
0 + ε4, (8.2.2)

Euf [fd,I+ ] . ENuf ,I+ + ε2
0 + ε4, (8.2.3)

and the mass parameter satisfies the estimate

|Mf (uf , λ)−Minit|2 . ENuf ,I+ + ε2
0 + ε4, (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 ε2

0 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.

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 uf ∈ [u0
f , ûf ]

and all λ ∈ R(uf ), with the gauges as defined above, then the following holds:
The quantities PH+ , PI+ , PH+ , P̌ I+ satisfy the estimates

EN−2
uf

[PH+ , PI+ ] + EN−2
uf

[PH+ , P̌ I+ ] . ε2
0 + ε3.

Proof. See Chapter 12.
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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 I+ and near the photon sphere.

8.4 Theorem C.4: Estimating almost gauge invariant quantities:
α and α

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 α and α.

This is the content of:

Theorem C.4 (Estimates for α and α). Under the assumptions of Theorem C, then for all uf ∈ [u0
f , ûf ]

and all λ ∈ R(uf ), with the gauges as defined above, then the quantities αH+ , αI+ , αH+ , αI+ satisfy the
estimates

ENuf [αH+ , αI+ ] + ENuf [αH+ , αI+ ] . ε2
0 + ε3.

Proof. See Chapter 13.

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 α and α 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 I+ 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 I+ gauge.

From α, α, the gauge conditions and the estimate (7.1.8), the geometric quantities in the I+ gauge can
be controlled.

Theorem C.5 (Estimates for geometric quantities in the I+ gauge). Under the assumptions of Theorem C,
then for all uf ∈ [u0

f , ûf ] and all λ ∈ R(uf ), with the gauges as defined above, it follows that the geometric

quantities in the I+ gauge satisfy the estimates

ENuf ,I+ . ε2
0 + ε3.

Proof. See Chapter 14.

Remark 8.5.1. We recall that the energy appearing in the above theorem is defined by (6.1.18) in Sec-
tions 6.1.6.3. 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 theH+ gauge

Having improved the estimates for the geometric quantities in the I+ 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 H+ gauge can be controlled using the estimates on α, α (from The-
orem C.4), the gauge conditions, and the estimates on the geometric quantities in the I+ 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 uf ∈ [u0

f , ûf ] and all λ ∈ R(uf ), with the gauges as defined above, it follows that the geometric

quantities in the H+ gauge satisfy the estimates

ENuf ,H+ . ε2
0 + ε3.

Proof. See Chapter 15.

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 Cuf . 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

EN−2
uf

[PH+ , PI+ ] + EN−2
uf

[PH+ , P̌ I+ ] + ENuf [αH+ , αI+ ] + ENuf [αH+ , αI+ ] + ENuf ,H+ + ENuf ,I+ ≤ C(ε2
0 + ε3),

for some constant C, independent of υ. If follows that, if υ is chosen so that υ2 ≥ 4C and if ε̂0 is sufficiently
small so that ε̂0 ≤ (4υC)−1, the estimate (7.1.4) in fact holds with constant 1

2 , i.e.

EN−2
uf

[PH+ , PH+ ] + EN−2
uf

[PI+ , P̌ I+ ] + ENuf [αH+ , αI+ ] + ENuf [αH+ , αI+ ] + ENuf ,H+ + ENuf ,I+ ≤
1

2
ε2. (8.6.1)

Theorems C.5 and C.6, together with Theorem C.2, similarly imply that, provided υ is sufficiently large
and ε̂0 is sufficiently small,

EN+2
uf

[fH+,I+ ] + Euf [fd,H+ ] + Euf [fd,I+ ] ≤ 1

2
ε2 (8.6.2)

and

|Mf (uf , λ)−Minit| ≤
1

2
ε2.

With this, in view also of Remarks 8.1.1 and 8.2.2, the proof of Theorem C is now complete.
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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 uf ∈ [u0

f , ûf ] and all λ ∈ R(uf ), with the gauges as defined above, we have the
Sobolev inequality

sup
θ∈Su,v

|ξ(u, v, θ)| .
2∑
k=0

‖(r /∇)kξ‖Su,v , (8.1.1)

for ξ an S-tensor field in either the H+ or I+ gauges, and the pointwise estimates

PN−5
uf

[ΦH
+

] + PN−5
uf

[ΦI
+

] . ε, (8.1.2)

in particular the zeroth order estimate

sup
DH+

(
|r−2

/g
H+

− γ̊ |̊γ + |Ω−2
◦ Ω2

H+ − 1|
)

+ sup
DI+

(
r|r−2

/g
I+

− γ̊ |̊γ + |r(Ω−2
◦ Ω2

I+ − 1)|
)
. ε. (8.1.3)

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.
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9.3 Poincaré inequalities and elliptic estimates . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 155
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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 uf ∈ [u0
f , ûf ], with

ûf ∈ B, and fix some λ ∈ R(uf ). All propositions below shall always refer to the anchored I+ and
H+ gauges in the spacetime (M(λ), g(λ)), corresponding to parameters uf , Mf (uf , λ), 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 I+ gauges, for any sphere Su,v
and any Su,v tensor field ξ,

sup
θ∈Su,v

|ξ(u, v, θ)| .
2∑
k=0

‖(r /∇)kξ‖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].

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 H+ gauge, for any S-tensor field ξ

sup
θ∈Su,v

|ξ(u, v, θ)| .
∑

0≤k1+k2≤2
0≤k2≤1

(
‖(r /∇)k1(Ω−1 /∇3)k2ξ‖

CH
+

v (u)
+ ‖(r /∇)k1(Ω−1 /∇3)k2ξ‖

CH
+

v (uf−Minit)

)
,

for all (u, v) ∈ WH+(uf ,Mf ) such that (uf −Minit, v) ∈ WH+(uf ,Mf ). In the I+ gauge, for any S-tensor
field ξ,

sup
θ∈Su,v

|ξ(u, v, θ)| .
∑

0≤k1+k2≤2
0≤k2≤1

(
‖(r /∇)k1(Ω−1 /∇3)k2ξ‖

CI
+
v (u)

+ ‖(r /∇)k1(Ω−1 /∇3)k2ξ‖
CI

+
v (uf−Minit∧u(R−1,v))

)
,

for all (u, v) ∈ WI+(uf , v∞(uf ),Mf ) such that (uf−Minit∧u(R−1, v), v) ∈ WI+(uf ,Mf ), where uf−Minit∧
u(R−1, v) := min{uf −Minit, 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 ‖ · ‖

CH
+

v (uf−Minit)
and ‖ · ‖

CI
+
v (uf−Minit∧u(R−1,v))

in

case uf −Minit ≤ u ≤ uf and u(R−1, v) ≤ u ≤ u(R−2, v) respectively. Note that, by (1.3.27), we have
uf −Minit ≥ u1.

Remark 9.1.3. Note that the domains of the teleological gauges do not contain sufficiently long incoming
cones too close to uH+ = uf , vH+ = v(R2, uf ) and uI+ = u−1, vI+ = 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 ξ and
all (u, v) ∈ WH+(uf ,Mf ),

sup
θ∈Su,v

|ξ(u, v, θ)| .
∑

0≤k1+k2≤2
0≤k2≤1

(
‖(r /∇)k1(rΩ /∇4)k2ξ‖CH+

u (v) + ‖(r /∇)k1(rΩ /∇4)k2ξ‖CH+
u (v(R,u))

)
.

In the I+ gauge, for any function S-tensor field ξ and all (u, v) ∈ WI+(uf , v∞(uf ),Mf ) ,

sup
θ∈Su,v

|ξ(u, v, θ)| .
∑

0≤k1+k2≤2
0≤k2≤1

(
‖(r /∇)k1(rΩ /∇4)k2ξ‖CI+

u (v) + ‖(r /∇)k1(rΩ /∇4)k2ξ‖CI+
u (v∞−Minit)

)
.

Proof. Again see, for example, Chapter 10 of [Chr09]. It is again necessary to include the terms involving
the norms ‖ · ‖CH+

u (v(R,u)) and ‖ · ‖CI+
u (v∞−Minit)

in case v(R, u) ≤ v ≤ v(R1, u) and v∞ −Minit ≤ v ≤ vinit

respectively. Note that by (5.6.4), we have in particular that (u, v∞ −Minit) ∈ WI+(uf , v∞(uf ),Mf ) under
our assumptions.

9.2 Pointwise estimates

We now prove the estimates (8.1.2).

Proposition 9.2.1. The pointwise estimates

PN−5[ΦH
+

] + PN−5[ΦI
+

] . ε (9.2.1)

hold, in particular, the improved zeroth order bounds

sup
DH+

(
|r−2

/g
H+

− γ̊ |̊γ + |Ω−2
◦ Ω2

H+ − 1|
)

+ sup
DI+

(
r|r−2

/g
I+

− γ̊ |̊γ + |r(Ω−2
◦ Ω2

I+ − 1)|
)
. ε

and the higher order tangential pointwise bounds∑
k≤N−5

|(r /∇)k(r−2
/g
H+

− γ̊)|̊γ . ε,
∑

k≤N−5

|(r /∇)k(r−2
/g
I+

− γ̊)|̊γ . ε. (9.2.2)

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).

9.3 Poincaré inequalities and elliptic estimates

This section concerns Poincare inequalities and L2 elliptic estimates for certain operators on the spheres Su,v
of the I+ and H+ gauges.

We will use here the pointwise bounds (9.2.2) as well as the bounds

N∑
k=0

‖(r /∇)k(/g − r2γ̊)‖2Su,v . ε
2,

N+1∑
k=0

‖(r /∇)k(Y 1
m − Y̊ 1

m)‖2Su,v . ε
2 (9.3.1)

which follow in either of the H+ or I+ gauges, from the bootstrap estimates ENuf ,H+ ≤ ε2, ENuf ,I+ ≤ ε2

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 H+ or I+ gauges, the bound

N−1∑
k=0

‖(r /∇)kK‖2Su,v . . ε
2 (9.3.2)

Proof. We apply the operator r /∇ to the Gauss equation (1.2.20) N−1 times, using the estimates ENuf ,H+ ≤ ε2

(respectively, ENuf ,I+ ≤ ε2) and the pointwise bound (9.2.1) to estimate the resulting terms.
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9.3.1 Poincaré inequalities

Proposition 9.3.2 (Poincaré inequalities). In both the H+ and I+ gauges, for any sphere Su,v,

√
2− δ‖f`≥1‖Su,v ≤ ‖r /∇f‖Su,v for any function f on Su,v,
√

1− δ‖ξ‖Su,v ≤ ‖r /∇ξ‖Su,v for any 1-form ξ on Su,v,
√

2− δ‖ξ‖Su,v ≤ ‖r /∇ξ‖Su,v for any symmetric traceless tensor ξ on Su,v.

Proof. Note first that

f`=0(u, v) =
(∫

Su,v

√
det /gdθ

)−1
∫
Su,v

f(u, v, θ)
√

det /gdθ,

and so f`≥1 is equal to f minus its average with respect to the sphere (Su,v, /g). The first inequality is then
standard given the control on the induced metric /g in each of the H+ and I+ gauges implied by (9.2.2) and

the fact that (by a classical result of Lichnerowicz) the lowest positive eigenvalue of
(
Su,v, /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 δ = 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 /g to estimate (say for symmetric traceless tensors)

‖r /∇ξ‖Su,v,/g ≥ (1− Cε)‖r /̊∇ξ‖Su,v ,̊/g − Cε‖ξ‖Su,v ,̊/g ≥
√

2(1− Cε)‖ξ‖Su,v ,̊/g ≥
√

2(1− Cε)‖ξ‖Su,v,/g ,

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 /D∗2.

Proposition 9.3.3 (Elliptic estimates for symmetric traceless gradient). Suppose ε0 is sufficiently small.
In both the H+ and I+ gauges, for any sphere Su,v, any function h, and any 2 ≤ l ≤ N + 1,

l∑
k=0

‖(r /∇)kh`≥2‖Su,v .
l−2∑
k=0

‖(r /∇)kr2 /D∗2 /∇h‖Su,v . (9.3.3)

Moreover, for any Su,v one form ξ and any 1 ≤ l ≤ N + 1,

l∑
k=0

‖(r /∇)kξ`≥2‖Su,v .
l−1∑
k=0

‖(r /∇)kr /D∗2ξ‖Su,v . (9.3.4)

Proof. Let /̊∇ denote the Levi-Civita connection of the round metric r2γ̊, and let /̊D∗2 denote the corresponding
symmetric traceless gradient operator. Moreover given a function h, let h ˚`=0, h ˚`=1, h ˚`≥2 denote the projection
of h to its ` = 0, ` = 1 and ` ≥ 2 modes respectively, as defined by the round sphere. Explicitly, in the
notation of Section 1.4.2,

h ˚`=0 =
1√
4π

∫
hd̊θ, h ˚`=1 =

1∑
m=−1

∫
hY̊ 1

md̊θ, h ˚`≥2 = h− h ˚`=0 − h ˚`=1,

where d̊θ =
√

det γdθ1dθ2. Consider first (9.3.3) for l = 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∑
k=0

∫
Su,v

|(r /̊∇)kh ˚`≥2|
2d̊θ .

∫
Su,v

|r2 /̊D∗2 /̊∇h|2d̊θ.
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Now
−2(/D∗2 /∇− /̊D∗2 /̊∇)h = ( /∇− /̊∇)/dh+ ( /∇T − /̊∇T )/dh− ( /div − /̊div)/dhr2γ̊ − /∆h(/g − r2γ̊),

where /d is the exterior derivative of the sphere. Since (( /∇− /̊∇)/dh)AB = (̊/Γ
C
AB−/Γ

C
AB)/dCh, and |/Γ− /̊Γ| . εr−2,

it follows that

|r2(/D∗2 /∇− /̊D∗2 /̊∇)h| . ε

r

2∑
k=0

|(r /̊∇)kh|.

Similarly
∑2
k=0 |(r /∇)kh| .

∑2
k=0 |(r /̊∇)kh|. Let now h be a function with h`=0 = h`=1 = 0. It follows that,

2∑
k=0

∫
Su,v

|(r /∇)kh ˚`≥2|
2dθ .

∫
Su,v

|r2 /D∗2 /∇h|2dθ +
ε

r

2∑
k=0

∫
Su,v

|(r /∇)kh|2dθ.

Hence, if ε0 is sufficiently small,

2∑
k=0

‖(r /∇)kh‖Su,v . ‖r2 /D∗2 /∇h‖Su,v +

2∑
k=0

‖(r /∇)k(h`≥2 − h ˚`≥2)‖Su,v

. ‖r2 /D∗2 /∇h‖Su,v + ‖h‖Su,v
( 2∑
k=0

1∑
m=−1

‖(r /∇)k(Y 1
m − Y̊ 1

m)‖Su,v + r−2‖/g − r2γ̊‖Su,v
)
,

since h`≥2 − h ˚`≥2 = h ˚`=1 − h`=1 + h ˚`=0 − h`=0. The estimate (9.3.3), for l = 2, then follows, using the

bound (9.3.1) for /g−r2γ̊ and Y 1
m− Y̊ 1

m, if ε0 is sufficiently small since, for any function h, /D∗2 /∇h`≥2 = /D∗2 /∇h.
For l ≥ 3 the proof of (9.3.3) follows similarly using now the fact that, that, for any smooth function h,

l∑
k=0

∫
Su,v

|(r /̊∇)kh ˚`≥2|
2d̊θ .

l−2∑
k=0

∫
Su,v

|(r /̊∇)kr2 /̊D∗2 /̊∇h|2d̊θ.

The proof of (9.3.4) follows similarly using the decomposition of Proposition 1.4.3.

The next proposition concerns L2 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 ξ
be an S-tangent totally symmetric (0, j + 1) tensor satisfying

r /divξ = a, r /curlξ = b, trξ = c,

where trξ := 0 if j = 0. Then, for any 1 ≤ l ≤ N + 1,

l∑
k=0

‖(r /∇)kξ‖Su,v .
l−1∑
k=0

(
‖(r /∇)ka‖Su,v + ‖(r /∇)kb‖Su,v + ‖(r /∇)kc‖Su,v

)
. (9.3.5)

If ξ is an S-tangent symmetric traceless (0, 2) tensor such that

r /divξ = a,

then
l∑

k=0

‖(r /∇)kξ‖Su,v .
l−1∑
k=0

‖(r /∇)ka‖Su,v . (9.3.6)

Finally, if ξ is an S-tangent symmetric traceless (0, 2) tensor such that

r2 /div /divξ = a, r2 /curl /divξ = b,

then, for any 2 ≤ l ≤ N + 1,

l∑
k=0

‖(r /∇)kξ‖Su,v .
l−2∑
k=0

(
‖(r /∇)ka‖Su,v + ‖(r /∇)kb‖Su,v

)
. (9.3.7)
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Proof. The proof, given the bounds (9.3.1) and (9.3.2) on /g − r2γ̊, 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∫
Su,v

|r /∇ξ|2 + (j + 1)r2K|ξ|2dθ =

∫
Su,v

|a|2 + |b|2 + jr2K|c|2dθ.

This immediately yields (9.3.5) for l = 1. For l ≥ 2, the proof follows inductively by relating the higher
order symmetrised gradients of ξ,

/∇sξBA1...Aj+1
:=

1

j + 2

(
/∇BξA1...Aj+1 +

j+1∑
i=1

/∇AiξA1...Ai−1BAi+1...Aj+1

)
,

to symmetrised gradients of a, b and c, 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

/curlξ = ∗ /divξ,

if ξ 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

l−1∑
k=0

‖(r /∇)kr /divξ‖Su,v .
l−2∑
k=0

(
‖(r /∇)ka‖Su,v + ‖(r /∇)kb‖Su,v

)
.

The proof then follows from (9.3.6).

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 Su,v,
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 Ωtrχ and the shear χ̂.

9.4.1 Estimates for spherical harmonic functions and their eigenvalues

First, estimates are given for the differences Y 1
m − Y̊ 1

m 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 H+ and I+ gauges in the following proposition. This discrepancy is due to the fact that, in
the H+ gauge, the estimates for (r /∇)NΩχ̂ and (r /∇)NΩtrχ grow in v. Though a more optimal statement, in
terms of number of derivatives of ∂uY

1
m and ∂uY

1
m 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 1
m − Y̊ 1

m). In the H+ gauge, for all u0 ≤ u ≤ uf , v−1 ≤ v ≤ v(R2, u),

the differences Y 1
m − Y̊ 1

m, for m = −1, 0, 1, for any l ≤ N ,

l+1∑
k=0

‖(r /∇)k(Y 1
m − Y̊ 1

m)‖SH+
u,v
.

l∑
k=0

‖(r /∇)k(/g − r2γ̊)‖SH+
u,v
. (9.4.1)

and the derivatives ∂uY
1
m and ∂vY

1
m, for m = −1, 0, 1, satisfy, for |γ| ≤ N − 1− s, s = 0, 1, 2, and k = 0, 1,

‖(r /∇)kDγ∂uY
1
m‖SH+

u,v
+ ‖(r /∇)kDγ∂vY

1
m‖SH+

u,v
.

ε

v
s
2
. (9.4.2)
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In the I+ gauge, for all u−1 ≤ u ≤ uf , v(R−2, u) ≤ v ≤ v∞, the differences Y 1
m − Y̊ 1

m, for m = −1, 0, 1,
satisfy, for any l ≤ N + 1,

l+1∑
k=0

‖(r /∇)k(Y 1
m − Y̊ 1

m)‖SI+
u,v
.

l∑
k=0

‖(r /∇)k(/g − r2γ̊)‖SI+
u,v
. (9.4.3)

and the derivatives ∂uY
1
m and ∂vY

1
m, for m = −1, 0, 1, satisfy, for |γ| ≤ N −1−s, s = 0, 1, 2, and k = 0, 1, 2,

r‖(r /∇)kDγ∂uY
1
m‖SI+

u,v
+ r2‖(r /∇)kDγ∂vY

1
m‖SI+

u,v
.

ε

u
s
2
. (9.4.4)

Proof. Consider first (9.4.1) and (9.4.3) for l = 0. First note that, for m = −1, 0, 1,

2∑
k=0

‖(r /∇)k(Y̊ 1
m)`≥2‖Su,v . ‖r(/Γ− /̊Γ)‖Su,v + ‖/g − r2γ̊‖Su,v . (9.4.5)

Indeed,

− /D∗2 /∇Y̊ 1
m = /D∗2 /∇(Y 1

m − Y̊ 1
m) = ( /̊D∗2 /̊∇− /D∗2 /∇)Y̊ 1

m, (9.4.6)

where /̊∇ denotes the Levi-Civita connection of the round metric r2γ̊, and /̊D∗2 denotes the corresponding
symmetric traceless gradient operator. As in the proof of Proposition 9.3.3, it follows that

|r2( /̊D∗2 /̊∇− /D∗2 /∇)Y̊ 1
m| . r|/Γ− /̊Γ|+ |/g − r2γ̊|,

and so (9.4.5) follows from Proposition 9.3.3. Similarly, the fact that
∫
Y̊ 1
m

√
det γdθ1dθ2 = 0 implies that

|(Y̊ 1
m)`=0| . ‖/g − r2γ̊‖Su,v .

Recall now the notation of Section 1.4.2. Since Y̆ 1
m := ΠY1 Y̊ 1

m it follows that (Y̆ 1
m − Y̊ 1

m)`=1 = 0 for
m = −1, 0, 1. Moreover, ∣∣‖Y̊ 1

m‖Su,v − 1
∣∣ . ‖/g − r2γ̊‖Su,v , (9.4.7)

and, since ‖Y̊ 1
m‖Su,v = ‖(Y̊ 1

m)`=0‖Su,v + ‖(Y̊ 1
m)`=1‖Su,v + ‖(Y̊ 1

m)`≥2‖Su,v and ‖Y̆ 1
m‖Su,v = ‖(Y̊ 1

m)`=1‖Su,v , it
follows from (9.4.5) and (9.4.7) that∣∣‖Y̆ 1

m‖Su,v − 1
∣∣ . ‖r(/Γ− /̊Γ)‖Su,v + ‖/g − r2γ̊‖Su,v .

Now Y 1
−1 = ‖Y̆ 1

−1‖−1
Su,v

Y̆ 1
−1 and so

2∑
k=0

‖(r /∇)k(Y 1
−1 − Y̊ 1

−1)‖Su,v ≤
2∑
k=0

‖(r /∇)k(Y̆ 1
−1 − Y̊ 1

−1)‖Su,v +
∣∣‖Y̆ 1
−1‖−1

Su,v
− 1
∣∣ 2∑
k=0

‖(r /∇)kY̆ 1
−1‖Su,v .

The estimates (9.4.1) and (9.4.3) for m = −1 then follow. Similarly for Y 1
0 and Y 1

1 . The proof of (9.4.1) for
1 ≤ l ≤ N − 1− s and the proof of (9.4.3) for 1 ≤ l ≤ N − s are similar.

The main difficulty in the estimates (9.4.2) and (9.4.4) are in the ` ≥ 2 modes of Dγ∂vY
1
m and Dγ∂uY

1
m.

For the ` = 0 modes, for example, one uses the fact that (Y 1
m)`=0 = 0 and so, in the I+ gauge for example,

0 = ∂v((Y
1
m)`=0) = (∂vY

1
m)`=0 +

(∫
Su,v

dθ
)−1

∫
Su,v

Y 1
m(Ωtrχ− Ωtrχ◦)`≥1dθ,

to which one can apply Dγ . Similarly for the ` = 1 modes, using again the fact that (Y̆ 1
m − Y̊ 1

m)`=1 = 0.
Consider, therefore, the estimates (9.4.2) and (9.4.4) for the ` ≥ 2 modes. For the ∂vY

1
m estimate of (9.4.2),

consider first the case that |γ| = 0. First note that (9.4.6) implies that

r2 /D∗2 /∇∂vY 1
m = [r2 /D∗2 /∇,Ω /∇4](Y 1

m − Y̊ 1
m) + Ω /∇4

(
r2( /̊D∗2 /̊∇− /D∗2 /∇)Y̊ 1

m

)
.
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As in the proof of Proposition 9.3.3,

−2r2( /̊D∗2 /̊∇− /D∗2 /∇)Y̊ 1
m = 2r(̊/Γ− /Γ) · r /̊∇Y̊ 1

m − r2( /∆− /̊∆)Y̊ 1
m · /g + 2(/g − r2γ̊)Y̊ 1

m,

and moreover

/∇4(r(/Γ− /̊Γ))CAB =r /∇A(Ωχ)B
C

+ r /∇B(Ωχ)A
C − r /∇C(Ωχ)AB (9.4.8)

− Ωχ̂A
Dr(/Γ− /̊Γ)CDB − Ωχ̂B

Dr(/Γ− /̊Γ)CAD + Ωχ̂D
Cr(/Γ− /̊Γ)DAB ,

and
Ω /∇4(/g − r2γ̊)AB = (Ωtrχ− Ωtrχ◦)r

2γ̊AB + Ωχ̂A
Cr2γ̊CB + Ωχ̂B

Cr2γ̊AC .

The proof of the ∂vY
1
m 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 coefficients and curvature components. Consider
now the Dγ∂vY

1
m estimate of (9.4.2) for |γ| 6= 0, and first the case that Dγ = (r /∇)k, for some k ≤ N − 1− s.

Note that the principal terms above are the /∇(Ωχ) 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 /∇)k−2∂v and using the fact that∑

l≤N−1−s

(
‖(r /∇)lΩχ̂‖SH+

u,v
+ ‖(r /∇)l(Ωtrχ− Ωtrχ◦)‖SH+

u,v

)
.

ε

v
s
2
.

For general Dγ with |γ| ≤ N − 1 − s, which contains at least one Ω−1 /∇3 or rΩ /∇4 derivative, the proof
is similar (one even controls ‖(r /∇)2Dγ∂vY

1
m‖SH+

u,v
), commuting (9.4.6) with Dγ and using the fact that,

from (7.1.4), we have from (7.1.4) the estimate

‖Dγ̃Ωχ̂‖SH+
u,v

+ ‖Dγ̃(Ωtrχ− Ωtrχ◦)‖SH+
u,v
.

ε

v
s
2
,

for all |γ̃| ≤ N − s provided Dγ̃ contains at least one Ω−1 /∇3 or rΩ /∇4 derivative.
The proof of the ∂uY

1
m estimate of (9.4.2) is similar, and is in fact slightly easier since one has better

estimates for Ω−1χ̂ than for Ωχ̂, using now the fact that

r2 /D∗2 /∇∂uY 1
m = [r2 /D∗2 /∇,Ω /∇3](Y 1

m − Y̊ 1
m) + Ω /∇3

(
r2( /̊D∗2 /̊∇− /D∗2 /∇)Y̊ 1

m

)
,

and

/∇3(r(/Γ− /̊Γ))CAB =r /∇A(Ωχ)B
C

+ r /∇B(Ωχ)A
C − r /∇C(Ωχ)AB

− Ωχ̂
A

Dr(/Γ− /̊Γ)CDB − Ωχ̂
B

Dr(/Γ− /̊Γ)CAD + Ωχ̂
D

Cr(/Γ− /̊Γ)DAB ,

and
Ω /∇3(/g − r2γ̊)AB = (Ωtrχ− Ωtrχ◦)r

2γ̊AB + Ωχ̂
A

Cr2γ̊CB + Ωχ̂
B

Cr2γ̊AC .

The proof of (9.4.4) is similar, and is again slightly easier due to the better estimates for χ̂ in the I+

gauge. One simply commutes (9.4.6) with Dγ∂u and Dγ∂v and uses the estimates

r‖Dγ̃Ωχ̂‖SH+
u,v

+ r2‖Dγ̃(Ωtrχ− Ωtrχ◦)‖SH+
u,v

+ r2‖Dγ̃Ωχ̂‖SH+
u,v

+ r2‖Dγ̃(Ωtrχ− Ωtrχ◦)‖SH+
u,v
.

ε

u
s
2
,

for any |γ̃| ≤ N − s, contained in (7.1.4). Note the better behaviour in r of the commutator [r2 /D∗2 /∇,Ω /∇4],

and of /∇4(r(/Γ− /̊Γ)) and /∇4(/g − r2γ̊), compared to [r2 /D∗2 /∇,Ω /∇3], /∇3(r(/Γ− /̊Γ)) and /∇3(/g − r2γ̊).

Recall that the round ` = 1 modes, Y̊ 1
m, are eigenvalues of the round spherical Laplacian, r2 /̊∆, with

eigenvalue −2. The following proposition shows that the ` = 1 modes Y 1
m are almost eigenvalues of r2 /∆ with

eigenvalue −2.
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Proposition 9.4.2 (Y 1
m are almost eigenvalues of /∆). In the H+ gauge, for all u0 ≤ u ≤ uf , v−1 ≤ v ≤

v(R2, u), the ` = 1 modes Y 1
m, for m = −1, 0, 1, satisfy, for any |γ| ≤ N − 1− s, s = 0, 1, 2,

‖Dγ(r2 /∆ + 2)Y 1
m‖SH+

u,v
.

ε

v
s
2
.

In the I+ gauge, for all u−1 ≤ u ≤ uf , v(R−2, u) ≤ v ≤ v∞, the ` = 1 modes Y 1
m, for m = −1, 0, 1, satisfy,

for any |γ| ≤ N − s, s = 0, 1, 2

‖Dγ(r2 /∆ + 2)Y 1
m‖SI+

u,v
.

ε

ru
s
2
.

Proof. Proposition 9.4.1 in particular implies that∑
k≤2

∑
|γ|≤N−1−s

‖Dγ(r /∇)k(Y 1
m − Y̊ 1

m)H
+

‖SH+
u,v
.

ε

v
s
2
,

∑
k≤2

∑
|γ|≤N−s

‖Dγ(r /∇)k(Y 1
m − Y̊ 1

m)I
+

‖SI+
u,v
.

ε

ru
s
2
,

in the H+ gauge and I+ gauge respectively. Since r2 /̊∆Y̊ 1
m = −2Y̊ 1

m, it follows that,

(r2 /∆ + 2)Y 1
m = r2 /∆(Y 1

m − Y̊ 1
m) + r2( /∆− /̊∆)Y̊ 1

m + 2(Y 1
m − Y̊ 1

m),

and, after applying Dγ , it follows, as in the proof of Proposition 9.4.1, that∣∣Dγ(r2 /∆ + 2)Y 1
m

∣∣ .∑
k≤2

|Dγ(r /∇)k(Y 1
m − Y̊ 1

m)|+ r|Dγ(/Γ− /̊Γ)|+ |Dγ(/g − r2γ̊)|,

and the proof follows from Proposition 9.4.1 and the bootstrap assumptions on /g − r2γ̊ contained in (7.1.4)
in the two gauges.

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 Ω /∇3 and Ω /∇4.

Proposition 9.4.3 (Estimates for commutator of mode projections with /∇3 and /∇4 derivatives). If f is a
function in the H+ gauge then, for any u0 ≤ u ≤ uf , v−1 ≤ v ≤ v(R2, u) and any |γ| ≤ N − s, s = 0, 1, 2,∥∥Dγ

(
(Ω /∇3f)`=0 − Ω /∇3(f`=0)

)∥∥
SH+
u,v

+
∥∥Dγ

(
(Ω /∇3f)`=1 − Ω /∇3(f`=1)

)∥∥
SH+
u,v

+
∥∥Dγ

(
(Ω /∇3f)`≥2 − Ω /∇3(f`≥2)

)∥∥
SH+
u,v
.

ε

v
s
2

∑
|γ1|≤|γ|

‖Dγ1f‖2
SH+
u,v

, (9.4.9)

and∥∥Dγ
(
(Ω /∇4f)`=0 − Ω /∇4(f`=0)

)∥∥
SH+
u,v

+
∥∥Dγ

(
(Ω /∇4f)`=1 − Ω /∇4(f`=1)

)∥∥
SH+
u,v

+
∥∥Dγ

(
(Ω /∇4f)`≥2 − Ω /∇4(f`≥2)

)∥∥
SH+
u,v
.

ε

v
s
2

∑
|γ1|≤|γ|

‖Dγ1f‖SH+
u,v
. (9.4.10)

Similarly, if f is a function in the I+ gauge then, for any u−1 ≤ u ≤ uf , v(R−2, u) ≤ v ≤ v∞ and any
|γ| ≤ N − s, s = 0, 1, 2,∥∥Dγ

(
(Ω /∇3f)`=0 − Ω /∇3(f`=0)

)∥∥
SI+
u,v

+
∥∥Dγ

(
(Ω /∇3f)`=1 − Ω /∇3(f`=1)

)∥∥
SI+
u,v

+
∥∥Dγ

(
(Ω /∇3f)`≥2 − Ω /∇3(f`≥2)

)∥∥
SI+
u,v
.

ε

ru
s
2

∑
|γ1|≤|γ|

‖Dγ1f‖SI+
u,v
, (9.4.11)
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and∥∥Dγ
(
(Ω /∇4f)`=0 − Ω /∇4(f`=0)

)∥∥
SI+
u,v

+
∥∥Dγ

(
(Ω /∇4f)`=1 − Ω /∇4(f`=1)

)∥∥
SI+
u,v

+
∥∥Dγ

(
(Ω /∇4f)`≥2 − Ω /∇4(f`≥2)

)∥∥
SI+
u,v
.

ε

r2u
s
2

∑
|γ1|≤|γ|

‖Dγ1f‖SI+
u,v
. (9.4.12)

Proof. Consider first (9.4.12), and recall that, in the I+ gauge, the double null frame takes the form

e1 = ∂θ1 , e2 = ∂θ2 , e3 =
1

Ω
∂u, e4 =

1

Ω
(∂v + bA∂θA).

In what follows ∂vf`=0 = ∂v(f`=0) etc.
First,

∂vf`=0 = ∂v

((∫
Su,v

dθ
)−1

∫
Su,v

fdθ

)
= (∂vf)`=0 +

(∫
Su,v

dθ
)−1

∫
Su,v

f(Ωtrχ− Ωtrχ◦)`≥1dθ,

as ∂v(r
−2
√

det /g) = (Ωtrχ− Ωtrχ◦)r
−2
√

det /g, and so∣∣(Ω /∇4f)`=0 − Ω /∇4(f`=0)
∣∣ . ‖f‖Su,v‖Ωtrχ− Ωtrχ◦‖Su,v .

Similarly, for any multi index γ,∣∣Dγ
(
(Ω /∇4f)`=0 − Ω /∇4(f`=0)

)∣∣ . ∑
k2+k3+l2+l3≤|γ|

‖Dkf‖Su,v‖Dl(Ωtrχ− Ωtrχ◦)‖Su,v

where k = (0, k2, k3), l = (0, l2, l3) and Dk = (Ω−1 /∇3)k2(rΩ /∇4)k3 , Dl = (Ω−1 /∇3)l2(rΩ /∇4)l3 , so that, in
particular, no angular derivatives of Ωtrχ− Ωtrχ◦ appear.

For f`=1, note first that,

∂vf`=1 =

1∑
m=−1

∂v

(∫
Su,v

fY 1
mdθY

1
m

)
,

and so

∂vf`=1 = (∂vf)`=1 +

1∑
m=−1

[∫
Su,v

f∂vY
1
m + fY 1

m(Ωtrχ− Ωtrχ◦)dθY
1
m +

∫
Su,v

fY 1
mdθ∂vY

1
m

]
,

so that

∣∣Ω /∇4f`=1 − (Ω /∇4f)`=1

∣∣ . ‖f‖Su,v(‖Ωtrχ− Ωtrχ◦‖Su,v +

1∑
m=−1

(
‖∂vY 1

m‖Su,v + |∂vY 1
m|
) )
.

Similarly, for any multi index γ, by Proposition 9.4.1,∥∥Dγ
(
Ω /∇4f`=1 − (Ω /∇4f)`=1

)∥∥
Su,v

.
∑

|γ1|+|γ2|≤|γ|

‖Dγ1f‖Su,v
( ∑
l2+l3≤|γ2|

‖Dl(Ωtrχ− Ωtrχ◦)‖Su,v +

1∑
m=−1

‖Dγ2∂vY
1
m‖Su,v

)
,

where l = (0, l2, l3) and Dl = (Ω−1 /∇3)l2(rΩ /∇4)l3 , so that no angular derivatives of Ωtrχ − Ωtrχ◦ appear.
The estimate (9.4.12) then follows from the fact that

Ω /∇4f`≥2 − (Ω /∇4f)`≥2 = (Ω /∇4f)`=1 − Ω /∇4f`=1 + (Ω /∇4f)`=0 − Ω /∇4f`=0,

the estimate for Ωtrχ − Ωtrχ◦ 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.
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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 Ω /∇3 and Ω /∇4.

Proposition 9.4.4 (Estimates for commutator of mode projections with /∇3 and /∇4 derivatives for S-tangent
1-forms). If ξ is an S-tangent 1-form in the H+ gauge then, for any u0 ≤ u ≤ uf , v−1 ≤ v ≤ v(R2, u) and
any |γ| ≤ N − s, s = 0, 1, 2,∥∥Dγ

(
(Ω /∇3ξ)`=1 − Ω /∇3(ξ`=1)

)∥∥
SH+
u,v

+
∥∥Dγ

(
(Ω /∇3ξ)`≥2 − Ω /∇3(ξ`≥2)

)∥∥
SH+
u,v
.

ε

v
s
2

∑
|γ1|≤|γ|

‖Dγ1ξ‖SH+
u,v
,

(9.4.13)
and∥∥Dγ

(
(Ω /∇4ξ)`=1 − Ω /∇4(ξ`=1)

)∥∥
SH+
u,v

+
∥∥Dγ

(
(Ω /∇4ξ)`≥2 − Ω /∇4(ξ`≥2)

)∥∥
SH+
u,v
.

ε

v
s
2

∑
|γ1|≤|γ|

‖Dγ1ξ‖SH+
u,v
.

(9.4.14)
Similarly, if ξ is an S-tangent 1-form in the I+ gauge then, for any u−1 ≤ u ≤ uf , v(R−2, u) ≤ v ≤ v∞ and
any |γ| ≤ N − s, s = 0, 1, 2,∥∥Dγ

(
(Ω /∇3ξ)`=1 − Ω /∇3(ξ`=1)

)∥∥
SI+
u,v

+
∥∥Dγ

(
(Ω /∇3ξ)`≥2 − Ω /∇3(ξ`≥2)

)∥∥
SI+
u,v
.

ε

ru
s
2

∑
|γ1|≤|γ|

‖Dγ1ξ‖SI+
u,v
,

(9.4.15)

and∥∥Dγ
(
(Ω /∇4ξ)`=1 − Ω /∇4(ξ`=1)

)∥∥
SI+
u,v

+
∥∥Dγ

(
(Ω /∇4ξ)`≥2 − Ω /∇4(ξ`≥2)

)∥∥
SI+
u,v
.

ε

r2u
s
2

∑
|γ1|≤|γ|

‖Dγ1ξ‖SI+
u,v
.

(9.4.16)

Proof. Consider first (9.4.15) with |γ| = 0. Recall the notation of Proposition 1.4.3 and note that

Ω /∇3ξ = Ω /∇3

(
r /∇h1,ξ + r∗ /∇h2,ξ

)
= r /∇Ω /∇3h1,ξ + r∗ /∇Ω /∇3h2,ξ + [Ω /∇3, r /∇]h1,ξ + [Ω /∇3, r

∗ /∇]h2,ξ,

and so ∣∣(Ω /∇3ξ)`=1 −
(
r /∇(Ω /∇3h1,ξ)`=1 + r∗ /∇(Ω /∇3h2,ξ)`=1

)∣∣ . ∣∣[Ω /∇3, r /∇]h1,ξ + [Ω /∇3, r
∗ /∇]h2,ξ

∣∣ .
Proposition 9.4.3 implies that∥∥r /∇Ω /∇3(h1,ξ)`=1 + r∗ /∇Ω /∇3(h2,ξ)`=1 −

(
r /∇(Ω /∇3h1,ξ)`=1 + r∗ /∇(Ω /∇3h2,ξ)`=1

)∥∥
Su,v

.
ε

ru
‖ξ‖Su,v ,

using the Poincaré inequality, Proposition 9.3.2, and the fact that ‖ξ‖2Su,v = ‖r /∇h1,ξ‖2Su,v + ‖r∗ /∇h2,ξ‖2Su,v .

Since Ω /∇3(ξ`=1) = Ω /∇3r /∇(h1,ξ)`=1 + Ω /∇3r
∗ /∇(h2,ξ)`=1, it therefore follows that∥∥(Ω /∇3ξ)`=1 − Ω /∇3(ξ`=1)

∥∥
Su,v
.
∥∥[Ω /∇3, r /∇]h1,ξ

∥∥
Su,v

+
∥∥[Ω /∇3, r

∗ /∇]h2,ξ

∥∥
Su,v

+
ε

ru
‖ξ‖Su,v ,

and the proof follows from Lemma 3.3.1.
The proof when |γ| 6= 0 and the proofs of (9.4.13), (9.4.14) and (9.4.16) are similar.

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 /curl.

Proposition 9.4.5 (Estimates for commutator of mode projections with /div and /curl). If ξ is an S-tangent
1-form in the H+ gauge then, for any u0 ≤ u ≤ uf , v−1 ≤ v ≤ v(R2, u) and any |γ| ≤ N − 1− s, s = 0, 1, 2,

‖Dγ
(
(r /divξ)`=1 − r /div(ξ`=1)

)
‖Su,v + ‖Dγ

(
(r /divξ)`≥2 − r /div(ξ`≥2)

)
‖Su,v

+ ‖Dγ
(
(r /curlξ)`=1 − r /curl(ξ`=1)

)
‖Su,v + ‖Dγ

(
(r /curlξ)`≥2 − r /curl(ξ`≥2)

)
‖Su,v .

ε

v
s
2

∑
|γ1|≤|γ|

‖Dγ1ξ‖Su,v .
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Similarly, if ξ is an S-tangent 1-form in the I+ gauge then, for any u−1 ≤ u ≤ uf , v(R−2, u) ≤ v ≤ v∞ and
any |γ| ≤ N − s, s = 0, 1, 2,

‖Dγ
(
(r /divξ)`=1 − r /div(ξ`=1)

)
‖Su,v + ‖Dγ

(
(r /divξ)`≥2 − r /div(ξ`≥2)

)
‖Su,v

+ ‖Dγ
(
(r /curlξ)`=1 − r /curl(ξ`=1)

)
‖Su,v + ‖Dγ

(
(r /curlξ)`≥2 − r /curl(ξ`≥2)

)
‖Su,v .

ε

ru
s
2

∑
|γ1|≤|γ|

‖Dγ1ξ‖Su,v .

Proof. Recall the decomposition ξ = r /∇h1,ξ + r∗ /∇h2,ξ and note that, in both the H+ and I+ gauges,

(r /divξ)`=1 = (r2 /∆h1,ξ)`=1 =

1∑
m=−1

∫
Su,v

r2 /∆h1,ξ · Y 1
mdθY

1
m =

1∑
m=−1

∫
Su,v

h1,ξ · r2 /∆Y 1
mdθY

1
m,

and

r /div(ξ`=1) = r2 /∆((h1,ξ)`=1) =

1∑
m=−1

∫
Su,v

h1,ξ · Y 1
mdθr

2 /∆Y 1
m.

It follows that

(r /divξ)`=1 − r /div(ξ`=1) =

1∑
m=−1

(∫
Su,v

h1,ξ · (r2 /∆ + 2)Y 1
mdθY

1
m −

∫
Su,v

h1,ξ · Y 1
mdθ(r

2 /∆ + 2)Y 1
m

)
,

and Proposition 9.4.2 implies, for example in the I+ gauge,

‖(r /divξ)`=1 − r /div(ξ`=1)‖Su,v . ‖h1,ξ‖Su,v‖(r2 /∆ + 2)Y 1
m‖Su,v .

ε

ru
‖ξ‖Su,v ,

by the Poincaré inequality, Proposition 9.3.2, and the fact that ‖ξ‖2Su,v = ‖r /∇h1,ξ‖2Su,v +‖r∗ /∇h2,ξ‖2Su,v . The

proof of the first part of the two estimates then follows for the case that |γ| = 0. The remainder of the proof
is similar after noting that ( /divξ)`≥2 − /div(ξ`≥2) = /div(ξ`=1)− ( /divξ)`=1 and r /curlξ = −r2 /∆h2,ξ.

9.4.3 ` = 1 modes of Gauss curvature

The following proposition shows that, in each of the H+ and I+ 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

|(r2KI
+

)`=1| .
ε2

r2u
and |(r2KH

+

)`=1| .
ε2

v
,

in DI+

and DH+

respectively.

Proof. Expanding the Gauss curvature K of the metric /g in terms of /g − r2γ̊ we obtain the formula

r2K − 1 = −1

4

(
r2 /∆ + 2

)
tr/g
(
/g − r2γ̊

)
+

1

2
r2 /div /div ̂(

/g − r2γ̊
)

+ (r2K)NL , (9.4.17)

where the non-linear error (r2K)NL is a finite sum of terms, each of them at least quadratic in
(
/g − r2γ̊

)
and involving two angular derivatives. Equation (9.4.17) is valid both the I+ gauge and the H+ gauge.

In the I+ gauge, the aforementioned structure of the non-linear error (r2K)NL implies that we have for
n = 0, 1, . . . , N − 1 the estimate1

‖(r /∇)n(r2K)I
+

NL‖Su,v .
ε2

r2u
. (9.4.18)

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 L2 bounds for the metric components
given by the estimate ENuf ,I+ . ε (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

‖(r /∇)n(r2K)H
+

NL‖Su,v .
ε2

v
. (9.4.19)

We now multiply (9.4.17) by the Y `=1
m for m = −1, 0, 1 respectively and integrate over Su,v. Integrating

the angular derivative operators in the linear terms by parts, we see that the term involving /div /div vanishes
(this is because for m = −1, 0, 1 the Y `=1

m are in the kernel of /D?2 /∇, which is the adjoint of /div /div) while for
the term involving r2 /∆ + 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.
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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 I+ quantities. We restate the
theorem here.

Theorem C.2 (Estimating diffeomorphisms and relating the gauges). Under the assumptions of Theorem C,
then for all uf ∈ [u0

f , ûf ] and all λ ∈ R(uf ), with the gauges as defined above, the diffeomorphism functions
of Section 5.6.2.3 satisfy the estimates

EN+2
uf

[fH+,I+ ] . ENuf ,H+ + ENuf ,I+ + ε4, (8.2.1)

Euf [fd,H+ ] . ENuf ,H+ + ε2
0 + ε4, (8.2.2)

Euf [fd,I+ ] . ENuf ,I+ + ε2
0 + ε4, (8.2.3)

and the mass parameter satisfies the estimate

|Mf (uf , λ)−Minit|2 . ENuf ,I+ + ε2
0 + ε4, (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 ε2

0 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 ε0. Finally, in Section 10.6, we shall prove Proposition 10.6.1, which allows for the
direct estimate of certain H+ quantities from I+ quantities.

We shall assume throughout the assumptions of Theorem C. Let us fix an arbitrary uf ∈ [u0
f , ûf ], with

ûf ∈ B, and fix some λ ∈ R(uf ). All propositions below shall always refer to the anchored I+ and
H+ gauges in the spacetime (M(λ), g(λ)), corresponding to parameters uf , Mf (uf , λ), 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

EN+2
uf

[fH+,I+ ] . ENuf ,H+ + ENuf ,I+ + ε4,

Euf [fd,H+ ] . ENuf ,H+ + ε2
0 + ε4,

Euf [fd,I+ ] . ENuf ,I+ + ε2
0 + ε4,

and Mf = Mf (uf , λ) satisfies
|Mf −Minit|2 . ENuf ,I+ + ε2

0 + ε4.

Remark 10.1.2. Let us remark already that the estimates for higher order derivatives of fH+,I+ are easier
to obtain on the final hypersurface Cuf than they are elsewhere. These higher order estimates are used in
controlling derivatives of χ̂H+ in terms of derivatives of ΓI+ (see Proposition 10.6.1 below). It is only on
Cuf that any Ricci coefficients in the H+ gauge are estimated in terms of Ricci coefficients in the I+ gauge
(and no Ricci coefficients in the I+ 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 fH+,I+ are first estimated, followed by fd,I+ , and finally fd,H+ .

10.1.1 Estimates for fH+,I+

Recall the pointwise norm PN−7
uf

[fH+,I+ ] of the fH+,I+ diffeomorphism functions, defined in (6.1.27).
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Proposition 10.1.3. The diffeomorphism functions fH+,I+ satisfy the pointwise estimate

PN−7
uf

[fH+,I+ ] . ε. (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 EN+2

uf
[fH+,I+ ], defined in (6.1.24).

Note that the anchoring conditions of Definition 5.6.1 (in particular the conditions (5.6.10) and (5.6.15))
imply that

f1
H+,I+(uf , v, θ) = f2

H+,I+(uf , v, θ) = f3
H+,I+(uf , v, θ) = 0, (10.1.2)

for all v(R−2, uf ) ≤ v ≤ v(R3, uf ) and θ ∈ S2 such that the above diffeormophism functions are defined.

Recall the nonlinear error notation introduced in Section 4.3.3, and recall the spacetime region DI+

H+(u) =

DH+ ∩ DI+

(u) and the norm
‖ξ‖DI+

H+ (u)
:= ‖ξ 1DH+∩DI+ (u)‖DI+ .

The error terms in the estimates for fH+,I+ are controlled as follows.

Lemma 10.1.4 (Estimates for fH+,I+ nonlinear error terms). For any u1 ≤ u ≤ uf and v(R−2, u) ≤ v ≤
v(R3, v),∑

k≤N−4

‖(r /∇)kE1,0
Df 1‖

2
SI+
u,v

+ ‖(r /∇)kE1,0
Df ‖

2

DI+

H+ (u)
+
∑

k≤N−5

‖(r /∇)kE2,0
Df 1‖

2
SI+
u,v

+ ‖(r /∇)kE2,0
Df ‖

2

DI+

H+ (u)
.
ε4

u4
,

where 1 = 1DH+∩DI+ (u).

Proof. The proof is an immediate consequence of the pointwise estimate (10.1.1) and the fact that, for any
u0 ≤ u ≤ uf and v(R−2, u) ≤ v ≤ v(R3, v), we have from the bootstrap assumption (7.1.5) the estimates:

‖(r /∇)kDγDf 1‖2
SI+
u,v

.
ε2

u2
for k ≤ N − 5, |γ| ≤ 1,

and

‖DγΦH
+

1‖2
SI+
u,v

+ ‖DγΦH
+

‖2DI+

H+ (u)
.
ε2

u2
for |γ| ≤ N − 3.

Lemma 10.1.5 (Estimates for fH+,I+ nonlinear error terms on the final hypersurface). On the final hyper-
surface u = uf , ∑

s=0,1,2

(uf )s+2
N−s∑
k=0

∫ v(R1,uf )

v(R−1,uf )

‖ /∇kE2,0
Df ‖

2
SI+
uf ,v

dv . ε4.

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=0,1,2

(uf )s
(N−s∑
k=0

∑
|γ|≤2

∫ v(R1,uf )

v(R−1,uf )

∥∥ /∇kDγfH+,I+

∥∥2

SI+
uf ,v

dv +
∑

|γ|≤N−s

∫ v(R1,uf )

v(R−1,uf )

∥∥DγΦH
+∥∥2

SI+
uf ,v

dv
)
. ε2.

It is possible to estimate more derivatives of fH+,I+ than are controlled in the following proposition,
though such estimates are not required and, for simplicity, are omitted.

Recall the energy EN+2
uf

[fH+,I+ ] from Section 6.1.9 and note that the following two propositions in
particular imply that

EN+2
uf

[fH+,I+ ] . ENI+ + ENH+ + ε4,

and thus complete the first part of the proof of Proposition 10.1.1.
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Proposition 10.1.6 (Estimates for fH+,I+ diffeomorphisms). The diffeomorphisms f = fH+,I+ satisfy the
estimates, for k ≤ N − 5 and for any u1 ≤ u ≤ uf , v(R−2, u) ≤ v ≤ v(R3, u),

∑
|γ|≤2
k+|γ|≥1

(
‖(r /∇)kDγf3 1‖2

SI+
u,v

+ ‖(r /∇)kDγf4 1‖2
SI+
u,v

)
.

ENI+ + ENH+ + ε4

u2
, (10.1.3)

and ∑
|γ|≤1

(
‖(r /∇)kDγ∂u6f 1‖2SI+

u,v

+ ‖(r /∇)kDγ∂v 6f 1‖2SI+
u,v

)
.

ENI+ + ENH+ + ε4

u2
, (10.1.4)

The ` = 0 modes of f3 and f4 satisfy,

|(f3 − f4)`=0 1|2 + ‖(f3 − f4)`=0‖2DI+

H+ (u)
.

ENI+ + ENH+ + ε4

u2
, |(f3 + f4)`=0 1|2 .

ENI+ + ENH+ + ε4

u
.

(10.1.5)

Proof. Consider first u, v satisfying u1 ≤ u ≤ uf , v(R−2, u) ≤ v ≤ v(R1, u). For such u, v the diffeomorphism
functions fH+,I+(u, v, ·) are defined on the whole sphere S2 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, θ) = (uH+ , vH+ , θH+) and (ũ, ṽ, θ̃) =

(uI+ , vI+ , θI+) and M = M̃ = Mf , using Lemma 10.1.4 to control the nonlinear error terms. In what follows
f = fH+,I+ . 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 f3
`≥1: To begin, (r /∇)kf3

`≥1 is estimated, for 1 ≤ k ≤ N − 3, by applying (r /∇)k−1 to (4.3.47)
and using Proposition 4.3.5 to obtain

3Ω2
◦ρ◦( /∇

I+

)kf3 =
(
/∇k−1

Ωβ
)I+

−ΠSI+

(
/∇k−1

Ωβ
)H+

+ ( /∇I
+

)k−1E1,0
Df .

Proposition 4.3.4 then implies that

|( /∇I
+

)kf3|/gI+
. |
(
/∇k−1

Ωβ
)I+

|/gI+
+ |
(
/∇k−1

Ωβ
)H+

|/gH+
+ |( /∇I

+

)k−1E1,0
Df |/gI+

,

from which it follows that, for k ≤ N − 3,

‖(r /∇)kf3
`≥1‖2SI+

u,v

. u−2(ENI+ + ENH+ + ε4), (10.1.6)

where the estimate for f3
`≥1 itself follows from the Poincaré inequality, Proposition 9.3.2.

Estimate for f4
`≥1: The quantity (r /∇)kf4

`≥1 is similarly estimated, for k ≤ N − 3, by applying (r /∇)k−1

to (4.3.48) (and using the Poincaré inequality, Proposition 9.3.2, for k = 0) from which it follows that, for
k ≤ N − 3,

‖(r /∇)kf4
`≥1‖2SI+

u,v

. u−2(ENI+ + ENH+ + ε4). (10.1.7)

Estimate for /∇3f
3
`≥1: Next, (r /∇)k /∇3f

3
`≥1 is estimated, for k ≤ N − s, by applying (r /∇)k to the relation

(4.3.39) (or using the Poincaré 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 /∇)k /∇3f
3
`≥1‖2SI+

u,v

. u−2(ENI+ + ENH+ + ε4). (10.1.8)
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Estimate for /∇4f
4
`≥1: In a similar way, (r /∇)k /∇4f

4
`≥1 is estimated, for k ≤ N−4, using the relation (4.3.40)

to obtain
‖(r /∇)k /∇4f

4
`≥1‖2SI+

u,v

. u−2(ENI+ + ENH+ + ε4). (10.1.9)

(Note that r weights play no role in the present region and so the term ∂f3

∂ũ
/̃∇∂f4

∂ṽ in (4.3.40) can be estimated
exactly as the other nonlinear error terms.)

Estimates for /∇3f
4, ( /∇3)2f4 and /∇4 /∇3f

4: Next, (r /∇)k /∇3f
4 is estimated, for k ≤ N − 4 by applying

(r /∇)k to the metric relation (4.3.31) to obtain

‖(r /∇)k /∇3f
4‖2
SI+
u,v

. u−2(ENI+ + ENH+ + ε4). (10.1.10)

Similarly for (r /∇)k( /∇3)2f4 and (r /∇)k /∇4 /∇3f
4 for k ≤ N − 5.

Estimate for /∇4f
3, ( /∇4)2f3 and /∇3 /∇4f

3: Similarly, (r /∇)k /∇4f
3 is estimated, for k ≤ N − 4 by applying

(r /∇)k the metric relation (4.3.32) to obtain

‖(r /∇)k /∇4f
3‖2
SI+
u,v

. u−2(ENI+ + ENH+ + ε4). (10.1.11)

Similarly for (r /∇)k( /∇4)2f3 and (r /∇)k /∇3 /∇4f
3 for k ≤ N − 5.

Estimates for ∂u6f and /∇3∂u6f : The components (r /∇)k∂u6f , for k ≤ N − 4, are estimated by applying
(r /∇)k to the metric relation (4.3.33). The bounds (10.1.6) then give

‖(r /∇)k∂u6f‖2SI+
u,v

. u−2(ENI+ + ENH+ + ε4). (10.1.12)

Similarly, (r /∇)k /∇3∂u6f , for k ≤ N − 5, is estimated by applying (r /∇)k /∇3 to (4.3.33).

Estimates for ∂v 6f , /∇3∂v 6f and /∇4∂v 6f : The components (r /∇)k∂v 6f , for k ≤ N − 4, are estimated by
applying (r /∇)k to the metric relation (4.3.34). The bounds (10.1.7) then give

‖(r /∇)k∂v 6f‖2SI+
u,v

. u−2(ENI+ + ENH+ + ε4). (10.1.13)

Similarly for (r /∇)k /∇3∂v 6f and (r /∇)k /∇4∂v 6f for k ≤ N − 5.

Estimate for (f3 − f4)`=0: The component (f3 − f4)`=0 is estimated, by considering the relation (4.3.49).
From the fact that, ∣∣r(x+ f(x))− r(x) + Ω◦(x)2(f3(x)− f4(x))

∣∣ . |f3 − f4|2, (10.1.14)

the first estimate of (10.1.5) then follows.

Estimate for (f3 + f4)`=0: For the second estimate of (10.1.5), for (f3 + f4)`=0, first note that the first
estimate of (10.1.5) together with the fact that f3 = 0 on {uI+ = uf} = {uH+ = uf} (see (10.1.2)) implies
that ∣∣(f3 + f4)`=0(uf , v)

∣∣2 . ENI+ + ENH+ + ε2

u2
f

,

for all v(R−2, uf ) ≤ v ≤ v(R2, uf ). 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,

∣∣(∂u + ∂v)(f
3 + f4)`=0

∣∣ . ∣∣(f3 − f4)`=0

∣∣+
∣∣∣(Ωtrχ− Ωtrχ◦)

H+

`=0

∣∣∣+
∣∣∣(Ωtrχ− Ωtrχ◦)

I+

`=0

∣∣∣
+
∣∣∣(Ωtrχ− Ωtrχ◦

)H+

`=0

∣∣∣+
∣∣∣(Ωtrχ− Ωtrχ◦

)I+

`=0

∣∣∣+ |E2,0
Df |,
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and integrating backwards from {u = uf} along the constant rI+ , θI+ curves, using the first estimate of
(10.1.5), the fact that ∣∣∣(Ωtrχ− Ωtrχ◦)

I+

`=0

∣∣∣+
∣∣∣(Ωtrχ− Ωtrχ◦

)I+

`=0

∣∣∣ . u− 3
2ENI+ ,

and ∑
|γ|≤3

‖Dγ
(
Ωtrχ− Ωtrχ◦

)H+

‖2DH+

R−1≤r≤R1
(u)
. u−2ENH+ ,

so that∫ uf

u

| (Ωtrχ− Ωtrχ◦)
H+

`=0 (u′, u′)|du′ . u− δ2
∑
|γ|≤3

‖(u′)
1+δ

2 Dγ
(
Ωtrχ− Ωtrχ◦

)H+

‖DH+

R−1≤r≤R1
(u)
. u−

1
2ENH+ .

(See Lemma 11.7.2.) Similarly for
(
Ωtrχ− Ωtrχ◦

)H+

`=0
.

Estimates for /∇3f
3
`=0 and /∇4f

4
`=0: The relations (4.3.43) and (4.3.44), together with the first estimate of

(10.1.5), imply that, ∣∣ /∇3f
3
`=0

∣∣2 +
∣∣ /∇4f

4
`=0

∣∣2 . u−2(ENI+ + ENH+ + ε4). (10.1.15)

Estimates for ( /∇3)2f3 and ( /∇4)2f4: Finally, it follows from the relations (4.3.41) and (4.3.42), together
with the above estimates, that, for k ≤ N − 5,∥∥(r /∇)k( /∇3)2f3

∥∥2

SI+
u,v

+
∥∥(r /∇)k( /∇4)2f4

∥∥2

SI+
u,v
. u−2(ENI+ + ENH+ + ε4). (10.1.16)

Estimates close to rH+ = R2: The above completes the estimates for fH+,I+ in the region R−2 ≤ rI+ ≤
R1. Consider now the region R−1 ≤ rH+ ≤ R2. Since the diffeomorphism functions fH+,I+ are not defined
on whole spheres close to the boundary of the overlap region, rH+ = R2, and they are estimated via elliptic
estimates, it is more convenient in this region to first estimate the diffeomorphism functions fI+,H+ , defined

by (4.2.3) with F = FI+,H+ = i−1
I+ ◦ iH+ . Indeed, repeating the above estimates with fI+,H+ in place

of fH+,I+ and R−1 ≤ rH+ ≤ R2 in place of R−2 ≤ rI+ ≤ R1 (modifying the relations (4.3.33), (4.3.34)
appropriately in view of the fact that the position of the torsion terms bH+ and bI+ in the respective
coordinate expressions of the metric is interchanged), it follows that the estimates (10.1.3)–(10.1.5) hold for
f = fI+,H+ in the region R−1 ≤ rH+ ≤ R2. Now, for appropriate (u, v, θ), by definition

u = u+ f3
H+,I+(u, v, θ) + f3

I+,H+(u+ f3
H+,I+(u, v, θ), v + f4

H+,I+(u, v, θ), /FH+,I+(u, v, θ)),

and so

f3
H+,I+(u, v, θ) = −f3

I+,H+(u+ f3
H+,I+(u, v, θ), v + f4

H+,I+(u, v, θ), /FH+,I+(u, v, θ)). (10.1.17)

Similarly,

f4
H+,I+(u, v, θ) = −f4

I+,H+(u+ f3
H+,I+(u, v, θ), v + f4

H+,I+(u, v, θ), /FH+,I+(u, v, θ)), (10.1.18)

and
θA = /F

A
I+,H+(u+ f3

H+,I+(u, v, θ), v + f4
H+,I+(u, v, θ), /FH+,I+(u, v, θ)). (10.1.19)

Applying /∇H
+

to (10.1.17) it follows that

/∇f3
H+,I+ = −∂uf3

I+,H+ /∇f3
H+,I+ − ∂vf3

I+,H+ /∇f4
H+,I+ − /∇f3

I+,H+ · /∇/FH+,I+ ,

where /∇f3
I+,H+ · /∇/FH+,I+(∂θA) = ∂θBf

3
I+,H+∂θA /F

B
H+,I+ . It then follows from Proposition 4.3.4 that

| /∇f3
H+,I+ |/gI+

= |∂uf3
I+,H+ || /∇f3

H+,I+ |/gI+
+ |∂vf3

I+,H+ || /∇f4
H+,I+ |/gI+

+ | /∇f3
I+,H+ |/gH+

+ ε2.

Similarly for /∇3 and /∇4 derivatives, for higher order derivatives, and for f4
H+,I+ , ∂u6fH+,I+ and ∂v 6fH+,I+

using the relations (10.1.18) and (10.1.19).
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On the final hypersurface, u = uf , it is important to control extra derivatives of fH+,I+ . Since f3 ≡ 0
and fA ≡ 0 on {u = uf} (see (10.1.2)) their derivatives tangential to {u = uf} also all vanish (and, in
particular, ∂v 6f vanishes on {u = uf}). In the following proposition 1 = 1R−1≤r≤R1

so that, for any tensor
ξ,

‖ξ1‖2
CI+
uf

=

∫ v(R1,uf )

v(R−1,uf )

∫
S2

|ξ(uf , v, θ)|2dθdv.

Proposition 10.1.7 (Estimates for extra derivatives of fH+,I+ on {u = uf}). On the final hypersurface
{u = uf}, the diffeomorphisms f = fH+,I+ satisfy the higher order estimates, for k ≤ N − s, s = 0, 1, 2,∑
|γ|≤2

(
‖(r /∇)kDγf41‖2

CI+
uf

+‖(r /∇)kDγf31‖2
CI+
uf

)
+
∑
|γ|=0,1

‖(r /∇)kDγ∂u6f1‖2CI+
uf

. (uf )−s(ENI+ +ENH+ +ε4),

where 1 = 1R−1≤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 = uf} all vanish. Lemma 10.1.5 is used to estimate the nonlinear error terms.

Estimate for f4
`≥1: First, /∇kf4

`≥2 is estimated, for k ≤ N + 2 − s, using equation (4.3.38), the elliptic
estimate of Proposition 9.3.3, and the fact that

(uf )s
N−s∑
k=0

‖(r /∇)kχ̂I+1‖2CI+
uf

. ENI+ ,

and similarly for χ̂H+ , together with Lemma 10.1.5 to control the nonlinear error terms. The ` = 1 modes

of f4 are controlled using the relation (4.3.48), as in the proof of Proposition 10.1.6.

Estimate for ∂vf
4: Next, /∇k∂vf4 is estimated, for 1 ≤ k ≤ N + 1 − s, by applying /∇k−1

to the relation

(4.3.40), using the above estimate for /∇kf4 together with the fact that f3 ≡ 0 on u = uf , and controlling
the error terms again using Lemma 10.1.5. The Poincaré inequality, Proposition 9.3.2, then gives control of
∂vf

4
`≥1.

Estimates for ∂uf
4, ∂2

uf
4 and ∂u∂vf

4: The quantity /∇k∂uf4 is estimated, for 0 ≤ k ≤ N + 1 − s, by

applying /∇k to the metric relation (4.3.31). The quantities /∇k∂2
uf

4 and /∇k∂u∂vf4 are similarly estimated,
for 0 ≤ k ≤ N − s.

Estimates for ∂uf
3
`≥1 and ∂vf

4
`≥1: Next, /∇k∂uf3

`≥1 is estimated, for 0 ≤ k ≤ N+1−s, exactly as /∇k∂vf4
`≥1

is controlled above, using now (4.3.39) instead of (4.3.40).

Estimates for ∂u6f , /∇3∂u6f , and /∇4∂u6f : The quantity /∇k∂u6f is then controlled, for 0 ≤ k ≤ N + 1 − s,
by applying /∇k to the metric relation (4.3.33) and using the above estimate for /∇k+1

f4 and the fact that

(uf )s
N+1−s∑
k=0

‖(r /∇)kbI
+

1‖2
CI+
uf

. ENI+ .

Similarly for /∇3∂u6f and /∇4∂u6f .

Estimates for f4
`=0, ∂uf

3
`=0 and ∂vf

4
`=0: Now f4

`=0 is estimated from the relation (4.3.49), ∂uf
3
`=0 is

estimated from (4.3.44), and ∂vf
4
`=0 from (4.3.43), using again (10.1.14) and the fact that f3 ≡ 0 on u = uf .

Estimates for ∂2
vf

4 and ∂2
uf

3: Finally, /∇k∂2
vf

4 and /∇k∂2
uf

3 are estimated, for 0 ≤ k ≤ N − s, using the
above estimates and the relations (4.3.41) and (4.3.42) respectively.
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10.1.2 Estimates for fd,I+

The diffeomorphisms fd,I+ are estimated in a similar way as fH+,I+ in the previous section, though it is now
necessary to keep track of the r behaviour of the different terms. First recall the pointwise norm Puf [fd,I+ ]
of the fd,I+ diffeomorphism functions, defined in (6.1.28).

Proposition 10.1.8. The diffeomorphism functions fd,I+ satisfy the pointwise estimate

Puf [fd,I+ ] . ε. (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 Euf [fd,I+ ], defined in (6.1.25).

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 fd,I+ nonlinear error terms). For any u−1 ≤ u ≤ u2 and v(R−2, u) ≤ v ≤ v∞,

∑
k≤2

( ∑
|γ|≤1

‖(r /∇)kDγE1,0
Df ,p‖

2
SI+
u,v

+ ‖(r /∇)kE2,0
Df ,p‖

2
SI+
u,v

)
.

ε4

r2p
.

Proof. The proof is an immediate consequence of the fact that, for any u−1 ≤ u ≤ u2 and v(R−2, u) ≤ v ≤
v∞,

‖(r /∇)kDγDfp‖2SI+
u,v

.
ε2

r2p
for k ≤ 2, |γ| ≤ 1,

and the geometric quantities of the initial gauge satisfy,

|DγΦdp|2 .
ε2

r2p
for |γ| ≤ 4.

The diffeomorphisms fd,I+ 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 Euf [fd,I+ ]. It is also possible to estimate
higher order derivatives of fd,I+ , but such estimates are not required and so are not obtained.

Proposition 10.1.10 (Estimates for fd,I+ diffeomorphisms and mass difference Mf −Minit). The diffeo-
morphisms fd,I+ satisfy the estimates,

Euf [fd,I+ ] . ENI+ + ε2
0 + ε4, (10.1.21)

and moreover the mass Mf satisfies,

|Mf −Minit|2 . ENI+ + ε2
0 + ε4.

Proof. The proof follows from Propositions 4.3.1, 4.3.2 and 4.3.3, with (u, v, θ) = (udata, vdata, θdata) and

(ũ, ṽ, θ̃) = (uI+ , vI+ , θI+), M = Minit and M̃ = Mf . 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 Proposition 4.3.5
used. In what follows f = fd,I+ . 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 EF gauge.

Consider some u−1 ≤ u ≤ u2 and v(R−2, u) ≤ v ≤ v∞.

Estimate for f3
`≥1: To begin, (r /∇)kf3

`≥1 is estimated for k ≤ 4, using (4.3.47) (along with (r /∇)k−1 applied
to (4.3.47)) which implies

|r /∇f3|
/gI

+ . |r4(Ωβ)data|/gdata + |r4(Ωβ)I+ |
/gI

+ + |E1,0
Df ,0|/gI+
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Similarly for (r /∇)kf3 for k = 2, 3, 4. The Poincaré inequality, Proposition 9.3.2 then implies

‖(r /∇)kf3
`≥1‖2SI+

u,v

. ENI+ + ε2
0 + ε4. (10.1.22)

Estimate for f4
`≥1: Next, (r /∇)kf4

`≥1 is estimated for k ≤ 4. First, to estimate (r /∇)kf4
`≥2, the relation

(4.3.40) implies that

|r2 /D∗2 /∇f4|
/gI

+ . |r2χ̂
data
|/gdata + |r2χ̂I+ |/gI+ + |E2,0

Df ,−1|/gI+

and similarly after commuting with r /∇. The elliptic estimate, Proposition 9.3.3 then implies that∑
k≤4

‖(r /∇)kf4
`≥2‖2SI+

u,v

. r2(ENI+ + ε2
0 + ε4).

Now the relation (4.3.49) implies that

(ρ− ρ◦,Mf
)I

+

= (ρ− ρ◦,Minit
)d + 2Mf

(
1

r3
d

− 1

r3
I+

)
+ 2

Minit −Mf

r3
d

+ |E1,0
Df ,3|. (10.1.23)

Projecting to ` ≥ 1, using the above estimate (10.1.22), and the fact that∣∣∣∣ 1

r3
d

− 1

r3
I+

− 3Ω2
◦

r4
d

(f3 − f4)−
3(rMf

− rMinit
)

r4
d

∣∣∣∣ . ε2

r3
d

, (10.1.24)

and ∣∣∣∣∣rMf
− rMinit

r4
d

−
( Mf

Minit
− 1
)rMinit

− (vd − ud)Ω2
◦,Minit

r4
d

∣∣∣∣∣ . ε2

r4
d

(10.1.25)

it follows that ∑
k≤4

‖(r /∇)kf4
`≥1‖2SI+

u,v

. r2(ENI+ + ε2
0 + ε4). (10.1.26)

Estimate for /∇3f
3
`≥1: The quantity (r /∇)k /∇3f

3
`≥1 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∑
k≤3

‖(r /∇)k /∇3f
3
`≥1‖2SI+

u,v

. ENI+ + ε2
0 + ε4. (10.1.27)

Estimate for r /∇4f
4
`≥1: Now (r /∇)k(r /∇4)f4

`≥1 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∑

k≤3

‖(r /∇)k(r /∇4)f4
`≥1‖2SI+

u,v

. ENI+ + ε2
0 + ε4. (10.1.28)

Estimates for /∇3f
4, ( /∇3)2f4 and r /∇4 /∇3f

4: Next, (r /∇)k /∇3f
4 is estimated, for k ≤ 3 from the metric

relation (4.3.31): ∑
k≤3

∥∥(r /∇)k /∇3f
4
∥∥2

SI+
u,v
. ENI+ + ε2

0 + ε4. (10.1.29)

Similarly for (r /∇)k( /∇3)2f4 and (r /∇)k(r /∇4) /∇3f
4 for k ≤ 2.

Estimates for r /∇4f
3 and (r /∇4)2f3: Similarly, (r /∇)k(r /∇4)f3 is estimated, for k ≤ 3 from the metric

relation (4.3.32): ∑
k≤3

r2
∥∥(r /∇)k(r /∇4)f3

∥∥2

SI+
u,v
. ENI+ + ε2

0 + ε4. (10.1.30)
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Similarly for (r /∇)k(r /∇4)2f3 for k ≤ 2.

Estimates for ∂u6f , /∇3∂u6f , and r /∇4∂u6f : The components (r /∇)k∂u6f , for k ≤ 3, are estimated from the
metric relation (4.3.33), using the bounds (10.1.26):∑

k≤3

∥∥(r /∇)k∂u6f
∥∥2

SI+
u,v
. ENI+ + ε2

0 + ε4. (10.1.31)

Similarly for (r /∇)k /∇3∂u6f , and (r /∇)k(r /∇4)∂u6f for k ≤ 2.

Estimates for r∂v 6f , /∇3(r∂v 6f), and r /∇4(r∂v 6f): The components (r /∇)k(r∂v 6f), for k ≤ 3, are estimated
from the metric relation (4.3.34), using the bounds (10.1.6):∑

k≤3

∥∥(r /∇)k(r∂v 6f)
∥∥2

SI+
u,v
. ENI+ + ε2

0 + ε4. (10.1.32)

Similarly for (r /∇)k /∇3(r∂v 6f) and (r /∇)k(r /∇4)(r∂v 6f) for k ≤ 2.

Estimates for Mf −Minit, (∂vf
4)`=0, (∂uf

3)`=0, f
3
`=0, f

4
`=0: It remains to estimate certain ` = 0 modes,

along with the difference Mf −Minit. Equation (4.3.36) implies that

Ω2
◦
(
∂uf

3 + ∂vf
4
)

+ 2Mf

(
1

rI+

− 1

rd

)
+ 2

Mf −Minit

rd
=
(

Ω2 − Ω2
◦,Mf

)I+

−
(
Ω2 − Ω2

◦,Minit

)d
+ E1,0

Df ,0,

(10.1.33)
equation (4.3.43) implies,

2
rI+ − rd
rI+rd

(
1− 4Mf

rd

)
+ 4

Mf −Minit

r2
d

+ 2Ω2
◦ /∆f

3 +
2Ω2
◦

rd
∂vf

4

=
(
Ωtrχ− Ωtrχ◦,Mf

)I+

− (Ωtrχ− Ωtrχ◦,Minit)
d

+ E2,0
Df ,2, (10.1.34)

and equation (4.3.44) implies,

− 2
rI+ − rd
rI+rd

(
1− 4Mf

rd

)
− 4

Mf −Minit

r2
d

+ 2Ω2
◦ /∆f

4 − 2Ω2
◦

rd
∂uf

3

=
(

Ωtrχ− Ωtrχ◦,Mf

)I+

−
(

Ωtrχ− Ωtrχ◦,Minit

)d
+ E2,0

Df ,1, (10.1.35)

with Ω2
◦ = (Ω2

◦,Minit
)d. Considering − 2

3
r2
d

Mf

(
1− 3Mf

rd

)
times equation (10.1.23) minus 2/rd times equation

(10.1.33) plus equation (10.1.34) minus equation (10.1.35) and projecting to ` = 0, it follows that,

|Mf −Minit|2 . ENI+ + ε2
0 + ε4.

Now equation (10.1.23) and (10.1.24) imply that∣∣f3
`=0 − f4

`=0

∣∣2 . r2
d

(
ENI+ + ε2

0 + ε4
)
. (10.1.36)

Equations (10.1.34) and (10.1.35) then respectively imply∣∣(∂vf4)`=0

∣∣2 . ENI+ + ε2
0 + ε4,

∣∣(∂uf3)`=0

∣∣2 . ENI+ + ε2
0 + ε4.

Finally, the estimate (10.1.30) implies that |∂vf3
`=0|2 . r

−4
d (EKI+ +ε2

0+ε3). The estimate for f3
`=0 is estimated

by integrating backwards from uI+ = u0, vI+ = v∞, using the fact that f3
`=0(u0, v∞) = 0, to obtain,

|f3
`=0|2 . r−2

d (ENI+ + ε2
0 + ε4),

∣∣f4
`=0

∣∣2 . r2
d(ENI+ + ε2

0 + ε4),
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where the latter follows from the former and (10.1.36).

Estimates for ( /∇3)2f3 and ( /∇4)2f4: Finally, the relations (4.3.41) and (4.3.42), together with the above
estimates, then imply that, for k ≤ 2,∥∥(r /∇)k( /∇3)2f3

∥∥2

SI+
u,v

+ r−2
∥∥(r /∇)k(r /∇4)2f4

∥∥2

SI+
u,v
. ENI+ + ε2

0 + ε4.

10.1.3 Estimates for fd,H+

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 (UH+ , VH+ , θH+), and the diffeomorphisms f1
d,H+ , . . . , f4

d,H+ . Let ΦK,H
+

denote the geometric quantities of the Kruskalised H+ gauge of Section 2.3.4.
The estimates on the geometric quantities of the Eddington–Finkelstein H+ gauge immediately give

estimates for the above geometric quantities of the Kruskalised H+ 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 fd,H+ in Proposition 10.1.13 below.

Recall Uf from Section 2.3.4, and U0 := U(u0), where U is defined by (1.3.13) with M := Mf .

Proposition 10.1.11 (Estimates for H+ quantities in Kruskalised gauge). For any U0 ≤ U ≤ Uf and any
V−1 ≤ V ≤ min{V2, V (R2, U)}, each Ricci coefficient and curvature component of the Kruskalised H+ gauge
(see (5.6.7)) satisfies ∑

|γ|≤3

∥∥DγΦK,H
+∥∥2

SH
+

U,V

. ENH+ + ε4.

Proof. Note that

Ω−2
◦,EF∂u =

2Mf

V
Ω−2
◦,K∂U , ∂v =

V

2Mf
∂V .

Consider, for example, Ω−1χ̂. It follows that

(Ω−1χ̂)EF = (Ω−1
◦ χ̂)EF + ((1− Ω−1

◦ Ω)Ω−1χ̂)EF =
2Mf

V
(Ω−1
◦ χ̂)K + ((1− Ω−1

◦ Ω)Ω−1χ̂)EF ,

and so
‖(Ω−1χ̂)K‖2SU,V . ENH+ + ε4.

Similarly for derivatives and for the other geometric quantities.

Recall the pointwise norm Puf [fd,H+ ] of the fd,H+ diffeomorphism functions, defined in (6.1.29).

Proposition 10.1.12. The diffeomorphism functions fd,H+ satisfy the pointwise estimate

Puf [fd,H+ ] . ε. (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 Euf [fd,H+ ], defined in (6.1.26).

The diffeomorphisms fd,H+ 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 Euf [fd,H+ ].

Proposition 10.1.13 (Estimates for fd,H+ diffeomorphisms). The diffeomorphisms fd,H+ satisfy the esti-
mates,

Euf [fd,H+ ] . ENH+ + ENI+ + ε2
0 + ε3. (10.1.38)
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Proof. In what follows f = fd,H+ . The subscript is omitted for brevity.

Consider the relations (4.3.31)–(4.3.50) with (u, v, θ) = (Udata, Vdata, θdata) and (ũ, ṽ, θ̃) = (UH+ , VH+ , θH+)

and M = Mf , M̃ = Minit (modifying the relations (4.3.33), (4.3.34) appropriately in view of the position of
the torsion terms bH+ and bdata 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 /∇)kDγf3
`≥1 and (r /∇)kDγf4

`≥1, for k = 0, 1, 2, |γ| ≤ 2, and (r /∇)kDγ∂U 6f and

(r /∇)kDγ∂V 6f , for k = 0, 1, 2, |γ| ≤ 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 |Minit −Mf |2 . ENI+ + ε2

0 + ε3 (see Proposition 10.1.10). The metric relations (4.3.31)
and (4.3.32) immediately imply

|∂V f3
`=0|+ |∂Uf4

`=0| . ε2. (10.1.39)

Using the expressions (1.3.9)–(1.3.11) for the Schwarzschild values one easily shows∣∣∣(Ω2
◦)H+ − (Ω2

◦)data − (rd − rH+)
4Mf

r

(
1 +

2Mf

r

)
e
− r

2Mf

∣∣∣ . ε2, (10.1.40)∣∣∣(Ωtrχ◦)H+ − (Ωtrχ◦)data −
[
2Mff

4 + (rH+ − rd)V
(

1 +
4Mf

r

)]4Mf

r2
e
− r

2Mf

∣∣∣ . ε2, (10.1.41)∣∣∣ρH+ − ρdata − (rH+ − rd)
6Mf

r4

∣∣∣ . ε2. (10.1.42)

The estimates for fH+,I+ and fd,I+ 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

|f3
d,H+(U0, V (R,U0), θ)|2 + |f4

d,H+(U0, V (R,U0), θ)|2 . ENI+ + ε2
0 + ε3. (10.1.43)

The relation (4.3.49), together with (10.1.42), implies that

|rH+ − rdata|2 . ENH+ + ε2
0 + ε3, (10.1.44)

for U0 ≤ U ≤ Uf , V−1 ≤ V ≤ min{V2, V (R2, U)}. Similarly, the relations (4.3.36) and (4.3.44), together
with (10.1.40) and (10.1.41), then imply that

|∂Uf3
`=0 + ∂V f

4
`=0|2 + |2Mff

4
`=0 + ΩtrχH

+

◦,K∂Uf
3
`=0|2 . ENH+ + ε2

0 + ε3, (10.1.45)

for U0 ≤ U ≤ Uf , V−1 ≤ V ≤ min{V2, V (R2, U)}. In particular,

|2Mff
4
`=0 − ΩtrχH

+

◦,K∂V f
4
`=0|2 . ENH+ + ε2

0 + ε3, (10.1.46)

for U0 ≤ U ≤ Uf , V−1 ≤ V ≤ min{V2, V (R2, U)}. The estimate (10.1.43) is then used to estimate f4
`=0 on

CU0 , and the estimate (10.1.39) is then used to give

|f4
`=0|2 . ENH+ + ENI+ + ε2

0 + ε3, (10.1.47)

for U0 ≤ U ≤ Uf , V−1 ≤ V ≤ min{V2, V (R2, U)}. Note that, for r = rMf ,K,

∂Ur = −V
4M2

f

r
e
− r

2Mf , ∂V r =
2Mf

V

(
1− 2Mf

r

)
,

and so ∣∣r(U + f3, V + f4)− r(U, V )−
(2Mf

V
(1− 2Mf/r)f

4 − V
4M2

f

r
e
− r

2Mf f3
)∣∣ . ε2.

Equations (10.1.44)–(10.1.47) then combine to give

|f3
`=0|2 + |∂Uf3

`=0|2 + |∂V f4
`=0|2 . ENH+ + ENI+ + ε2

0 + ε3,

for U0 ≤ U ≤ Uf , V−1 ≤ V ≤ min{V2, V (R2, U)}, which completes the proof.
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10.2 Improving the inclusion relations

An immediate consequence of Propositions 10.1.6, 10.1.10 and 10.1.13 is that, if ε̂0 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 ûf + δ 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 BR̃
Recall that we fixed in Section 1.3.5 a u1 satisfying

u2 > u1 > u0. (10.3.1)

For uf ≥ u ≥ u1, v ≥ v(R−1, u1), we may define the surfaces

Ŝu,v := {uI+ = u} ∩ {vH+ = v}.

Note that these surfaces are in general not spheres of either the H+ or the I+ gauge.
Now, for all s ∈ [R−1, R1], uf ≥ u ≥ u1, it follows from the pointwise estimate (10.1.1) that Ŝu,v(s,u) is

a diffeomorphism sphere, and (θ1
I+ , θ2

I+) define coordinates on all Ŝu,v.
Finally, for all s ∈ [R−1, R1] we may define:

Bs :=

uf⋃
u=u1

Ŝu,v(s,u).

Let us note that by the pointwise estimate (10.1.1) for the fH+,I+ diffeomorphism functions it follows that

for fixed s, Bs is a connected timelike hypersurface with boundary Ŝu1,v(s,u1) ∪ Ŝuf ,v(s,uf ) and uI+ , θ1
I+ , θ2

I+

provide coordinates on B.
We finally note that by the the pointwise estimate (10.1.1) we have in addition:⋃

s∈(R−1,R1)

Bs ⊂
{
R− 3

2
≤ r(uI+ , vI+) ≤ R 3

2

}
. (10.3.2)

Let AΓ denote the following collection of Ricci coefficients, with their linearised Kerr values subtracted

AΓ =
{

1− Ω2

Ω2
◦
, b− bKerr, Ω−1χ̂, Ω−2 (Ωω̂ − (Ωω̂)◦) , Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦,

Ω−2
(
Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦

)
, Ωχ̂, η − ηKerr, η − η

Kerr
, Ωω̂ − (Ωω̂)◦

}
,

and let AR denote the curvature components Ωβ, Ω−1β, ρ− ρ◦, σ, minus their linearised Kerr values,

AR =
{

Ω−1β − Ω−1β
Kerr

, ρ− ρ◦, σ, Ωβ − ΩβKerr

}
.

Elements of AR and AΓ are denoted R̆ and Γ̆ respectively, with a ˘ added to emphasise the fact that the
linearised Kerr values have been subtracted. Set

κ(0) = 0, κ(1) = 1− δ, κ(2) = 2− δ, (10.3.3)
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Figure 10.1: The hypersurface B

and define

eδ,N :=

1∑
s=0

uκ(s)
∑

|γ|≤N−s

∑
Γ̆∈AΓ

|DγΓ̆I
+

|2 +

2∑
s=0

uκ(s)
( ∑
|γ|≤N−1−s

∑
Γ̆∈AΓ

|DγΓ̆H
+

|2

+
∑

|γ|≤N−s

( ∑
R̆∈AR

|DγR̆H
+

|2 + |DγαH
+

|2 + |DγαI
+

|2 + |DγαH
+

|2 + |DγαI
+

|2
))
.

By the mean value theorem (cf. [DR09a]) there exists a parameter R̃ = R̃(uf , λ) with the property that

R−1 ≤ R̃ ≤ R1 and ∫
BR̃

eδ,Ndθdu ≤
∫ R1

R−1

(∫
Bs
eδ,Ndθdu

)
ds. (10.3.4)

Note that the integral on the left hand side of (10.3.4) is an integral over the timelike hypersurface BR̃
and the integral on the right hand side is an integral over a spacetime region around BR̃.

As it is precisely this hypersurface BR̃ which we shall use, we shall from now on omit the subscript R̃,
i.e. we define

B := BR̃.

Given u1 ≤ τ ≤ uf , define

B(τ) := B ∩ {u ≥ τ} =

uf⋃
u=τ

Ŝu,v(R̃,u).

We define finally v1 by
v1 = v(R̃, 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

v0 < v1 < v2.

Remark 10.3.1. Note that v1, as opposed to our other parameters, depends on uf and λ.
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Define the L2 norm of a (0, k) tensor ξ on B,

‖ξ‖2B(τ) :=

∫ uf

τ

∫
Ŝτ′,v(R̃,τ′)

|ξ|2dVolB,

where dVolB = Ω2dθ ∧ du ∧ dv(nB) and nB is the appropriately oriented unit normal to B. Define also

‖ξ‖B := ‖ξ‖B(u1).

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 ξ and ξ′ are two S-tangent (0, k) tensors, their
inner product is defined by

(ξ, ξ′)/g := /g
A1B1 . . . /g

AkBkξA1 . . . ξAkξ
′
B1
. . . ξ′Bk .

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 γ1, γ2 such that |γ1| ≤ N − s, |γ2| ≤ N − s and such that Dγ1α and
Dγ2α are tensor fields of the same order, then,

sup
u1≤u≤uf

us
∫
B(u)

∣∣∣∣(h(r)(Dγ1α,Dγ2α)/g

)H+

−
(
h(r)(Dγ1α,Dγ2α)/g

)I+ ∣∣∣∣ . ε3, (10.3.6)

and

sup
u1≤u≤uf

us
∫
B(u)

∣∣∣∣(h(r)(Dγ1(rα),Dγ2(rα))/g

)H+

−
(
h(r)(Dγ1(řα),Dγ2(řα))/g

)I+ ∣∣∣∣ . ε3. (10.3.7)

Note that Proposition 10.3.2 in particular also implies that a cancellation occurs between appropriate

derivatives of P I
+

and PH
+

, and also P I
+

and PH
+

, 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 |γ| ≤ N − s,∫

B
uκ(s)

(
|DγαH+ |2 + |DγαI+ |2

)
.
∫
DI+

R−1≤r≤R1

uκ(s)
(
|DγαH+ |2 + |DγαI+ |2

)
. ε2,

with κ defined by (10.3.3). It then follows that, for all u1 ≤ u ≤ uf ,∫
B(u)

(
|DγαH+ |2 + |DγαI+ |2

)
.

ε2

uκ(s)
.

Similarly, the inequalities (in the notation of Section 10.3.1)∫
DI+

R−1≤r≤R1

( ∑
|γ|≤N−s

|DγR̆H+ |2 +
∑

|γ|≤N−1−s

|DγΓ̆H+ |2
)
.
ε2

us
,

∑
|γ|≤N−1

∫
DI+

R−1≤r≤R1

|DγΓ̆I+ |2 . ε2

u
,

contained in the bootstrap assumption (7.1.4) imply in particular that

∑
|γ|≤N−s

∫
B(u)

|Dγ(R−R◦)H+ |2 . ε2

uκ(s)
+
ε2

uf
,

1∑
s=0

∑
|γ|≤N−1−s

∫
B(u)

|Dγ(Γ− Γ◦)|2 .
ε2

uκ(s)
,

for each Γ− Γ◦ = (Γ− Γ◦)H+ and (Γ− Γ◦)I+ , where κ is defined by (10.3.3).
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Lemma 10.3.3 (Cancellation between rH+ and rI+). Given a smooth admissible coefficient function h(r),
for any |γ| ≤ N − s, for s = 0, 1, 2,∫

B(u)

|h(rH+)− h(rI+)||DγαH+ |2 . ε3

u1+κ(s)
,

for any u1 ≤ u ≤ uf , with κ defined by (10.3.3). Similarly for αI+ , αH+ and αI+ respectively in place of
αH+ .

Proof. Note that,

(rH+ − rI+)|(uI+ ,vI+ ,θI+ )=(u,v,θ) = rMf
(u+ f3

H+,I+ , v + f4
H+,I+)− rMf

(u, v),

and so, ∫
B(u)

|h(rH+)− h(rI+)||DγαH+ |2 .
∫
B(u)

|f3 − f4||DγαH+ |2 . ε

u

∫
B(u)

|DγαH+ |2 . ε3

u1+κ(s)
.

Lemma 10.3.4 (Cancellation between rH+ and řI+). For any |γ1|+|γ2| ≤ N−s, |γ3| ≤ N−s for s = 0, 1, 2,∫
B(u)

|Dγ1(rH+ − řI+)||Dγ2αH+ ||Dγ3αH+ | .
ε3

us
,

for any u1 ≤ u ≤ uf . Similarly for αI+ in place of αH+ .

Proof. At most one of |γ1| and |γ2| can be greater than N − 5. Suppose first that |γ1| > N − 5. Then
|γ2| ≤ N − 5 and the pointwise estimate (8.1.2) implies that∫

B(u)

|Dγ1(rH+ − řI+)||Dγ2αH+ ||Dγ3αH+ | .
ε

u
‖Dγ1(rH+ − řI+)‖B(u)‖Dγ2αH+‖B(u).

The proof follows the proof of Lemma 10.3.3 after noting that

ř = r +
2Ω2

Ωtrχ
− 2Ω2

◦
Ωtrχ◦

,

and that the definition of B and the bootstrap assumption (7.1.4) imply that

1∑
s=0

∑
|γ|≤N−s

∫
B(u)

(
|Dγ(Ωtrχ− Ωtrχ◦)|2 + |Dγ(Ω−2

◦ Ω2 − 1)|2
)
.

ε2

uκ(s)
,

where κ defined by (10.3.3). The proof when |γ1| ≤ N − 5 is similar.

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 γ ∈ {(1, 0, 0), (0, 1, 0), (0, 0, 1)}k, then
DkΦ · (i, γ) is equal to Dγ applied to a curvature component (and not a Ricci coefficient). Accordingly, given
k ≥ 0, l ≥ 1 and some

H = {j,mHk1...kl′ ,
jJk1...kl′}m=0,...,l′,k1+...+kl′≤k,l′≥l,j≥1, (10.3.8)

as in Section 3.2.3, if

j,mHk1...kl′ ∈
{

(i, γ) | i ∈ {6, 12, 14, 15, 16, 17}, γ ∈ {(1, 0, 0), (0, 1, 0), (0, 0, 1)}km
}
∪
{

0
}
, (10.3.9)

for all m = 0, . . . , l′, k1 + . . .+ kl′ ≤ k, l′ ≥ l, j ≥ 1, then we denote

(Dk(R−R◦))l ·H := (DkΦ)l ·H.
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Similarly, if H is such that

j,mHk1...kl′ ∈
{

(i, γ) | i ∈ {1, . . . , 5, 7, . . . , 11, 13}, γ ∈ {(1, 0, 0), (0, 1, 0), (0, 0, 1)}km
}
∪
{

0
}
, (10.3.10)

for all m = 0, . . . , l′, k1 + . . .+ kl′ ≤ k, l′ ≥ l, j ≥ 1, then (DkΦ)l ·H involves only Ricci coefficients (and no
curvature components) and we denote

(Dk(Γ− Γ◦))
l ·H := (DkΦ)l ·H.

Given k1, k2, k3 ≥ 0 and l1, l2, l3, l4 ≥ 0, define k = (k1, k2, k3), l = (l1, l2, l3, l4) and

|k| = k1 + k2 + k3, |l| = l1 + l2 + l3 + l4.

Consider some k ≥ 0, G = {jGkl } where each jG
k
l is as in Section 4.3.3.3, H = {jHk

l } where each jH
k
l is

of the form (10.3.8), (10.3.9), K = {jKk
l } and L = {jLkl } where each jK

k
l and jL

k
l is of the form (10.3.8),

(10.3.10), and I = {jIkl } and J = {jJkl } where each jI
k
l and jJ

k
l is a trace index set of some order d ≥ 0 as

in Section 3.2.2. Define Fk(G,H,K,L, I, J) by,

Fk(G,H,K,L, I, J) = ΠSI+

∑
|l|≥2
l1≥1

∑
|k|≤k

k2+k3≤k−1∨0

∑
j≥1

(
(Df)l1 · jGkl ⊗ (Dk1(R−R◦)H+)l2 · jHk

l

⊗
(
Dk2(Γ− Γ◦)H+

)l3 · jKk
l ⊗

(
Dk3(Γ− Γ◦)I+

)l4 · jLkl ) ·/gH+

jI
k
l ·/gI+

jJ
k
l , (10.3.11)

where ΠSI+ denotes projection to the SI
+

spheres (see (4.3.29)), Df = DfH+,I+ and k−1∨0 = 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 “Fk” for
“Fk(G,H,K,L, I, J) for some G,H,K,L, I, J”.

Note that Fk is nonlinear, each term involves at least one Df factor, and each term involves at most
k − 1 derivatives of (Γ− Γ◦)H+ and (Γ− Γ◦)I+ .

Lemma 10.3.5 (Error estimate on timelike hypersurface). For any s = 0, 1, 2 and k ≤ N − s, |γ| ≤ N − s,
for any u1 ≤ u ≤ uf , ∫

B(u)

|Fk|
/gI

+ |Dγα| . ε3

uκ(s)+ 1
2

,

for α = αH+ and αI+ , where κ(0) = 0, κ(1) = 1− δ and κ(2) = 2− δ.

Proof. Recall, for s = 0, 1, 2, for α = αH+ or αI+ and for each RH+ ,∑
|γ|≤N−s

∫
B(u)

|Dγα|2 . ε2

uκ(s)
,

∑
|γ|≤N−s

∫
B(u)

|Dγ(R−R◦)H+ |2 . ε2

uκ(s)
+
ε2

uf
.

Each (Γ− Γ◦) = (Γ− Γ◦)H+ and (Γ− Γ◦)I+ satisfies,

1∑
s=0

∑
|γ|≤N−1−s

∫
B(u)

|Dγ(Γ− Γ◦)|2 .
ε2

uκ(s)
.

Recall also that the diffeomorphisms satisfy

|Df | . ε

u
.

See (10.1.1). The proof follows (using Proposition 4.3.4) from noting that, for s = 0, 1, 2, |γ1| ≤ N − s,
|γ2| ≤ N − s,∫
B(u)

|Df ||Dγ1(R−R◦)H+ ||Dγ2α| . ε

u

(∫
B(u)

|Dγ1(R−R◦)H+ |2
) 1

2
(∫
B(u)

|Dγ2α|2
) 1

2

.
ε3

u1+
κ(s)

2

( 1

uκ(s)
+

1

uf

) 1
2

,
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and, for s = 0, 1, 2, |γ1| ≤ N − 1− s, |γ2| ≤ N − s∫
B(u)

|Df ||Dγ1(Γ− Γ◦)||Dγ2α| . ε

u

(∫
B(u)

|Dγ1(Γ− Γ◦)|2
) 1

2
(∫
B(u)

|Dγ2α|2
) 1

2

.
ε3

u1+
κ(s)+κ(min{s,1})

2

,

for Γ− Γ◦ = (Γ− Γ◦)H+ and (Γ− Γ◦)I+ , and for α = αH+ and αI+ .

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 α and the case s = 2.

First, suppose |γ1| = |γ2| = 0. Recall the projection ΠSI+ to the SI
+

spheres (see (4.3.29)) and note

that the bootstrap assumption (7.1.5) implies that ΠSI+ /g
H+

is a metric on the SI
+

spheres. It follows (see
the proof of Proposition 4.3.4) that

|αH+ |2
/gH

+ = |ΠSI+αH+ |2
Π
SI+ /gH

+ ,

and so

h(rH+)|αH+ |2
/gH

+ − h(rI+)|αI+ |2
/gI

+ = (h(rH+)− h(rI+)) |αH+ |2
/gH

+

+ h(rI+)
(
|ΠSI+αH+ |2

Π
SI+ /gH

+ − |ΠSI+αH+ |2
/gI

+

)
+ h(rI+)

(
ΠSI+αH+ + αI+ ,ΠSI+αH+ − αI+

)
/gI

+ .

Note that the relation (4.3.45) implies

ΠSI+αH+ − αI+ = E1,0
Df .

The proof then follows from Lemma 10.3.3 and Lemma 10.3.5.
The proof for |γ1| = |γ2| ≥ 1 is similar. It is helpful to first consider the case |γ1| = |γ2| = 1. Suppose,

for example, that γ1 = γ2 = (0, 0, 1). Again,

h(rH+)|(rΩ /∇4α)H+ |2
/gH

+ − h(rI+)|(rΩ /∇4α)I+ |2
/gI

+

= (h(rH+)− h(rI+)) |(rΩ /∇4α)H+ |2
/gH

+ + h(rI+)
(
|ΠSI+ (rΩ /∇4α)H+ |2

Π
SI+ /gH

+ − |ΠSI+ (rΩ /∇4α)H+ |2
/gI

+

)
+ h(rI+)

(
ΠSI+ (rΩ /∇4α)H+ + (rΩ /∇4α)I+ ,ΠSI+ (rΩ /∇4α)H+ − (rΩ /∇4α)I+

)
/gI

+ . (10.3.12)

Note that, in both the H+ and I+ gauges,

/∇4αAB = (∇e4R)(eA, e4, eB , e4)−R(eA,∇e4e4, eB , e4)−R(eA, e4, eB ,∇e4e4),

and so,

ΠSI+ (Ω /∇4αAB)H
+

− (Ω /∇4αAB)I
+

= (∇
ΩeH

+
4
R)(HC

A e
H+

C , eH
+

4 , HD
B e
H+

D , eH
+

4 )− (∇
ΩeI

+
4
R)(eI

+

A , eI
+

4 , eI
+

B , eI
+

4 )

+ 2 (Ωω̂ − (Ωω̂)◦)
I+

R(eI
+

A , eI
+

4 , eI
+

B , eI
+

4 )− 2 (Ωω̂ − (Ωω̂)◦)
H+

R(HC
A e
H+

C , eH
+

4 , HD
B e
H+

D , eH
+

4 )

+
2Mf

r2
I+

R(eI
+

A , eI
+

4 , eI
+

B , eI
+

4 )− 2Mf

r2
H+

R(HC
A e
H+

C , eH
+

4 , HD
B e
H+

D , eH
+

4 ),

where

HC
A = δCA +

∂fCH+,I+

∂θAI+

.

As in the proof of Proposition 4.3.3,

(∇
ΩeH

+
4
R)(HC

A e
H+

C , eH
+

4 , HD
B e
H+

D , eH
+

4 )− (∇
ΩeI

+
4
R)(eI

+

A , eI
+

4 , eI
+

B , eI
+

4 ) = F1,
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and so it follows from Lemma 10.3.5 that∫
B(u)

∣∣(rΩ /∇4α)H+

∣∣ ∣∣((rΩ /∇4α)H+ − (rΩ /∇4α)I+

)∣∣ . ε3

u2
.

The remaining terms in (10.3.12) are estimated similarly.
At higher orders, defining,

∇(l1,l2,l3)
C1,...,Cl1

:= ∇eC1
. . .∇eCl1 (∇e3)l2(∇e4)l3 ,

it follows that, in both the H+ and I+ gauges,

/∇C1
. . . /∇Ck1

( /∇3)k2( /∇4)k3αAB =
∑

l1+m1+n1=k1
l2+m2+n2=k2
l3+m3+n3=k3

Ml1...n3
(∇(l1,l2,l3)

C1,...,Cl1
R)(eA,∇(m1,m2,m3)

C1,...,Cm1
e4, eB ,∇(n1,n2,n3)

C1,...,Cn1
e4),

for some constants Ml1...n3 . The proof then follows similarly from Lemma 10.3.5 since, schematically, for
m1 +m2 +m3 ≥ 1,

∇(m1,m2,m3)
C1,...,Cm1

e4 =
∑

j1+j2+j3
≤m1+m2+m3−1

l≥1

(
( /∇j1 /∇j23 /∇j34 Γ)l(eC1

. . . eCj1 )
)A

eA

+
∑

j1+j2+j3
≤m1+m2+m3−1

l≥1

( /∇j1 /∇j23 /∇j34 Γ)l(eC1
. . . eCj1 ) e3 +

∑
j1+j2+j3

≤m1+m2+m3−1
l≥1

( /∇j1 /∇j23 /∇j34 Γ)l(eC1
. . . eCj1 ) e4,

so that, for any multi-index γ, schematically,

ΠSI+DγαH+ −DγαI+ = F |γ|. (10.3.13)

The cases s = 0, 1 are similar, as are the estimates (10.3.7) for α where Lemma 10.3.4 is also used.

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 I+ and H+ gauges. These are contained in the following proposition, which
forms part of the statement of Theorem C.2.

If ξ is an SI
+

-tangent (0, k) tensor field, recall the definitions of /∇H
+

ξ, /∇H
+

3 ξ and /∇H
+

4 ξ from Section

4.3.6, along with the definitions of | /∇H
+

ξ|, | /∇H
+

3 ξ| and | /∇H
+

4 ξ|.

Proposition 10.4.1 (Cancellations between almost gauge invariant quantities on null hypersurfaces and
spacetime regions). Given s = 0, 1, 2, W ∈ {α, α} and a multi-index |γ| ≤ N − 1 − s, for all u1 ≤ u ≤ uf ,
the following estimates on null hypersurfaces hold

‖1(r /∇)H+ ((DγW )I+ −Π(DγW )H+) ‖2
CH+
u

+ ‖1(rΩ /∇4)H+ ((DγW )I+ −Π(DγW )H+) ‖2
CH+
u

.
ε4

us+2
,

(10.4.1)

‖1(r /∇)H+ ((DγW )I+ −Π(DγW )H+) ‖2
CH

+
v

+ ‖1(Ω−1 /∇3)H+ ((DγW )I+ −Π(DγW )H+) ‖2
CH

+
v

.
ε4

vs+2
,

(10.4.2)
for all v(R−3, u1) ≤ v ≤ v(R2, uf ), where 1 = 1{rI+≥R−2}, and

‖1(r /∇)I+ ((DγW )I+ −Π(DγW )H+) ‖2
CI+
u

+ ‖1(rΩ /∇4)I+ ((DγW )I+ −Π(DγW )H+) ‖2
CI+
u

.
ε4

us+2
,

(10.4.3)
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‖1(r /∇)I+ ((DγW )I+ −Π(DγW )H+) ‖2
CI

+
v

+ ‖1(Ω−1 /∇3)I+ ((DγW )I+ −Π(DγW )H+) ‖2
CI

+
v

.
ε4

vs+2
,

(10.4.4)
for all v(R−2, u1) ≤ v ≤ v(R3, uf ), where 1 = 1rH+≤R2 and Π = ΠSI+ .

Moreover, given s = 0, 1, 2, W ∈ {α, α} and a multi-index |γ| ≤ N − s, for all u1 ≤ u ≤ uf , the following
spacetime estimate holds

‖(DγW )I+ −ΠSI+ (DγW )H+‖2DI+

H+ (u)
.

ε4

us+1
. (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, and k ≤ N−s, for any u1 ≤ u ≤ uf ,

‖Fk‖2DI+

H+ (u)
.

ε4

us+2
.

Proof. The proof follows as in the proof of Lemma 10.3.5, now using the fact that each Φ = ΦI+ or ΦH+

and each Df satisfies
1∑
s=0

∑
|γ|≤N−s

‖DγΦ‖2DI+

H+ (u)
.
ε2

us
, |Df | . ε

u
,

from which it follows that

‖Fk‖2DI+

H+ (u)
.
ε2

u2

( ∑
|γ|≤k

‖DγΦH+‖2DI+

H+ (u)
+
∑
Df

‖Df‖2DI+

H+ (u)

)
.

ε4

us+2
.

Lemma 10.4.3 (Error estimates on null hypersurfaces). For any s = 0, 1, 2, and k ≤ N − 1 − s, and for
any u1 ≤ u ≤ uf ,

‖1(r /∇)H+Fk‖2
CH+
u

+ ‖1(rΩ /∇4)H+Fk‖2
CH+
u

+ ‖1(r /∇)H+Fk‖2
CH

+
v

+ ‖1(Ω−1 /∇3)H+Fk‖2
CH

+
v

.
ε4

us+2
,

for all v(R−3, u) ≤ v ≤ v(R2, u), where 1 = 1rI+≥R−2 , and

‖1(r /∇)I+Fk‖2
CI+
u

+ ‖1(rΩ /∇4)I+Fk‖2
CI+
u

+ ‖1(r /∇)I+Fk‖2
CI

+
v

+ ‖1(Ω−1 /∇3)I+Fk‖2
CI

+
v

.
ε4

us+2
,

for all v(R−2, u) ≤ v ≤ v(R3, u), where 1 = 1rH+≤R2 .

Proof. Given an operator D∗ ∈ {Dγ
H+ ,D

γ
I+ | |γ| = 1}, note that

|D∗Fk| .
∑
|γ|≤1

|DγDf | ·
( ∑
|γ|≤k

|D∗Dγ(R−R◦)H+ |+
∑
|γ|≤k

|DγΦH+ |+
∑
|γ|≤k

|DγΦI+ |+
∑
|γ|≤1

∑
Df

|DγDf |
)
.

The proof then follows, as in the proof of Lemma 10.4.2, from the fact that∑
|γ|≤N−1−s

(
‖1(DγΦ)H+‖2

CH+
u

+ ‖1(r /∇Dγ(R−R◦))H+‖2
CH+
u

+ ‖1(rΩ /∇4D
γ(R−R◦))H+‖2

CH+
u

+ ‖1(DγΦ)H+‖2
CH

+
v

+ ‖1(r /∇Dγ(R−R◦))H+‖2
CH

+
v

+ ‖1(Ω−1 /∇3D
γ(R−R◦))H+‖2

CH
+

v

)
.
ε2

us
,

for 1 = 1rI+≥R−2 ,∑
|γ|≤N−1−s

(
‖1(DγΦ)I+‖2

CI+
u

+ ‖1(r /∇)I
+

(Dγ(R−R◦))H+‖2
CI+
u

+ ‖1(rΩ /∇4)I
+

(Dγ(R−R◦))H+‖2
CI+
u

+ ‖1(DγΦ)I+‖2
CI

+
v

+ ‖1(r /∇)I
+

(Dγ(R−R◦))H+‖2
CI

+
v

+ ‖1(Ω−1 /∇3)I
+

(Dγ(R−R◦))H+‖2
CI

+
v

)
.
ε2

us
,
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for 1 = 1rH+≤R2 , and ∑
Df

∑
|γ|≤1

|DγDf |+
∑

|γ|≤N−6

(
|DγΦH+ |+ |DγΦI+ |

)
.
ε

u
.

Moreover, the geometric quantities of both the H+ and I+ gauges can easily be shown to satisfy the following
estimates on the cones of the other gauge at the expense of one derivative∑

|γ|≤N−1−s

(
‖1(DγΦ)H+‖2

CI+
u

+ ‖1(DγΦ)H+‖2
CI

+
v

)
.
ε2

us
,

for 1 = 1rI+≥R−2 , and

∑
|γ|≤N−1−s

(
‖1(DγΦ)I+‖2

CH+
u

+ ‖1(DγΦ)I+‖2
CH

+
v

)
.
ε2

us
,

for 1 = 1rH+≤R2
.

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

(Dγα)I+ −ΠSI+ (Dγα)H+ = F |γ|.

Similarly for α. 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.

10.5 Estimates for initial energies of α and α

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 I+ and H+ gauges. The
next part of the statement of Theorem C.2 corresponds to a bound of the initial energy fluxes of α and α
expressed in the I+ and H+ gauges in terms of ε0.

Recall that, for k = (k1, k2, k3), Dk = (r /∇)k1(Ω−1 /∇3)k2(rΩ /∇4)k3 . Define the following energies of α and
α, in the H+ and I+ gauges. For the H+ gauge,

EN0 [αH+ ] := sup
v−1≤v≤v2

N∑
|k|=0;k3 6=N

‖Dk(Ω2αH+)‖2
CH

+
v

+ sup
u0≤u≤uf

N∑
|k|=0

‖Dk(Ω2αH+)1‖2
CH+
u

,

EN0 [αH+ ] := sup
v−1≤v≤v2

N∑
|k|=0

‖Dk(Ω−2αH+)‖2
CH

+
v

+ sup
u0≤u≤uf

N∑
|k|=0;k2 6=N

‖Dk(Ω−2αH+)1‖2
CH+
u

,

where 1 = 1v−1≤vH+≤v3 , and for the I+ gauge,

EN0 [αI+ ] := sup
u−1≤u≤u2

N∑
|k|=0

‖r4DkαI+‖2
CI+
u

+ sup
v(u−1,R−2)≤v≤v∞

N∑
|k|=0,k3 6=N

‖r4DkαI+1‖2
CI

+
v

,

EN0 [αI+ ] := sup
v(u−1,R−2)≤v≤v∞

( N∑
|k|=0

‖Dk(řαI+)1‖2
CI

+
v

+

N−1∑
|k|=0

‖Dk(r3ψ̌I+)1‖2
CI

+
v

)

+ sup
u−1≤u≤u2

( N∑
|k|=0;k2 6=N

‖r−1Dk(řαI+)‖2
CI+
u

+

N−1∑
|k|=0

‖r−1Dk(r3ψ̌I+)‖2
CI+
u

+

N−2∑
|k|=0

‖r−1Dk(r5P̌ I+)‖2
CI+
u

)
,
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where 1 = 1u−1≤u≤u2 . These energies should be compared with the energies of Section 6.1.5. Define also
the following energies for P and P :

EN−2
0 [PH+ ] := sup

v−1≤v≤v2

N−2∑
|k|=0

‖Dk(r5PH+)‖2
CH

+
v

+ sup
u0≤u≤uf

N−2∑
|k|=0

‖Dk(r5PH+)1‖2
CH+
u

,

EN−2
0 [PH+ ] := sup

v−1≤v≤v2

N−2∑
|k|=0

‖Dk(r5PH+)‖2
CH

+
v

+ sup
u0≤u≤uf

N−2∑
|k|=0

‖Dk(r5PH+)1‖2
CH+
u

,

where 1 = 1v−1≤vH+≤v2
, and

EN−2
0 [PI+ ] := sup

u−1≤u≤u2

N−3∑
|k|=0

(
‖r /∇4D

k(r5PI+)‖2
CI+
u

+ ‖r−1(r /∇)Dk(r5PI+)‖2
CI+
u

)

+ sup
v(u−1,R−2)≤v≤v∞

N−3∑
|k|=0

(
‖ /∇3D

k(r5PI+)1‖2
CI

+
v

+ ‖r /∇Dk(r5PI+)1‖2
CI

+
v

)
,

EN−2
0

[
P̌ I+

]
:= sup

u−1≤u≤u2

N−3∑
|k|=0

(
‖r /∇4D

k(r5P̌ I+)‖2
CI+
u

+ ‖r−1(r /∇)Dk(r5P̌ I+)‖2
CI+
u

)

+ sup
v(u−1,R−2)≤v≤v∞

N−3∑
|k|=0

(
‖ /∇3D

k(r5P̌ I+)1‖2
CI

+
v

+ ‖r /∇Dk(r5P̌ I+)1‖2
CI

+
v

)
,

where 1 = 1u−1≤u≤u2 . 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 αH+ , αI+ , αH+ , αI+ 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 I+ null hypersurfaces.

Proposition 10.5.1 (Estimates for initial energies of α and α). The above initial energies of α and α satisfy

EN0 [αH+ ] + EN0 [αI+ ] + EN0 [αH+ ] + EN0 [αI+ ] . ε2
0 + ε4, (10.5.1)

and the above initial energies of P and P satisfy

EN−2
0 [PH+ ] + EN−2

0 [PI+ ] + EN−2
0 [PH+ ] + EN−2

0

[
P̌ I+

]
. ε2

0 + ε4. (10.5.2)

Proof. The proof is an immediate consequence of the following estimates for α = αH+ and α = αH+ ,

sup
v−1≤v≤v2

( ∑
|γ|≤N

‖DγΩ−2α‖2
CH

+
v−1

+
∑

|γ|≤N−1

(
‖Ω−1 /∇3D

γΩ2α‖2
CH

+
v−1

+ ‖r /∇DγΩ2α‖2
CH

+
v−1

))
. ε2

0 + ε4,

(10.5.3)

sup
u0≤u≤uf

( ∑
|γ|≤N

‖DγΩ2α1‖2
CH+
u

+
∑

|γ|≤N−1

(
‖rΩ /∇4D

γΩ−2α1‖2
CH+
u

+ ‖r /∇DγΩ−2α1‖2
CH+
u

))
. ε2

0 + ε4,

(10.5.4)

where 1 = 1v−1≤vH+≤v2
, and, for α = αI+ , P = PI+ , α = αI+ , ψ̌ = ψ̌I+ , and P̌ = P̌ I+ ,

sup
v(u−1,R−2)≤v≤v∞

N∑
|k|=0,k3 6=N

‖r5Dkα1‖2
CI

+
v

. ε2
0 + ε4, (10.5.5)

sup
u−1≤u≤u2

( ∑
|γ|≤N

‖r4Dγα‖2
CI+
u

+
∑

|γ|≤N−2

‖Dγr /∇4r
5P‖2

CI+
u

)
. ε2

0 + ε4, (10.5.6)

sup
v(u−1,R−2)≤v≤v∞

( N∑
|k|=0

‖rDkα1‖2
CI

+
v

+

N−1∑
|k|=0

‖r3Dkψ̌1‖2
CI

+
v

)
. ε2

0 + ε4, (10.5.7)
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and

sup
u−1≤u≤u2

( ∑
|γ|≤N−1

(
‖Dγα‖2

CI+
u

+ ‖(r /∇)Dγα‖2
CI+
u

)
+

∑
|γ|≤N−1

‖Dγr2ψ̌‖2
CI+
u

+
∑

|γ|≤N−2

‖Dγr4P̌‖2
CI+
u

+
∑

|γ|≤N−3

‖Dγr /∇4(r5P̌ )‖2
CI+
u

)
. ε2

0 + ε4, (10.5.8)

where 1 = 1u−1≤u≤u2
. The proof of the estimates (10.5.3)–(10.5.8) proceeds by relating αH+ , αI+ 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 I+ 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

EN0,iH+
[ΦK,d] := sup

u0≤u≤uf
v−1≤v≤v2

( ∑
Φ, |γ|≤N−1

‖(DγΦ)K,d‖2SH+
u,v

+
∑
|γ|≤N

(
‖(Dγ(α, β, ρ− ρ◦, σ, β))K,d1‖2CH+

u

+ ‖Dγ(β, ρ− ρ◦, σ, β, α)K,d‖2CH+
v

)
+

∑
|γ|≤N−1

(
‖(r /∇)H

+

(Dγα)K,d‖2CH+
v

+ ‖(Ω−1 /∇3)H
+

(Dγα)K,d‖2CH+
v

)

+
∑

|γ|≤N−1

(
‖(r /∇)H

+

(Dγα)K,d1‖2CH+
u

+ ‖(Ω /∇4)H
+

(Dγα)K,d1‖2CH+
u

))
,

where 1 = 1v−1≤vH+≤v2
, 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 I+ gauge,

EN0,iI+
[ΦEF,d] := sup

u−1≤u≤u2

v(R−2,u)≤v≤v∞

( ∑
Φ, |γ|≤N−1

‖(DγrpΦp)EF,d‖2SI+
u,v

+
∑
|γ|≤N

‖r−1(Dγ(r5α, r4β, r3(ρ− ρ◦), r3σ, r2β))EF,d‖2CI+
u

+
∑
|γ|≤N

‖Dγ(r4β, r3(ρ− ρ◦), r3σ, r2β, rα)EF,d1‖2CI+
v

+
∑

|γ|≤N−1

(
‖(r /∇)I

+

(Dγr4α)EF,d1‖2CI+
v

+ ‖(Ω−1 /∇3)I
+

(Dγr5α)EF,d1‖2CI+
v

)

+
∑

|γ|≤N−1

(
‖(r /∇)I

+

(Dγα)EF,d‖2CI+
u

+ ‖(rΩ /∇4)I
+

(Dγ řα)EF,d‖2CI+
u

))
,

where 1 = 1u−1≤u≤u2 . Here (r /∇)H
+

(Dγα)K,d is defined as in Section 4.3.6, and

‖(r /∇)H
+

(Dγα)K,d‖2CH+
v

=

∫
CH

+
v

|(r /∇)H
+

(Dγα)K,d|2Ω2
H+dθdu,

with |(r /∇)H
+

(Dγα)K,d| defined as in (4.3.57). Similarly for the other terms involving α and α in EN0,iI+
[ΦK,d]

and EN0,iI+
[ΦEF,d]. Note that the pointwise control on the fd,H+ diffeomorphisms in (10.1.37) guarantees

that (5.5.3) is satisfied by S̃ = SH
+

u,v , U ′ = − exp(− u
2Mf

), V ′ = exp( v
2Mf

), for all u0 ≤ u ≤ uf , v−1 ≤ v ≤ v2

and so the fluxes appearing in EN0,iH+
[ΦK,d] are allowed fluxes in the energy EN0 [ΦK,d], defined in (5.5.4).

Thus
EN0,iH+

[ΦK,d] . EN0 [ΦK,d]. (10.5.9)
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Similarly, the pointwise control on the fd,I+ diffeomorphisms in (10.1.20) guarantees that (5.5.15) is satisfied

by S̃ = SI
+

u,v, u
′ = u, v′ = v for all u−1 ≤ u ≤ u2, v(R−2, u) ≤ v ≤ v∞ and thus the fluxes appearing in

EN0,iI+
[ΦEF,d] are allowed fluxes in the energy EN0 [ΦEF,d], defined in (5.5.16). Hence

EN0,iI+
[ΦEF,d] . EN0 [ΦEF,d]. (10.5.10)

Consider first the estimate for DγΩ−2αH+ , for |γ| ≤ N , on the incoming cones CH
+

v of (10.5.3). It
suffices to estimate α and its derivatives in the Kruskalised H+ gauge (see (5.6.7) and Section 2.3.4) since,
following Proposition 10.1.11, for any v−1 ≤ v ≤ v3,∑

|γ|≤N

‖(DγΩ−2α)H+‖2
CH

+
v

.
∑
|γ|≤N

‖(Dγα)K,H+‖2
CH

+
v

+ ε4.

It follows, after relating (Dγα)K,H+ 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∑

|γ|≤N

‖(Dγα)K,H+‖2
CH

+
v

.
∑
|γ|≤N

‖(Dγα)K,d‖2CH+
v

+
(
EN0,iH+

[ΦK,d]
)2

+ (ENH+)2 +
(
Puf [fd,H+ ]

)4
.

Moreover ∑
|γ|≤N

‖(Dγα)K,d‖2CH+
v

. EN0,iH+
[ΦK,d],

and so, in view of (10.5.9), it then follows from (5.5.2), the estimate for ENH+ in the bootstrap assumption
(7.1.4), and the pointwise estimate (10.1.20) that

‖(Dγα)K,d‖2CH+
v

. ε2
0 + ε4,

thus completing the estimate for Ω−2αH+ . For Ω−1 /∇3D
γΩ2α one similarly obtains, by relating to covariant

derivatives of the Riemann curvature tensor as in the proof of Proposition 10.3.2, that∑
|γ|≤N−1

‖(Ω−1 /∇3D
γΩ2α)H+‖2

CH
+

v

.
∑

|γ|≤N−1

‖(Ω−1 /∇3)H
+

(Dγα)K,d‖2CH+
v

+
(
EN0,iH+

[ΦK,d]
)2

+ (ENH+)2 +
(
Puf [fd,H+ ]

)4
. ε2

0 + ε4,

in view again of (10.5.9), the estimate (5.5.2), the estimate for ENH+ 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 r4α on the cone CI
+

u , for some u−1 ≤ u ≤ u2. Revisiting the proof of the relation
(4.3.45), one sees that, in fact,

αI+ = (1 + ∂vf
4)2ΠSI+αEF,d + E1,0

Df ,5, (10.5.11)

where f4 = f4
d,I+ , and so, as in the proof of Proposition 4.3.4, for any u−1 ≤ u ≤ u2,

‖(r4α)I+‖2
CI+
u

. ‖(r4α)EF,d‖2CI+
u

+
(
EN0,iI+

[ΦEF,d]
)2

+ (ENI+)2 +
(
Puf [fd,I+ ]

)4
.

Since
‖(r4α)EF,d‖2CI+

u

. EN0,iI+
[ΦEF,d],

the estimate (5.5.13), in view of (10.5.10), the estimate for ENI+ in the bootstrap assumption (7.1.4), and
the pointwise control on the fd,I+ diffeomorphisms in (10.1.20) then give

‖(r4α)I+‖2
CI+
u

. ε2
0 + ε4,
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thus yielding the estimate for the first term in (10.5.6) when |γ| = 0. Estimates for ‖(Dγr4α)I+‖2
CI+
u

, for

|γ| ≤ 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 /∇4(r5P ), Proposition 3.4.4 and the Codazzi equa-
tion (1.2.18) imply that

r /∇4(r5P ) = r6 /D∗2 /∇ /divβ − r6 /D∗2 /∇ /curlβ + 6Mfr

(
1− 3Mf

r

)
χ̂

+ 3Mfr
3 /D∗2 /divχ̂+ 3Mfr

3 /D∗2β + 3Mfr
2Ωα+ Ω−1E2

1 .

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−1 ≤ u ≤ u2,

‖(r /∇4(r5P ))I+‖2
CI+
u

.
∑
k≤3

‖r3((r /∇)kβ)EF,d‖2CI+
u

+
∑
k≤2

‖r((r /∇)kχ̂)EF,d‖2CI+
u

+ ‖r2αEF,d‖2CI+
u

+
(
EN0,iI+

[ΦEF,d]
)2

+ (ENI+)2 +
(
Puf [fd,I+ ]

)4
,

and the estimate for ‖(r /∇4(r5P ))I+‖2
CI+
u

again follows from (5.5.13), in view of (10.5.10), since∑
k≤3

‖r3((r /∇)kβ)EF,d‖2CI+
u

+
∑
k≤2

‖r((r /∇)kχ̂)EF,d‖2CI+
u

+ ‖r2αEF,d‖2CI+
u

. EN0,iI+
[ΦEF,d].

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

r2

ř
/∇4

(
r5P̌

)
= r6 /D∗2 /∇ /divβ + r6 /D∗2 /∇ /curlβ − 6MfΩr2 /D∗2η + 6Mfr

(
1− 3Mf

r

)
χ̂+

3Mf

Ω
r3 /D∗2 /∇Ωtrχ

+ 3Mfr
2Ωα+ a1r

5 /∇(Ωω̂)⊗̂β + a2r
5 /∇4r /∇(Ωω̂)⊗̂β + a3r

5Ωω̂ /D?2β + Ě2
1 ,

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 ≤ u2,

‖r /∇4(r5P̌ )‖2
CI+
u

. ‖r
2

ř
/∇4(r5P̌ )‖2

CI+
u

.
∑
k≤3

‖r3((r /∇)kβ)EF,d‖2CI+
u

+ ‖r(r /∇η)EF,d‖2CI+
u

+ ‖rχ̂EF,d‖2CI+
u

+ ‖r((r /∇)2Ωtrχ)EF,d‖2CI+
u

+ ‖r2αEF,d‖2CI+
u

+ EN0,iI+
[ΦEF,d]

2 + (ENI+)2 + Puf [fd,I+ ]4 . ε2
0 + ε4,

by (5.5.13) since∑
k≤3

‖r3((r /∇)kβ)EF,d‖2CI+
u

+ ‖r(r /∇η)EF,d‖2CI+
u

+ ‖rχ̂EF,d‖2CI+
u

+ ‖r((r /∇)2Ωtrχ)EF,d‖2CI+
u

+ ‖r2αEF,d‖2CI+
u

. EN0,iI+
[ΦEF,d].

Similarly for higher order derivatives of r /∇4(r5P̌ ).

10.6 Estimates for H+ quantities from I+ quantities on Cuf

There is one final statement which we have to show to complete the proof of Theorem C.2.
Recall that the H+ and I+ gauges share a common final outgoing cone Cuf . Exploiting this fact and

our estimates on the diffeomorphisms fH+,I+ , we obtain the following estimates on χ̂H+ , βH
+

`=1 and a new

quantity ΥH
+

`=0 in terms of geometric quantities in the I+ gauge.
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Proposition 10.6.1 (Estimating H+ quantities from I+ quantities on Cuf ). The quantity Ωχ̂H+ satisfies

∑
s=0,1,2

(uf )s
N+1−s∑
k=0

∫ v(R1,uf )

v(R−1,uf )

∫
S2

∣∣(r /∇)kΩχ̂H+

∣∣2 dθdv′(uf ) . ENuf ,I+ + ε4, (10.6.1)

and the quantities /divβH
+

`=1 and ΥH
+

`=0 satisfy∣∣∣ /divβH
+

`=1(uf , v(R, uf ))
∣∣∣2 +

∣∣∣ΥH+

`=0(uf , v(R, uf ))
∣∣∣2 . (uf )−4+2δ

(
ENuf ,I+ + ε4

)
,

where

Υ =

(
1− 3Mf

r

)
(ρ− ρ◦) +

3Mf

2r2
(Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦)−

3MfΩ2
◦

2r2
Ω−2

(
Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦

)
.

Moreover the metric (/g − r2γ̊)H
+

satisfies, for s = 0, 1,

∑
k≤N−s

‖(r /∇)k(/g − r2γ̊)H
+

‖2
SH

+

uf ,v(R,uf )

.
ε4

v(R, uf )s+1
+ ENuf ,I+ +

∑
k≤N−s−2

‖(r /∇)kχ̂H
+

‖2
SH

+

uf ,v(R,uf )

+ |(ρ− ρ◦)H
+

|2.

(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 ENuf ,I+ has been estimated in Theorem C.5. The estimate (10.6.2) will be used in the proof of

Theorem C.6 after χ̂H
+

and (ρ− ρ◦)H
+

have been estimated (see Proposition 15.3.119).

In this section the diffeomorphisms fH+,I+ relating the H+ and I+ gauges are denoted f , without the
subscript.

In obtaining the estimate (10.6.2) one first shows that

∑
k≤N−s

‖(r /∇)k(/g − r2γ)H
+

‖2
SH

+

uf ,v(R,uf )

.
ε4

v(R, uf )s+1
+ ENuf ,I+ +

∑
k≤N−s

‖(r /∇)kf4‖2
SH

+

uf ,v(R,uf )

. (10.6.3)

(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 f4, has been estimated by quantities in the H+ 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 χ̂H
+

from χ̂I
+

When χ̂H
+

is estimated from χ̂I
+

on the final hypersurface u = uf , the following simplification of the identity
(4.3.37) is used, which exploits the vanishing of f3 and f1, f2 on u = uf .

Lemma 10.6.3 (Change of gauge identity for χ̂ on Cuf ). The gauge condition f3(uf , v(R, uf ), ·) = 0 implies
that, on {uH+ = uf} ∩ {uI+ = uf},

(Ωχ̂)I
+

=

(
1 +

∂f4

∂vI+

)
(Ωχ̂)H

+

. (10.6.4)

Proof. Recall (10.1.2).

The equalities (4.3.8) and (4.3.9), together with the fact that bH
+

= 0 on {u = uf} (and ΩI
+

eI
+

4 = ∂vI+

everywhere) give

eI
+

4 =
ΩH

+

ΩI+

(
1 +

∂f4

∂vI+

)
eH

+

4 , eI
+

A = ∂θA
I+

= ∂θA
H+

+
∂f4

∂θAI+

∂v = eH
+

A + ΩH
+ ∂f4

∂θAI+

eH
+

4 ,
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on {uH+ = uf} ∩ {uI+ = uf}. Hence, on {uH+ = uf} ∩ {uI+ = uf},

χI
+

AB = g(∇
eI

+
A
eI

+

4 , eI
+

B ) = eI
+

A

(
ΩH

+

ΩI+

(
1 +

∂f4

∂vI+

))
g(e4, e

I+

B ) +
ΩH

+

ΩI+

(
1 +

∂f4

∂vI+

)
g(∇

eI
+
A
e4, e

I+

B )

=
ΩH

+

ΩI+

(
1 +

∂f4

∂vI+

)
g

(
∇
eA+Ω ∂f4

∂θ̃A
e4
e4, eB + ΩH+

∂f4

∂θAI+

e4

)
=

ΩH
+

ΩI+

(
1 +

∂f4

∂vI+

)[
g (∇eAe4, eB) + ΩH

+ ∂f4

∂θ̃A
g (∇e4e4, eB)

+ ΩH
+ ∂f4

∂θ̃B
g (∇eAe4, e4) + Ω2

H+

∂f4

∂θ̃A

∂f4

∂θ̃B
g (∇e4e4, e4)

]
=

ΩH
+

ΩI+

(
1 +

∂f4

∂vI+

)
χH

+

AB ,

where eA = eH
+

A , e4 = eH
+

4 , and the fact that

∇eAe4 = χA
BeC + η

A
e4, ∇e4e4 = ω̂e4,

has been used. Now,

/g
I+

AB
= g(eI

+

A , eI
+

B ) = g

(
eH

+

A + ΩH
+ ∂f4

∂θAI+

eH
+

4 , eH
+

B + ΩH
+ ∂f4

∂θBI+

eH
+

4

)
= g(eH

+

A , eH
+

B ) = /g
H+

AB
,

implies that

(trχ)I
+

= /g
AB
I+ χ

I+

AB =
ΩH

+

ΩI+

(
1 +

∂f4

∂vI+

)
/g
AB
H+χ

H+

AB =
ΩH

+

ΩI+

(
1 +

∂f4

∂vI+

)
trχH

+

,

and hence

χ̂I
+

AB = χI
+

AB −
1

2
(trχ)I

+

/g
I+

AB
=

ΩH
+

ΩI+

(
1 +

∂f4

∂vI+

)(
χH

+

AB −
1

2
trχH

+

/g
H+

AB

)
=

ΩH
+

ΩI+

(
1 +

∂f4

∂vI+

)
χ̂H

+

AB .

The estimate (10.6.1) is now obtained by exploiting Lemma 10.6.3.

Proposition 10.6.4 (Estimate for Ωχ̂H+ on Cuf ). On the final hypersurface u = uf , Ωχ̂H+ satisfies

∑
s=0,1,2

(uf )s
N+1−s∑
k=0

∫ v(R1,uf )

v(R−1,uf )

∫
S2

∣∣(r /∇)kΩχ̂H+

∣∣2 dθdv′(uf ) . ENuf ,I+ + ε4.

Proof. Recall that, for any SH
+

-tangent (0, k) tensor ξ, on u = uf ,

/∇I
+

ξ = /∇H
+

ξ + /∇f4(Ω /∇4)H
+

ξ,

and so, for example, the equality (10.6.4) implies that

( /∇Ωχ̂)I
+

= (1 + ∂vf
4) · ( /∇Ωχ̂)H

+

+ (1 + ∂vf
4) · /∇f4 · (Ω /∇4Ωχ̂)H

+

+ /∇∂vf4 · (Ωχ̂)H
+

.

Given s = 0, 1, 2, applying /∇k to the equality (10.6.4), for any k ≤ N + 1 − s, it follows that, in the error
notation of Section 3.2,∣∣( /∇kΩχ̂)H

+

− ( /∇kΩχ̂)I
+ ∣∣ . ∑

k1+k2+|γ|≤k
l1+l2+l3≥2

|( /∇k1f4)l1 · ( /∇k2∂vf
4)l2 · (Dγχ̂)l3H+ |.

The proof then follows after controlling the nonlinear terms appropriately.
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10.6.2 Estimates for ` = 0, 1 modes of H+ quantities from I+ quantities

The following estimate for βH+ exploits the fact that f3 = 0 on {uI+ = uf} ∩ {uH+ = uf}. The estimate
for

ΥH
+

=

(
1− 3Mf

r

)
(ρ− ρ◦)H+ +

3Mf

2r2
(Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦)H+ −

3MfΩ2
◦

2r2
Ω−2

(
Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦

)
H+ ,

exploits the fact that this quantity, plus a suitable multiple of (Ω2 − Ω2
◦)H+ , when projected to ` = 0 is

almost gauge invariant.

Proposition 10.6.5 (Estimates for /divβH
+

`=1 and ΥH
+

`=0 on Cuf ). The ` = 1 modes of β and the ` = 0 mode
of Υ in the H+ gauge satisfy∣∣∣ /divβH

+

`=1(uf , v(R, uf ))
∣∣∣2 +

∣∣∣ΥH+

`=0(uf , v(R, uf ))
∣∣∣2 . (uf )−4+2δ

(
ENuf ,I+ + ε4

)
.

Proof. The estimate for /divβ follows from applying /div to the relation (4.3.47) and using the fact that f3 ≡ 0
on {uH+ = uf} = {uI+ = uf}.

The estimate for ΥH
+

`=0 follows from the fact that,

Υ`=0 −
3Mf

r3

(
Ω2 − Ω2

◦
)
`=0

,

is almost gauge invariant. Indeed, the relations (4.3.36), (4.3.43), (4.3.44) and (4.3.49) imply that∣∣∣∣∣
(

Υ− 3Mf

r3

(
Ω2 − Ω2

◦
))I+

−
(

Υ− 3Mf

r3

(
Ω2 − Ω2

◦
))H+

− 3MfΩ2
◦

r2
/∆(f3 − f4)

∣∣∣∣∣ . ε2

u2
.

The proof then follows from the fact that
(

Ω2
◦

Ω2 − 1
)H+

vanishes on uH+ = uf .

10.6.3 Estimate for (/g − r2γ̊)H
+

from (/g − r2γ̊)I
+

Finally the estimate (10.6.2) is obtained.

Proposition 10.6.6 (Estimates for (/g − r2γ̊)H
+

on Cuf ). On the final hypersurface u = uf , (/g − r2γ̊)H
+

satisfies, for s = 0, 1,∑
k≤N−s

‖(r /∇)k(/g − r2γ̊)H
+

‖2
SH

+

uf ,v(R,uf )

.
ε4

v(R, uf )s+1
+ ENuf ,I+ +

∑
k≤N−s−2

‖(r /∇)kχ̂H
+

‖2
SH

+

uf ,v(R,uf )

+ |(ρ− ρ◦)H
+

|2.

Proof. Recall that, on the final hypersurface u = uf , f1 = f2 = f3 = 0. Using the relation (4.3.35) restricted
to {u = uf}, the fact that∣∣∣rH+ − rI+ + Ω2

◦(f
3
H+,I+ − f4

H+,I+)
∣∣∣ . |f3

H+,I+ − f4
H+,I+ |2,

and the fact that, for any SH
+

-tangent (0, k) tensor ξ, on u = uf ,

/∇I
+

ξ = /∇H
+

ξ + /∇f4
H+,I+(Ω /∇4)H

+

ξ,

one easily arrives at the estimate (10.6.3). The proof then follows from the relation (4.3.49) restricted to
{u = uf} and Lemma 10.6.3.

This now completes the proof of Proposition 10.6.1, and thus also of Theorem C.2.
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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

1

2

(
Ω /∇4Ω /∇3 + Ω /∇3Ω /∇4

)
W +

Ω2

r2
r2
(
− /∆ + V

)
W = F lin[W ] + Fnlin[W ], (11.0.1)

for V some (non-negative) potential, F lin[W ] a “linear error” term and Fnlin[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 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 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 ĎH
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. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 202

11.3.3 Energies associated to the region ĎI
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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 lin[W ], Fnlin[W ] for the
equations satisfied by (weighted versions of) the quantities α, α, ψ, ψ, P and P , each in their respective
gauges. The most important algebraic insight, following from [DHR] (cf. (II.3.3) in Section II.3.1), is that
F lin

[
r5P

]
= F lin

[
r5P

]
= 0, in both regions. We then specify the V , F lin[W ] and Fnlin[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 (WH+ ,WI+) satisfying S-tensorial wave equations of type (11.0.1). These estimates

arise from summing general multiplier identities applied in the region ĎH+

(for WH+) and ĎI+

(for WI+)
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 ĎI+

and ĎH+

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 lin 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 WH+ above and Section 11.6 proves
rp-weighted multiplier estimates for an WI+ 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 11.3–11.6 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 II.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

2

(
Ω /∇4Ω /∇3 + Ω /∇3Ω /∇4

)
+

Ω2

r2
r2
(
− /∆

)
= /∇2

T − /∇2
R? −

Ω2

r2
r2 /∆ , (11.1.1)

where

T =
1

2
(Ωe3 + Ωe4) , R? =

1

2
(−Ωe3 + Ωe4) . (11.1.2)

Define also the potentials

VI =
4Ω2

r2
− 6M

Ω2

r3
and VII =

2Ω2

r2
+ 6M

Ω2

r3
. (11.1.3)

Remark 11.1.1. Note that the principal part of −/� 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-tensor1 W satisfies a tensorial wave equation of Type 1 with given expressions F lin1 [W ]

(“linear errors”) and Fnlin1 [W ] (“non-linear errors”), if

/�W + VIW = F lin1 [W ] + Fnlin1 [W ] , (11.1.4)

a tensorial wave equation of Type 2 with given expressions F lin2 [W ] and Fnlin2 [W ], if

/�W + VIIW = F lin2 [W ] + Fnlin2 [W ] , (11.1.5)

a tensorial wave equation of Type 3k with given expressions F lin3k
[W ] and Fnlin3k

[W ], if

/�W + 2k
M

r2
Ω /∇3W = F lin3k

[W ] + Fnlin3k
[W ] (11.1.6)

and a tensorial wave equation of Type 4k,l with given expressions F lin4k,l
[W ] and Fnlin4k,l

[W ], if

/�W +
2k

r
Ω2
◦Ω /∇4W + 2l

Ω2

r2
W = F lin4k,l

[W ] + Fnlin4k,l
[W ] . (11.1.7)

1In 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 H+ gauge and the I+ gauge, we shall consider Type 3k equations only for the H+ gauge and Type
4k,l equations only for the I+ 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. αH+ 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:

• The pairs
(
AH+ = rΩ2αH+ , AI+ = rΩ2αI+

)
and

(
AH+ = rΩ2αH+ , ǍI+ = řΩ2αI+

)
satisfy equations

of Type 2 with linear errors given by:

F lin2 [AH+ ] =
8

r

Ω2

r2

(
1− 3M

r

)
ΠH+ , F lin2 [AI+ ] =

8

r

Ω2

r2

(
1− 3M

r

)
ΠI+

F lin2 [AH+ ] =
8

r

Ω2

r2

(
1− 3M

r

)
ΠH+ , F lin2

[
ǍI+

]
=

8

r

Ω2

r2

(
1− 3M

r

)
Π̌I+ (11.1.8)

and non-linear errors given by (see Proposition 3.4.12 for the definition of k1 below):

Fnlin2 [AH+ ] = Ω2E1 , Fnlin2 [AI+ ] = E1
6 ,

Fnlin2 [AH+ ] = Ω6(E?)1 , Fnlin2

[
ǍI+

]
= Ě1

3 + k1r /D
∗
2

(
r /∇Ωtrχ · α

)
.

• The pairs
(
ΠH+ = r3ΩψH+ ,ΠI+ = r3ΩψI+

)
and

(
ΠH+ = r3ΩψH+ , Π̌I+ = r3Ωψ̌I+

)
satisfy equations

of Type 1 with linear error terms given by

F lin1 [ΠH+ ] =
3M

r2
Ω2AH+ − 2

r

Ω2

r2

(
1− 3M

r

)
ΨH+

F lin1 [ΠH+ ] =
3M

r2
Ω2AH+ −

2

r

Ω2

r2

(
1− 3M

r

)
ΨH+ (11.1.9)

and the same relations replacing all subscripts H+ by I+ and putting a check superscript on the
underlined-quantities) and non-linear errors given by

Fnlin1 [ΠH+ ] = Ω2E2 , Fnlin1 [ΠI+ ] = E2
4 , Fnlin1 [ΠH+ ] = Ω4(E?)2 , Fnlin1

[
Π̌I+

]
= Ě2

2 . (11.1.10)

• The pairs (ΨH+ ,ΨI+) and
(
ΨH+ , Ψ̌I+

)
satisfy equations of Type 1 with linear errors given by

F lin1 [ΨH+ ] = F lin1 [ΨI+ ] = F lin1

[
Ψ̌I+

]
= F lin1 [ΨH+ ] = 0 . (11.1.11)

and non-linear errors given by (see Proposition 3.4.14 and in particular (3.4.22))

Fnlin1 [ΨH+ ] = Ω2(E?)3
2 , Fnlin1 [ΨI+ ] = E3

2 (11.1.12)

Fnlin1 [ΨH+ ] = Ω2(E?)3
2 , Fnlin1

[
Ψ̌I+

]
= Ě3

2 + Eanom[P̌ ]

Proof. This is a rewriting of the equations derived in Chapter 3.4.

Remark 11.1.5. One may easily check that also Fnlin2 [AH+ ] = Ω2(E?)1 and Fnlin1 [ΠH+ ] = Ω2(E?)2 but we
will not need to exploit this additional structure of the error below. We will however exploit Fnlin1 [ΠH+ ] =
Ω4(E?)2 and Fnlin2 [AH+ ] = Ω6(E?)1 in Section 13.7.6. (Recall Section 3.2.5 for the E? notation.)

Proposition 11.1.6 (Quantities satisfying tensorial wave equations of Type 3k). The following quantities
satisfy tensorial wave equations of Type 3k with given linear and non-linear error terms:
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• The weighted tensor Ω−4AH+ satisfies an equation of Type 32 with

F lin32

[
Ω−4AH+

]
=

8

r

Ω2

r2
(Ω−2ΠH+)− 8M

r3
Ω2(Ω−4AH+) , (11.1.13)

Fnlin32

[
Ω−4AH+

]
= Ω2E1 . (11.1.14)

• The weighted tensor Ω−2ΠH+ satisfies an equation of Type 31 with

F lin31

[
Ω−2ΠH+

]
=

3M

r2
AH+ −

2

r

Ω2

r2
ΨH+ − 2

2M

r3
Ω2 · (Ω−2ΠH+) , (11.1.15)

Fnlin31

[
Ω−2ΠH+

]
= Ω2E2 . (11.1.16)

• The tensors ΨH+ and ΨH+ satisfy an equation of Type 30 with

F lin30
[ΨH+ ] = −4Ω2

r2
ΨH+ + 6M

Ω2

r3
ΨH+ , F lin30

[ΨH+ ] = −4Ω2

r2
ΨH+ + 6M

Ω2

r3
ΨH+ (11.1.17)

and the non-linear error as in (11.1.12).

Remark 11.1.7. The reason for considering Ω−4AH+ and Ω−2ΠH+ is that these quantities are expected to
remain uniformly bounded all the way to the event horizon.

Proof. The Ψ,Ψ case is just a rewriting of the equation of Type 1 from Proposition 11.1.4, equation (11.1.11).
Now for W = ΠH+ and k = 1 as well as for W = AH+ and k = 2 we note the identity:

/�(Ω−2kW ) = Ω−2k
(
/�W − k

(
Ω−1 /∇3Ω2

)
Ω /∇4W

)
− 2kωΩ /∇3(Ω−2kW )− 2k

2M

r3
Ω2 · Ω−2kW + Ω2E3−k ,

which in turn follows from

Ω /∇3Ω /∇4(Ω−2kW ) = Ω /∇3

(
−kΩ−2k2ωW + Ω−2kΩ /∇4W

)
= −2kωΩ /∇3(Ω−2kW )− 2k

2M

r3
Ω2 · Ω−2kW − k

(
Ω−1 /∇3Ω2

)
Ω−2kΩ /∇4W

+

(
−2

Ω2

r2
r2 /D?2 /div(Ω−2kW ) + Ω−2k /�W

)
+ Ω2E3−k . (11.1.18)

We now apply the above with k = 1 and W = ΠH+ as well as with k = 2 and W = AH+ . After inserting
the relevant equation of Proposition 11.1.4 for /�ΠH+ and /�AH+ we obtain the desired form.

Proposition 11.1.8 (Quantities satisfying tensorial wave equations of Type 4k,l). The following quantities
satisfy tensorial wave equations of Type 4k,l with given linear and non-linear error terms:

• The tensors ΨI+ and Ψ̌I+ satisfy equations of Type 4k,l with k = 0, ` = 2 and with

F lin40,2
[ΨI+ ] = 6M

Ω2

r3
ΨI+ , F lin40,2

[
Ψ̌I+

]
= 6M

Ω2

r3
Ψ̌I+ ,

Fnlin40,2
[ΨI+ ] = E3

2 , Fnlin40,2

[
Ψ̌I+

]
= Ě3

2 + Eanom[P̌ ].

• The tensor r2ΠI+ satisfies an equation of Type 4k,l a with k = 1, ` = 1 and with

F lin41,1

[
r2ΠI+

]
= 2M

Ω2

r2
ΨI+ +

3MΩ2

r4
(r4AI+) + 6M

Ω2

r3

(
r2ΠI+

)
,

Fnlin41,1

[
r2ΠI+

]
= E2

2 . (11.1.19)
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• The tensor r4AI+ satisfies an equation of Type 4k,l with k = 2, ` = −1 and with

F lin42,−1

[
r4AI+

]
= −8MΩ2ΠI+ − 22M

Ω2
◦
r3

(
r4AI+

)
,

Fnlin42,−1

[
r4AI+

]
= E1

2 . (11.1.20)

Proof. For ΨI+ , this is a rewriting of the equation of Type 1 from Proposition 11.1.4, equation (11.1.11).
For ΠI+ , note (dropping subscripts temporarily)

Ω /∇3Ω /∇4

(
r2Π

)
= Ω /∇3

(
r2Ω /∇4Π + 2rΩ2

◦Π
)

= r2

(
−2

Ω2

r2
r2 /D?2 /divΠ− 2

Ω2

r2
Π + 6M

Ω2

r3
A− 2

r

(
1− 3M

r

)
Ω /∇3Π +

3M

r2
Ω2A+ E2

4

)
+2rΩ2

◦Ω /∇3Π− 2

r
Ω2
◦Ω /∇4

(
r2Π

)
+ 4Ω4

◦Π− 2Ω2
◦Π

and collect terms. For A, note

Ω /∇3Ω /∇4

(
r4A

)
= Ω /∇3

(
r4Ω /∇4A+ 4r3Ω2

◦A
)

= r4

(
+

Ω2

r2
r2 /∆A− 2

Ω2

r2
A− 6M

Ω2

r3
A− 4

r

(
1− 3M

r

)
Ω /∇3A+ E [α] + F34[A]

)
+4r3Ω2

◦Ω /∇3A−
4

r
Ω2
◦Ω /∇4

(
r4A

)
+ 16r2Ω4

◦A+
(
−12r2 + 16Mr

)
Ω2
◦A

and collect terms.

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 /∇T , r /div, r2 /∆ and /∇R? .

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 k1, p1 ≥ 0,

the notation
(
Dk1Φp1

)1 ·H denotes a term involving a sum of terms (linear, quadratic, cubic, ...) in the Φp
containing at most k1 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

H =
{
jHp1

k1k2
, jH̃p1

k1k2
, jJp1

k1k2

}
k1+k2≤k,k1≤k−1,p1≥p,j≥1

where jHp1

k1k2
is a collection of H as above, jH̃p1

k1k2
∈ {γ | γ ∈ {(1, 0, 0), (0, 1, 0), (0, 0, 1)}k2}∪{0} and jJp1

k1k2

is a trace set of some order d ≥ 0. Set Dk2W · (γ) := DγW for γ ∈ {(1, 0, 0), (0, 1, 0), (0, 0, 1)}k2 . We finally
define

Dk[Φp,W ] ·H =
∑
p1≥p

k1+k2≤k
k1≤k−1

∑
j≥1

((
Dk1Φp1

)1 · jHp1

k1k2
⊗Dk2W · jH̃p1

k1k2

)
·/g jJ

p1

k1k2
. (11.2.1)

As usual, 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 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 Ek′p′ . For instance Dk[Φp,

[
rΩ /∇4

]m
(r5P )] ·H = Ek+m+2

p .

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. Then2

2We suppress the subscript 1 or 2 in F lin below. It is 1 or 2 depending on the type.
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• The commuted quantity /∇TW satisfies a tensorial wave equation of the same type with

F lin
[
/∇TW

]
= /∇T

(
F lin [W ]

)
,

Fnlin
[
/∇TW

]
= /∇T

(
Fnlin [W ]

)
+ D2[Φ3,W ] ·H . (11.2.2)

• The commuted quantity r /divW (which is an S-tangent 1-form) satisfies a tensorial wave equation of
the same type with

F lin
[
r /divW

]
= r /divF lin [W ] + 3

Ω2

r2
r /divW ,

Fnlin
[
r /divW

]
= r /divFnlin [W ] + D2[Φ2,W ] ·H . (11.2.3)

• The commuted quantity r2 /∆W satisfies a tensorial wave equation of the same type with

F lin
[
r2 /∆W

]
= r2 /∆F lin [W ] ,

Fnlin
[
r2 /∆W

]
= r2 /∆F lin [W ] + D3[Φ2,W ] ·H . (11.2.4)

• The commuted quantity /∇R?W satisfies a tensorial wave equation of the same type with

F lin
[
/∇R?W

]
= /∇R?

(
F lin [W ]

)
− 2

r

Ω2

r2

(
1− 3M

r

)
r2 /∆W + h0

1

r

Ω2

r2
W ,

Fnlin
[
/∇R?W

]
= /∇R?

(
Fnlin [W ]

)
+ D2[Φ3,W ] ·H . (11.2.5)

Proof. The /∇T commutation is straightforward using Lemma 3.3.1. For the angular commutation we note

/D2 /∆ξ = /D2

(
−2/D?2 /D2 + 2K

)
ξ = −2

(
−1

2
/∆− 1

2
K

)
/D2ξ + 2K /D2ξ + 2 /∇K⊗̂ξ

= /∆/D2ξ + 3K /D2ξ + 2 /∇K⊗̂ξ , (11.2.6)

which yields the result. The /∇R? commutation is again a straightforward commutation using the formulae
(3.4.11), (3.4.12) and Lemma 3.3.1.

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 3k. Then

• The commuted quantity /∇TW satisfies a tensorial wave equation of type 3k with

F lin3k

[
/∇TW

]
= /∇T

(
F lin3k [W ]

)
,

Fnlin3k

[
/∇TW

]
= /∇T

(
Fnlin3k [W ]

)
+ D2[Φ3,W ] ·H . (11.2.7)

• The commuted quantity r /divWH+ (which is an S-tangent 1-form) satisfies a tensorial wave equation
of type 3k with

F lin3k

[
r /divW

]
= r /divF lin3k [W ] + 3

Ω2

r2
r /divW ,

Fnlin3k

[
r /divW

]
= r /divFnlin3k [W ] + D2[Φ2,W ] ·H . (11.2.8)

• The commuted quantity r2 /∆W satisfies a tensorial wave equation of type 3k with

F lin3k

[
r2 /∆W

]
= r2 /∆F lin3k [W ] ,

Fnlin3k

[
r2 /∆W

]
= r2 /∆Fnlin3k [W ] + D3[Φ2,W ] ·H . (11.2.9)
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• The commuted quantity Ω−1 /∇3W satisfies a tensorial wave equation of type 3k+ 1
2
with

F lin3k

[
Ω−1 /∇3W

]
= Ω−1 /∇3F lin3k [W ] + h3Ω2Ω−1 /∇3W + h3Ω2 /∆W ,

Fnlin3k

[
Ω−1 /∇3W

]
= Ω−1 /∇3Fnlin3k [W ] + D2[Φ3,W ] ·H . (11.2.10)

Remark 11.2.3. The fact that commutation with Ω−1 /∇3 leads to a stronger redshift factor (k + 1
2) 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 /∇T , r /div and r2 /∆ commutations are analogous to the proof of Proposition 11.2.1. For Ω−1 /∇3,
write (cf. Lemma 3.3.1)

1

Ω2
/� =

1

Ω
/∇3Ω /∇4 −

1

r2
r2 /∆− 1

2
Ω−2F34[·]

and commute the operator Ω−1 /∇3 through, resulting in the commutator[
/�,Ω−1 /∇3

]
W ≡ −2M

r2
Ω2
[
Ω−1 /∇3

]2
W − 4M

r3
Ω2Ω−1 /∇3W −

4

r3
Ω2 /D?2 /divW (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).

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 4k,l. Then

• The commuted quantity /∇TW satisfies a tensorial wave equation of type 4k,l with

F lin4k,l

[
/∇TW

]
= /∇T

(
F lin4k,l

[W ]
)
,

Fnlin4k,l

[
/∇TW

]
= /∇T

(
Fnlin4k,l

[W ]
)

+ D2[Φ3,W ] ·H . (11.2.12)

• The commuted quantity r /divWI+ (which is an S-tangent 1-form) satisfies a tensorial wave equation of
type 4k,l− 3

2
with

F lin4k,l

[
r /divW

]
= r /divF lin4k,l

[W ] ,

Fnlin4k,l

[
r /divW

]
= r /divFnlin4k,l

[W ] + D2[Φ2,W ] ·H . (11.2.13)

• The commuted quantity r2 /∆W satisfies a tensorial wave equation of type 4k,l with

F lin4k,l

[
r2 /∆W

]
= r2 /∆F lin [W ] ,

Fnlin4k,l

[
r2 /∆W

]
= r2 /∆Fnlin [W ] + D3[Φ2,W ] ·H . (11.2.14)

• The commuted quantity rΩ /∇4W satisfies a tensorial wave equation of type 4k+ 1
2 ,l−k−1/2 with

F lin4k,l

[
rΩ /∇4W

]
=
(
rΩ /∇4 − Ω2

◦
)
F lin4k,l

[W ] + h2r
2 /∆W + h3rΩ /∇4W + h2W ,

Fnlin4k,l

[
rΩ /∇4W

]
=
(
rΩ /∇4 − Ω2

◦
)
Fnlin4k,l

[W ] + D2[Φ2,W ] ·H . (11.2.15)

Proof. The /∇T , r /div and r2 /∆ commutations are analogous to the proof of Proposition 11.2.1. For rΩ /∇4 we
first note

rΩ /∇4

(
F lin4k,l

[W ] + Fnlin4k,l
[W ]

)
= rΩ /∇4

(
/�+

2k

r
Ω2
◦Ω /∇4W + 2l

Ω2

r2
W

)
= /�

(
rΩ /∇4W

)
+

2k

r
Ω2
◦Ω /∇4

(
rΩ /∇4W

)
+ 2l

Ω2

r2

(
rΩ /∇4W

)
+
[
rΩ /∇4, /�

]
W +

[
rΩ /∇4,

2k

r
Ω2
◦Ω /∇4

]
− 4l

Ω2

r2

(
1− 3M

r

)
W +

1

r
Φ5/2W.
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To compute the commutator
[
rΩ /∇4, /�

]
we observe (with ≡ ignoring non-linear terms, wich are easily seen

to be of the form claimed)

rΩ /∇4

(
Ω /∇3Ω /∇4 −

Ω2

r2
r2 /∆ + F34 [·]

)
≡ rΩ /∇3

(
Ω /∇4Ω /∇4

)
− Ω2

r2
r2 /∆rΩ /∇4 + 2

Ω2

r2

(
1− 3M

r

)
r2 /∆

≡ Ω /∇3

(
rΩ /∇4Ω /∇4

)
+ Ω2

◦Ω /∇4Ω /∇4 −
Ω2

r2
r2 /∆rΩ /∇4 + 2

Ω2

r2

(
1− 3M

r

)
r2 /∆

≡ Ω /∇3

(
Ω /∇4(rΩ /∇4)− Ω2

◦Ω /∇4

)
+

Ω2
◦
r

Ω /∇4(rΩ /∇4)− Ω4
◦
r

Ω /∇4 −
Ω2

r2
r2 /∆rΩ /∇4 + 2

Ω2

r2

(
1− 3M

r

)
r2 /∆

≡ /�
(
rΩ /∇4

)
+

Ω2
◦
r

Ω /∇4(rΩ /∇4) +

(
−1 +

4M

r

)
Ω2
◦
r2
rΩ /∇4 − Ω2

◦Ω /∇3Ω /∇4 + 2
Ω2

r2

(
1− 3M

r

)
r2 /∆

≡ /�
(
rΩ /∇4

)
+

Ω2
◦
r

Ω /∇4(rΩ /∇4) + (−1 + 2k)
Ω2
◦
r2
rΩ /∇4

+h2r
2 /∆ + h2 + h3rΩ /∇4 − Ω2

◦

(
F lin4k,l

[·] + Fnlin4k,l
[·]
)
.

To compute the other commutator we note

rΩ /∇4

(
2k

r
Ω2
◦Ω /∇4W

)
= rΩ /∇4

(
2k

r2
Ω2
◦rΩ /∇4W

)
=

2k

r
Ω2
◦Ω /∇4

(
rΩ /∇4W

)
− 4k

r2
Ω2
◦

(
1− 3M

r

)
rΩ /∇4W

Collecting terms now yields the claim.

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 uf ∈ [u0

f , ûf ], with ûf ∈ B, and fix some λ ∈ R(uf ). All propositions

below shall always refer to the anchored I+ and H+ gauges in the spacetime (M(λ), g(λ)), corresponding
to parameters uf , Mf (uf , λ), whose existence is ensured by Definition 7.1.1. We shall denote M = Mf

throughout the remainder of this chapter.

The following summary will help the reader familiarise with the notation.

• Fluxes are generally denoted F (outgoing cones) and F (ingoing cones), integrated decay energies by I.

• A check superscript (i.e. Ǐ) 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.

• A superscript � in the horizon energies denotes an energy that is non-optimal in terms of Ω2-weights
(to be thought of as the horizon-degenerate energy generated by the ultimately Killing field T ).

• A superscript “deg” in the horizon energies denotes an energy that degenerates near r = 3M .

• A superscript number in the infinity energies denotes an r-weight near null infinity.

• A superscript ? in the horizon region denotes that the energies are restricted to r ≥ 9Minit/4.
A superscript ? in the infinity region denotes that the energies are restricted to r ≤ 2R.
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Figure 11.1: The regions ĎH+

and ĎI+

11.3.1 The truncated regions

Recall the hypersurface B and the values u1, v1 defined in Section 10.3.1. The timelike hypersurface B
partitions the globally hyperbolic domain

J+(CH
+

v1
) ∩ J−(Cuf )

into two connected components whose closures we shall denote by ĎH+

and ĎI+

, characterised by

ĎH
+

⊂ DH
+

, ĎI
+

⊂ DI
+

, ĎH
+

∩ ĎI
+

= B, ĎH
+

∩ ĎI
+

= J+(CH
+

v1
) ∩ J−(Cuf ). (11.3.1)

Refer to Figure 11.1.
More generally we will find useful also the notations, for given u ≥ u1, v ≥ v1

ĎH
+

(v) := ĎH
+

∩ {vH+ ≥ v}, ĎI
+

(u) := ĎI
+

∩ {uI+ ≥ u},

ĎH
+

(u, v) := ĎH
+

∩ {uH+ ≥ u} ∩ {vH+ ≥ v}, ĎI
+

(u, v) := ĎI
+

∩ {uI+ ≥ u} ∩ {vI+ ≥ v}.

We may now define the truncated cones: For given u ≥ u1, v ≥ v1, define the null hypersurfaces of the
H+ gauge truncated at the timelike hypersurface B,

ČH
+

u (v) := CH
+

u (v) ∩ ĎH
+

, Č
H+

v (u) := CH
+

v (u) ∩ ĎH
+

,

and similarly define the truncated null hypersurfaces in the I+ gauge

ČI
+

u (v) := CI
+

u (v) ∩ ĎI
+

, Č
I+

v (u) := CI
+

v (u) ∩ ĎI
+

.

Finally, given a τ ≥ u1 we denote by v(τ) the number such that CH
+

v(τ) ∩ CI
+

τ ⊂ B.

11.3.2 Energies associated to the region ĎH+

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 ĎH+

(ending at B, indicated by a check superscript)

F̌�u [WH+ ] (v) =

∫
ČH+
u (v)

|Ω /∇4WH+ |2 +
Ω2

r2
|r /∇WH+ |2 +

Ω2

r2
|WH+ |2 , (11.3.2)

F̌u [WH+ ] (v) =

∫
ČH+
u (v)

|Ω /∇4WH+ |2 +
1

r2
|r /∇WH+ |2 +

1

r2
|WH+ |2 ,

F̌�v [WH+ ] =

∫
Č
H+

v

|Ω /∇3WH+ |2 +
Ω2

r2
|r /∇WH+ |2 +

Ω2

r2
|WH+ |2 , (11.3.3)

F̌v [WH+ ] =

∫
Č
H+

v

Ω−2|Ω /∇3WH+ |2 +
Ω2

r2
|r /∇WH+ |2 +

Ω2

r2
|WH+ |2 .

Note the improvement near the horizon when the � superscript is dropped.
Finally, we define the following auxiliary energy, which contains a ? to indicate it is restricted to the

region r ≥ 9Minit/4 (i.e. away from what will be the event horizon):

F̌?v [WH+ ] =

∫
Č
H+

v ∩{r≥9Minit/4}
|Ω /∇3WH+ |2 +

Ω2

r2
|r /∇WH+ |2 +

Ω2

r2
|WH+ |2 . (11.3.4)

We furthermore define non-degenerate and degenerate spacetime energies

Ǐ� [WH+ ] (τ1, τ2) =

∫
ĎH+ (v(τ1))\ĎH+ (v(τ2))

|Ω /∇3WH+ |2

r1+δ
+
|Ω /∇4WH+ |2

r1+δ
+
|r /∇WH+ |2

r3
+
|WH+ |2

r3
, (11.3.5)

Ǐ [WH+ ] (τ1, τ2) = Ǐ� [WH+ ] (τ1, τ2) +

∫
ĎH+ (v(τ1))\ĎH+ (v(τ2))

1

r1+δ
|Ω−1 /∇3WH+ |2, (11.3.6)

Ǐ�,deg [WH+ ] (τ1, τ2) =

∫
ĎH+

(v(τ1))\ĎH+
(v(τ2))

| /∇R?WH+ |2

r1+δ
+
|WH+ |2

r3
+

(
1− 3M

r

)2( | /∇TWH+ |2

r1+δ
+
|r /∇WH+ |2

r3

)
,

Ǐdeg [WH+ ] (τ1, τ2) = Ǐ�,deg [WH+ ] (τ1, τ2) +

∫
ĎH+

(v(τ1))\ĎH+
(v(τ2))

1

r1+δ
|Ω−1 /∇3WH+ |2 . (11.3.7)

We also define the auxiliary energy (restricted to r ≥ 9Minit/4)

Ǐ?,deg [WH+ ] (τ1, τ2) =

∫
| /∇R?WH+ |2

r1+δ
+
|WH+ |2

r3
+

(
1− 3M

r

)2( | /∇TWH+ |2

r1+δ
+
|r /∇WH+ |2

r3

)
,

where the integration is over ĎH+

(v(τ1)) \ ĎH+

(v(τ2)) ∩ {r ≥ 9Minit/4}. For all of the spacetime energies
above we agree on the convention that replacing (τ1, τ2) by just (τ1) results in all integrations being over

ĎH+

(v(τ1)) instead of ĎH+

(v(τ1)) \ ĎH+

(v(τ2)).
Finally, we define the flux through the timelike hypersurface B in the horizon region as

FB [WH+ ] (τ) :=

∫
B(τ)

|Ω /∇3WH+ |2 + |Ω /∇4WH+ |2 + |r /∇WH+ |2 + |WH+ |2. (11.3.8)

11.3.3 Energies associated to the region ĎI+

We define the following energy fluxes on null cones

F̌u [WI+ ] =

∫
ČI+
u

|Ω /∇4WI+ |2 +
1

r2
|r /∇WI+ |2 +

1

r2
|WI+ |2 , (11.3.9)
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F̌v [WI+ ] (u) =

∫
Č
I+

v (u)

|Ω /∇3WI+ |2 +
1

r2
|r /∇WI+ |2 +

1

r2
|WI+ |2 ,

F̌pu [WI+ ] =

∫
ČI+
u

rp|Ω /∇4WI+ |2 and /̌Fpu [WI+ ] =

∫
ČI+
u

rp−2|r /∇WI+ |2 , (11.3.10)

/̌Fp
v

[WI+ ] (u) =

∫
Č
I+

v (u)

rp−2|r /∇WI+ |2 .

We also define weighted spacetime energies

Ǐ [WI+ ] (τ1, τ2) =

∫
ĎI+ (τ1)\ĎI+ (τ2)

∣∣Ω /∇4WI+ |2

r1+δ
+

∣∣Ω /∇3WI+ |2

r1+δ
+

∣∣r /∇WI+

∣∣2
r3

+
|WI+ |2

r3
, (11.3.11)

Ǐp [WI+ ] (τ1, τ2) =

∫
ĎI+ (τ1)\ĎI+ (τ2)

(∣∣Ω /∇4WI+ |2

r1+δp0
+

∣∣r /∇WI+

∣∣2
r3+δp2δ

+
|WI+ |2

r3+δp2δ

)
rp , (11.3.12)

for p ≤ 2 where δab is the Kronecker delta symbol, and

/̌Ip [WI+ ] (τ1, τ2) =

∫
ĎI+ (τ1)\ĎI+ (τ2)

rp−3
∣∣r /∇WI+

∣∣2 . (11.3.13)

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

F̌?u [WI+ ] =

∫
ČI+
u ∩{r≤2R}

(
rp|Ω /∇4WI+ |2 +

1

r2
|r /∇WI+ |2 +

1

r2
|WI+ |2

)
, (11.3.14)

Ǐ? [WI+ ] (τ1, τ2) =

∫
(ĎI+ (τ1)\ĎI+ (τ2))∩{r≤2R}

∣∣Ω /∇4WI+ |2

r1+δ
+

∣∣Ω /∇3WI+ |2

r1+δ
+

∣∣r /∇WI+

∣∣2
r3+δ

+
|WI+ |2

r3+δ
.

As before, we agree on the convention that replacing (τ1, τ2) by just (τ1) in the spacetime energies results in

all integrations being over ĎI+

(τ1) instead of ĎI+

(τ1) \ ĎI+

(τ2).
Finally, we define the flux through the timelike hypersurface B in the infinity region:

FB [WI+ ] (τ) :=

∫
B(τ)

|Ω /∇3WI+ |2 + |Ω /∇4WI+ |2 + |r /∇WI+ |2 + |WI+ |2. (11.3.15)

11.4 The energy estimate and basic integrated local energy decay

The next propositions establish good approximate energy conservation and integrated local energy decay
estimates for tensorial wave equations in the region ĎI+ ∪ ĎH+

in terms of the energy on the cones CI
+

u1

and CH
+

v(u1). In the derivation, we will only use the pointwise estimates

|rpΦp|+ |D(rpΦp)| . ε, (11.4.1)

valid for the quantities of both guages, in regions ĎI+

and ĎH+

respectively, following easily from our general
pointwise estimates (8.1.2).

Proposition 11.4.1. Let (WH+ ,WI+) be either a pair of symmetric traceless S-tensors or of S-tangent

1-forms defined in DH+

and DI+

respectively. Then, if (WH+ ,WI+) 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 ≤ τ1 ≤ τ2 ≤ uf ,

F̌�v(τ2)[WH+ ] + F̌τ2 [WI+ ] + F̌�uf [WH+ ] (v(τ1)) + F̌v∞ [WI+ ] (τ1) . F̌�v(τ1)[WH+ ] + F̌τ1 [WI+ ]

+

3∑
i=1

∣∣∣Bi [WH+ ] (τ1, τ2)− Bi [WI+ ] (τ1, τ2)
∣∣∣+

2∑
i=1

Gi [W ] (τ1, τ2) +

3∑
i=1

Hi [W ] (τ1, τ2). (11.4.2)

2. Basic integrated decay (non-optimal near horizon): For any u1 ≤ τ ≤ uf we have

Ǐ�,deg [WH+ ] (v(τ)) + Ǐ [WI+ ] (τ) . F̌�v(τ)[WH+ ] + F̌τ [WI+ ]

+

3∑
i=1

∣∣∣Bi [WH+ ] (τ, uf )− Bi [WI+ ] (τ, uf )
∣∣∣+

2∑
i=1

Gi [W ] (τ, uf ) +

3∑
i=1

Hi [W ] (τ, uf ). (11.4.3)

Here, with ĎH+

(v(τ1), v(τ2)) := ĎH+

(v(τ1))\ĎH+

(v(τ2)) and ĎI+

(τ1, τ2) := ĎI+

(τ1)\ĎI+

(τ2), we define

G1 [W ] (τ1, τ2) =
∣∣∣ ∫
ĎH+ (v(τ1),v(τ2))

F lin [WH+ ] /∇TWH+ +

∫
ĎI+ (τ1,τ2)

F lin [WI+ ] /∇TWI+

∣∣∣ , (11.4.4)

G2 [W ] (τ1, τ2) =
∣∣∣ ∫
ĎH+ (v(τ1),v(τ2))

F lin [WH+ ] /∇R?(WH+) +

∫
ĎI+ (τ1,τ2)

F lin [WI+ ] /∇R?WI+

∣∣∣ (11.4.5)

+

∫
ĎH+ (v(τ1),v(τ2))

|F lin [WH+ ] | |WH+ |r−1−δ +

∫
ĎI+ (τ1,τ2)

|F lin [WI+ ] | |WI+ |r−1−δ

and

H1 [W ] (τ1, τ2) =

∫
ĎH+ (v(τ1),v(τ2))

|Fnlin [WH+ ] | | /∇TWH+ |+
∫
ĎI+ (τ1,τ2)

|Fnlin [WI+ ] | | /∇TWI+ | , (11.4.6)

H2 [W ] (τ1, τ2) =

∫
ĎH+ (v(τ1),v(τ2))

|Fnlin [WH+ ] | | /∇R?WH+ |+
∫
ĎI+ (τ1,τ2)

|Fnlin [WI+ ] | | /∇R?WI+ | (11.4.7)

+

∫
ĎH+ (v(τ1),v(τ2))

|Fnlin [WH+ ] | |WH+ |r−1−δ +

∫
ĎI+ (τ1,τ2)

|Fnlin [WI+ ] | |WI+ |r−1−δ ,

H3 [W ] (τ1, τ2) =

∫
ĎH+ (v(τ1),v(τ2))∩{5Minit/2≤r≤7Minit/2}

(|DΦp|+ |Φp|)
(
| /∇TWH+ |2 + | /∇WH+ |2

)
(11.4.8)

and Bi [W ] for i = 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
Hi[W ] for i = 1, 2, 3 are non-linear error terms and will be handled schematically using Section 11.7. The
error terms Bi[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 G2[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 Ψ, Ψ, it follows that the Gi[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 auxiliary 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 VI = 2Ω2

r2 − 6MΩ2

r3 (Type 1) or VII = 6MΩ2

r3 (Type 2).

Note VI ≥ Ω2

2r2 for r ≥ 2M .

Step 1: Derivation of multiplier identities. Before we start the proof proper we derive the following

multiplier identities.3 Contracting the tensorial wave equation with /∇TW produces identities in DH+

and

DI+

respectively of the form

/∇T
(
fTT [WH+ ]

)
+ /∇R?

(
fTR? [WH+ ]

)
+ /∇AfTA [WH+ ] = FT [WH+ ] + F lin [WH+ ] /∇TWH+ + Fnlin [WH+ ] /∇TWH+ ,

/∇T
(
fTT [WI+ ]

)
+ /∇R?

(
fTR? [WI+ ]

)
+ /∇AfTA [WI+ ] = FT [WI+ ] + F lin [WI+ ] /∇TWH+ + Fnlin [WI+ ] /∇TWI+ ,

with

fTT [W ] =
1

2

(
| /∇TW |2 + | /∇R?W |2 +

Ω2

r2

(
r2| /∇W |2

)
+ V |W |2

)
,

fTR? [W ] = − /∇R?W /∇TW ,

fTA [W ] = −Ω2

r2
/∇AWBC /∇TWBC ,

FT [W ] = + /∇R?W
1

2
F34 [W ] +

(
K · T

(
Ω2 − Ω2

◦
)

+ Ω2T (K −K◦)
)
|W |2 +

1

2
(T (V − V◦)) |W |2 ,

− Ω2
(
η + η

)A
/∇AWBC /∇TWBC +

1

2

(
T
(
Ω2 − Ω2

◦
))
| /∇W |2 +

Ω2

r2
r /∇W

[
r /∇, /∇T

]
W , (11.4.9)

which we shall collectively refer to as the T -identity.
Contracting the tensorial wave equations with f /∇R?W + 1

2f
′W where f is a bounded function of r

(i.e. r = rH+ in DH+

and r = rI+ in DI+

) and a prime denoting a derivative with respect to R?) produces
identities with

/∇T
(
fXT [WH+ ]

)
+ /∇R?

(
fXR? [WH+ ]

)
+ /∇AfXA [WH+ ] + fXbulk

[
WH+

]
=FX [WH+ ] + F lin [WH+ ]

(
f /∇R?WH+ +

1

2
f ′WH+

)
+ Fnlin [WH+ ]

(
f /∇R?WH+ +

1

2
f ′WH+

)
in DH

+

,

/∇T
(
fXT [WI+ ]

)
+ /∇R?

(
fXR? [WI+ ]

)
+ /∇AfXA [WI+ ] + fXbulk [WI+ ]

=FX [WI+ ] + F lin [WI+ ]

(
f /∇R?WI+ +

1

2
f ′WI+

)
+ Fnlin [WI+ ]

(
f /∇R?WI+ +

1

2
f ′WI+

)
in DI

+

,

with

fXT [W ] = f /∇TW · /∇R?W +
1

2
f ′ /∇TW ·W ,

fXR? [W ] = −1

2
f

(
| /∇TW |2 + | /∇R?W |2 −

Ω2

r2
|r /∇W |2

)
+ 2

Ω2

r2
f |W |2 +

1

2
fV |W |2 − 1

2
f ′ /∇R?W ·W +

1

4
f ′′|W |2 ,

fXA [W ] = −Ω2 /∇AWf /∇R?W −
1

2
Ω2f ′ /∇AWBCW

BC ,

fXbulk [W ] = f ′| /∇R?W |2 + r2| /∇W |2 Ω2

r3

(
1− 3M

r

)
f + |W |2

(
−fR?

(
V

2

)
− 1

4
f ′′′
)
,

FX [W ] = −1

2

Ω2

r2
r /∇W

[
r /∇, /∇R?

]
W − Ω2

(
η + η

)A
f /∇AWBC /∇R?WBC − 2

Ω2

r2

(
r2K − 1

)
fW /∇R?W

+
1

2
(Tf ′)W · /∇TW −

1

2
Ω2
(
η + η

)
f ′ /∇W ·W − 1

2
Ω2 /∇W /∇f ′ ·W

+
Ω2

r2
fr2| /∇W |2 (ω − ω◦ + ω − ω◦) + |W |2 Ω2

r2
f ′
(
Kr2 − 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 /∇TW /∇R?W to denote ( /∇TW )AB( /∇R?W )AB .
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which we shall collectively refer to as the Morawetz X-identity.
Finally, contracting the tensorial wave equations with 1

2hW produces identities of the form

/∇T
(
fhT [WH+ ]

)
+ /∇R?

(
fhR? [WH+ ]

)
+ /∇AfhA [WH+ ] + fhbulk

[
WH+

]
= Fh [WH+ ] + F lin [WH+ ]

1

2
hWH+ + Fnlin [WH+ ]

1

2
hWH+ in DH

+

, (11.4.11)

/∇T
(
fhT [WI+ ]

)
+ /∇R?

(
fhR? [WI+ ]

)
+ /∇AfhA [WI+ ] + fhbulk [WI+ ]

= Fh [WI+ ] + F lin [WI+ ]
1

2
hWI+ + Fnlin [WI+ ]

1

2
hWI+ in DI

+

, (11.4.12)

with

fhT [W ] =
1

2
h /∇TW ·W ,

fhR? [W ] = −1

2
h /∇R?W ·W + Ω2Kh|W |2 +

1

4
h′|W |2 ,

fhA [W ] = −1

2
Ω2h /∇AWBC ·WBC ,

fhbulk [W ] =
1

2
h| /∇R?W |2 −

1

2
h| /∇TW |2 +

1

2

Ω2

r2
hr2| /∇W |2 − 1

4
h′′|W |2 +

1

2
V h|W |2 ,

Fh [W ] =
1

2
(Th)W · /∇TW −

1

2
Ω2
(
η + η

)
h /∇W ·W − 1

2
Ω2 /∇W /∇h ·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 u1 ≤ τ ≤ uf fixed, we will apply for arbitrary τ < u ≤ uf
successively

• The T -identity,

• The Morawetz X-identity with f =
(
1− 3M

r

) (
1 + M

r

)
,

• The Lagrangian h-identity with h = −
(
1− 3M

r

)2 1
r2

• The Morawetz X-identity with f =
(
1− r−δ

)
ξ where ξ is a smooth cut-off function equal to 1 for

r ≥ 2R and vanishing for r ≤ 2R−1

• The Lagrangian h-identity with h = r−1−δξ where ξ is a smooth cut-off function equal to 1 for r ≥ 2R
and vanishing for r ≤ 2R−1.

By this we mean multiplying each identity with

√
/g

r2 (recall r = rI+ in ĎI+

and r = rH+ in the region inside

ĎH+

) and integrating

• the relevant identity for WI+ in the region ĎI+

(τ1, τ2) = ĎI+

(τ1) \ ĎI+

(τ2)

• the relevant identity for WH+ identity in the region ĎH+

(v(τ1), v(τ2)) = ĎH+

(v(τ1)) \ ĎH+

(v(τ2))

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 /f an S-vectorfield we have in DH+

the formulae

Ω /∇3f = Ω2r2∇a
(

1

Ω2r2
(Ωe3)af

)
−
(
Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦

)
f , (11.4.14)
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Ω /∇4f = Ω2r2∇a
(

1

Ω2r2
(Ωe4)af

)
−
(
Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦ − bA∂A log

√
/g
)
f , (11.4.15)

/∇A/f
A

= Ω2r2∇a

(
/f
A

Ω2r2
(eA)

a

)
. (11.4.16)

Similarly, in DI+

(where we recall the metric is of the form (1.2.32) and hence (1.2.33) holds)

Ω /∇4f = Ω2r2∇a
(

1

Ω2r2
(Ωe4)af

)
− (Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦) f , (11.4.17)

Ω /∇3f = Ω2r2∇a
(

1

Ω2r2
(Ωe3)af

)
−
(
Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦ − bA∂A log

√
/g
)
f , (11.4.18)

/∇A/f
A

= Ω2r2∇a

(
/f
A

Ω2r2
(eA)

a

)
. (11.4.19)

Proof. We carry out the proof for the H+ gauge, the one for the I+ gauge being entirely analogous.
We note (

√
g = 2Ω2

√
/g being the spacetime volume form)

Ω /∇3f =
√
g∇a

(
1
√
g

(Ωe3)af

)
(11.4.20)

and stick in a

√
/g

r2 in the bracket. Analogously for the 4-direction where we start from

Ω /∇4f =
√
g∇a

(
1
√
g

(Ωe4)af

)
− f∂Ab

A =
√
g∇a

(
1
√
g

(Ωe4)af

)
− f /divb+ fbA∂A log

√
/g (11.4.21)

and repeat the computation sticking in a

√
/g

r2 in the bracket. For the last part we compute

∇a
(
/f
A

(eA)
a
)

=
1
√
g
∂a

(√
g/f
A

(eA)
a
)

=
1√
/gΩ2

∂a

(√
/gΩ2/f

A
(eA)

a
)

=
1√
/gΩ2

∂B

(√
/gΩ2/f

B
)

=
1√
/g
∂A

(√
/g/f
A
)

+ Ω2
(
η + η

)
B
/f
B

= /∇A/f
A

+ Ω2
(
η + η

)
B
/f
B
. (11.4.22)

Note that indeed Stokes’ theorem can be applied to each of the first terms on the right in the Lemma after

multiplication by

√
/g

r2 and integration with respect to the volume for dudvdθ1dθ2. 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 F (recall the definition (1.4.1)):∫

ĎH+ (v(τ1),v(τ2))

dudvdθ
(
|FT [WH+ ] |+ |FX [WH+ ] |+ |Fh [WH+ ] |

)
+

∫
ĎI+ (τ1,τ2)

dudvdθ
(
|FT [WI+ ] |+ |FX [WI+ ] |+ |Fh [WI+ ] |

)
. H3 [W ] (τ1, τ2) + ε

(
I�,deg [WH+ ] (v(τ1), v (τ2)) + I [WI+ ] (τ1, τ2)

)
, (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 u1 ≤ τ1 ≤ τ2 ≤ uf has been fixed. Integrating the T identity
as described above in the V -shaped region produces (after summing) the estimate

F̌τ2 [WI+ ] + F̌�v(τ2)[WH+ ] + F̌�uf [WH+ ] (v(τ1)) + F̌v∞ [WI+ ] (τ1) . F̌�v(τ1)[WH+ ] . +F̌τ [WI+ ]

+G1 [W ] (τ1, τ2) +H1 [W ] (τ1, τ2) +H3 [W ] (τ1, τ2) + |B1 [WH+ ] (τ1, τ2)− B1 [WI+ ] (τ1, τ2) |
+ε
(
I�,deg [WH+ ] (v(τ1), v (τ2)) + I [WI+ ] (τ1, τ2)

)
, (11.4.24)

provided we define

B1 [WI+ ] (τ1, τ2) :=

∫
B(τ1,τ2)

(
fTT [WI+ ] g(T I

+

, n) + fTR? [WI+ ] g(R?I
+

, n) + fTA [WI+ ] g(eI
+

A , n)
)

B1 [WH+ ] (τ1, τ2) :=

∫
B(τ1,τ2)

(
fTT [WH+ ] g(TH

+

, n) + fTR? [WH+ ] g(R?H
+

, n) + fTA [WH+ ] g(eH
+

A , n)
)
.

(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 B.

Below we will often add a large multiple (depending only on Minit) of the estimate (11.4.24).

Step 5: Applying the Morawetz X-identity. We claim that choosing f =
(
1− 3M

r

) (
1 + M

r

)
in the

Morawetz multiplier identity produces∫
ĎH+ (v(τ1),v(τ2))

(
1

r2
| /∇R?WH+ |2 +

(
1− 3M

r

)2
r3

| /∇WH+ |2 +
1

r3
|WH+ |2

)

+

∫
ĎI+ (τ1,τ2)

(
1

r2
| /∇R?WI+ |2 +

1

r3
| /∇WI+ |2 +

1

r3
|WI+ |2

)
. F̌�v(τ1)[WH+ ] + F̌τ1 [WI+ ]

+G1 [W ] (τ1, τ2) + G2 [W ] (τ1, τ2) +

3∑
i=1

Hi [W ] (τ1, τ2) +
∣∣∣ 2∑
i=1

Bi [WH+ ] (τ1, τ2)− Bi [WI+ ] (τ1, τ2)
∣∣∣ ,

(11.4.26)

provided we define

B2 [WI+ ] :=

∫
B(τ1,τ2)

(
fXT [WI+ ] g(T I

+

, n) + fXR? [WI+ ] g(R?I
+

, n) + fXA [WI+ ] g(eI
+

A , n)
)

B2 [WH+ ] :=

∫
B(τ1,τ2)

(
fXT [WH+ ] g(TH

+

, n) + fXR? [WH+ ] g(R?H
+

, n) + fXA [WH+ ] g(eH
+

A , n)
)
, (11.4.27)

which arises from the contribution of the boundary terms on the hypersurface B. Here we have used that

• we can control all boundary terms that appear on null hypersurfaces by adding a large multiple of the
estimate (11.4.24).

• in the region ĎI+

(τ1, τ2) we can use that we have

−f
(
V

2

)′
− 1

4
f ′′′ ≥

1− 2M
r

r3

for both V = VI and V = VII .
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• in the region ĎH+

(v(τ1), v(τ2)) we have for VII

−f
(
VII
2

)′
− 1

4
f ′′′ ≥

1− 2M
r

r3
,

while for VI we have the above inequality only in rH+ ≥ 6Minit. However, for rH+ ≤ 6Minit we can
use in addition the Poincaré inequality4 of Proposition 9.3.2 for a symmetric traceless S-tensor W ,∫

dudvdθr2| /∇W |2 Ω2

r3

(
1− 3M

r

)
f ≥ 3

4

∫
dudvdθ

Ω2

r3

(
1− 3M

r

)2(
1 +

M

r

)
|W |2 , (11.4.28)

where the integration is over ĎH+

(v(τ1), v(τ2)) ∩ {rH+ ≤ 6Minit} on both sides, and the fact that

−f
(
VI
2

)′
− 1

4
f ′′′ +

3

4

Ω2

r3

(
1− 3M

r

)2(
1 +

M

r

)
≥ 1

64

1− 2M
r

r3

holds in ĎH+

(v(τ1), (τ2)) ∩ {rH+ ≤ 6Minit}.

Step 6: Applying the Lagrangian h-identity. To obtain the missing /∇T derivatives in (11.4.26)

we apply the Lagrangian identity with h = −
(
1− 3M

r

)2 1
r2 and use that we can add a large multiple of the

identity (11.4.26) and (11.4.24) to produce the identity∫
ĎH+ (v(τ1),v(τ2))

(
1

r2
| /∇R?WH+ |2 +

(
1− 3M

r

)2
r3

| /∇WH+ |2 +

(
1− 3M

r

)2
r2

| /∇TWH+ |2 +
1

r3
|WH+ |2

)

+

∫
ĎI+ (τ1,τ2)

(
1

r2
| /∇R?WI+ |2 +

1

r2
| /∇TWI+ |2 +

1

r3
| /∇WI+ |2 +

1

r3
|WI+ |2

)
. F̌�v(τ1)[WH+ ] + F̌τ1 [WI+ ]

+

2∑
i=1

G1 [W ] (τ1, τ2) +

3∑
i=1

Hi [W ] (τ1, τ2) +
∣∣∣ 3∑
i=1

Bi [WH+ ] (τ1, τ2)− Bi [WI+ ] (τ1, τ2)
∣∣∣ ,

(11.4.29)

provided we define

B3 [WI+ ] (τ1, τ2) :=

∫
B(τ1,τ2)

(
fhT [WI+ ] g(T I

+

, n) + fhR? [WI+ ] g(R?I
+

, n) + fhA [WI+ ] g(eI
+

A , n)
)
,

B3 [WH+ ] (τ1, τ2) :=

∫
B(τ1,τ2)

(
fhT [WH+ ] g(TH

+

, n) + fhR? [WH+ ] g(R?H
+

, n) + fhA [WH+ ] g(eH
+

A , n)
)
.

(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− 1

rδ

)
ξ where ξ is a smooth cut-off function vanishing for r ≤ 2R−1 and equal to 1 for r ≥ 2R (in

particular, no boundary term on B). It is easy to see that

fXbulk [W ] ≥ 1

2
δr−1−δ| /∇R?W |2 +

1

r3
|W |2

holds for all r ≥ R̃ for some R̃ 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 /∇R?W appearing in Ǐ [WI+ ]. To obtain the optimal
r-weight for the /∇TW term we apply the Lagrangian h-identity with h = −r−1−δξ. This finally yields
(11.4.3) as stated. Coupling (11.4.3) to (11.4.24) yields (11.4.2).

4The reason we apply the Poincare inequality only in rH+ ≤ 6Minit 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 WH+ be a symmetric traceless S-tensor or an S-tangent 1-form satisfying a
tensorial wave equation of Type 3k with k ≥ 0. Then, for any u1 ≤ τ ≤ uf the following estimate holds∫
ĎH+ (v(τ))

|Ω−1 /∇3WH+ |2 + sup
τ≤u≤uf

∫
Č
H+

v(u)

|Ω−1 /∇3WH+ |2 +

∫
ČH+
uf

(v(τ))∩{r≤9Minit/4}
| /∇WH+ |2 (11.5.1)

.
∫
Č
H+

v(τ)

|Ω−1 /∇3WH+ |2 + sup
τ≤u≤uf

F̌?v(u)[WH+ ] + I?,deg [WH+ ] (v(τ)) + G4 [WH+ ] (τ, uf ) +H4 [WH+ ] (τ, uf ) .

Here

G4 [WH+ ] (τ, uf ) =

∫
ĎH+ (v(τ))∩{r≤5Minit/2}

|F lin3k
[WH+ ] · Ω−1 /∇3WH+ | , (11.5.2)

H4 [WH+ ] (τ, uf ) =

∫
ĎH+ (v(τ))∩{r≤5Minit/2}

∣∣∣ (Fnlin3k
[WH+ ]− 1

2
F34 [WH+ ]

)
Ω−1 /∇3WH+

∣∣∣ . (11.5.3)

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 ξ be a radial cut-off function with ξ = 1 for r ≤ 9Minit/4 and vanishing for r ≥ 5Minit/2. Note
that

2Mr + 3r2Ω2
◦ ≥ 2M2 for r ≤ 9Minit/4.

Contract now the equation of Type 3k by r3

Ω2 ξΩ /∇3WH+ to generate the multiplier identity

1

2
Ω /∇4

(
ξ
r3

Ω2
|Ω /∇3WH+ |2

)
+

1

2

1

Ω2
|Ω /∇3WH+ |2

(
ξ
(
2M (k + 1) r + r2 (ω − ω◦)− 3r2Ω2

◦
)
− ∂rξr3Ω2

◦
)

+
1

2
Ω /∇3

(
ξr|r /∇WH+ |2

)
+

1

2
|r /∇WH+ |2

(
Ω2
◦ξ + ∂rξΩ

2
◦r
)
− /∇A

(
r3ξ /∇AWH+Ω /∇3WH+

)
= F lin3k

[WH+ ] · ξr3Ω−1 /∇3WH+ + Fnlin3k
[WH+ ] · ξr3Ω−1 /∇3WH+ − 1

2
F34 [WH+ ] ξr3Ω−1 /∇3WH+ .

Multiply this by

√
/g

r2 and integrate over the region ĎH+

(v(τ)) with respect to dudvdθ1dθ2 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 ≤ 9Minit/4.

Revisiting the above proof now integrating the multiplier identity over ĎH+

(v(τ)) ∩ J−
(
ČH

+

u (v(τ))
)

we easily see

Corollary 11.5.3. The estimate (11.5.1) also holds replacing
∫
ČH+
uf

(v(τ))∩{r≤9/4Minit} | /∇WH+ |2 on the left

by supu
∫
ČH+
u (v(τ))∩{r≤9Minit/4} | /∇WH+ |2.

11.6 The rp-weighted hierarchy

In this section we shall derive rp weighted estimates for tensors WI+ . 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 CR, while the . notation in Proposition 11.6.1 will indicate that the constant can be
chosen to depend only on Minit 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 WI+ be a symmetric traceless S-tensor or an S-tangent 1-form satisfying a ten-
sorial wave equation of Type 4k,l. Then, for any u1 ≤ τ ≤ uf and p ∈ [1− 4k, 2− δ] ∪ {2}, the following
estimate holds

Ǐp [WI+ ] (τ, uf ) + sup
τ≤u≤uf

F̌pu[WI+ ] + /̌F
p

v∞
[WI+ ](τ)

. F̌pτ [WI+ ] + CR

[
sup

τ≤u≤uf
F̌?u[WI+ ] + Ǐ? [WI+ ] (τ, uf )

]

+

∫
ĎI+ (τ)

rp−3|WI+ |2 + G5,p [WI+ ] (τ, uf ) +H5,p [WI+ ] (τ, uf ) (11.6.1)

where the boxed term can be dropped if l ≥ 0 and also if 2l2

p+4k−1/2 ≤
3
8 (2− p).5 Here

G5,p [WI+ ] (τ, uf ) =
∣∣∣ ∫
ĎI+ (τ)∩{r≥3R/2}

F lin4k,l
[WI+ ] ·

(
rp + r2−δδ2

p

)
Ω /∇4WI+

∣∣∣ , (11.6.2)

H5,p [WI+ ] (τ, uf ) =

∫
ĎI+ (τ)∩{r≥3R/2}

|
(
Fnlin4k,l

[WI+ ] + F34 [WI+ ]
)
| · rp|Ω /∇4WI+ | , (11.6.3)

and CR 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 ξ be a radial cut-off function equal to 1 for r ≥ 2R and equal to zero for r ≤ 3R/2 and denote
the weight w = 1 + 6M

r . Multiply now the equation of type 4k,l by ξrpwΩ /∇4WI+ to generate the following
multiplier identity:

1

2
Ω /∇3

(
ξrpw|Ω /∇4(WI+)|2

)
+

1

2
Ω /∇4

(
Ω2

r2
rpξw|r /∇(WI+)|2

)
+

1

2

(
ξ
(
(p+ 4k)rp−1w − 6Mrp−2

)
Ω2
◦ + ∂rξr

pw
)
|Ω /∇4(WI+)|2

+
1

2

(
ξrp−3Ω2

(
(2− p) + (12− 4p)Mr−1 +M2r−2 (−48 + 12p))

)
− ∂rξwΩ2rp−2

)
|r /∇WI+ |2

+2l
Ω2

r2
ξwrpWI+Ω /∇4WI+ − /div

(
Ω2

r2
r2 /∇WI+ξrpwΩ /∇4WI+

)
= Erp [WI+ ] , (11.6.4)

where the (at least quadratic) error is

Erp [WI+ ] =(F lin4k,l
[WI+ ] + Fnlin4k,l

[WI+ ] +
1

2
F34 [WI+ ])ξrpΩ /∇4(WI+)− 2ξrp−2w(ω − ω◦)|r /∇WI+ |2

− ξΩ2rp−2(r /∇(WI+))
[
Ω /∇4, r /∇

]
WI+ −

(
η + η

)
ξrp−1(r /∇(WI+))Ω /∇4(WI+). (11.6.5)

We multiply this identity by

√
/g

r2 and integrate first over ĎI+

(τ) with respect to dudvdθ1dθ2 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 ∂rξ are
supported for r ≤ 2R only and hence controlled by I? [WI+ ]. For the other terms in these lines it is not hard
to see that the constraint M

R < δ implies that the following holds in r ≥ 2R for all p with 1− 4k ≤ p ≤ 2− δ:

(p+ 4k)rp−1w − 6Mrp−2 ≥ 1

2
rp−1 and

1

6
(2− p) + (12− 4p)Mr−1 +M2r−2 (−48 + 12p)) ≥ δ

12
,

5The latter condition will be exploited in Lemma 13.3.8 for the equation satisfied by r4AI+ .

212



while for p = 2 the lower bound in the second estimate changes to 2M
r . Therefore, we manifestly control

the spacetime energy Ǐp [WI+ ] (τ, uf ) in the Proposition, at least if 1 − 4k ≤ p ≤ 2 − δ. 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− δ 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 l ≥ 0 we use

2l
Ω2

r2
ξwrpWI+Ω /∇4WI+ = lΩ /∇4

(
Ω2

r2
|WI+ |2ξrpw

)
+
(
ξrp−3Ω2

(
(2− p) + (12− 4p)Mr−1 +Mr−2 (−48 + 12p))

)
− ∂rξwΩ2rp−2

)
|WI+ |2

producing a positive (up to terms supported in r ≤ 2R and controlled by I? [WI+ ]) spacetime term in r ≥ 2R
and a positive boundary term on v = v∞.

For l ≤ 0 we use Cauchy–Schwarz to estimate∣∣∣2lΩ2

r2
ξwrpWI+Ω /∇4WI+

∣∣∣ =
1

2
(p+ 4k − 1/2) rp−1Ω2

◦wξ|Ω /∇4WI+ |2 +
2l2

p+ 4k − 1/2

Ω4

Ω2
◦
rp−3wξ|WI+ |2 .

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 2l2

p+4k−1/2 ≤
3
8 (2− p) holds we can estimate further

2l2

p+ 4k − 1/2

Ω4

Ω2
◦
rp−3wξ|WI+ |2 ≤ 3

8
(2− p)Ω2rp−3ξ

16

15
|r /∇WI+ |2 =

2

5
(2− p)Ω2rp−3|r /∇WI+ |2 , (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 finally be absorbed by the positive term in (11.6.4).

This produces (11.6.1) except that supτ≤u≤uf F̌
p
u[WI+ ] is replaced by F̌puf [WI+ ] on the left. To fi-

nally obtain the boundary term on any constant u hypersurface one repeats the proof integrating now over
ĎI+

(τ) ∩ {uI+ ≤ u} and using the estimate already obtained.

Revisiting the above proof now integrating the multiplier identity over the region ĎI+

(τ)∩J−(Č
I+

v (τ))
we easily see

Corollary 11.6.3. The estimate (11.6.1) remains true replacing /̌F
p

v∞
[WI+ ](τ) on the left hand side by

supv
∫
Č
I+

v (τ)∩{r≥2R}
rp−2|r /∇WI+ |2.

11.7 Nonlinear error estimates for wave equations

We recall the non-linear errorsHi[W ](τ, uf ) (i=1,2,3,4) andH5,p[W ](τ, uf ) 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 < r0 < r1 < 3M < R, and recall the nonlinear error notation Ekp and E∗kp 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 I+ gauges of Proposition 9.2.1,

PN−5[ΦH
+

] + PN−5[ΦI
+

] . ε. (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(uH+ , vH+) ≤ r1.
Recall the set of anomalous quantities

As =
{

(r /∇)N−sΩχ̂, (r /∇)N−s (Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦)
}
, (11.7.2)

for s = 0, 1, 2.

Proposition 11.7.1 (Spacetime nonlinear error estimate in the region r(uH+ , vH+) ≤ r1 of the H+ gauge).
For s = 0, 1, 2, 0 ≤ k ≤ N − s, 0 ≤ |γ| ≤ N − s and τ ≥ v−1, for any nonlinear error of the form E∗kH+ and
for any ΦH+ such that DγΦH+ /∈ As,∫

DH+ (τ)

|Dγ(ΦH
+

− ΦH
+

Kerr) · E∗kH+ | · 1{rH+≤r1}Ω
2dθdudv .

ε3

τ
1
2 +s

.

Proof. A given term in the nonlinear error E∗kH+ takes the form Dγ1Φ′ · Dγ2Φ′′ for appropriate geometric
quantities Φ′ and Φ′′, where |γ1| + |γ2| ≤ N − s. Suppose, without loss of generality, |γ1| ≥ |γ2|. Then
Dγ1Φ′ /∈ As and, since N ≥ 12, it follows that |γ2| ≤ N − 6 and so the estimate for ENuf ,H+ in the bootstrap

assumption (7.1.4) and the pointwise estimate (11.7.1) imply that∫
DH+ (τ)

|Dγ1(Φ′ − Φ′Kerr)|2 · 1{rH+≤r1}Ω
2dθdudv .

ε2

τs
, and |Dγ2Φ′′| . ε

v
,

respectively. It follows that∫
DH+ (τ)

|Dγ(Φ− ΦKerr) ·Dγ1Φ′ ·Dγ2Φ′′| · 1{rH+≤r1}Ω
2dθdudv

.
ε

τ

∫
DH+ (τ)

|Dγ(Φ− ΦKerr)||Dγ1(Φ′ − Φ′Kerr) + Dγ1Φ′Kerr| · 1{rH+≤r1}Ω
2dθdudv

.
ε

τ
‖Dγ(Φ− ΦKerr)1‖DH+ (τ)

(
‖Dγ1(Φ′ − Φ′Kerr)1‖DH+ (τ) + ‖Dγ1Φ′Kerr1‖DH+ (τ)

)
.
ε

τ

ε

τ
s
2

(
ε

τ
s
2

+
ε

(uf )
1
2

)
,

since ‖ΦKerr‖2DH+ (τ)
. ε2(uf )−1 for any Φ. The proof follows.

The estimates for the error terms in the region r1 ≤ r(uH+ , vH+) ≤ R2 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 = 3Mf .

Note that the estimate for ENuf ,H+ in bootstrap assumption (7.1.4) implies that each ΦH
+

satisfies, for

all v ≥ v−1, and for s = 0, 1, 2, ∑
|γ|≤N−1−s

‖Dγ(ΦH
+

− ΦH
+

Kerr)‖2DH+ (v)
.
ε2

vs
, (11.7.3)

and at least one of the two estimates,∑
|γ|≤N−s

‖Dγ(ΦH
+

− ΦH
+

Kerr)‖2CH+
v

.
ε2

vs
, and/or

∑
|γ|≤N−s

‖Dγ(ΦH
+

− ΦH
+

Kerr)‖2CH+
u (v)

.
ε2

vs
, (11.7.4)

for all u0 ≤ u ≤ uf . Note also that, for each ΦH
+

, the pointwise estimate (11.7.1) and the estimate (7.1.8)
for the linearised Kerr parameters imply that∑

|γ|≤N−6

|ΦH
+

| . ε

v
, and |ΦH

+

Kerr| .
ε

uf
.

The following lemma is exploited when estimating nonlinear error terms in the region r1 ≤ r(uH+ , vH+) ≤
R2 in Proposition 11.7.3.
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Lemma 11.7.2. For all ΦH
+

and all |γ| ≤ N − 4, τ ≥ v−1,

‖v1−δDγ(ΦH
+

− ΦH
+

Kerr)‖DH+ (τ) . ετ
−δ. (11.7.5)

Proof. The bootstrap assumption (7.1.4) in particular implies that∫
DH+ (τ)

∣∣∣Dγ(ΦH
+

− ΦH
+

Kerr)
∣∣∣2 Ω2dθdudv .

ε2

τ2
, (11.7.6)

since k ≤ N − 4. To see that (11.7.5) indeed holds, let {τn} be a dyadic sequence (so that τn+1 = 2τn,
τ0 = v0). The estimate (11.7.6) gives, for any n,∫

DH+ (τn)rDH+ (τn+1)

∣∣∣Dγ(ΦH
+

− ΦH
+

Kerr)
∣∣∣2 Ω2dθdudv .

ε2

(τn)2
.

Multiplying by τ2−2δ
n+1 and using the fact that τn+1 and v are comparable, for any τn ≤ v ≤ τn+1, gives∫

DH+ (τn)rDH+ (τn+1)

v2−2δ
∣∣∣Dγ(ΦH

+

− ΦH
+

Kerr)
∣∣∣2 Ω2dθdudv .

ε2

(τn)2δ
.

Summing over n ≥ l, and using the fact that
∑
n≥l τ

−2δ
n = τ−2δ

l

∑
n≥l 2

−δ(n−l) . τ−2δ
l gives∫

DH+ (τn)

v2−2δ
∣∣∣Dγ(ΦH

+

− ΦH
+

Kerr)
∣∣∣2 Ω2dθdudv .

ε2

(τn)2δ
,

for any l, from which (11.7.5) follows.

Recall again the anomalous quantities (11.7.2).

Proposition 11.7.3 (Spacetime nonlinear error estimate in the region r(uH+ , vH+) ≥ r1 of the H+ gauge).
For s = 0, 1, 2, 0 ≤ k ≤ N − s, 0 ≤ |γ| ≤ N − s and τ ≥ v−1, for any nonlinear error of the form E∗kH+ and
for any ΦH+ such that DγΦH+ /∈ As,∫

DH+ (τ)

|Dγ(ΦH
+

− ΦH
+

Kerr) · E∗kH+ | · 1{rH+≥r1}Ω
2dθdudv .

ε3

τs
.

Proof. A given term in the nonlinear error E∗k takes the form Dγ1Φ′ · Dγ2Φ′′, for appropriate geometric
quantities Φ′ and Φ′′, where |γ1| + |γ2| ≤ N − s. Suppose, without loss of generality, |γ1| ≥ |γ2|. Then
Dγ1Φ′ /∈ As and so the bootstrap assumption (7.1.4) implies that Dγ1(Φ′ − Φ′Kerr) satisfies at least one of
the two estimates (11.7.4). Similarly for Dγ(Φ−ΦKerr). Moreover, since N ≥ 12, it follows that |γ2| ≤ N−6
and so Dγ̃(Φ− ΦKerr) satisfies the conclusion of Lemma 11.7.2 for all |γ̃| ≤ |γ2|+ 2.

Now
|Dγ(Φ− ΦKerr) ·Dγ1Φ′ ·Dγ2Φ′′| . |Dγ2Φ′′|

(
|Dγ(Φ− ΦKerr)|2 + |Dγ1Φ′|2

)
.

Consider the second term (the first term is simpler to estimate). Clearly

|Dγ2Φ′′||Dγ1Φ′|2 . |Dγ2(Φ′′ − Φ′′Kerr)||Dγ1(Φ′ − Φ′Kerr)|2 + |Dγ2Φ′′Kerr||Dγ1(Φ′ − Φ′Kerr)|2 (11.7.7)

+ |Dγ2(Φ′′ − Φ′′Kerr)||Dγ1Φ′Kerr|2 + |Dγ2Φ′′Kerr||Dγ1Φ′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
∫
DH+ (τ)

Ω2dθdudv =
∫ v(R2,uf )

τ

∫
CH

+
v

Ω2dθdudv,∫
DH+ (τ)

|Dγ2(Φ′′ − Φ′′Kerr)||Dγ1(Φ′ − Φ′Kerr)|2

.
∑

|γ̃|≤|γ2|+2

∫ v(R2,uf )

τ

‖Dγ̃(Φ′′ − Φ′′Kerr)‖CH+
v
‖Dγ1(Φ′ − Φ′Kerr)‖2CH+

v

dv.
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For any |γ̃| ≤ |γ2|+ 2 then, by Cauchy–Schwarz,∫ v(R2,uf )

τ

‖Dγ̃(Φ′′ − Φ′′Kerr)‖CH+
v
‖Dγ1(Φ′ − Φ′Kerr)‖2CH+

v

dv

. ‖v1−δDγ̃(Φ′′ − Φ′′Kerr)‖DH+ (τ)

(∫ v(R+2,uf )

τ

v−2+2δ‖Dγ1(Φ′ − Φ′Kerr)‖4CH+
v

dv

) 1
2

.
ε

τ δ

(∫ v(R2,uf )

τ

v−2+2δε4v−2sdv

) 1
2

.
ε3

τs+
1
2

,

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+ (τ)

|Dγ2(Φ′′ − Φ′′Kerr)||Dγ1(Φ′ − Φ′Kerr)|21{rH+≥r1}

.
∑

|γ̃|≤|γ2|+2

∫ uf

u(R2,τ)

‖v1−δDγ̃(Φ′′ − Φ′′Kerr)Ω‖CH+
u (τ)‖v

− 1
2 + δ

2Dγ1(Φ′ − Φ′Kerr)‖2CH+
u (v(r0,u))

du

+

∫ uf

u(R2,τ)

‖v1−δDγ̃(Φ′′ − Φ′′Kerr)Ω‖CH+
u (v(R,u))‖v

− 1
2 + δ

2Dγ1(Φ′ − Φ′Kerr)‖2CH+
u (v(r0,u))

du.

Again, for any |γ̃| ≤ |γ2|+ 2,∫ uf

u(R2,τ)

‖v1−δDγ̃(Φ′′ − Φ′′Kerr)Ω‖CH+
u (τ)‖v

− 1
2 + δ

2Dγ1(Φ′ − Φ′Kerr)‖2CH+
u (v(r0,u))

du

. ‖v1−δDγ̃(Φ′′ − Φ′′Kerr)‖DH+ (τ)

(∫ uf

u(R2,τ)

v(r0, u)−2+2δ‖Dγ1(Φ′ − Φ′Kerr)‖4CH+
u (v(r0,u))

du

) 1
2

.
ε3

τs+
1
2

.

The second term on the right hand side of (11.7.7) can be controlled using the fact that∫
DH+ (τ)

|Φ′′Kerr||Dγ1(Φ′ − Φ′Kerr)|2 .
ε

uf
‖Dγ1(Φ′ − Φ′Kerr)‖2DH+ (τ)

.
ε3

τs
,

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 ∫

DH+ (τ)

|Φ′′Kerr||Φ′Kerr|2 .
ε3

(uf )3

∫
DH+ (τ)

Ω2dθdudv .
ε3

(uf )2
.

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 τ ≥ v−1, for any nonlinear error of the form E∗kH+ we have∫

DH+ (τ)

|E∗kH+ |2Ω2dθdudv .
ε4

τ1+s
,

where for s = 1, 2 the estimate also holds for EkH+ replacing E∗kH+ .

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− s and τ ≥ v−1, for any nonlinear error of the form EkH+ we have∫

CH
+

τ

|EkH+ |2Ω2dθdu+

∫
CH+
u (τ)

|EkH+ |2dθdv .
ε4

τ1+s
.

Proof. A given term in the nonlinear error EkH+ takes the form Dγ1Φ ·Dγ2Φ′ where |γ1|+ |γ2| ≤ N − 1− s.
Suppose, without loss of generality, |γ1| ≥ |γ2|. The proof follows from the fact that |Dγ2Φ′| . ε

v and
||Dγ1Φ||Su,v . ε

vs/2 .

11.7.2 Main error terms in the I+ gauge

By the pointwise estimate (11.7.1), each ΦI
+

p satisfies the pointwise estimates∑
|γ|≤N−6

|rpDγΦI
+

p | .
ε√
u
,

∑
|γ|≤N−6

|rp− 1
2DγΦI

+

p | .
ε

u
, (11.7.8)

and, by the estimate for ENuf ,I+ in the bootstrap assumption (7.1.4), the integrated decay estimates

∑
|γ|≤N

‖rp− 1
2−

δ
2DγΦI

+

p ‖2DI+ . ε2,
∑

|γ|≤N−1

‖rp−1− δ2DγΦI
+

p ‖2DI+ (u)
.
ε2

u
. (11.7.9)

Recall the Ěkp nonlinear error notation introduced in Section 3.2.6.

Proposition 11.7.6 (Spacetime nonlinear error estimate in the I+ gauge). For s = 0, 1, 0 ≤ k ≤ N − s,
0 ≤ |γ| ≤ N − s and τ ≥ u−1, for any nonlinear error of the form Ek2 and for any ΦI

+

p ,∫
DI+ (τ)

r−s|rpDγΦp||Ek2 |Ω2dθdudv .
ε3

τ1+s
.

Moreover, the same estimate holds replacing Ek2 by Ěk2 .

Proof. Recall that each term in the error Ek2 takes the form r−2rp1Dγ1Φ′p1
· rp2Dγ2Φ′′p2

, for appropriate
geometric quantities Φ′p1

and Φ′′p2
, where |γ1|+ |γ2| ≤ N − s. Suppose, without loss of generality, |γ1| ≥ |γ2|.

Consider first the case s = 0. Then, since N ≥ 12 it follows that |γ2| ≤ N − 6 and so

|rp2− 1
2Dγ2Φ′′p2

| . ε

u
, and ‖rp1− 1

2−
δ
2Dγ1Φ′p1

‖DI+ + ‖rp− 1
2−

δ
2DγΦp‖DI+ . ε. (11.7.10)

It follows that∫
DI+ (τ)

r−2|rpDγΦp||rp1Dγ1Φ′p1
||rp2Dγ2Φ′′p2

| . ε‖rp− 1
2−δDγΦp‖DI+ (τ)‖r

p1− 1
2−δDγ1Φ′′p1

‖DI+ (τ) .
ε3

τ
.

Consider now the case s = 1. Since N ≥ 12, it again follows that |γ2| ≤ N − 6 and so,

|rp2− 1
2Dγ2Φ′′p2

| . ε

u
, and ‖rp1−1− δ2Dγ1Φ′p1

‖2DI+ (τ)
+ ‖rp−1− δ2DγΦp‖2DI+ (τ)

.
ε2

τ
.

It follows that∫
DI+ (τ)

r−3|rpDγΦp||rp1Dγ1Φ′p1
||rp2Dγ2Φ′′p2

| . ε

τ
‖rp−1− δ2DγΦp‖DI+ (τ)‖r

p1−1− δ2Dγ1Φ′p1
‖DI+ (τ) .

ε3

τ2
.

Finally, the estimate replacing Ek2 by Ěk2 follows in exactly the same fashion using in addition that |řr−1| ≤ 2
and |Ω−2l| ≤ Cl.
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Proposition 11.7.7 (Spacetime nonlinear error estimate in the I+ gauge). For 0 ≤ k ≤ N and τ ≥ u−1

we have, for t ∈ {0, 1}, ∫
DI+ (τ)

(
r

3
2 +t|Ek2 |2 + r

3
2 +t|Ěk2 |2

)
Ω2dθdudv .

ε4

τ2−t .

Proof. The proof follows immediately from (11.7.10) following the proof of the previous proposition.

Proposition 11.7.8 (Spacetime nonlinear error estimate in the I+ gauge). For s = 0, 1, 0 ≤ k ≤ N − s,
and τ ≥ u−1, for any nonlinear error of the form Ek2 and for any S-tensor W ,∫

DI+ (τ)

|W ||Ek2 |Ω2dθdudv .
ε2

τ1+ s
2 (1−2δ)

‖r− 1
2−

δ
2W‖DI+ (τ).

Moreover, the same estimate holds replacing Ek2 by Ěk2 .

Proof. Recall that each term in the error Ek2 takes the form r−2rp1Dγ1Φp1 ·rp2Dγ2Φp2 where |γ1|+|γ2| ≤ N−s.
Suppose, without loss of generality, |γ1| ≥ |γ2|. Then, since N ≥ 12 it follows that |γ2| ≤ N − 6 and so

|rp2− 1
2Dγ2ΦI

+

p2
| . ε

u
, and ‖rp1− 1

2−
δ
2−

s
2Dγ1ΦI

+

p1
‖2DI+ (τ)

.
ε2

τs
.

It follows that∫
DI+ (τ)

r−2|W ||rp1Dγ1Φp1 ||rp2Dγ2Φp2 |

.
ε

τ
‖r− 1

2−
δ
2W‖DI+ (τ)‖r

p1− 1
2−

δ
2−

1−2δ
2 Dγ1Φp1‖DI+ (τ) .

ε3

τ1+ s
2 (1−2δ)

‖r− 1
2−

δ
2W‖DI+ (τ).

We conclude with an estimate on cones which will be used frequently:

Proposition 11.7.9 (Nonlinear error estimate on null hypersurfaces in the I+ gauge). For 0 ≤ k ≤ N − 1
and τ ≥ u−1 we have for t ∈ {0, 1}:∫

CI+
τ

(
r−

1
2 +t|Ek1 |2 + r−

1
2 +t|Ěk1 |2

)
dvdθ +

∫
CI

+
v (τ)

(
r−

1
2 +t|Ek1 |2 + r−

1
2 +t|Ěk1 |2

)
dudθ .

ε4

τ2−t .

Proof. The proof follows immediately from (11.7.10) and ‖DN−1rpΦp‖Su,v . ε together with the fact that

r−3/2 is integrable both in u and v.

11.7.3 Anomalous error terms in the I+ gauge

In the equations satisfied by P̌ (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 l, k1, k2, k3, define

Fk1k2k3 = r2(r /∇)k1(rΩ /∇4)k2(Ωω̂−Ωω̂◦)⊗(r /∇)k3α, Gl = r3β⊗(rΩ /∇4)lr /∇(Ωω̂), G̊ = r4(Ωω̂−Ωω̂◦)/D
?
2β.

Proposition 11.7.10 (Anomalous error estimate in the I+ gauge). For s = 0, 1, 2, 0 ≤ |γ| ≤ N − 3 − s,
k1 + k2 + k3 ≤ 3, k3 ≤ 2 and τ ≥ u−1, and for any S-tensor W ,∫

DI+ (τ)

|W ||DγFk1k2k3 |Ω2dθdudv .
ε2

τ
s
2
‖r− 1

2−
δ
2W‖DI+ (τ).

Proof. Clearly

|DγFk1k2k3 | . r2
∑

|γ1|+|γ2|≤N−s
|γ2|≤N−1−s

|Dγ1(Ωω̂ − Ωω̂◦)||Dγ2α|.

218



Now consider γ1, γ2 such that |γ1| ≤ N − s, |γ2| ≤ N − 1 − s and |γ1| + |γ2| ≤ N − s. Using the fact that
the estimate for ENuf ,I+ in the bootstrap assumption (7.1.4) and the pointwise estimate (11.7.1) imply that∑

|γ|≤N

‖r3Dγ(Ωω̂ − Ωω̂◦)‖Su,v . ε,
∑

|γ|≤N−5

|r3Dγ(Ωω̂ − Ωω̂◦)| . ε,

respectively, it follows that∫
DI+ (τ)

|W |r2|Dγ1(Ωω̂ − Ωω̂◦)||Dγ2α|Ω2dθdudv . ε
∑

|γ3|≤N−1−s

‖r− 1
2−

δ
2W‖DI+ (τ)‖r

− 1
2 + δ

2Dγ3α‖DI+ (τ).

The claim now follows from the fact that ‖r 1
2−

δ
2Dγ3α‖DI+ (τ) . ετ−

s
2 for |γ3| ≤ N − s by the estimate for

ENuf ,I+ in the bootstrap assumption (7.1.4).

Proposition 11.7.11 (Anomalous error estimate in the I+ gauge). For s = 0, 1, 0 ≤ |γ1| ≤ N − s,

0 ≤ |γ2| ≤ N − 3− s, k1 + k2 + k3 ≤ 3, k1, k3 ≤ 2, k2 ≤ 1 and τ ≥ u−1, and for any ΦI
+

p ,∫
DI+ (τ)

|rpDγ1ΦI
+

p ||Dγ2Fk1k2k3 |Ω2dθdudv .
ε3

τs
.

Proof. Repeating the proof of Proposition 11.7.10, we again have∫
DI+ (τ)

|rpDγ1Φp||Dγ2Fk1k2k3 |Ω2dθdudv . ε
∑

|γ3|≤N−1−s

‖rp− 3
2 + δ

2Dγ1Φp‖DI+ (τ)‖r
1
2−

δ
2Dγ3α‖DI+ (τ).

The claim follows from the fact that ‖r 1
2−

δ
2Dγ3α‖DI+ (τ) . ετ

− s2 and ‖rp−1− δ2Dγ1Φp‖DI+ (τ) . ετ
− s2 .

Proposition 11.7.12 (Anomalous error estimate in the I+ gauge). For s = 0, 1, 0 ≤ |γ| ≤ N − 3 − s,
k1 + k2 + k3 ≤ 3, k1, k3 ≤ 2, k2 ≤ 1, l = 0, 1, and τ ≥ u−1,∫

DI+ (τ)

r2|DγGl||DγFk1k2k3 |Ω2dθdudv .
ε4

τs
.

The same estimate holds replacing Gl by G̊.

Proof. Clearly

|DγFk1k2k3 | . r2
∑

|γ1|+|γ2|≤N−s
|γ2|≤N−1−s

|Dγ1(Ωω̂ − Ωω̂◦)||Dγ2α|, |DγGl| . r2
∑

|γ3|+|γ4|≤N−1−s
|γ4|≤N−3−s

|Dγ3(Ωω̂ − Ωω̂◦)||Dγ4β|,

and so, using that fact that ‖r3Dγ(Ωω̂−Ωω̂◦)‖Su,v . ε for all |γ| ≤ N , together with the pointwise estimate
(11.7.1), it follows that,∫
DI+ (τ)

r2|DγGl||DγFk1k2k3 |Ω2dθdudv . ε2
∑

|γ1|≤N−1−s

‖r 1
2−

δ
2Dγ1α‖DI+ (τ)

∑
|γ2|≤N−3−s

‖r 1
2 + δ

2Dγ2β‖DI+ (τ),

and the claim follows from the fact that ‖r 1
2−

δ
2Dγα‖DI+ (τ) + ‖r 3

2−
δ
2Dγβ‖DI+ (τ) . ετ−

s
2 for |γ| ≤ N − s.

The claim about G̊ follows easily by repeating the above proof.

Proposition 11.7.13 (Anomalous error estimate in the I+ gauge). For s = 0, 1, 0 ≤ k ≤ N − s, 0 ≤ |γ| ≤
N − 3− s, l = 0, 1 and τ ≥ u−1, for any nonlinear error of the form Ek2 ,∫

DI+ (τ)

r2−s|DγGl||Ek2 |Ω2dθdudv +

∫
DI+ (τ)

r2−s|Dγ G̊||Ek2 |Ω2dθdudv .
ε4

τ1+s
.

Moreover, the same estimate holds replacing Ek2 by Ěk2 .
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Proof. The proof follows from respectively applying Proposition 11.7.8 with W = r1− s2DγGl and W =
r1−s/2Dγ G̊ and noting that pointwise estimate (11.7.1) implies∫

DI+ (τ)

r−1−δr−1−sr3|DγGl|2Ω2dθdudv +

∫
DI+ (τ)

r−1−δr−1−sr3|Dγ G̊|2Ω2dθdudv . ε2 1

τ2
.

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:

D̃k = D̃(k1,k2,k3) :=

{ (
Ω−1 /∇3

)k2
(
rΩ /∇4

)k3
(
r2 /∆

)k1/2
if k1 even(

Ω−1 /∇3

)k2
(
rΩ /∇4

)k3
(
r2 /∆

)(k1−1)/2
r /div if k1 odd

(11.8.1)

and

D̃k
aux = D̃(k1,k2,k3)

aux =

{ (
/∇R?

)k3
(
r2 /∆

)k1/2 ( /∇T )k2
if k1 even(

/∇R?
)k3
(
r2 /∆

)(k1−1)/2
r /div

(
/∇T
)k2

if k1 odd,
(11.8.2)

where as usual |k| := k1 + k2 + k3 is the length.
Note the difference with Dk is that the angular derivatives are /div and /∆ (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 D̃kW is equivalent to controlling that of
DkW . Similarly, in a region of rH+ ≥ 9Minit/4 and rI+ ≤ 2R respectively, controlling D̃kW is equivalent to
controlling DkW .

Proposition 11.8.1. Let W denote a symmetric traceless tensor in the I+-gauge. We have for 1 ≤ K ≤ N
and u1 ≤ τ ≤ uf the estimates

K∑
|k|=0,k2 6=K

∫
ČI+
τ

|DkW |2 .
K∑

|k|=0,k2 6=K

∫
ČI+
τ

|D̃kW |2 , (11.8.3)

K∑
|k|=0,k3 6=K

∫
ČI

+
v (τ)

|DkW |2 .
K∑

|k|=0,k3 6=K

∫
ČI

+
v (τ)

|D̃kW |2 , (11.8.4)

K∑
|k|=0

∫
ĎI+ (τ)

|DkW |2 .
K∑
|k|=0

∫
ĎI+ (τ)

|D̃kW |2 , (11.8.5)

where ČI
+

v (τ) is any truncated ingoing cone such that also ČI
+

v (τ, τ +M) ⊂ DI+

.

In addition, for each estimate we can replace D̃k by D̃
k
aux on the right provided we restrict the region of

integration to rI+ ≤ 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 ĎI+

slightly to the past if necessary
before applying the Proposition.

One similarly has for the horizon region:
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Proposition 11.8.3. Let W denote a symmetric traceless tensor in the H+-gauge. We have for 1 ≤ K ≤ N
and u1 ≤ τ ≤ uf the estimates

K∑
|k|=0,k2 6=K

∫
ČH+
u (v(τ))

|DkW |2 .
K∑

|k|=0,k2 6=K

∫
ČH+
u (v(τ))

|D̃kW |2 , (11.8.6)

K∑
|k|=0,k3 6=K

∫
ČH

+

v(τ)

|DkW |2 .
K∑

|k|=0,k3 6=K

∫
ČH

+

v(τ)

|D̃kW |2 , (11.8.7)

K∑
|k|=0

∫
ĎH+ (v(τ))

|DkW |2 .
K∑
|k|=0

∫
ĎH+ (v(τ))

|D̃kW |2 , (11.8.8)

where ČH
+

u (v(τ)) is any outgoing cone which is such that ČH
+

u (v(τ), v(τ) +M) ⊂ ĎH+

.

In addition, for each estimate we can replace D̃k by D̃
k
aux on the right provided we restrict the region of

integration to rH+ ≥ 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, k2, k3) with k2 + k3 = K − 1, k = (2, k2, k3) with k2 + k3 = K − 2, until we reach the tuple
k = (K, 0, 0). For instance, for the tuple k = (1, k2, k3) with k2 + k3 = K − 1 we have∫

ČI+
τ

|r /∇
(
Ω−1 /∇3

)k2
(
rΩ /∇4

)k3
W |2 .

∫
ČI+
τ

|r /div
(
Ω−1 /∇3

)k2
(
rΩ /∇4

)k3
W |2

+ Cε

∫
ČI+
τ ∩{r≤R2}

|
(
Ω /∇4

) (
Ω−1 /∇3

)k2
(
rΩ /∇4

)k3
W |2

.
K∑

|k|=0,k2 6=K

∫
ČI+
u (v(τ))

|D̃kW |2 (11.8.9)

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 k2 = 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 ε-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 ČI
+

τ by spheres such

that the spheres B ∩ ČI+

τ and the spheres Sτ,v for v ≥ v(τ,R2) are now part of the new foliation. From
v(s, θ′) = v′ + f(v′, θ′ = θ) one computes from the old frame

(
Ω−1e3,Ωe4 = ∂v, eA = ∂θA

)
new frame on

ČI
+

τ ∩ {r ≤ R2} (see also Proposition 16.1.10)

e′A = eA + /∇Af · Ωe4 , e′4 = (1 + ∂v′f) Ωe4 , e′3 =
1

1 + ∂v′f

(
Ω−1e3 + | /∇f |2Ωe4 + 2 /∇AfeA

)
with e′1, e

′
2 tangent to the new spheres and with ‖f‖C2(ČI+

τ ) . ε by the bootstrap assumptions. Note

/g
′
AB

= g(e′A, e
′
B) = g(eA, eB) = /gAB . From the symmetric traceless Su,v-tensor W we construct a symmetric

traceless Su,v′ -tensor W ′ through the definition (⊗S denoting the symmetric tensor product)

W ′ = W − 1

(1 + ∂v′f)2
g(e′4, ·)⊗ g(e′4, ·)

[
W (eA, eB) /∇Af /∇Bf

]
+

1

1 + ∂v′f
g(e′4, ·)⊗S /gACg

(
e′A, ·

) [
W (eC , eB) /∇Bf

]
.

Indeed, W ′ is symmetric and once checks W ′(e′A, e
′
B) = W (eA, eB) and W ′(e′3, ·) = W ′(e′4, ·) = 0. Now let

′
/∇ (acting on Su,v′ -tensors) denote the projection of the covariant derivative to the Su,v′ -spheres. We have
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the relation

′
/∇e′CW

′ (e′A, e
′
B) = e′C (W ′(e′A, e

′
B))−W ′

( ′
/∇e′Ce

′
A, e
′
B

)
−W ′

(
e′A,

′
/∇e′Ce

′
B

)
=
[
eC + /∇Cf · Ωe4

]
(W (eA, eB))−W ′

( ′
/∇e′Ce

′
A, e
′
B

)
−W ′

(
e′A,

′
/∇e′Ce

′
B

)
= /∇eCW (eA, eB) + ε · O(W ) + ε · O(Ω /∇4W ) , (11.8.10)

in particular

′
/divW ′ (e′A) = /divW (eA) + ε · O(W ) + ε · O( /∇e4W ) . (11.8.11)

Using these relations we show∫
ČI+
τ ∩{r≤R2}

|r /divW |2 &
∫
ČI+
τ ∩{r≤R2}

|r
′
/divW ′|2 − ε|Ω /∇4W |2 − ε|W |2 (11.8.12)

&
∫
ČI+
τ ∩{r≤R2}

|r
′
/∇W ′|2 − ε|Ω /∇4W |2 &

∫
ČI+
τ ∩{r≤R2}

|r /∇W |2 − ε|Ω /∇4W |2 .

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.
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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 uf ∈ [u0
f , ûf ]

and all λ ∈ R(uf ), with the gauges as defined above, then the following holds:
The quantities PH+ , PI+ , PH+ , P̌ I+ satisfy the estimates

EN−2
uf

[PH+ , PI+ ] + EN−2
uf

[PH+ , P̌ I+ ] . ε2
0 + ε3.
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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 uf ∈ [u0

f , ûf ], with ûf ∈ B, and fix some λ ∈ R(uf ). All propositions below shall always

refer to the anchored I+ and H+ gauges in the spacetime (M(λ), g(λ)), corresponding to parameters uf ,
Mf (uf , λ), whose existence is ensured by Definition 7.1.1. We shall denote M = Mf throughout this
chapter.
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Figure 12.1: The regions I, II and III

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 PH+ , PI+ , PH+ , P̌ I+ , 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:

I. DI+ ∩ ({uI+ ≤ u1} ∪ {vH+ ≤ v1}) ⊂ DI
+ ∩ DEF (u3), the near (Eddington Finkelstein) data region

II. DH+ ∩ ({vH+ ≤ v1} ∪ {uI+ ≤ u1}) ⊂ DH
+ ∩ DK(V4), the near (Kruskal) initial data region

III. ĎI+

(u1) ∪ ĎH+

(v1 = v(u1)), 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

EN−2
uf

[PH+ , PI+ ] + EN−2
uf

[PH+ , P̌ I+ ], (12.1.1)

showing that their restrictions to both the regions I+II and III are estimated by ε2
0 + ε3.

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 I+II.

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

EN−2
0 [PH+ ] + EN−2

0 [PH+ ] + EN−2
0 [PI+ ] + EN−2

0 [P̌ I+ ] . ε2
0 + ε3. (12.1.2)

Hence, examining the fluxes present in (12.1.1), we see that all ingoing and outgoing fluxes restricted to
regions I+II are included in the left hand side of (12.1.2) and thus are indeed estimated by ε2

0 + ε3 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 ε2

0 + ε3.

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 ĎI+

(u1) ∪ ĎH+

(v1), bounding these by ε2
0 + ε3.

In that regard we will first prove the following weaker set of estimates:

Theorem 12.1.1. The quantities ΨH+ = r5PH+ , ΨI+ = r5PI+ , ΨH+ = r5PH+ , ΨI+ = r5P̌ I+ satisfy the
estimates∑

s=0,1,2

sup
u1≤τ≤uf

τs · ĚN−2−s,2−s
out [PI+ ] (τ) +

∑
s=0,1,2

sup
v(u1)≤v

vs · ĚN−2−s
in [PH+ ] (v) . ε2

0 + ε3 , (12.1.3)

∑
s=0,1,2

sup
u1≤τ≤uf

τs · ĚN−2−s,2−s
out

[
P̌ I+

]
(τ) +

∑
s=0,1,2

sup
v(u1)≤v

vs · ĚN−2−s
in [PH+ ] (v) . ε2

0 + ε3 , (12.1.4)

where for 1 ≤ K ≤ N − 2

ĚKin [PH+ ] (v) := sup
ṽ≥v

∫
ČH

+
ṽ

Ω2
K∑

|k|=0;k3 6=K

|DkΨH+ |2 (12.1.5)

+

∫
ĎH+ (v)

Ω2

{
K∑
|k|=0

(
1− 3Mf

r

)2

|DkΨH+ |2 +

K−1∑
|k|=0

|DkΨH+ |2 + |R?DkΨH+ |2
}
,

ĚK,pout [PI+ ] (τ) := sup
τ≤u≤uf

∫
ČI+
u

{
K−1∑
|k|=0

rp|Ω /∇4D
kΨI+ |2 +

1

r2
|r /∇DkΨI+ |2

}
(12.1.6)

+

∫
ĎI+ (τ)

{
K−1∑
|k|=0

1

r1+δ
|Ω /∇3D

kΨI+ |2 + rp−1−δ·δp0 |Ω /∇4D
kΨI+ |2 +

rp

r3+δ·δp2
|r /∇DkΨI+ |2

}

and the same definitions replacing PH+ ,ΨH+ by PH+ ,ΨH+ and PI+ ,ΨI+ by P̌ I+ , Ψ̌I+ .

Comparing the energies ĚKin [PH+ ] (v), ĚK,pout [PI+ ] (τ) defined in Theorem 12.1.1 with the energies defined
in (6.1.2), (6.1.3) we see that:

• For PH+ (and PH+), the energies are restricted to the truncated (at B) ingoing cones Č
H+

v in ĎH+

and integrated decay estimates on truncated regions ĎH+

(τ). However, they do not contain fluxes on

outgoing cones in ĎH+

.

• For PI+ (and P̌ I+), the energies are restricted to the truncated (at B) outgoing cones ČI
+

u in ĎI+

and integrated decay estimates on truncated regions ĎI+

(τ). However, they do not contain fluxes on

ingoing cones in ĎI+

.

Note already (see Section 12.1.3) that Theorem C.3 will follow from Theorem 12.1.1 if we can replace

the energies ĚKin [PH+ ] (v), ĚK,pout [PI+ ] (τ) by EK [PH+ ] (v), EK,p [PI+ ] (τ) (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 ČI
+

u1
and ČH

+

v1
, namely

∫
ČI+
u1

N−3∑
|k|=0

{
r2|Ω /∇4D

kΨI+ |2 +
1

r2
|r /∇DkΨI+ |2 + r2|Ω /∇4D

kΨ̌I+ |2 +
1

r2
|r /∇DkΨ̌I+ |2

}

+

∫
ČH

+
v1

Ω2
N−2∑

|k|=0;k3 6=N−2

{
|DkΨH+ |2 + |DkΨH+ |2

}
. ε2

0 + ε3 , (12.1.7)

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 ΨI+ and ΨH+

(and Ψ̌I+ and ΨH+), as well as r-weighted estimates for ΨI+ (and Ψ̌I+) 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 Ψ with the operator /∇T as well as the angular operators r /div
and r2 /∆ only. These operators commute up to non-linear terms and (in the case of r /div) a lower
order linear term which can be controlled inductively. We then commute by the operator /∇R? whose
commutator can be controlled by the previous estimates.1 We exploit here that the commutator of /�
with /∇R? 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 Ψ are controlled but with non-optimal
weights near the horizon for ΨH+ and near null infinity for ΨI+ .

2. We improve the weights near the horizon for Ω /∇3-derivatives of ΨH+ by commuting the equation for
ΨH+ with a (suitably cut-off) redshift operator Ω−1 /∇3 and applying Proposition 11.5.1.

3. We improve the weights near null infinity for Ω /∇4-derivatives of ΨI+ by commuting the equation for
ΨI+ with the (suitably cut-off) operator rΩ /∇4 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 ΨH+ and ΨI+ 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 ĎI+

by DI+ ∩
(
ĎI+

(u1) ∪ ĎH+

(v1)
)

and ĎH+

by DH+ ∩
(
ĎI+

(u1) ∪ ĎH+

(v1)
)

, and adding the flux

sup
u≤uf

∫
ČH+
u (v)

K∑
|k|=0;k1 6=K

|DkΨH+ |2

1Alternatively, 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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to ĚKin [PH+ ] (v) and the flux

sup
v≤v∞

∫
ČI

+
v (τ)

{ K−1∑
|k|=0

|Ω /∇3D
kΨI+ |2 +

rp

r2
|r /∇DkΨI+ |2

}
to ĚK,pout [PI+ ] (τ). 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 u1 ≤ τ ≤ uf , the pair (ΨI+ = r5PI+ , ΨH+ = r5PH+) satisfies

1. degenerate boundedness:

sup
τ≤u≤uf

F̌�v(u)[ΨH+ ] + sup
τ≤u≤uf

F̌u[ΨI+ ] + F̌�uf [ΨH+ ] (v(τ))

. F̌�v(τ)[ΨH+ ] + F̌τ [ΨI+ ] +
ε2

0 + ε3

τ2
, (12.2.1)

2. boundedness:

sup
τ≤u≤uf

F̌v(u)[ΨH+ ] + sup
τ≤u≤uf

F̌u[ΨI+ ] + F̌uf [ΨH+ ] (v(τ)) + F̌v∞ [ΨI+ ] (τ)

. F̌v(τ)[ΨH+ ] + F̌τ [ΨI+ ] +
ε2

0 + ε3

τ2
, (12.2.2)

3. integrated decay:

Ǐ�,deg [ΨH+ ] (v(τ)) + Ǐ [ΨI+ ] (τ) . F̌�v(τ)[ΨH+ ] + F̌τ [ΨI+ ] +
ε2

0 + ε3

τ2
, (12.2.3)

Ǐdeg [ΨH+ ] (v(τ)) + Ǐ [ΨI+ ] (τ) . F̌v(τ)[ΨH+ ] + F̌τ [ΨI+ ] +
ε2

0 + ε3

τ2
. (12.2.4)

Moreover, the pair (Ψ̌I+ = r5P̌ I+ , ΨH+ = r5PH+) satisfies the same estimates.

Proof. We first prove (12.2.1) and (12.2.3). We note that both pairs (ΨI+ ,ΨH+) and (Ψ̌I+ ,ΨH+) 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 [Ψ] (τ1, τ2) = 0. In view of Fnlin1 [Ψ] = E3

2 we have from Proposition 10.3.2 as well as Propositions 11.7.1,
11.7.3, 11.7.8 the estimate

3∑
i=1

∣∣∣Bi [ΨH+ ] (τ1, τ2)− Bi [ΨI+ ] (τ1, τ2)
∣∣∣+

3∑
i=1

Hi [Ψ] (τ, uf ) .
ε2

0 + ε3

τ2
.

For Ψ̌I+ , we have to use in addition Proposition 11.7.10 in view of the anomalous error term appearing in
Fnlin1

[
Ψ̌I+

]
; 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 ΨH+ satisfies a tensorial wave equation of type 30

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 [ΨH+ ] can be estimated

G4 [ΨH+ ] (τ) . ηǏdeg [ΨH+ ] (τ) + Cη Ǐ�,deg [ΨH+ ] (τ)

for any η > 0. The first term on the right can be absorbed on the left of (11.5.1) and the second is controlled

by (12.2.3). Finally, by Propositions 11.7.1, 11.7.3 we have H4 [ΨH+ ] . ε20+ε3

τ2 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).

2We focus on the proof for the (ΨI+ ,ΨH+ ) pair, the underlined pair being entirely analogous.
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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 u1 ≤ τ ≤ uf and 1 ≤ p ≤ 2, the pair (ΨI+ = r5PI+ , ΨH+ = r5PH+) satisfies

sup
τ≤u≤uf

F̌v(u)[ΨH+ ] + sup
τ≤u≤uf

F̌u[ΨI+ ] + sup
τ≤u≤uf

F̌pu[ΨI+ ] + /̌F
p

v∞
[ΨI+ ] (τ)

+ Ǐdeg [ΨH+ ] (v(τ)) + Ǐ [ΨI+ ] (τ) + Ǐp [ΨI+ ] (τ)

. F̌v(τ)[ΨH+ ] + F̌τ [ΨI+ ] + F̌pτ [ΨI+ ] +
ε2

0 + ε3

τ
. (12.3.1)

Moreover, the pair (Ψ̌I+ = r5P̌ I+ , ΨH+ = r5PH+) satisfies the same estimate.

Proof. Note that ΨI+ (and Ψ̌I+) satisfies tensorial wave equation of type 40,2 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 G5,p [ΨI+ ] in (11.6.1) we use Cauchy-Schwarz∣∣∣ ∫

ĎI+ (τ)∩{r≥3/2R}

6MΩ2

r3
ΨI+ ·

(
rp + r2−δδ2

p

)
Ω /∇4ΨI+

∣∣∣ . ηǏp [ΨI+ ] (τ, uf ) + Cη Ǐ [ΨI+ ] (τ, uf )

for any η > 0 and 1 ≤ p ≤ 2. The second term on the right is controlled by (12.2.4) and the first can, for
sufficiently small η, be absorbed on the left of (11.6.1). Of course the analogous estimate holds for Ψ̌I+ .
Finally, we turn to the non-linear error term for ΨI+ and Ψ̌I+ (see Proposition 11.1.4):

H5,p

[
Ψ̌I+

]
(τ, uf ) =

∫
ĎI+ (τ)∩{r≥3R/2}

|
(
Fnlin4k,l

[
Ψ̌I+

]
+ F34

[
[Ψ̌I+

])
| rp|Ω /∇4Ψ̌I+ |

=

∫
ĎI+ (τ)∩{r≥3R/2}

∣∣∣Ě3
2 + Eanom[P̌ ]

∣∣∣rp|Ω /∇4Ψ̌I+ | .

Inserting the expression for /∇4Ψ̌I+ from Proposition 3.4.4 we conclude that H5,p

[
Ψ̌I+

]
. ε20+ε3

τ after
applying the estimates of Propositions 11.7.6, 11.7.11, 11.7.12 and 11.7.13. The error for H5,p [ΨI+ ] is
treated entirely analogously but is strictly easier as no anomalous term appears in Fnlin4k,l

[ΨI+ ].

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 Dk from Section 3.1.2 and the definitions of D̃k and D̃

k
aux

from Section 11.8.

12.4.1 Basic boundedness and integrated decay for higher derivatives

Proposition 12.4.1. For any u1 ≤ τ ≤ uf and any 1 ≤ K ≤ N−3, the pair (ΨI+ = r5PI+ , ΨH+ = r5PH+)
satisfies

∑
|k|≤K

[
sup

τ≤u≤uf
F̌u[D̃kΨI+ ] + sup

τ≤u≤uf
F̌v(u)[D̃

kΨH+ ] + F̌uf
[
D̃kΨH+

]
(v(τ)) + F̌v∞

[
D̃kΨI+

]
(τ)

]

+
∑
|k|≤K

Ǐdeg
[
D̃kΨH+

]
(v(τ)) +

∑
|k|≤K−1

Ǐ
[
D̃kΨH+

]
(v(τ)) +

∑
|k|≤K

Ǐ
[
D̃kΨI+

]
(τ)

.
∑
|k|≤K

F̌τ [D̃kΨI+ ] +
∑
|k|≤K

F̌v(τ)[D̃
kΨH+ ] +

ε2
0 + ε3

τmin(N−3−K,2)
. (12.4.1)

Moreover, the pair (Ψ̌I+ = r5P̌ I+ , ΨH+ = r5PH+) satisfies the same estimate.
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Remark 12.4.2. For WH+ an S-tensor one has of course for any 1 ≤ K ′ ≤ K∑
|k|≤K′−1

Ǐ
[
D̃kΨH+

]
(v(τ)) .

∑
|k|≤K′

Ǐdeg
[
D̃kΨH+

]
(v(τ)) . (12.4.2)

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 D̃
k
aux instead of D̃k (Steps 1 and 2)

(a) Prove it for tuples k = (k1, k2, k3) with k1 even.

(b) Prove it for tuples k = (k1, k2, k3) with k1 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 ΨH+ ,ΨI+ ,ΨH+ , Ψ̌I+ satisfy an equation of Type 1. Commuting the equations with D

k
aux will

according to Proposition 11.2.1 result in a tensorial wave equation of Type 1 with non-linear error given by

Fnlin
[
D̃k
auxΨH+

]
= Ω2(E?)3+|k| , (12.4.3)

Fnlin
[
D̃k
auxΨH+

]
= Ω2(E?)3+|k| , (12.4.4)

Fnlin
[
D̃k
auxΨI+

]
= E3+|k|

2 , (12.4.5)

Fnlin
[
D̃k
auxΨ̌I+

]
= Ě3+|k|

2 + D̃k
auxEanom[P̌ ] . (12.4.6)

Similarly, by Proposition 11.1.6, ΨH+ and ΨH+ satisfy an equation of Type 30. Therefore, commuting with

D̃
k
H+ (defined below in (12.4.20)) will according to Proposition 11.2.2 result in an equation of Type 30 with

non-linear error given by

Fnlin
[
D̃
k
H+ΨH+

]
= Ω2(E?)3+|k| , (12.4.7)

Fnlin
[
D̃
k
H+ΨH+

]
= Ω2(E?)3+|k| . (12.4.8)

Finally, by Proposition 11.1.8, ΨI+ and Ψ̌I+ satisfy an equation of Type 40,2. Therefore, commuting with

D̃
k
I+ (defined below in (12.4.21)) will according to Proposition 11.2.5 result in an equation of Type 41/2k3,l
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(for some l) with non-linear error given by

Fnlin
[
D̃
k
I+ΨI+

]
= E3+|k|

2 , (12.4.9)

Fnlin
[
D̃
k
I+Ψ̌I+

]
= Ě3+|k|

2 + D̃
k
I+Eanom[P̌ ] . (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

‖r− 1
2−

δ
2 /∇R?D̃kΨI+‖ĎI+ (τ) + ‖r− 1

2−
δ
2 /∇T D̃kΨI+‖ĎI+ (τ) + ‖r− 3

2 D̃kΨI+‖ĎI+ (τ) .
ε

τmin(1,(N−3−|k|)/2)

and the same estimate replacing D̃k by D̃
k
aux and by D̃

k
I+ .

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 conclude3

∑
|k|≤K

[
3∑
i=1

Hi
[
D̃k
auxΨ

]
(τ, uf ) +H4

[
D̃k
auxΨ

]
(τ, uf ) +H4

[
D̃
k

H+Ψ
]

(τ, uf ) +H5,0

[
D̃
k

I+Ψ
]

(τ, uf )

]
.

ε2
0 + ε3

τmin(N−3−K,2)
.

Using Proposition 10.3.2, we also conclude

3∑
i=1

∑
|k|≤K

∣∣∣Bi [D̃k
auxΨH+

]
(τ, uf )− Bi

[
D̃k
auxΨI+

]
(τ, uf )

∣∣∣ . ε2
0 + ε3

τmin(N−3−K,2)
(12.4.11)

and the same estimate for the
(
ΨH+ , Ψ̌I+

)
pair.

Step 1. Angular and T derivatives. We first prove a restricted version of (12.4.1)

• replacing everywhere D̃k by D̃
k
aux

• restricting all tuples k that appear in the sums to those with k3 = 0, i.e. we restrict to derivatives of
the form

a)
(
r2 /∆

)k1/2
( /∇T )k2 , k1 + k2 ≤ K; k1 even,

b)
(
r /∆
)(k1−1)/2 (

r /div
)

( /∇T )k2 , k1 + k2 ≤ K; k1 odd.

For k1 even, the restricted (12.4.1) then follows directly: By Proposition 11.2.1, both /∇T and r2 /∆ 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 k1 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

F lin1

[
W =

(
r /∆
)(k1−1)/2 (

r /div
)

( /∇T )k2Ψ
]

= 3
Ω2

r2

(
r /∆
)(k1−1)/2 (

r /div
)

( /∇T )k2Ψ . (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 (u1 ≤ τ1 ≤ τ2 ≤ uf )

G1 [W ] (τ1, τ2) =
∣∣∣ ∫
ĎH+ (v(τ1),v(τ2))

3
Ω2

r2
WH+ · /∇TWH+ +

∫
ĎI+ (τ1,τ2)

3
Ω2

r2
WI+ /∇TWI+

∣∣∣
3Note in particular that the integrand inH3

[
D̃
k
auxΨ

]
(τ, 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))

G2 [W ] (τ1, τ2) =
∣∣∣ ∫
ĎH+ (v(τ1),v(τ2))

3
Ω2

r2
WH+ · /∇R?WH+ +

∫
ĎI+ (τ1,τ2)

3
Ω2

r2
WI+ /∇R?WI+

∣∣∣
+

∫
ĎH+ (v(τ1),v(τ2))

3
Ω2

r3+δ
|WH+ |2 +

∫
ĎI+ (τ1,τ2)

3
Ω2

r3+δ
|WI+ |2 ,

where we have denoted and will denote for the rest of this step WH+ =
(
r /∆
)(k1−1)/2 (

r /div
)

( /∇T )k2ΨH+ and

WI+ =
(
r /∆
)(k1−1)/2 (

r /div
)

( /∇T )k2ΨI+ . Integrating by parts the T derivative it is easy to see that

G1 [W ] (τ1, τ2) .
∑

k′1+k′2≤K−1

k′3=0,k′1 even

{
sup

τ1≤u≤τ2
F̌u[D̃k′

auxΨI+ ] + sup
τ1≤u≤τ2

F̌v(u)[D̃
k′

auxΨH+ ]

+ F̌uf
[
D̃k′

auxΨH+

]
(v(τ1)) + F̌v∞

[
D̃k′

auxΨI+

]
(τ1)

}
+

ε2
0 + ε3

(τ1)min(N−3−K,2)

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 |
(
r /∆
)(k1−1)/2 (

r /div
)

( /∇T )k2Ψ|2 .
∑(k1−1)/2
i=0 |r /∇

(
r /∆
)(k1−1−2i)/2

( /∇T )k2Ψ|2
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′1 even.

Similarly, integrating the R? derivative by parts4 we see that

G2 [W ] (τ1, τ2) .
∑

k′1+k′2≤K−1

k′3=0,k′1 even

{
sup

τ1≤u≤τ2
F̌u[D̃k′

auxΨI+ ] + sup
τ1≤u≤τ2

F̌v(u)[D̃
k′

auxΨH+ ] + F̌uf
[
D̃k′

auxΨH+

]
(v(τ1))

+F̌v∞
[
D̃k′

auxΨI+

]
(τ1)

}
+

∫
ĎH+ (v(τ1),v(τ2))

Ω2

r3
|WH+ |2 +

∫
ĎI+ (τ1,τ2)

Ω2

r3
|WI+ |2 +

ε2
0 + ε3

(τ1)min(N−3−K,2)
.

For the spacetime integrals we recall the easily established calculus inequality∫
ĎH+ (v(τ1),v(τ2))

|W |2 . γ
∫
ĎH+ (v(τ1),v(τ2))

| /∇R?W |2 + Cγ

∫
ĎH+ (v(τ1),v(τ2))

(
1− 3M

r

)2

|W |2 , (12.4.13)

valid for any γ > 0, which allows us to deduce∫
ĎH+ (v(τ1),v(τ2))

Ω2

r3
|WH+ |2 +

∫
ĎH+ (v(τ1),v(τ2))

Ω2

r3
|WI+ |2 (12.4.14)

. γ · Ǐdeg [WH+ ] (v(τ1), v(τ2)) + Cγ
∑

k′1+k′2≤K−1

k′3=0,k′1 even

Ǐ�,deg
[
D̃k′ΨH+

]
(v(τ1), v(τ2)) + Ǐ

[
D̃k′ΨI+

]
(τ1, τ2) .

Since the term multiplying γ in the estimate (12.4.14) can be absorbed on the left hand side of (11.4.3) for
sufficiently small γ and the second term has already been estimated when we dealt with k′1 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 WH+ , which can also be viewed as a tensorial
wave equation of type 30. The additional linear error term G4 [W ] (τ, uf ) 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 k1 = 1, to control
∫

1
r2
r /divΨ /∇R? /divΨ

one cannot apply Cauchy–Schwarz directly in DI+
. In DH+

, one could apply Cauchy–Schwarz with γ and (12.4.13). However,
conceptually (and to avoid constants depending on R) it is easiest to integrate /∇R? 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 D̃k by D̃
k
aux

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 + k2 + k3 ≤ K. If k1 is even, the commuted quantity satisfies a tensorial wave
equation of Type 1 with a linear error term F lin1 determined inductively by Proposition 11.2.1. Hence we
can apply Proposition 11.4.1, which requires us to control the errors G1 and G2 generated by the linear error

term F lin. From (11.2.5) and a simple induction we conclude (denoting W = ( /∇R?)k3
(
r2 /∆

)k1/2
( /∇T )k2Ψ

for the rest of this step)

r2

Ω2

∣∣∣F lin1 [W ]
∣∣∣2

.
Ω2

r3

{(
1− 3M

r

)2

|
(
/∇R?

)k3−1 (
r2 /∆

)(k1+2)/2
( /∇T )k2Ψ|2 + |

(
/∇R?

)k3−1 (
r2 /∆

)k1/2
( /∇T )k2Ψ|2

}

+

k3∑
i=2

Ω2

r3

(
|
(
/∇R?

)i−2 (
r2 /∆

)(k1+2)/2
( /∇T )k2Ψ|2 + |

(
/∇R?

)i−2 (
r2 /∆

)k1/2
( /∇T )k2Ψ|2

)
+ |Ek1+k2+k3+2

3 |2,

where the |Ek1+k2+k3+2
3 |2 arise from commutation of derivatives. Commuting derivatives further we deduce

r2

Ω2

∣∣∣F lin1 [W ]
∣∣∣2 . ∑

k̃1≤k1 even

Ω2

r3

[(
1− 3M

r

)2

|r /∇
(
/∇R?

)k3−1 (
r2 /∆

)k̃1/2
r /div( /∇T )k2Ψ|2

+ |r /∇
(
/∇R?

)k3−1 (
r2 /∆

)(k̃1−2)/2
r /div( /∇T )k2Ψ|2

]

+

k3∑
i=2

∑
k̃1≤k1 even

Ω2

r3
|r /∇

(
/∇R?

)i−2 (
r2 /∆

)k̃1/2 /div( /∇T )k2Ψ|2 + |Ek1+k2+k3+2
3 |2 . (12.4.15)

Since we also have the inequality

| /∇T ( /∇R?)k3
(
r2 /∆

)k1/2
( /∇T )k2Ψ|2 . | /∇R?( /∇R?)k3−1

(
r2 /∆

)k1/2
( /∇T )k2+1Ψ|2 + |Ek1+k2+k3+2

2 |2 ,

it follows from applying Cauchy–Schwarz to the product F lin1 [W ] · /∇TW appearing in G1 [W ] (τ1, τ2) that

G1 [W ] (τ1, τ2) .
∑

|k′|≤k1+k2+k3

k′3≤k3−1

Ǐ�,deg
[
D̃k′

auxΨH+

]
(v(τ1), v(τ2)) + Ǐ

[
D̃k′

auxΨI+

]
(τ1, τ2) +

ε2
0 + ε3

(τ1)min(N−3−K,2)
,

thereby completing the induction step for G1. 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′|≤k1+k2+k3−1

k′3≤k3−2

Ǐ
[
D̃
k′

auxΨH+

]
(v(τ1), v(τ2))

by Remark 12.4.2 (the latter term appearing in the application of Cauchy–Schwarz).
For G2 we obtain similarly

G2 [W ] (τ1, τ2) . Cγ
∑

|k′|≤k1+k2+k3

k′3≤k3−1

Ǐ�,deg
[
D̃k′

auxΨH+

]
(v(τ1), v(τ2)) + Ǐ

[
D̃k′

auxΨI+

]
(τ1, τ2)

+ γ

{
Ǐ�,deg

[
( /∇R?)k3

(
r2 /∆

)k1/2
( /∇T )k2ΨH+

]
(v(τ1), v(τ2))

+ Ǐ
[
( /∇R?)k3

(
r2 /∆

)k1/2
( /∇T )k2ΨI+

]
(τ1, τ2)

}
+

ε2
0 + ε3

(τ1)min(N−3−K,2)
. (12.4.16)
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For γ 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

sup
τ≤u≤uf

F̌u[WI+ ] + sup
τ≤u≤uf

F̌�v(u)[WH+ ] + F̌�uf [WH+ ] (v(τ)) + F̌v∞ [WI+ ] (τ) + Ǐ�,deg [W ] (v(τ)) + Ǐ [WI+ ] (τ)

. F̌τ [WI+ ] + F̌�v(τ)[WH+ ] +
∑

|k′|≤k1+k2+k3

k′3≤k3−1

{
Ǐ�,deg

[
D̃k′

auxΨH+

]
(v(τ), v(uf )) + Ǐ

[
D̃k′

auxΨI+

]
(τ, uf )

}

+
ε2

0 + ε3

τmin(N−3−K,2)
(12.4.17)

and hence completed the induction step for k1 even. This establishes the desired estimate for k1 even,
however, with diamond superscripts on the horizon energies. To remove the latter we finally observe that

WH+ = ( /∇R?)k3
(
r2 /∆

)k1/2
( /∇T )k2ΨH+ satisfies a tensorial wave equation of type 30 with

F lin30
[WH+ ] = −4Ω2

r2
WH+ + 6M

Ω2

r3
WH+ + F lin1 [WH+ ] .

We apply Proposition 11.5.1. The terms with a ? are easily seen to be controlled by (12.4.17) and the linear
error G4[WH+ ] 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 D̃k by D̃
k
aux 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 k1 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 ΨH+ and ΨI+)

F lin
[
( /∇R?)k3=1

(
r2 /∆

)(k1−1)/2
r /div( /∇T )k2Ψ

]
=h0

(
1− 3M

r

)
Ω2

r3

(
r2 /∆

)(k1+1)/2
r /div( /∇T )k2Ψ

+ h0
Ω2

r3

(
r2 /∆

)(k1−1)/2
r /div( /∇T )k2Ψ

+ 3
Ω2

r2
( /∇R?)k3=1

(
r2 /∆

)(k1−1)/2
r /div( /∇T )k2Ψ , (12.4.18)

generating three terms in G1 and G2 respectively. When applying Proposition 11.4.1, the first two can be
handled exactly as in the k1 even case using Cauchy–Schwarz and noting also the general inequality for a
symmetric traceless S-tensor ξ,

|r2 /∆r /divξ|2 . |r /divr2 /∆ξ|2 + |r /divξ|2 . |r /∇r2 /∆ξ|2 + |r /∇ξ|2 . (12.4.19)

The term in the third line of (12.4.18) generates an integrand in G1 of the form

3
Ω2

r2
( /∇R?)k3=1

(
r2 /∆

)(k1−1)/2
r /div( /∇T )k2Ψ · /∇T ( /∇R?)k3=1

(
r2 /∆

)(k1−1)/2
r /div( /∇T )k2Ψ

.Cγ
Ω2

r2
| /∇R?

(
r2 /∆

)(k1−1)/2
r /div( /∇T )k2Ψ|2 + γ · Ω2

r2
| /∇T ( /∇R?)

(
r2 /∆

)(k1−1)/2
r /div( /∇T )k2Ψ|2

.Cγ
Ω2

r2
| /∇R?

(
r2 /∆

)(k1−1)/2
r /div( /∇T )k2Ψ|2 + γ · Ω2

r2
| /∇R?

(
r2 /∆

)(k1−1)/2
r /div( /∇T )k2+1Ψ|2 + |Ek1+k2

2 |2 .

The first term is controlled (non-degenerately at r = 3M) entirely by Step 1 and the second can be absorbed
on the left of (11.4.3) for γ sufficiently small. The same estimate works for the term G2 arising from the
term in the third line of (12.4.18).
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We finally summarise the estimate one obtains for general k3 ≥ 1:

G1

[
( /∇R?)k3

(
r2 /∆

)(k1−1)/2
r /div( /∇T )k2Ψ

]
(τ1, τ2) + G2

[
( /∇R?)k3

(
r2 /∆

)(k1−1)/2
r /div( /∇T )k2Ψ

]
(τ1, τ2)

. Cγ
∑

|k′|≤k1+k2+k3

k′3≤k3−1

Ǐ�,deg
[
D̃k′

auxΨH+

]
(v(τ1), v(τ2)) + Ǐ

[
D̃k′

auxΨI+

]
(τ1, τ2) +

ε2
0 + ε3

(τ1)min(N−3−K,2)

+ γ Ǐ�,deg
[
( /∇R?)k3

(
r2 /∆

)k1/2
r /div( /∇T )k2ΨH+

]
(v(τ1), v(τ2))

+ γ Ǐ
[
( /∇R?)k3

(
r2 /∆

)k1/2
r /div( /∇T )k2ΨI+

]
(τ1, τ2) .

Taking into account these estimates for the linear errors we easily deduce the analogue of (12.4.17) now for

W = ( /∇R?)k3
(
r2 /∆

)(k1−1)/2
r /div( /∇T )k2Ψ, k1 odd on the left. Coupling in the redshift via Proposition 11.5.1

proceeds entirely analogously to the k1 even case. This finally produces the desired (12.4.1) except that D̃k

is replaced by D̃
k
aux everywhere.

Note that Propositions 11.8.1 and 11.8.3 now imply in particular the estimate (12.4.1) if one restricts

• all fluxes and spacetime integrals for for ΨH+ on the left to r ≥ 9Minit/4

• all fluxes and spacetime integrals for for ΨI+ on the left to r ≤ 2R .

Therefore, to complete the proof, we only need to improve the estimates for ΨH+ (or more precisely Ω−1 /∇3

derivatives applied to it) in r ≤ 9Minit/4 (Step 3 below) and the estimates for ΨI+ (or more precisely rΩ /∇4

derivatives applied to it) in the region r ≥ 2R (Step 4 below).

Step 3. Improved control near the horizon for ΨH+ . We introduce another auxiliary set of derivative
operators in the horizon region:

D̃
k
H+ = D̃

(k1,k2,k3)
H+ :=

{ (
Ω−1 /∇3

)k3
(
r2 /∆

)k1/2 ( /∇T )k2
if k1 even(

Ω−1 /∇3

)k3
(
r2 /∆

)(k1−1)/2
r /div

(
/∇T
)k2

if k1 odd.
(12.4.20)

It is easy to see that if we can establish the estimate (12.4.1) for D̃
k
H+ΨH+ instead of D̃kΨH+ , then we have

established it for D̃kΨH+ (replace 2 /∇T = Ω /∇3 + Ω /∇4, 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 r ≤ 9Minit/4 by
the considerations at the end of Step 2. Finally, note that for k3 = 0 we have already proven the desired
estimate in Step 1.

To establish the estimate (12.4.1) for D̃
k
H+ΨH+ , we recall that ΨH+ satisfies a tensorial wave equation

of Type 30 with (zeroth order) linear error-term given by (11.1.17). Commuting with D̃
k
H+ for k3 = 1

produces a tensorial wave equation of Type 31/2 whose non-linear error was controlled in Step 0. Applying

Proposition 11.5.1 with WH+ = D̃
k
H+ΨH+ (k3 = 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 k1, k2 arbitrary). Now
inductively continue to k3 = K.

Step 4. Improved control near infinity for ΨI+ We introduce another auxiliary set of derivative
operators near infinity:

D̃
k
I+ = D̃

(k1,k2,k3)
I+ :=

{ (
rΩ /∇4

)k3
(
r2 /∆

)k1/2 ( /∇T )k2
if k1 even(

rΩ /∇4

)k3
(
r2 /∆

)(k1−1)/2
r /div

(
/∇T
)k2

if k1 odd.
(12.4.21)

It is easy to see that if we can establish the estimate (12.4.1) for D̃
k
I+ΨI+ instead of D̃kΨI+ then we have

established it for D̃kΨI+ (replace 2 /∇T = Ω /∇3 + Ω /∇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 D̃
k
I+ΨI+ we proceed inductively, starting with k3 = 1, i.e. we

prove the desired estimate with the sum on the left restricted to
∑
|k|≤K,k3=1. By Proposition 11.1.8, ΨI+
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satisfies a tensorial wave equation of type 40,2. Proposition 11.2.5 therefore implies that the tensorial wave

equations for D̃
(k1,k2,k3=1)
I+ ΨI+ are of Type 41/2,0 (k1 odd) or 41/2,3/2 (k1 even). We apply the estimate of

Proposition 11.6.1 for these WI+ = D̃
(k1,k2,k3=1)
I+ ΨI+ with p = 0 and note that the boxed term is absent in

view of the values of k and l. This leads to the estimate∑
k1+k2≤K−1

(
Ǐ0[D̃

(k1,k2,k3=1)

I+ ΨI+ ] (τ, uf ) + sup
τ≤u≤uf

F̌0
u[D̃

(k1,k2,k3=1)

I+ ΨI+ ] + F̌0

v∞ [D̃
(k1,k2,k3=1)

I+ ΨI+ ](τ)

)

. RHS of (12.4.1) +
∑

k1+k2≤K−1

∣∣∣ ∫
ĎI+

(τ)∩{r≥3/2R}
F lin41/2,l

[D̃
(k1,k2,k3=1)

I+ ΨI+ ] · Ω /∇4

(
D̃

(k1,k2,k3=1)

I+ ΨI+ ]
) ∣∣∣.

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∑

k1+k2≤K−1

F̌u[D̃
(k1,k2,k3=1)
I+ ΨI+ ] .

∑
k1+k2≤K−1

F̌0
u[D̃

(k1,k2,k3=1)
I+ ΨI+ ] +

∑
k1+k2≤K

F̌u[D̃(k1,k2,k3=0)
aux ΨI+ ]

(12.4.22)

and a similar estimate for I
[
D̃

(k1,k2,k3=1)
I+ ΨI+

]
. The last term in (12.4.22) is already controlled from Step 1.

Finally, for the term involving F lin41/2,l
, we note that an application of the Cauchy–Schwarz inequality

estimates it for any γ > 0 by

γ
∑

k1+k2≤K−1

Ǐ0[D̃
(k1,k2,k3=1)
I+ ΨI+ ] (τ, uf ) + Cγ

∑
k1+k2≤K

Ǐ[D̃(k1,k2,k3=0)
I+ ΨI+ ] (τ, uf ) .

For γ 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 D̃

k
I+ΨI+ with k having k3 = 1.

It is easy to see we can induct all the way up to k3 = K. We leave the details to the reader and note here

only the key point. The tensorial wave equations for D̃
(k1,k2,k3≥2)
I+ ΨI+ are of type 4k3/2,l for l some (half)

integer number depending only on K. The exact value of l 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 Ǐ0
u[D̃

(k1,k2,k3−1)
I+ ΨI+ ] (i.e. the previous step of the induction). The treatment of the inhomogeneous term

involving F lin4k3/2,l
and the non-linear term proceeds completely analogously.

This concludes the proof for (ΨH+ ,ΨI+). It is clear that the same steps can be followed for the pair
(ΨH+ , Ψ̌I+) thereby establishing the last claim of the proposition.

12.4.2 The rp weighted hierarchy for higher derivatives

Proposition 12.4.3. For any u1 ≤ τ ≤ uf , any 0 ≤ K ≤ N − 3 and p ∈ {1, 2− δ, 2}, the pair (ΨI+ = r5P ,
ΨH+ = r5P ) satisfies

∑
|k|≤K

[
sup

τ≤u≤uf
F̌v(u)[D̃

kΨH+ ] + sup
τ≤u≤uf

F̌u[D̃kΨI+ ] + sup
τ≤u≤uf

F̌pu[D̃kΨI+ ]

]
∑
|k|≤K

[
F̌uf

[
D̃kΨH+

]
(v(τ)) + F̌v∞

[
D̃kΨI+

]
(τ) + /̌Fp

v∞

[
D̃kΨI+

]
(τ)
]

+
∑
|k|≤K

Ǐdeg
[
D̃kΨH+

]
(v(τ)) +

∑
|k|≤K−1

Ǐ
[
D̃kΨH+

]
(v(τ))

+
∑
|k|≤K

Ǐ
[
D̃kΨI+

]
(τ) +

∑
|k|≤K

Ǐp
[
D̃kΨI+

]
(τ)

.
∑
|k|≤K

F̌v(τ)[D̃
kΨH+ ] +

∑
|k|≤K

F̌τ [D̃kΨI+ ] +
∑
|k|≤K

F̌pτ [D̃kΨI+ ] +
ε2

0 + ε3

τmin(N−3−K,1)
. (12.4.23)

Moreover, the pair (Ψ̌I+ = r5P̌ I+ , ΨH+ = r5PH+) 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 ΨI+ and Ψ̌I+ 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 rp 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∑
|k|≤K

H5,p

[
D̃
k
I+ΨI+

]
+
∑
|k|≤K

H5,p

[
D̃
k
I+Ψ̌I+

]
.

ε2
0 + ε3

τmin(N−3−K,1)
. (12.4.24)

Focussing on the Ψ̌I+ term (the ΨI+ term being strictly easier as there are no anomalous error terms) we
estimate the term

H5,p

[
D̃
k
I+Ψ̌I+

]
(τ, uf ) =

∫
ĎI+ (τ)∩{r≥3R/2}

|
(
Fnlin4k,l

[
D̃
k
I+Ψ̌I+

]
+ F34

[
D̃
k
I+Ψ̌I+

])
| · rp|Ω /∇4D̃

k
I+Ψ̌I+ |

as follows. Wlog p = 2. We commute the Ω /∇4 through on Ψ̌I+ 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 r) or both. We further note that Fnlin4k,l

[
D̃
k
I+Ψ̌I+

]
is of

the same form as Fnlin
[
D̃
k
I+Ψ̌I+

]
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 D̃
k
I+ΨI+ with (k1, k2, k3 = 0), k1 + k2 = K. Since such D̃

k
I+ΨI+ satisfy a tensorial wave equation of

type 40,1/2 or 40,2 respectively (depending on k2 even or odd) with F lin
[
D̃
k
I+ΨI+

]
= 6M Ω2

r3 D̃
k
I+ΨI+ , we

can apply Proposition 11.6.1 (no boxed term in view of l ≥ 0) for p ∈ {1, 2 − δ, 2} and estimate the term
G5,p arising from F lin using the Cauchy–Schwarz inequality and Proposition 12.4.1 (just as in the proof of
Proposition 12.3.1).

Step 2. Including r /∇4-derivatives. We now prove (12.4.23) for any fixed K ∈ {1, 2, ..., N − 3} and all

D̃
k
I+ΨI+ with k = (k1, k2, 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 D̃
k
I+ΨI+ satisfy a

tensorial wave equation of type 41/2,l (precise half-integer value of l irrelevant) with linear inhomogeneous
term of the form (h0 denoting an admissible coefficient function that can be different in each occurrence)

F lin41/2,l

[
D̃
k
I+ΨI+

]
=
h0

r3
D̃
k
I+ΨI+ +

h0

r2
r2 /∆D̃

(k1,k2,k3=0)
I+ ΨI+ +

h0

r2
D̃

(k1,k2,k3=0)
I+ ΨI+ . (12.4.25)

We apply Proposition 11.6.1 for this WI+ = D̃k
I+ΨI+ . The boxed term on the right hand side of (11.6.1) is

controlled for any p ∈ [1, 2] by∫
ĎI+ (τ)

rp−3|rΩ /∇4D̃
(k1,k2,k3=0)
I+ ΨI+ |2 . Ǐ

[
D̃

(k1,k2,k3=0)
I+ ΨI+

]
(τ, uf ) + Ǐp

[
D̃

(k1,k2,k3=0)
I+ ΨI+

]
(τ, uf ) ,

with the right hand side being controlled by Step 1. The terms supported in r ≤ 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

G5,p

[
D̃

(k1,k2,k3=1)
I+ ΨI+

]
=
∣∣∣ ∫
ĎI+ (τ)∩{r≥3/2R}

F lin41/2,l

[
D̃
k
I+ΨI+

]
·
(
rp + r2−δδ2

p

)
Ω /∇4D̃

k
I+ΨI+

∣∣∣ (12.4.26)

arising from (12.4.25) on the right hand side of (11.6.1) is the most difficult. For p = 1 and p = 2 − δ it is
again easily seen from the Cauchy–Schwarz inequality that we have for any η > 0

G5,p

[
D̃

(k1,k2,k3=1)
I+ ΨI+

]
≤ γǏp

[
D̃

(k1,k2,k3=1)
I+ ΨI+

]
(τ, uf ) + Cγ Ǐp

[
D̃

(k1,k2+1,k3=0)
I+ ΨI+

]
(τ, uf ) +

ε2
0 + ε3

τ
,
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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 γ 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∫

ĎI+ (τ)∩{r≥3R/2}
h0r

2 /∆D̃
(k1,k2,k3=0)
I+ ΨI+ · Ω /∇4D̃

(k1,k2,k3=1)
I+ ΨI+ . (12.4.27)

Inserting 1 = (χ(r) + (1− χ(r))) into the integrand where χ(r) is a radial cut-off equal to 1 for r ≥ 2R and
zero near r = 3R/2, we control the integral involving (1 − χ(r)), which is supported for r ≤ 2R, directly
from Proposition 12.4.1. For the term involving χ(r) we integrate by parts the angular derivative and the
4 derivative (using

[
r /∇,Ω /∇4

]
is non-linear by Lemma 3.3.1) resulting in the following estimate. For any

γ > 0,

(12.4.27) . Cγ
∑

k′1≤k1+1

{
Ǐp=2

[
D̃

(k′1,k2,k3=0)

I+ ΨI+

]
(τ, uf ) + /̌Fp=2

v∞

[
D̃(k′1,k2,k3=0)ΨI+

]
(τ)
}

+ γ/̌Fp=2

v∞

[
D̃(k1,k2,k3=1)ΨI+

]
(τ) +

∑
|k|≤K

F̌τ [D̃kΨI+ ] +
∑
|k|≤K

F̌v(τ)[D̃
kΨH+ ] +

ε2
0 + ε3

τmin(N−3−K,1)
.

The γ-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 (ΨH+ ,ΨI+). It is clear that the same steps can be followed for the pair (ΨH+ , Ψ̌I+) thereby
establishing the last claim of the proposition.

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 u1 ≤ τ ≤ uf , the pair (ΨI+ = r5P , ΨH+ = r5P ) satisfies the estimates

∑
|k|≤N−3

[
sup

τ≤u≤uf
F̌v(u)[D̃

kΨH+ ] + sup
τ≤u≤uf

F̌u[D̃kΨI+ ] + sup
τ≤u≤uf

F̌2
u[D̃kΨI+ ]

]
∑

|k|≤N−3

[
F̌uf

[
D̃kΨH+

]
(v(τ)) + F̌v∞

[
D̃kΨI+

]
(τ) + /̌F2

v∞

[
D̃kΨI+

]
(τ)
]

+
∑

|k|≤N−3

Ǐdeg
[
D̃kΨH+

]
(v(τ)) +

∑
|k|≤N−4

Ǐ
[
D̃kΨH+

]
(v(τ))

+
∑

|k|≤N−3

Ǐ
[
D̃kΨI+

]
(τ) +

∑
|k|≤N−3

Ǐ2
[
D̃kΨI+

]
(τ) . ε2

0 + ε3, (12.5.1)

∑
|k|≤N−4

[
sup

τ≤u≤uf
F̌v(u)[D̃

kΨH+ ] + sup
τ≤u≤uf

F̌u[D̃kΨI+ ] + sup
τ≤u≤uf

F̌1
u[D̃kΨI+ ]

]
∑

|k|≤N−4

[
F̌uf

[
D̃kΨH+

]
(v(τ)) + F̌v∞

[
D̃kΨI+

]
(τ) + /̌F1

v∞

[
D̃kΨI+

]
(τ)
]

+
∑

|k|≤N−4

Ǐdeg
[
D̃kΨH+

]
(v(τ)) +

∑
|k|≤N−5

Ǐ
[
D̃kΨH+

]
(v(τ))

+
∑

|k|≤N−4

Ǐ
[
D̃kΨI+

]
(τ) +

∑
|k|≤N−4

Ǐ1
[
D̃kΨI+

]
(τ) .

ε2
0 + ε3

τ
, (12.5.2)
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∑
|k|≤N−5

[
sup

τ≤u≤uf
F̌v(u)[D̃

kΨH+ ] + sup
τ≤u≤uf

F̌u[D̃kΨI+ ]

]

+
∑

|k|≤N−5

[
F̌uf

[
D̃kΨH+

]
(v(τ)) + F̌v∞

[
D̃kΨI+

]
(τ)
]

+
∑

|k|≤N−5

Ǐ
[
D̃kΨI+

]
(τ)

+
∑

|k|≤N−5

Ǐdeg
[
D̃kΨH+

]
(v(τ)) +

∑
|k|≤N−6

Ǐ
[
D̃kΨH+

]
(v(τ)) .

ε2
0 + ε3

τ2
. (12.5.3)

Moreover, the pair (Ψ̌I+ = r5P̌ I+ , ΨH+ = r5PH+) satisfies the same estimates.
Finally, all estimates hold replacing D̃k by Dk.

Proof. Apply the estimate of Proposition 12.4.3 with τ = u1, 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 τi such that

N−4∑
k=0

F̌v(τi)
[D̃kΨH+ ] +

N−4∑
k=0

F̌τi [D̃kΨI+ ] +

N−4∑
k=0

F̌1
τi [D̃

kΨI+ ] .
ε2

0 + ε3

τi
. (12.5.4)

Applying the estimate of Proposition 12.4.3 with τ = τi, K = N−4 and p = 1 establishes the estimate (12.5.2)
now for any τ .

From the estimate (12.5.2) we find another dyadic sequence, also denoted τi along which

N−5∑
k=0

F̌v(τi)
[D̃kΨH+ ] +

N−5∑
k=0

F̌τi [D̃kΨI+ ] .
ε2

0 + ε3

τ2
i

. (12.5.5)

Applying now the estimate of Proposition 12.4.1 with τ = τi, K = N − 5 we obtain the estimate (12.5.3) for
any τ . The estimates for (Ψ̌I+ = r5P̌ I+ , ΨH+ = r5PH+) are proven in exactly the same fashion. Finally,
the claim regarding D̃ follows from Propositions 11.8.1 and 11.8.3.

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 PH+ , PI+ (the PH+ , P̌ I+

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:

PI+ PH+

outgoing cones CI
+

u for u ≥ u1 CH
+

u (v) for v ≥ v1

ingoing cones CI
+

v (u) for u ≥ u1 CH
+

v for v ≥ v1

integrated decay regions DI+

(u) ∩ {vH+ ≥ v1} for u ≥ u1 DH+

(v) ∩ {uI+ ≥ u1} for v ≥ v1

Note also that in view of Theorem 12.1.1, we have already proved the required estimates for PI+ on the
truncated cones ČI

+

u as well as the regions ĎI+

(u) for u ≥ u1, and the estimates for PH+ on the truncated

cones CH
+

v as well as the regions ĎH+

(v) for v ≥ v1.

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 [WH+ ] (v) =

∫
DH+ (v)∩{uI+≥u1}

|Ω−1 /∇3WH+ |2 + |Ω /∇4WH+ |2 + |r /∇WH+ |2 + |WH+ |2 , (12.6.1)
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I�,deg [WH+ ] (v) =

∫
DH+ (v)∩{uI+≥u1}

| /∇R?WH+ |2 + |WH+ |2 +

(
1− 3M

r

)2 (
| /∇TWH+ |2 + |r /∇WH+ |2

)
,

Ideg [WH+ ] (v) = I�,deg [WH+ ] (v) +

∫
DH+ (v)∩{uI+≥u1}

|Ω−1 /∇3WH+ |2 . (12.6.2)

Similarly, in analogy with (11.3.11) and (11.3.12), we define

I [WI+ ] (τ) =

∫
DI+ (τ)∩{vH+≥v1}

∣∣Ω /∇4WI+ |2

r1+δ
+

∣∣Ω /∇3WI+ |2

r1+δ
+

∣∣r /∇WI+

∣∣2
r3

+
|WI+ |2

r3
, (12.6.3)

Ip [WI+ ] (τ) =

∫
DI+ (τ)∩{vH+≥v1}

(∣∣Ω /∇4WI+ |2

r1+δp0
+

∣∣r /∇WI+

∣∣2
r3+δp2δ

+
|WI+ |2

r3+δp2δ

)
rp . (12.6.4)

Proposition 12.6.1. The pair (ΨI+ = r5P , ΨH+ = r5P ) satisfies the following estimates

2∑
s=0

sup
u1≤τ≤uf

τs

{ ∑
|k|≤N−3−s

I
[
DkΨI+

]
(τ) +

∑
|k|≤N−3−s

I2−s
[
DkΨI+

]
(τ)

}
. ε2

0 + ε3 , (12.6.5)

2∑
s=0

sup
v≥v1

vs

{ ∑
|k|≤N−3−s

Ideg
[
DkΨH+

]
(v) +

∑
|k|≤N−4−s

I
[
DkΨH+

]
(v)

}
. ε2

0 + ε3 . (12.6.6)

Moreover, the quantity Ψ̌I+ in the pair (Ψ̌I+ = r5P̃ , ΨH+ = r5P ) satisfies the same estimates.

Proof. Note that we have proven these estimates already for the Ǐ energies in Theorem 12.1.1. For ΨI+ , 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 ĎH+

(v(τ)) ∩ DI+

(τ), which contains DI+

(τ) ∩ {vH+ ≥ v1} \ ĎI
+

(τ) and is located far away from
r = 3M . The (non-degenerate) estimates for ΨI+ will then follow if we can replace ΨI+ by ΨH+ in these

integrals over ĎH+

(v(τ)) ∩ DI+

(τ). Indeed, we have v(τ) ∼ τ and the desired estimates hold for ΨH+ in

ĎH+

(v(τ)) by Theorem 12.1.1. To finally replace ΨI+ by ΨH+ , we apply Proposition 10.4.1, which controls

the difference in the region ĎH+

(v(τ)) ∩ DI+

(τ) by a decaying error term implicit in (12.6.5).
The proof for ΨH+ is analogous using again Proposition 10.4.1 in the overlap region.

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:

sup
u1≤τ≤uf

2∑
s=0

τs

{ ∑
|k|≤N−3−s

FB(τ)[D
kΨH+ ] +

∑
|k|≤N−3−s

FB(τ)[D
kΨI+ ]

}
. ε2

0 + ε3 . (12.6.7)

12.6.2 Estimates on truncated ingoing cones Č
I+

v

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 I+ gauge.

Indeed, pick such a cone ČI
+

v (τ) with τ ≥ u1 and consider the spacetime region enclosed by ČI
+

v (τ),

B, ČI
+

τ and (potentially) ČI
+

uf
. Apply the energy estimate and the rp weighted estimates in this region

using the bounds on the cone ČI
+

τ 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 ΨI+ with the

flux supv≤v∞
∫
ČI

+
v (τ)

{∑K−1
|k|=0 |Ω /∇3D

kΨI+ |2 + rp

r2 |r /∇DkΨI+ |2
}

added to ĚK,pout [PI+ ] (τ). 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.
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12.6.3 Estimates on truncated outgoing cones ČH
+

v

In order obtain estimates on arbitrary truncated outgoing cones of the H+ gauge, we proceed similarly
similarly to Section 12.6.2 above.

Consider an outgoing cone ČH
+

u (v) with v ≥ v1 and the region enclosed by ČH
+

u (v), ČH
+

v and B. Apply

the energy estimate and the redshift estimate in this region using the estimates on the cone ČH
+

v 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 ΨH+ with the outgoing (truncated) flux supu≤uf

∫
ČH+
u (v)

∑K
|k|=0;k1 6=K |D

kΨH+ |2

added to ĚKin [PH+ ] (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 CI
+

u , CI
+

v and CH
+

u , CH
+

v

To complete the proof of Theorem C.3 for ΨI+ , i.e. to obtain the statement of Theorem 12.1.1 for ΨI+

with the check superscripts and the “in” subscript removed from the energies, it now suffices, in view of the
previous estimates, to obtain estimate for the flux on truncated outgoing cones CI

+

u ∩ ĎH+

for u ≥ u1 and

the truncated ingoing ones CI
+

v (u) ∩ ĎH+

for u ≥ u1. This is because the part of the flux on CI
+

u to the

exterior of B (which is the flux on ČI
+

u ) has already been estimated, and similarly for Č
I+

v (u).

Step 1: Outgoing cones CI
+

u . Given a null cone CI
+

τ with τ ≥ u1 + 4Minit (the “near data” case
u1 ≤ τ ≤ u1+4Minit requiring trivial modifications of the following argument), we consider its past extension
into the horizon region, say (for definiteness) up to the timelike hypersurface rH+ = R−4 = R− 4Minit and
denote the resulting cone by C̃τ . 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 I+ gauge for rI+ ≥ R−2 = R− 2Minit. We observe that
the v coordinate at the intersection sphere satisfies |vH+ − τ +R−4| ≤ 1

10Minit, 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 ČH
+

v=τ+R−3Minit
of the H+ gauge,

the hypersurface B and the hypersurface C̃τ . Note that in this region R−4 ≤ rH+ ≤ R1 and in particular
r-weights and Ω2-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 D̃kΨH+ in this region. The boundary term on B can be controlled by Proposition 12.6.2. The term on

ČH
+

v=τ+R−3Minit
is controlled by Proposition 12.5.1. The estimate therefore produces in particular control of

all tangential derivatives of D̃kΨH+ on CI
+

τ ∩ ĎH+

. With the tangential derivatives of D̃kΨH+ controlled

on the null hypersurface CI
+

τ ∩ ĎH+

we can translate /∇
eI

+
4

D̃kΨH+ and /∇I
+

D̃kΨH+ to /∇
eI

+
4

D̃kΨI+ and

/∇I
+

D̃kΨI+ 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 ΨH+ is already the
“correct” tangential derivative on the cone and does not need to be converted. The expression /∇

eI
+

4
D̃kΨH+

would generally not be controlled at top order on CI
+

τ ∩ ĎH+

because it involves derivatives transversal to
the cone!]

Step 2: Ingoing cones CI
+

v . Consider an arbitrary ingoing cone CI
+

v (u) ∩ ĎH+

of the infinity gauge. It
intersects {rI+ = R−2}∪{u = uf} 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 CI
+

v (u) ∩ ĎH+

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 ΨH+ on the cones CH
+

u , CH
+

v 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 α and α: the proof of
Theorem C.4

In this chapter we shall prove Theorem C.4, which we restate here:

Theorem C.4 (Estimates for α and α). Under the assumptions of Theorem C, then for all uf ∈ [u0
f , ûf ]

and all λ ∈ R(uf ), with the gauges as defined above, then the quantities αH+ , αI+ , αH+ , αI+ satisfy the
estimates

ENuf [αH+ , αI+ ] + ENuf [αH+ , αI+ ] . ε2
0 + ε3.
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We shall first prove separate (and slightly weaker) estimates for α and then for α. 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 uf ∈ [u0

f , ûf ], with ûf ∈ B, and fix some λ ∈ R(uf ). All propositions below shall always

refer to the anchored I+ and H+ gauges in the spacetime (M(λ), g(λ)), corresponding to parameters uf ,
Mf (uf , λ), whose existence is ensured by Definition 7.1.1. We shall denote M = Mf 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 α

To prove the estimates on αI+ , αH+ implicit in Theorem C.4 we will first prove the following statement:

Theorem 13.1.1. We have the estimates∑
s=0,1,2

sup
u−1≤τ≤uf

τs · EN−s,2−s� [αI+ ] (τ) +
∑

s=0,1,2

sup
v−1≤v

vs · EN−s� [αH+ ] (v) . ε2
0 + ε3

for the restricted energies (recall AI+ = rΩ2αI+ , AH+ = rΩ2αH+ and ΠI+ = r3ΩψI+ , ΨI+ = r5PI+)

EK� [αH+ ] (v) := sup
ṽ≥v

∫
CH

+
ṽ

Ω2
K∑

|k|=0;k3 6=K

|DkAH+ |2 + sup
u≤uf

∫
CH+
u (v)

K∑
|k|=0; k2 6= K

|DkAH+ |2

+

∫
DH+ (v)

Ω2

{
K∑
|k|=0

(
1− 3M

r

)2

|DkAH+ |2 +

K−1∑
|k|=0

|DkAH+ |2 + |R?DkAH+ |2
}
,

EK,p� [αI+ ] (τ) := sup
τ≤u≤uf

∫
CI+
u

{
K∑

|k|=1; k2 6= K

r4+p|DkAI+ |2 +

K−1∑
|k|=0; k2 6= K − 1

r2|DkΠI+ |2
}

+ sup
v≤v∞

∫
CI

+
v (τ)

{
K∑

|k|=1,k3 6=K

r4+p|DkAI+ |2 +

K−1∑
|k|=0

r2+p|DkΠI+ |2 +

K−2∑
|k|=0

|DkΨI+ |2
}

+

∫
DI+ (τ)

{
K∑
|k|=1

r3+p−δ|DkAI+ |2 +

K−1∑
|k|=0

r1+p−δ|DkΠI+ |2 +

K−2∑
|k|=0

r−1−δ|DkΨI+ |2
}
. (13.1.1)

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 α), using the Teukolsky–Starobinski identities to deduce control over the missing
fluxes concluding the ENuf [αH+ , αI+ ] . ε2

0 + ε3 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 ΨI+ = r5PI+ in Theorem C.3.
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Remark 13.1.1. Note that we can equivalently replace the restrictions k3 6= K, k2 6= K and k2 6= K − 1 by
k3 6= |k|, k2 6= |k| and k2 6= |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 ĎI+

(u1) ∪ ĎH+

(v1 = v(u1)), in terms of the weighted energy∫
CH

+
v1

Ω2
N∑

|k|=0;k3 6=|k|

|DkAH+ |2 +

∫
CI+
u1

{
N∑

|k|=1;k2 6=|k|

r6|DkAI+ |2 +

N−1∑
|k|=0;k2 6=|k|

r2|DkΠI+ |2
}

(13.1.2)

on CI
+

u1
∪ CH

+

v1=v(u1), which is in turn controlled by ε2
0 + ε3 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∑
s=0,1,2

sup
u1≤τ≤uf

τs · ĚN−s,2−s� [αI+ ] (τ) +
∑

s=0,1,2

sup
v≥v1

vs · ĚN−s� [αH+ ] (v) . ε2
0 + ε3

for the restricted energies (recall AI+ = rΩ2αI+ , AH+ = rΩ2αH+ and ΠI+ = r3ΩψI+ , ΨI+ = r5PI+)

ĚK� [αH+ ] (v) := sup
ṽ≥v

∫
ČH

+
ṽ

Ω2
K∑

|k|=0;k3 6=|k|

|DkAH+ |2 +

∫
ČH+
uf

(v)

K∑
|k|=0;k2 6=|k|

|DkAH+ |2

+

∫
ĎH+ (v)

Ω2

{
K∑
|k|=0

(
1− 3M

r

)2

|DkAH+ |2 +

K−1∑
|k|=0

|DkAH+ |2 + |R?DkAH+ |2
}
,

ĚK,p� [αI+ ] (τ) := sup
τ≤u≤uf

∫
ČI+
u

{
K∑

|k|=1;k2 6=|k|

r4+p|DkAI+ |2 +

K−1∑
|k|=0;k2 6=|k|

r2|DkΠI+ |2
}

+

∫
ČI

+
v∞ (τ)

{
K∑

|k|=1,k3 6=|k|

r4+p|DkAI+ |2 +

K−1∑
|k|=0

r2+p|DkΠI+ |2 +

K−2∑
|k|=0

|DkΨI+ |2
}

+

∫
ĎI+ (τ)

{
K∑
|k|=1

r3+p−δ|DkAI+ |2 +

K−1∑
|k|=0

r1+p−δ|DkΠI+ |2 +

K−2∑
|k|=0

r−1−δ|DkΨI+ |2
}
. (13.1.3)

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

Ω /∇3AH+ = (−2)
Ω2

r2
ΠH+ , Ω /∇3AI+ = (−2)

Ω2

r2
ΠI+ , (13.1.4)

Ω /∇3ΠH+ =
Ω2

r2
ΨH+ , Ω /∇3ΠI+ =

Ω2

r2
ΨI+ , (13.1.5)

as well as the non-linear wave equations (written in “elliptic” form)

r2 /D?2 /divAH+ +
3M

r
AH+ = Ω /∇4ΠH+ +

2

r

(
1− 3M

r

)
ΠH+ + E1, (13.1.6)

r2 /D?2 /divAI+ +
3M

r
AI+ = Ω /∇4ΠI+ +

2

r

(
1− 3M

r

)
ΠI+ + E1

4 (13.1.7)
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and

2r2 /D?2 /divΠH+ + 2ΠH+ − 6M

r
ΠH+ = −Ω /∇4ΨH+ + 3MAH+ + E2

2 , (13.1.8)

2r2 /D?2 /divΠI+ + 2ΠI+ − 6M

r
ΠI+ = −Ω /∇4ΨI+ + 3MAI+ + E2

2 . (13.1.9)

Note that we can always replace r2 /D?2 /div by − 1
2r

2 /∆ + 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
( /∇R?)kΠH+ and ( /∇R?)kAH+ as well as ( /∇R?)kΠI+ and ( /∇R?)kAI+ 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 (ΠH+ ,ΠI+) and (AH+ , AI+) and prove
inductively boundedness and integrated decay estimates for (( /∇R?)kΠH+ , ( /∇R?)kΠI+) with 0 ≤ k ≤
N − 1 and (( /∇R?)kAH+ , ( /∇R?)kAI+) 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
(ΠH+ ,ΠI+) 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 Ω /∇3 derivatives one can use (13.1.5) and the fact that estimates on (ΨH+ ,ΨI+) have already been
established in Theorem C.3. Finally Ω /∇4 = Ω /∇3 + 2R? can be used to reduce Ω /∇4 derivatives to R?

derivatives, which Propositions 13.3.1 and 13.3.3 provide control on.

It remains to optimise the r-weights for ΠI+ and AI+ . 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 α

Exploiting the transport relations we can deduce lower order estimates for ΠI+ , ΠH+ as well as AI+ , AH+ .

Proposition 13.2.1. For any u1 ≤ τ ≤ uf and 1 ≤ K ≤ N − 2 the quantities ΠI+ = r3ΩψI+ and
AI+ = rΩ2αI+ satisfy the estimate

K∑
k=1

∫
ĎI+ (τ)

r−1−δ|ΠI+ |2 + r1−δ|AI+ |2 + r1−δ (|( /∇R?)kΠI+ |2 + |( /∇R?)kAI+ |2
)

+

K∑
k=1

∫
B(τ)

|ΠI+ |2 + |( /∇R?)kΠI+ |2 + |AI+ |2 + |( /∇R?)kAI+ |2

.
K∑
k=0

∫
ČI+
τ

r2|
(
Ω /∇4

)k
AI+ |2 + |

(
rΩ /∇4

)k
ΠI+ |2 +

ε2
0 + ε3

τmin(2,N−2−K)
(13.2.1)

and the quantities ΠH+ = r3ΩψH+ and AH+ = rΩ2αH+ satisfy

K∑
k=0

∫
ĎH+ (v(τ))

|( /∇R?)kΠH+ |2 + |( /∇R?)kAH+ |2 +

K∑
k=0

∫
B(τ)

|( /∇R?)kΠH+ |2 + |( /∇R?)kAH+ |2

.
K∑
k=0

∫
ČI+
τ

r2|
(
Ω /∇4

)k
AI+ |2 + |

(
rΩ /∇4

)k
ΠI+ |2 +

ε2
0 + ε3

τmin(2,N−2−K)
. (13.2.2)
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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 ≤ τ ≤ uf and 1 ≤ K ≤ N − 2, the estimate

K∑
k=1

∫
ČI+
τ

r−δ|ΠI+ |2 + r2−δ (|AI+ |2 + |( /∇R?)kAI+ |2 + |( /∇R?)kΠI+ |2
)

.
K∑
k=0

∫
ČI+
τ

r2|
(
Ω /∇4

)k
AI+ |2 + |

(
rΩ /∇4

)k
ΠI+ |2 +

ε2
0 + ε3

τmin(2,N−2−K)
. (13.2.3)

Proof. Use the definition 2R? = −Ω /∇3 +Ω /∇4 and the defining relations (13.1.4) and (13.1.5) in conjunction
with the estimates on ΨI+ of Theorem C.3.1

Step 1. Proof of the first estimate without the ( /∇R?)k terms. For technical reasons, namely to
avoid elliptic estimates on truncated cones, we will first prove the estimate with the regions replaced by
ĎI+

(τ) ∩ {r ≥ R2}, the hypersurface B replaced by the hypersurface {r = rI+ = R2} ∩ ĎI
+

and the cones
truncated at the sphere r = R2. From (13.1.9) we have∫

|ΠI+ |2

r1+δ
≤
∫
|r2 /D?2 /divΠI+ + ΠI+ |2

r1+δ
≤
∫
|AI+ |2

r1+δ
+

ε2
0 + ε3

τmin(2,N−2−K)
, (13.2.4)

where the integration is over ĎI+

(τ) ∩ {r ≥ R2} with measure dudvdθ and we have used the fact that
MinitR

−1 < δ by (1.3.19) in the second inequality. From (13.1.4) we derive

1

2
Ω /∇3(rs|AI+ |2) +

1

2
s · rs−1Ω2

◦|AI+ |2 =
Ω2

r2
ΠI+rsAI+ . (13.2.5)

Applying this with s = 2 − δ and integrating over ĎI+

(τ) ∩ {r ≥ R2} with respect to dudvdθ (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 AI+ on the region ĎI+

(τ) ∩ {r ≥ R2} and the hypersurface r = R2 (instead of B). Revisiting

(13.2.4), the estimate for ΠI+ on ĎI+

(τ) ∩ {r ≥ R2} also follows. The missing estimate for ΠI+ on r = R2

(instead of B) is now a consequence of the transport relation (an immediate consequence of (13.1.5))

1

2
Ω /∇3(rs|ΠI+ |2) +

1

2
s · rs−1Ω2

◦|ΠI+ |2 =
Ω2

r2
ΨI+rsΠI+ (13.2.6)

applied with s = −δ and inserting the previous estimates on ΠI+ , (13.2.4), to control the wrong-signed
spacetime term on the left. This proves all of the desired estimates for r ≥ R2. We can now easily extend
them all the way up to B by integrating (13.2.6) with s = +δ over the region ĎI+

(τ) ∩ {r ≤ R2}. The
boundary term on r = R2 is controlled by the previous step and on the right hand side we can estimate
(since we are now in a region with R−2 ≤ r ≤ R2)

Ω2

r2
ΨI+rδΠI+ ≤ C

δ
Rδ

Ω2

r3
|ΨI+ |2 +

1

4
δ · rδ−1Ω2

◦|ΠI+ |2 +
ε2

0 + ε3

τmin(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 ΠI+ . Integrating now (13.2.5) with r = 2 − δ over

ĎI+

(τ) ∩ {r ≤ R2} and applying Cauchy–Schwarz on the right (using the previous estimate for ΠI+) now
yields the desired estimate also for AI+ .2

1Note that at most the flux of N − 1 transversal derivatives of ΨI+ can appear.
2The reason for the two-step argument we applied now becomes clear: We cannot apply (13.2.6) with s = δ in r ≥ R2

without using an rp-weighted norm for ΨI+ with p ≥ δ.
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Step 2. Proof of the first estimate including the ( /∇R?)k-terms. We now turn to the commuted
versions of the transport equations (13.1.4), (13.1.5):

Ω /∇3( /∇R?)kΠI+ =
Ω2

r2
( /∇R?)kΨI+ +

k−1∑
i=0

Ω2(f−3)i ( /∇R?)iΨI+ + Ek+2
3 ,

Ω /∇3( /∇R?)kAI+ =
Ω2

r2
( /∇R?)kΠI+ +

k−1∑
i=0

Ω2(f−3)i( /∇R?)iΠI+ + Ek+1
5 .

Contracting the first by ( /∇R?)kΠI+r2−δ and the second by ( /∇R?)kAI+r2−δ (stronger weights could be

applied for AI+) yields the desired estimates after integration over ĎI+

(τ) and applying Cauchy–Schwarz
on the right.3 The estimate for ( /∇R?)kAI+ now follows from the (commuted) transport equation for AI+ .

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 expression on B of the first estimate in terms of the
horizon frame and using Proposition 10.3.2. The estimates on ĎH+

are then a direct consequence of applying
the transport relations (13.2.5) with s > 0 and (13.2.6), which hold verbatim for AH+ and ΠH+ . Note again
that in this region r-weights can be absorbed into the constant implicit in ..

13.3 Higher order energy estimates for α

In this section, we turn to higher order estimates for α.

13.3.1 Basic estimates for Π and ( /∇R?)
kΠ

We begin with a basic estimate arising from commuting the Π equations only with R? derivatives:

Proposition 13.3.1. For any u1 ≤ τ ≤ uf and 1 ≤ K ≤ N − 2 the pair
(
ΠH+ = r3ΩψH+ ,ΠI+ = r3ΩψI+

)
satisfies

K∑
k=0

sup
τ≤u≤uf

F̌v(u)[( /∇R?)kΠH+ ] +

K∑
k=0

sup
τ≤u≤uf

F̌u[( /∇R?)kΠI+ ] (13.3.1)

+

K∑
k=0

F̌uf
[
( /∇R?)kΠH+

]
(v(τ)) +

K∑
k=0

F̌v∞
[
( /∇R?)kΠI+

]
(τ)

+

K∑
k=0

Ǐ
[
( /∇R?)kΠH+

]
(v(τ)) +

K∑
k=0

Ǐ
[
( /∇R?)kΠI+

]
(τ)

.
K∑
k=0

F̌v(τ)[( /∇R?)kΠH+ ] +

K∑
k=0

F̌τ [( /∇R?)kΠI+ ]

+

K∑
k=0

∫
ČI+
τ

r2|
(
Ω /∇4

)k
AI+ |2 + |

(
rΩ /∇4

)k
ΠI+ |2 +

ε2
0 + ε3

τmin(2,N−2−K)
.

Remark 13.3.2. Note that we are asserting non-degenerate control near r = 3M as soon as one commutes

at least once with /∇R? . In fact, the proof will establish the estimate also for K = 0 provided one replaces
Ǐ [ΠH+ ] (v(τ)) by Ǐdeg [ΠH+ ] (v(τ)) on the left hand side.

Proof. Recall from Proposition 11.1.4 that ΠI+ and ΠH+ satisfy a tensorial wave equation of Type 1 with

F lin [ΠH+ ] =
3M

r2
Ω2AH+ − 2

r

Ω2

r2

(
1− 3M

r

)
ΨH+ , F lin [ΠI+ ] =

3M

r2
Ω2AI+ − 2

r

Ω2

r2

(
1− 3M

r

)
ΨI+ .

3The non-linear error satisfies
∫
ĎI+

(τ)
r3−δ|EK+2

3 |2 . ε20+ε3

τmin(2,N−2−K) 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 ( /∇R?)kΠI+ and ( /∇R?)kΠH+ satisfy a
tensorial wave equation of Type 1 and that the linear error term after K commutations will have the form
(h0, hk0 and hk,i0 denoting admissible coefficients functions of r which can be different in different places)

F lin
[
( /∇R?)KΠI+

]
=

(
1− 3M

r

)
Ω2

r3

(
h0( /∇R?)KΨI+ + h0Ω /∇4( /∇R?)K−1ΨI+

)
(13.3.2)

+

K∑
k=0

hk0
r2

Ω2( /∇R?)kAI+ +

1∑
i=0

K−1∑
k=i

hk,i0

r3
Ω2(Ω /∇4)i( /∇R?)k−iΨI+ +

K−1∑
k=0

hk0
r3

( /∇R?)kΠI+

and with the same schematic form for F lin
[
( /∇R?)KΠH+

]
. From Propositions 11.1.4 and 11.2.1 one sees

that the non-linear error-term is of the form

Fnlin
[
( /∇R?)KΠI+

]
= Ω2E2+K

4 , Fnlin
[
( /∇R?)KΠH+

]
= Ω2(E?)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 ( /∇R?)kΠH+ and ( /∇R?)kΠI+ already yields (13.3.1) for all 0 ≤ K ≤ N − 2
(0 included), however,

• with the horizon fluxes carrying an additional diamond superscript (i.e. weaker energies on the horizon)
and

• with Ǐ
[
( /∇R?)kΠH+

]
(v(τ)) replaced by Ǐ�,deg

[
( /∇R?)kΠH+

]
(v(τ)) on the left.

To verify this claim, we observe that using T = Ω /∇3 + R? the linear error G1

[
( /∇R?)KΠ

]
(τ, uf ) appearing

in Proposition 11.4.1 can be estimated further by∫
ĎH+ (v(τ))

|F lin
[
( /∇R?)KΠH+

]
|| /∇T ( /∇R?)KΠH+ |+

∫
ĎI+ (τ)

|F lin
[
( /∇R?)KΠI+

]
|| /∇T ( /∇R?)KΠI+ |

.
∫
ĎH+ (v(τ))

|F lin
[
( /∇R?)KΠH+

]
|
∣∣∣( /∇R?)K+1ΠH+ + ( /∇R?)K

(
Ω2

r2
ΨH+

)
+ Ω2(E?)K+1

∣∣∣
+

∫
ĎI+ (τ)

|F lin
[
( /∇R?)KΠI+

]
|
∣∣∣( /∇R?)K+1ΠI+ + ( /∇R?)K

(
Ω2

r2
ΨI+

)
+ Ω2EK+1

4

∣∣∣
. γ

∫
ĎH+ (v(τ))

Ω2

r2
|( /∇R?)K+1ΠH+ |2 +

∫
ĎI+ (τ)

Ω2

r2
|( /∇R?)K+1ΠI+ |2 + Cγ (RHS of (13.3.1))

for any γ > 0. Here we have used: (1) the error estimates of Propositions 11.7.1, 11.7.3 for the terms

involving (E?)K+1 in DH+

and Proposition 11.7.8 for the analogous error in DI+

and (2) Cauchy–Schwarz
in the last step, together with the fact that (2a) the lower oder terms in AH+ and ΠH+ (appearing in
|F lin

[
( /∇R?)KΠ

]
|2) from (13.3.2) can be controlled from Proposition 13.2.1 and (2b) the terms involving

ΨH+ or ΨI+ are controlled from Theorem C.3.
For the terms G2

[
( /∇R?)KΠ

]
(τ, uf ) and G3

[
( /∇R?)KΠ

]
(τ, uf ), we note similarly that for any γ > 0, we

have ∫
ĎH+ (v(τ))

|F lin
[
( /∇R?)KΠH+

]
/∇R?( /∇R?)KΠH+ |+

∫
ĎI+ (τ)

|F lin
[
( /∇R?)KΠI+

]
/∇R?( /∇R?)KΠI+ |

+

∫
ĎH+ (v(τ))

|F lin
[
( /∇R?)KΠH+

] 1

r1+δ
( /∇R?)kΠH+ |+

∫
ĎI+ (τ)

|F lin
[
( /∇R?)KΠI+

] 1

r1+δ
( /∇R?)kΠI+ |

. γ
∫
ĎH+ (v(τ))

Ω2

r2
|( /∇R?)K+1ΠH+ |2 +

∫
ĎI+ (τ)

Ω2

r2
|( /∇R?)K+1ΠI+ |2 + Cγ (RHS of (13.3.1)) .

Choosing γ sufficiently small (depending only on Minit) 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 Hi. For these, we note that, using Propositions 11.7.1, 11.7.3 for the errors
in DH+

and Proposition 11.7.8 for the errors in DI+

, we have

4∑
i=1

∑
k≤K

Hi
[
( /∇R?)kΠ

]
.

ε2
0 + ε3

τmin(2,N−2−K)
(13.3.3)

and that, using Proposition 10.3.2, we have

3∑
i=1

∑
|k|≤K

∣∣∣Bi [( /∇R?)kΠ
]

(τ, uf )− Bi
[
( /∇R?)kΠ

]
(τ, uf )

∣∣∣ . ε2
0 + ε3

τmin(2,N−2−K)
. (13.3.4)

Step 2. To remove the diamond superscripts, we apply the redshift estimate of Proposition 11.5.1 to the
tensorial wave equation satisfied by ( /∇R?)kΠH+ and ( /∇R?)kΠI+ . 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
∑K
k=0 Ǐdeg

[
( /∇R?)kΠH+

]
(v(τ)) appears on the left hand side

instead of
∑K
k=0 Ǐ

[
( /∇R?)kΠH+

]
(v(τ)). To obtain the non-degenerate control we proceed successively for

K = 1, ..., N−2. For K = 1 we consider the tensorial wave equation for /∇R?ΠH+ and integrate over ĎH+

the
Lagrangian identity (11.4.11) with h a radial cut-off function equal to 1 in

[
3M − 1

4Minit, 3M + 1
4Minit

]
and

vanishing for r ≤ 5
2Minit and r ≥ 7

2Minit. Boundary terms and the term arising from Fh
[
/∇R?ΠH+

]
are easily

seen to be controlled by the estimate already established. Also, the lower order terms in fhbulk
[
( /∇R?)ΠH+

]
are all directly controlled from

∑1
k=0 Ǐdeg

[
( /∇R?)kΠH+

]
(v(τ)). The angular derivative term has a good sign

and for the wrong signed term involving /∇T ( /∇R?)ΠH+ we observe

/∇T /∇R?ΠH+ = ( /∇R? + Ω /∇3) /∇R?ΠH+ = ( /∇R?)2ΠH+ +
Ω2

r2
/∇R?ΨH+ − 2

Ω2

r3

(
1− 3M

r

)
ΨH+ + Ω2 (E?)2

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 /∇R?Π and hence control on Ǐ

[
( /∇R?ΠH+

]
(v(τ)). By a simple

interpolation one also has Ǐ [ΠH+ ] (v(τ)) . Ǐ
[
( /∇R?ΠH+

]
(v(τ))+ Ǐdeg [ΠH+ ] (v(τ)). 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 ( /∇R?)KΠH+ .

13.3.2 Basic estimates for A and ( /∇R?)
kA

Completely analogously we prove the above estimate for AH+ and AI+ :

Proposition 13.3.3. For any u1 ≤ τ ≤ uf and 1 ≤ K ≤ N − 1 the pair (AH+ , AI+) satisfies

K∑
k=0

sup
τ≤u≤uf

F̌v(u)[( /∇R?)kAH+ ] +

K∑
k=0

sup
τ≤u≤uf

F̌u[( /∇R?)kAI+ ] (13.3.5)

+

K∑
k=0

F̌uf
[
( /∇R?)kAH+

]
(v(τ)) +

K∑
k=0

F̌v∞
[
( /∇R?)kAI+

]
(τ)

+

K∑
k=0

Ǐ
[
( /∇R?)kAH+

]
(v(τ)) +

K∑
k=0

Ǐ
[
( /∇R?)kAI+

]
(τ)

.
K∑
k=0

F̌v(τ)[( /∇R?)kAH+ ] +

K∑
k=0

F̌τ [( /∇R?)kAI+ ] +

K−1∑
k=0

F̌v(τ)[( /∇R?)kΠH+ ] +

K−1∑
k=0

F̌τ [( /∇R?)kΠI+ ]

+

max(1,K−1)∑
k=0

∫
ČI+
τ

r2|
(
Ω /∇4

)k
AI+ |2 + |

(
rΩ /∇4

)k
ΠI+ |2 +

ε2
0 + ε3

τmin(2,N−2−K)
.
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Proof. Note that AH+ and AI+ satisfy a tensorial wave equation of Type 2 with

F lin [AH+ ] = +
8

r

Ω2

r2

(
1− 3M

r

)
ΠH+ , F lin [AI+ ] = +

8

r

Ω2

r2

(
1− 3M

r

)
ΠI+ . (13.3.6)

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 Π on the right hand side.4

13.3.3 Integrated local energy decay for all derivatives of Π and A

We next conclude that Propositions 13.3.1 and 13.3.3 already provide control over all derivatives of ΠH+

and ΠI+ , however with non-optimal weights near infinity (note the ? 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 ≤ τ ≤ uf and 1 ≤ K ≤ N − 2 the pair
(
ΠH+ = r3ΩψH+ ,ΠI+ = r3ΩψI+

)
satisfies∑

|k|≤K+1

Ǐdeg
[
D̃kAH+

]
(v(τ)) +

∑
|k|≤K+1

Ǐ?
[
D̃kAI+

]
(τ) (13.3.7)

.
K+1∑
k=0

F̌v(τ)[( /∇R?)kAH+ ] +

K+1∑
k=0

F̌τ [( /∇R?)kAI+ ] +

K∑
k=0

F̌v(τ)[( /∇R?)kΠH+ ] +

K∑
k=0

F̌τ [( /∇R?)kΠI+ ]

+

K∑
k=0

∫
ČI+
τ

r2|
(
Ω /∇4

)k
AI+ |2 + |

(
rΩ /∇4

)k
ΠI+ |2 +

ε2
0 + ε3

τmin(2,N−2−K)
.

Proof. We only treat the ĎH+

here since the region ĎI+

(τ, uf ) ∩ {r ≤ 2R} is treated entirely analogously
(but is much easier as there is no potential degeneration near r = 3M and weights in r and Ω are irrelevant).
We first prove for 1 ≤ K ≤ N − 2 ∑

|k|≤K

Ǐdeg
[
D̃kΠH+

]
(v(τ))

.
∑
k≤K

Ǐ
[
( /∇R?)kΠH+

]
(v(τ)) +

∑
k≤K−1

Ǐ
[
( /∇R?)kAH+

]
(v(τ)) +

ε2
0 + ε3

τmin(2,N−2−K)
, (13.3.8)

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

/∇R?D̃(k1,k2,k3)ΠH+ for k1 + k2 + k3 = K , (13.3.9)

which we have to control non-degenerately near r = 3M . We first commute the
(

1
Ω
/∇3

)k1
through on the

ΠH+ and use (13.1.5) in conjunction with the estimates of Theorem C.3 for the terms involving ΨH+ (as
well as Proposition 11.7.4 for the non-linear errors arising from commutation) to obtain∫

ĎH+ (v(τ))

Ω2| /∇R?D̃(k1,k2,k3)ΠH+ |2 .
∫
ĎH+ (v(τ))

Ω2| /∇R?D̃(k1,0,k3)ΠH+ |2 +
ε2

0 + ε3

τmin(2,N−2−K)
.

Similarly, using the relation Ω /∇4 = Ω /∇3 + 2R? and commuting the 4-derivative through we find∫
ĎH+ (v(τ))

Ω2| /∇R?D̃(k1,k2,k3)ΠH+ |2 .
k3+1∑
i=1

∫
ĎH+ (v(τ))

Ω2|( /∇R?)iD̃(k1,0,0)ΠH+ |2 +
ε2

0 + ε3

τmin(2,N−2−K)
.

4Indeed, for K = 2 (commuting twice), say, we need to control two derivatives of Π 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 k1 = 1 the desired estimate follows directly from Proposition 13.3.1. If k1 ≥ 2, we commute all r2 /∆
operators through on ΠH+ using repeatedly the relations (13.1.6) and (13.1.8) in the form

r2 /∆ΠH+ = Ω /∇4ΨH+ + 4ΠH+ − 6M

r
ΠH+ − 3MAH+ + E2 , (13.3.10)

r2 /∆AH+ = +2ΠH+ +
6M

r
AH+ +−2Ω

(
Ω2

r2
ΨH+ − 2 /∇R?ΠH+

)
− 4

r

(
1− 3M

r

)
ΠH+ + E1 ,

to conclude (using again Proposition 11.7.4 for the non-linear errors)∫
ĎH+ (v(τ))

Ω2| /∇R?D̃(k1,k2,k3)ΠH+ |2 . RHS of (13.3.8) . (13.3.11)

The same argument works for general derivatives (which only need to be controlled degenerately near r = 3M)
in particular one easily establishes for k1 + k2 + k3 = K + 1∫

ĎH+ (v(τ))

Ω2

(
1− 3M

r

)2

|D̃(k1,k2,k3)ΠH+ |2 . RHS of (13.3.8) . (13.3.12)

The point is that without the /∇R? derivative only the degenerate estimates on ΨH+ can be used when
inserting relations like (13.1.5) and (13.3.10). This proves (13.3.8). Next we show

∑
|k|≤K+1

Ǐdeg
[
D̃kAH+

]
(v(τ)) .

∑
k≤K

Ǐ
[
( /∇R?)kΠH+

]
(v(τ)) +

∑
k≤K+1

Ǐ
[
( /∇R?)kAH+

]
(v(τ)) +

ε2
0 + ε3

τmin(2,N−2−K)
.

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.

The mean value theorem immediately produces the following corollary.

Corollary 13.3.5. There exists R1 ≤ R̃ ≤ R2 such that the right hand side of the Proposition 13.3.4 controls
in particular

∑
|k|≤K+1

∫
{r=R̃}∩ĎI+ (τ)

|D̃kAI+ |2.

13.3.4 Basic fluxes for all derivatives of Π and A

Proposition 13.3.6. For any u1 ≤ τ ≤ uf and 1 ≤ K ≤ N − 2 the pair
(
ΠH+ = r3ΩψH+ ,ΠI+ = r3ΩψI+

)
satisfies∑

|k|≤K+1

sup
τ≤u≤uf

F̌v(u)[D̃
kAH+ ] +

∑
|k|≤K+1

sup
τ≤u≤uf

F̌?u[D̃kAI+ ] +
∑

|k|≤K+1

F̌uf [D̃kAH+ ](v(τ)) (13.3.13)

.
K+1∑
k=0

F̌v(τ)[( /∇R?)kAH+ ] +

K+1∑
k=0

F̌τ [( /∇R?)kAI+ ] +

K∑
k=0

F̌v(τ)[( /∇R?)kΠH+ ] +

K∑
k=0

F̌τ [( /∇R?)kΠI+ ]

+

K∑
k=0

∫
ČI+
τ

r2|
(
Ω /∇4

)k
AI+ |2 + |

(
rΩ /∇4

)k
ΠI+ |2 +

ε2
0 + ε3

τmin(2,N−2−K)
.

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∑

|k|≤K

sup
τ≤u≤uf

F̌v(u)[D̃
kΠH+ ] +

∑
|k|≤K+1

sup
τ≤u≤uf

F̌v(u)[D̃
kAH+ ]

.
K∑
k=0

sup
τ≤u≤uf

F̌v(u)[( /∇R?)kΠH+ ] +

K+1∑
k=0

sup
τ≤u≤uf

F̌v(u)[( /∇R?)kAH+ ] +
ε2

0 + ε3

τmin(2,N−2−K)
, (13.3.14)
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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 fixed l = 0, 1, ...,K − 1 the
estimate ∑

|k|=K−l

sup
τ≤u≤uf

F̌v(u)[D̃
k( /∇R?)lΠH+ ]

.
∑

|k|=K−l−1

sup
τ≤u≤uf

F̌v(u)[D̃
k( /∇R?)l+1ΠH+ ] +

∑
|k|≤K−l−1

i≤l

sup
τ≤u≤uf

F̌v(u)[D̃
k( /∇R?)iΠH+ ]

+
∑

|k|≤K−l−1

sup
τ≤u≤uf

F̌v(u)[D̃
k( /∇R?)lAH+ ] +

ε2
0 + ε3

τmin(2,N−2−K)
, (13.3.15)

and for 1 ≤ K ≤ N − 1 and any fixed l = 0, 1, ...,K − 1 the estimate ∑
|k|=K−l

sup
τ≤u≤uf

F̌v(u)[D̃
k( /∇R?)lAH+ ]

.
∑

|k|=K−l−1

sup
τ≤u≤uf

F̌v(u)[D̃
k( /∇R?)l+1AH+ ] +

∑
|k|≤K−l−1

i≤l

sup
τ≤u≤uf

F̌v(u)[D̃
k( /∇R?)lAH+ ]

+
∑

|k|≤K−l−1

sup
τ≤u≤uf

F̌v(u)[D̃
k( /∇R?)lΠH+ ] +

∑
|k|≤K−l−2

sup
τ≤u≤uf

F̌v(u)[D̃
k( /∇R?)l+1ΠH+ ] +

ε2
0 + ε3

τmin(2,N−1−K)
.

(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 l ∈ {0, ...,K − 1}. Since K − l ≥ 1, at least
one of the inequalities k1 > 0, k2 > 0, k3 > 0 must hold for k = (k1, k2, k3) in each summand on the left.
We prove the inequality for each summand.

If k2 > 0, we can commute one Ω−1 /∇3 through6 the expression D̃k( /∇R?)lΠH+ (cf. Lemma 3.3.1) and
insert the relation (13.1.5), Ω−1 /∇3ΠH+ = r−2ΨH+ , 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 ΨH+ .

If k3 > 0 we can assume k2 = 0 and we write (for k1 even; k1 odd being completely analogous)

D̃k( /∇R?)lΠH+ = (rΩ /∇4)k3−1
(
rΩ /∇3 + 2r /∇R?

) (
r2 /∆)k1/2

)
( /∇R?)lΠH+)] .

Commuting through the Ω−1 /∇3 as before as well as commuting the /∇R? through yields (13.3.15).
Finally, if k1 > 0, we can assume in view of the previous that k2 = 0 and k3 = 0. We distinguish between

k1 = 1 and k1 ≥ 2. If k1 ≥ 2 even, we see from (13.1.8) that

(r2 /∆)k1/2( /∇R?)lΠH+ = (r2 /∆)k1/2−1( /∇R?)l
(

Ω /∇4ΨH+ + 4ΠH+ − 6M

r
ΠH+ − 3MAH+

)
+ Ek1+l

and similarly for k1 ≥ 2 odd (there is an additional term coming from commuting r2 /∆ and r /div)

(r2 /∆)k1/2−1/2r /div( /∇R?)lΠH+ = (r2 /∆)k1/2−3/2r /div( /∇R?)l
(

Ω /∇4ΨH+ + (4− 3)ΠH+ − 6M

r
ΠH+ − 3MAH+

)
+ Ek1+l .

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.

6Observe that up to what will become non-linear terms we have Ω−1 /∇3( /∇R? )l = ( /∇R? )lΩ−1 /∇3 +
∑k
i=1 f

i
2( /∇R? )iΩ−1 /∇3.
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cones). In case that k1 = 1 we need observe that∫
Č
H+

v(u)

Ω2|r /∇r /div( /∇R?)lΠH+ |2 +

∫
Č
H+

v(u)

Ω2|Ω−1 /∇3r /div( /∇R?)lΠH+ |2

≤
∫
Č
H+

v(u)

Ω2|r2 /D?2 /div( /∇R?)lΠH+ |2 +

∫
Č
H+

v(u)

Ω2|Ω−1 /∇3 /div( /∇R?)lΠH+ |2 (13.3.17)

.
∫
Č
H+

v(u)

Ω2|r2 /D?2 /div( /∇R?)l
r2

Ω
/∇3AH+ |2 + F̌v(u)[( /∇R?)lΠH+ ] +

ε2
0 + ε3

τmin(2,N−l−2)
.

Here we have used an elliptic estimate along truncated cones in the first step and commuted the /∇3 derivative
through in the second term as well as inserted the definition (13.1.4) for the first term. We now commute
the r2 /D?2 /div derivative through on AH+ in the first term and insert the Teukolsky equation (13.1.6) where

we replace Ω /∇4ΠH+ = 2 /∇R?ΠH+ + Ω2

r2 ΨH+ on its right hand side.

Step 2. We now prove (13.3.16) for fixed 1 ≤ K ≤ N − 1 and l ∈ {0, ...,K − 1}. Since K − l ≥ 1, at least
one of the inequalities k1 > 0, k2 > 0, k3 > 0 must hold for each summand.

If k2 > 0, we can commute one Ω−1 /∇3 through the expression D̃k( /∇R?)lAH+ and insert the relation
Ω−1 /∇3AH+ = −2r−2ΠH+ 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 k3 > 0 we can assume k2 = 0 and write (for k1 even; k1 odd being completely analogous)

D̃k( /∇R?)lAH+ = (rΩ /∇4)k3−1
(
rΩ /∇3 + 2r /∇R?

) (
r2 /∆)k1/2

)
( /∇R?)lAH+) .

Commuting through the Ω−1 /∇3 as before as well as commuting the (R?) through yields (13.3.16).
Finally, if k1 > 0, we can assume in view of the previous that k2 = 0 and k3 = 0. We distinguish between

k1 = 1 and k1 ≥ 2. If k1 ≥ 2 even, we see after inserting (13.1.6) that

(r2 /∆)
k1
2 ( /∇R?)lAH+ = (r2 /∆)

k1
2 −1( /∇R?)l

(
2 /∇R?ΠH+ − 3M

r
AH+ +

Ω2

r2
ΨH+ +

2

r

(
1− 3M

r

)
ΠH+

)
+ Ek1−1+l

4

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 ∫

Č
H+

v(u)

Ω2|r /∇r /div( /∇R?)lAH+ |2 +

∫
Č
H+

v(u)

Ω2|Ω−1 /∇3r /div( /∇R?)lAH+ |2

≤
∫
Č
H+

v(u)

Ω2|r2 /D?2 /div( /∇R?)lAH+ |2 +

∫
Č
H+

v(u)

Ω2|Ω−1 /∇3 /div( /∇R?)lAH+ |2 (13.3.18)

. F̌v(u)[( /∇R?)l+1AH+ ] + F̌v(u)[( /∇R?)lAH+ ] + F̌v(u)[( /∇R?)lΠH+ ] +
ε2

0 + ε3

τmin(2,N−l−2)
.

Here we have used an elliptic estimate along truncated cones in the first step. We then commuted the /∇3

derivative through for the second term while for the first term we inserted (13.1.6) in the form

r2 /D?2 /divAH+ = −3M

r
AH+ − 1

2

r2

Ω2
Ω /∇3

(
−2

Ω2

r2
ΠH+ + /∇R?AH+

)
+ E1

4 .

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∑

|k|≤K

sup
τ≤u≤uf

F̌?u[D̃kΠI+ ] +
∑

|k|≤K+1

sup
τ≤u≤uf

F̌?u[D̃kAI+ ]

.
K∑
k=0

sup
τ≤u≤uf

F̌?u[( /∇R?)kΠI+ ] +

K∑
k=0

sup
τ≤u≤uf

F̌?u[( /∇R?)kAI+ ] +
ε2

0 + ε3

τmin(2,N−2−K)
. (13.3.19)
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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 /∇4-derivatives which are the ones naturally appearing in the fluxes.
Similarly the ingoing flux in the horizon region follows from proving∑

|k|≤K

F̌uf [D̃kΠH+ ](v(τ)) +
∑

|k|≤K+1

F̌uf [D̃kAH+ ](v(τ))

.
K∑
k=0

F̌uf [( /∇R?)kΠH+ ](v(τ)) +

K+1∑
k=0

F̌uf [( /∇R?)kAH+ ](v(τ)) +
ε2

0 + ε3

τmin(2,N−2−K)
(13.3.20)

and applying Propositions 13.3.1 and 13.3.3 to the right hand side.

13.3.5 The weighted rp estimates for ΠI+ and AI+

In this subsection only we use the following notation (for which we recall (12.4.21)):

D̃
k
↗ = D̃

(0,k2,k3)
I+ =

{ (
rΩ /∇4

)k3
(
r2 /∆

)k2/2
if k2 even(

rΩ /∇4

)k3
(
r2 /∆

)(k2−1)/2
r /div if k2 odd.

(13.3.21)

Proposition 13.3.7. We have, for 3 ≤ K ≤ N and any u1 ≤ τ1 ≤ τ2 ≤ uf , the following estimates:

K∑
|k|=1

∫
ČI+
τ2

r6|D̃k
↗AI+ |2 +

K−1∑
|k|=0

∫
Č
I+

v∞ (τ1)

r4|D̃k
↗ΠI+ |2

+

K∑
|k|=0

∫
ĎI+ (τ1)

r5|D̃k
↗AI+ |2 +

K−1∑
|k|=0

∫
ĎI+ (τ1)

r3−δ|D̃k
↗ΠI+ |2

.
K∑
|k|=1

∫
ČI+
τ1

r6|D̃k
↗AI+ |2 +

K−1∑
|k|=0

∫
ČI+
τ1

r2|D̃k
↗ΠI+ |2

+

K−1∑
k=0

F̌v(τ1)[( /∇R?)kAH+ ] +

K−2∑
k=0

F̌v(τ1)[( /∇R?)kΠH+ ] + ε2
0 + ε3 (13.3.22)

and

K∑
|k|=1

∫
ČI+
τ2

r5|D̃k
↗AI+ |2 +

K−1∑
|k|=0

∫
Č
I+

v∞ (τ1)

r3|D̃k
↗ΠI+ |2

+

K∑
|k|=1

∫
ĎI+ (τ1)

r4|D̃k
↗AI+ |2 +

K−1∑
|k|=0

∫
ĎI+ (τ1)

r2|D̃k
↗ΠI+ |2

.
K∑
|k|=1

∫
ČI+
τ1

r5|D̃k
↗AI+ |2 +

K−1∑
|k|=0

∫
ČI+
τ1

r2|D̃k
↗ΠI+ |2

+

K−1∑
k=0

F̌v(τ1)[( /∇R?)kAH+ ] +

K−2∑
k=0

F̌v(τ1)[( /∇R?)kΠH+ ] +
ε2

0 + ε3

(τ1)1−δKN
, (13.3.23)
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K∑
|k|=1

∫
ČI+
τ2

r4|D̃k
↗AI+ |2 +

K−1∑
|k|=0

∫
Č
I+

v∞ (τ1)

r2|D̃k
↗ΠI+ |2

+

K∑
|k|=1

∫
ĎI+ (τ1)

r3|D̃k
↗AI+ |2 +

K−1∑
|k|=0

∫
ĎI+ (τ1)

r1|D̃k
↗ΠI+ |2

.
K∑
|k|=1

∫
ČI+
τ1

r4|D̃k
↗AI+ |2 +

K−1∑
|k|=0

∫
ČI+
τ1

r2|D̃k
↗ΠI+ |2

+

K−1∑
k=0

F̌v(τ1)[( /∇R?)kAH+ ] +

K−2∑
k=0

F̌v(τ1)[( /∇R?)kΠH+ ] +
ε2

0 + ε3

(τ1)min(2,N−K)
. (13.3.24)

Proof. Using the relation R? = 1
2 (Ω /∇3 + Ω /∇4) and inserting (13.1.4), (13.1.5) one first checks that for

fixed 3 ≤ K̃ ≤ 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 = K̃−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 ≥ R2 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

Ω /∇3(r /divAI+) = −2Ω2

r2
r /divΠI+ + E1

4 ,

Ω /∇4ΠI+ +

(
2

r
− 2M

r2

)
ΠI+ = r2 /D?2 /divAI+ +

3M

r
AI+ + E1

4 ,

(13.3.25)

which after commutation using the definition

W
(k)
I+ =


(
r /divr /D?2

)k/2−1/2

r /divWI+ if k odd(
r /D?2r /div

)k/2
WI+ if k even

(13.3.26)

for a symmetric traceless tensor WI+ in the I+ gauge, read, for k ≥ 1,

Ω /∇3(A
(k)
I+) = −2Ω2

r2
r /divΠ

(k−1)
I+ + Ek+1

4 ,

Ω /∇4(Π
(k−1)
I+ ) +

(
2

r
− 2M

r2

)
Π

(k−1)
I+ = r /D?2A

(k)
I+ +

3M

r
A

(k−1)
I+ + Ek+1

4 ,

(13.3.27)

if k is odd, and

Ω /∇3(A
(k)
I+) = −2Ω2

r2
r /D?2Π

(k−1)
I+ + Ek+1

4 ,

Ω /∇4(Π
(k−1)
I+ ) +

(
2

r
− 2M

r2

)
Π

(k−1)
I+ = r /divA

(k)
I+ +

3M

r
A

(k−1)
I+ + Ek+1

4 ,

(13.3.28)

if k is even.

Step 1. We first prove the desired estimates for angular derivatives, i.e. replacing D̃
k
↗AI+ by A

(|k|)
I+

and D̃
k
↗ΠI+ by Π

(|k|)
I+ 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 r4+pA
(k)
I+

(
1− δp2

rδ

)
and add the second contracted with

7We will prove the estimates also for K = 1 and K = 2 with the term
∑K−1
k=0 F̌v(τ1)[( /∇R? )kAH+ ] +∑K−2

k=0 F̌v(τ1)[( /∇R? )kΠH+ ] on the right replaced by
∑2
k=0 F̌v(τ1)[( /∇R? )kAH+ ] +

∑1
k=0 F̌v(τ1)[( /∇R? )kΠH+ ].
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2r2+pΠ
(k−1)
I+

(
1− δp2

rδ

)
with p = 2, 1, 0.8 Then sum over all k = 1, ...,K and integrate over ĎI+

(τ1, τ2)∩{r ≥
R̃}, where R̃ is the one from Corollary 13.3.5. The following observations will then yield the desired (angular
restricted) estimate:

• 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 = R̃ which is controlled
by Corollary 13.3.5.

• 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 ĎI+

(τ1, τ2)∩{r ≥ R̃}
with volume form dudvdθ)∣∣∣ ∫ (η + η

) (
1 + r−δ

)
r3+pA

(k)
I+ ·Π(k−1)

I+

∣∣∣ . ε∫ (r3+p|A(k)
I+ |2 + r1+p|Π(k−1)

I+ |2
)
,

which can be absorbed on the left hand side. Here we have used ‖r2(η + η)‖L∞ . ε following
from (8.1.2).

• The lower oder linear terms can be estimated for fixed k by∫
3M

r
A

(k−1)
I+ · 2r2+pΠ

(k−1)
I+

(
1− δ

p
2

rδ

)
≤ 3M

R

∫ (
r3+p|A(k−1)

I+ |2 + r1+p|Π(k−1)
I+ |2

)
.

The Π
(k−1)
I+ term can be directly absorbed on the left hand side using (1.3.19). The A

(k−1)
I+ can be

absorbed by the term A
(k)
I+ on the left by a standard elliptic estimate.

• The non-linear error-term is estimated from Proposition 11.7.7 which implies that∫
ĎI+ (τ)

r6u1+δ|EN4 |2 . ε2
0 + ε3 (used for p = 2) , (13.3.29)∫

ĎI+ (τ)

r6|EN−1
4 |2 . ε2

0 + ε3

τ
(used for p = 1) , (13.3.30)∫

ĎI+ (τ)

r5|EN−1
4 |2 . ε2

0 + ε3

τ2
(used for p = 0) . (13.3.31)

Note that using standard elliptic estimates on spheres we have obtained the desired estimates for D
k
↗AI+

with k of the form (k, 0, 0).

Step 2. We now commute the pairs (13.3.27), (13.3.28) for fixed k with
(
rΩ /∇4

)l
and l = 1, ...K − k and

show the result by an induction on l. The commuted equations read, for k odd

Ω /∇3(
(
rΩ /∇4

)l
A

(k)
I+) + (2l − 1)

Ω2
◦
r

(
(
rΩ /∇4

)l
A

(k)
I+) = −2Ω2

r2
r /div(

(
rΩ /∇4

)l
Π

(k−1)
I+ ) + Fk,llin[AI+ ] + Ek+l+1

4 ,

Ω /∇4((
(
rΩ /∇4

)l
Π

(k−1)
I+ ) +

2

r
(
(
rΩ /∇4

)l
Π

(k−1)
I+ ) = r /D?2(

(
rΩ /∇4

)l
A

(k)
I+) + Fk,llin[ΠI+ ] + Ek+1

4 ,

with (hm0 denoting admissible coefficient functions that can be different in different places)

Fk,llin[AI+ ] =

l−1∑
m=0

1

r
hm0 (

(
rΩ /∇4

)m
A

(k)
I+) +

1

r2
hm0 (

(
rΩ /∇4

)m
Π

(k)
I+),

Fk,llin[ΠI+ ] =

l−1∑
m=0

hm0 (
(
rΩ /∇4

)m
A

(k+1)
I+ ) +

1

r
hm0 (

(
rΩ /∇4

)m
Π

(k−1)
I+ ) +

l∑
m=0

1

r
hm0
(
rΩ /∇4

)m
A

(k−1)
I+ .

8For p = 2 the spacetime term for Π
(k)

I+ cancels to first order which is the reason for including the r−δ term in this case.
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For k even, we interchange r /div in the first with r /D?2 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 D̃
k
↗AI+ with k of the form (k, 0, l) with

k ≥ 1 and all of the desired D̃
k
↗ΠI+ . Therefore, it only remains to prove the estimates for D̃

k
↗AI+ being(

rΩ /∇4

)|k|
AI+ . This we turn to in Step 3.

Step 3. To estimate
(
rΩ /∇4

)|k|
AI+ , we apply the rp–hierarchy for the Teukolsky equation:

Lemma 13.3.8. For any u1 ≤ τ1 ≤ τ2 ≤ uf and any 1 ≤ K ≤ N we have for p ∈ {2, 1, 0} the estimate

K−1∑
k=0

∫
ČI+
τ2

rp−2|Ω /∇4

(
rΩ /∇4

)k
(r4AI+)|2 +

K−1∑
k=0

∫
Č
I+

v∞ (τ1)

rp−4|r /∇
(
rΩ /∇4

)k
(r4AI+)|2

+

K−1∑
k=0

∫
ĎI+ (τ1)

rp−3|Ω /∇4

(
rΩ /∇4

)k
(r4AI+)|2 + rp−5|r /∇

(
rΩ /∇4

)k
(r4AI+)|2

.
K∑
k=0

∫
ČI+
τ1

rp+4|
(
rΩ /∇4

)k
AI+ |2 +

K∑
k=1

∫
ČI+
τ1

r2|
(
rΩ /∇4

)k−1
ΠI+ |2 +

ε2
0 + ε3

(τ1)κp

+

K−1∑
k=0

F̌v(τ1)[( /∇R?)kAH+ ] +

max(0,K−2)∑
k=0

F̌v(τ1)[( /∇R?)kΠH+ ] (13.3.32)

where κ2 = 0, κ1 = 1− δKN and κ0 = 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
(
rΩ /∇4

)k
(r4AI+) satisfies a tensorial wave equation of type 42+k/2,l, the precise value of the (half-

integer) l being irrelevant, except for k = 0 where we know by Proposition 11.1.8 that r4AI+ 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 = pLemma13.3.8 − 2.

Non-linear errors. We first estimate for all k ≤ N − 1 the non-linear error appearing in Proposition

11.6.1, H5,p

[(
rΩ /∇4

)k
(r4AI+)

]
(τ1, uf ). From the schematic notation of Proposition 11.2.5 we deduce

Fnlin
[
(r /∇4)k(r4AI+)

]
= Ek+1

2 + Ek+1
1 (each summand contains α) = Ek+1

1 . (13.3.33)

For p ∈ {0, 1} we have applying spacetime Cauchy–Schwarz the estimate

H5,p

[(
rΩ /∇4

)k
(r4AI+)

]
(τ1, uf ) ≤Cγ

∫
ĎI+ (τ1)

rp−1
(
|Fnlin

[
(r /∇4)k(r4AI+)

]
|2 + F34

[
(r /∇4)k(r4AI+)

]
|2
)

+ γ

∫
ĎI+ (τ1)

rp−3|Ω /∇4

(
rΩ /∇4

)k
(r4AI+)|2 . (13.3.34)

The second line will be absorbed on the left for sufficiently small γ while the first line is estimated by ε4

τ2−p

using Lemma 3.3.1 and Proposition 11.7.7. For p = 2 the same argument works for the term involving F34

in (11.6.3) while for the term involving Fnlin we estimate using Cauchy–Schwarz on the cones CI
+

u∫
ĎI+ (τ1)

|Fnlin
[
(r /∇4)k(r4AI+)

]
||Ω /∇4

(
rΩ /∇4

)k
(r4AI+)| . ε

√∫
ĎI+ (τ1)

u1+δ|Ek+1
1 |2 . ε3 .

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 r4AI+ 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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• Observing that the boxed term in Proposition 11.6.1 vanishes for K = 1 since 2
p+ 15

2

≤ 3
4 for p ∈ [−2, 0].

• 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).

• Treating the integrand of the linear error term G5,p

[
r4AI+

]
(τ1, τ2) as follows. We have for any γ > 0

F lin
[
r4AI+

]
rp−2Ω /∇4(r4AI+) ≤ γrp−3|Ω /∇4(r4AI+)|2 +

1

γ
|F lin

[
r4AI+

]
|2rp−1 .

Let C denote the implicit constant in front of G5,p

[
r4AI+

]
(τ1, τ2) in (11.6.1). Recall from the discussion

in Section 11.6 that this constant can be chosen to depend only on Minit independently of the choice
of R. Choosing now γ = 1

4C we can absorb the first term above on the left hand side of (11.6.1).
Furthermore, from Proposition 11.1.8 we compute

1

γ
|F lin

[
r4AI+

]
|2rp−1 ≤ 64

γ

M2

R2
|r4AI+ |2rp−5 +

500

γ

M2−δ

R2−δ |r
2ΠI+ |2rp−3−δ .

The first term can again be absorbed on the left of (11.6.1) provided R satisfies

512C2M2
init

R2
< 1 (13.3.35)

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.

• Treating the non-linear error H5,p

[
r4AI+

]
as above.

The case K > 1. From Propositions 11.1.8 and 11.2.5 we conclude that
(
Ω /∇4

)k
(r4AI+) satisfies a tensorial

wave equation of type 42+k/2,l, the precise value of the (half-integer) l 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 G5,p

[
(r /∇4)k−1(r4AI+)

]
note (after doing a simple

induction using Propositions 11.1.8 and 11.2.5) that for 2 ≤ k ≤ K

F lin
2+ k−1

2 ,l

[
(r /∇4)k−1(r4AI+)

]
=

k−2∑
l=0

h0Ω /∇4(rΩ /∇4)lΠI+ +

k−1∑
l=0

h0

r2
Ω(r /∇4)l(r4AI+) +

h0

r2
r2ΠI+ +

h0

r
/∇4ΨI+ .

In particular, for k = 2

|F lin4
2+ k−1

2
,l

[
r /∇4(r4AI+)

]
|2rp−1 . rp−1| /∇4ΠI+ |2 + rp−3| /∇4(r4AI+)|2 + rp−5|r2ΠI+ |2 + rp−3| /∇4ΨI+ |2

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.

Combining the estimate of the Lemma with Steps 1 and 2 yields the estimates of the proposition after
using standard elliptic estimates on cones.

We can similarly prove
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Proposition 13.3.9. We have, for 2 ≤ K ≤ N and any u1 ≤ τ1 ≤ τ2 ≤ uf , the following estimate:

K−1∑
|k|=1

∫
ČI+
τ2

r2|D̃k
↗ΠI+ |2 +

K−2∑
|k|=0

∫
Č
I+

v∞ (τ1)

|D̃k
↗ΨI+ |2

+

K−1∑
|k|=1

∫
ĎI+ (τ1)

r|D̃k
↗ΠI+ |2 +

K−2∑
|k|=0

∫
ĎI+ (τ1)

r−1−δ|D̃k
↗ΨI+ |2

.
K−1∑
|k|=1

∫
ČI+
τ1

r2|D̃k
↗ΠI+ |2 +

K∑
|k|=1

∫
ČI+
τ1

r4|D̃k
↗AI+ |2 +

ε2
0 + ε3

(τ1)min(2,N−K)

+

K−1∑
k=0

F̌v(τ1)[( /∇R?)kAH+ ] +

K−2∑
k=0

F̌v(τ1)[( /∇R?)kΠH+ ] . (13.3.36)

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

Ω /∇3

(
r2 /divΠI+

)
+

Ω2
◦
r

(
r2 /divΠI+

)
=

Ω2

r
r /divΨI+ −Ω−1rχ̂ · r /divΠI+ + r2Ω−1∗β

∗· ΠI+ + E2
3 ,

Ω /∇4ΨI+ = −2

r
r /D?2

(
r2 /divΠI+

)
− 2ΠI+ +

6M

r
ΠI+ + 3MAI+ + E2

2 .

(13.3.37)

where we have boxed the anomalous error (which would only be E2
2 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

Ω /∇3(rΠ
(k)
I+) +

Ω2
◦
r

(rΠ
(k)
I+) =

Ω2

r
r /divΨ

(k−1)
I+ + D̃(k−1,0,0) −Ω−1rχ̂ · r /divΠI+ + r2Ω−1∗β

∗· ΠI+ + Ek+1
3 ,

Ω /∇4(Ψ
(k−1)
I+ ) = −2

r
r /D?2(rΠ

(k)
I+)− 2Π

(k−1)
I+ +

6M

r
Π

(k−1)
I+ + 3MA

(k−1)
I+ + Ek+1

2 , (13.3.38)

if k is odd and with r /div and r /D?2 interchanged in the two equations if k is even. To produce the estimate, we

contract the first of (13.3.38) by 2r
(
1 + r−δ

)
rΠ

(k)
I+ and add the second contracted with Ω2

(
1 + r−δ

)
Ψ

(k−1)
I+ .

We then sum over all k up to K and integrate over ĎI+

(τ1, τ2) ∩ {r ≥ R̃}. This produces the desired
estimate after observing

• The terms on the left produce the desired terms after an integration by parts.

• 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 (

η + η
) (

1 + r−δ
)
rΠ

(k)
I+ ·Ψ(k−1)

I+ . ε
1

r2

(
|rΠ(k)
I+ |2 + |Ψ(k−1)

I+ |2
)
,

which can be absorbed on the left hand side. Here we have used ‖r2(η + η)‖L∞(ĎI+ ) . ε following

from (8.1.2).

• All other linear terms on the right hand side, except for the term −2Π
(k−1)
I+ , can be easily controlled

using the third estimate of Proposition 13.3.7.

• For the term −2Π
(k−1)
I+ , we integrate the relevant term by parts: After using (13.1.5) we obtain∫ τ2

τ1

dū

∫
ČI

+
ū

−2Π
(k−1)
I+ r2

(
1 + r−δ

)
Ω /∇3Π

(k−1)
I+ ≤ −

∫
ČI

+
ū

r2
(
1 + r−δ

)
|Π(k−1)
I+ |2

∣∣∣∣∣
ū=τ2

ū=τ1

(13.3.39)

noting that both the spacetime term and the term induced on r = R̃ have favourable (negative) signs.
The boundary term on τ2 also has a good sign and the one on τ1 is controlled by the right hand side
of the desired estimate.
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• For the non-linear term it suffices to observe (after applying Cauchy–Schwarz) that by Proposi-
tion 11.7.7 we have ∫

ĎI+ (τ1)

r1+δ|EK2 |2 +

∫
ĎI+ (τ1)

r2|EK3 |2 .
ε2

0 + ε3

(τ1)2
(13.3.40)

and for the anomalous term∫
ĎI+ (τ1)

r2
∣∣∣D̃(K−2,0,0)(rχ̂ · r /divΠI+)|2 + r2

∣∣∣D̃(K−2,0,0)
(
r2∗β

∗· ΠI+

) ∣∣∣2 . ε2
0 + ε3

(τ1)min(2,N−K)
. (13.3.41)

Step 2. Proceeds entirely analogously to Step 2 in Proposition 13.3.7: Commute the Bianchi pairs (13.3.38)

with
(
rΩ /∇4

)l
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 (Ω /∇4)K−1ΠI+ on ČI
+

(τ2).

13.3.6 Decay estimates for Π 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 u1 ≤ τ ≤ uf and p ∈ {0, 1, 2}, we have, for 1 ≤ K ≤ N , the estimate

ĚK,p� [αI+ ] (τ) + ĚK� [αH+ ] (v(τ)) .
∫
ČH

+

v(τ)

Ω2
K∑

|k|=0;k3 6=|k|

|DkAH+ |2 +
ε2

0 + ε3

τκp

+

∫
ČI+
τ

{
K∑

|k|=1;k2 6=|k|

r4+p|DkAI+ |2 +

K−1∑
|k|=0;k2 6=|k|

r2|DkΠI+ |2
}

(13.3.42)

with κ2 = 0, κ1 = 1− δKN and κ0 = 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 D replaced by
D̃ 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=0

F̌v(τ)[( /∇R?)kAH+ ] +

K−2∑
k=0

F̌v(τ)[( /∇R?)kΠH+ ] .
∫
Č
H+

v(τ)

Ω2
K∑

|k|=1,k3 6=|k|

|DkAH+ |2 +
ε2

0 + ε3

τmin(2,N−K)
,

K−1∑
k=0

F̌τ [( /∇R?)kAI+ ] +

K−2∑
k=0

F̌τ [( /∇R?)kΠI+ ] .
∫
ČI+
τ

{
K∑

|k|=1;k2 6=|k|

r4+0|DkAI+ |2 +

K−1∑
|k|=0;k2 6=|k|

r2|DkΠI+ |2
}

+
ε2

0 + ε3

τmin(2,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 ĚK� [αH+ ] (v(τ)). They also imply (13.3.42) for ĚK,p� [αI+ ] (τ) 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

sup
τ≤u≤uf

K−1∑
|k|=1;k2 6=|k|

∫
ČI+
u

r2|D̃kΠI+ |2 +

K−2∑
|k|=0

∫
Č
I+

v∞ (τ)

|D̃kΨI+ |2

+

K−1∑
|k|=1

∫
ĎI+ (τ)

r1−δ|D̃kΠI+ |2 +

K−2∑
|k|=0

∫
ĎI+ (τ)

r−1−δ|D̃kΨI+ |2 . RHS of (13.3.42) for p = 0, (13.3.43)

that is that the estimate of Proposition 13.3.9 remains true replacing everywhere D̃
k
↗ by D̃k , provided one

accepts an r−δ in the integrated decay statement for ΠI+ and avoids the top-order transversal flux on the
cone (k2 6= |k|). For the terms involving ΨI+ , the claim follows from Theorem C.3. For the terms involving
ΠI+ the claim is readily verified (inductively) by commuting through the Ω−1 /∇3 of D̃k on ΠI+ and inserting
the relation (13.1.5).9 By a completely analogous argument (commuting through Ω−1 /∇3 and using (13.1.4)),

one sees that the estimates of Proposition 13.3.7 continue to hold replacing D̃
k
↗ by D̃k everywhere on the

left, provided one allows an r−δ loss in the integrated decay statement for ΠI+ (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∫
Č
I+

v∞ (τ)

K∑
|k|=1,k3 6=|k|

r4+p|D̃kAI+ |2

appearing in ĚK,p� [αI+ ] (τ). Therefore, it suffices to control this term using the estimate (13.3.42) with this

term in ĚK,p� [αI+ ] (τ) removed. Now, if one of the derivatives in D̃k is a 3-derivative, we can commute

it through, insert (13.1.4) and the flux of ΠI+ on v = v∞ appearing in ĚK,p [A] (τ). 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 ΠI+ on v = v∞ appearing in ĚK,p� [A] (τ).

The following decay estimates are easily seen to imply the statement of Theorem 13.1.2.

Proposition 13.3.11. For any u1 ≤ τ ≤ uf we have the estimates

ĚN,2� [αI+ ] (τ) + ĚN� [αH+ ] (v(τ)) . ε2
0 + ε3 , (13.3.44)

ĚN−1,1
� [αI+ ] (τ) + ĚN−1

� [αH+ ] (v(τ)) .
ε2

0 + ε3

τ
, (13.3.45)

ĚN−2,0
� [αI+ ] (τ) + ĚN−2

� [αH+ ] (v(τ)) .
ε2

0 + ε3

τ2
. (13.3.46)

Proof. Applying Proposition 13.3.10 for K = N , p = 2 and τ = u1 yields (13.3.44) after using that the initial
flux (13.1.2) is controlled by ε2

0 + ε3 from Proposition 10.5.1. From (13.3.44) we extract a dyadic sequence
of times τi such that for τ ∈ {τi} we have

N−1∑
|k|=1;k2 6=|k|

∫
ČI+
τ

r5|DkAI+ |2 +

N−2∑
|k|=0;k2 6=|k|

∫
ČI+
τ

r2|DkΠI+ |2 +

∫
Č
H+

v(τ2)

Ω2
N−1∑

|k|=1,k3 6=|k|

|DkAH+ |2 . ε2
0 + ε3

τ
.

(13.3.47)

Applying Proposition 13.3.10 with K = N − 1 and p = 1 from the slices τi to an arbitrary τ yields (13.3.45).
From this we extract a (different) dyadic sequence of times τi such that for τ ∈ {τi} we have

N−2∑
|k|=1;k2 6=|k|

∫
ČI+
τ

r4|DkAI+ |2 +

N−3∑
|k|=0;k2 6=|k|

∫
ČI+
τ

r2|DkΠI+ |2 +

∫
Č
H+

v(τ2)

Ω2
N−2∑

|k|=1,k3 6=|k|

|DkAH+ |2 . ε2
0 + ε3

τ2
.

9Note the r−δ loss is necessary here because we do not have τ−2 decay for
∫
ĎI+

(τ)
r−1|Ω /∇4ΨI+ |2; see Proposition 12.5.1.
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Applying Proposition 13.3.10 with K = N − 2 and p = 0 from the slices τi to an arbitrary τ yields the
estimate (13.3.46).

Remark 13.3.12. We note that this iteration has in particular provided a decay estimate for the flux of∫
Č
I+

v∞ (τ1)
|DkΨI+ |2 which is much stronger than what we obtained from the rp method for the tensorial wave

equation for ΨI+ itself, where we could only show boundedness.

13.4 Concluding the main estimates for α

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 AI+ and AH+ 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 u1 ≤ τ ≤ uf we have the estimates∑
|k|≤N

∫
B(u1)

|DkAI+ |2 + |DkAH+ |2 . ε2
0 + ε3 ,

∑
|k|≤N−1

∫
B(τ)

|DkAI+ |2 + |DkAH+ |2 . ε2
0 + ε3

τ
,

∑
|k|≤N−2

∫
B(τ)

|DkAI+ |2 + |DkAH+ |2 . ε2
0 + ε3

τ2
. (13.4.1)

Step 2a. We observe that the estimates of Theorem 13.1.2 continue to hold if we replace the flux∫
ČI

+
v∞ (τ)

{
K∑

|k|=1,k3 6=|k|

r4+p|DkAI+ |2 +

K−1∑
|k|=0

r2+p|DkΠI+ |2 +

K−2∑
|k|=0

|DkΨI+ |2
}

by the flux over an arbitrary ingoing truncated cone in ĎI+

, i.e. integrating over
∫
ČI

+
v (τ)

for any cone with

v ≤ v∞. Indeed, picking such a cone ČI
+

v (τ) we can consider the spacetime region enclosed by ČI
+

v (τ), B,

ČI
+

τ and (potentially) ČI
+

uf
. We reapply the estimates of Propositions 13.3.7 and 13.3.9 using now the bounds

on the cone ČI
+

τ 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∫
ČH+
uf

(v)

K∑
|k|=0;k2 6=|k|

|DkAH+ |2

by the flux over an arbitrary outgoing truncated cone in ĎH+

, i.e. integrating over ČH
+

u (v) for any u ≤ uf .

Indeed picking such a cone ČH
+

u (v) we can consider the region enclosed by ČH
+

u (v), ČH
+

v 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 ČH
+

v and the bounds on the hypersurface B established in Corollary 13.4.1. One then obtains control
over the fluxes Fu[DkAH+ ](v) from that of Fu[( /∇R?)kAH+ ](v) and Fu[( /∇R?)kΠH+ ](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 ĎI+ ∪ ĎH+

. This proceeds by doing localised energy estimates (in regions where
neither the r-weights nor Ω-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 α

We now turn to the task of obtaining the estimates for α in Theorem C.4. This section is closely modelled
on Section 13.1.

In complete analogy to the estimate on α we will first prove the following restricted version of the
estimates for αI+ , αH+ before concluding the full estimate implied by Theorem C.4.

Theorem 13.5.1. We have the estimates∑
s=0,1,2

sup
u−1≤τ≤uf

τs · EN−s� [αI+ ] (τ) +
∑

s=0,1,2

sup
v−1≤v

vs · EN−s� [αH+ ] (v) . ε2
0 + ε3

for the restricted energies (recall ǍI+ = řΩ2αI+ , AH+ = rΩ2αH+ and Π̌I+ = r3Ωψ̌I+ , Ψ̌I+ = r5P̌ I+)

EK� [αH+ ] (v) := sup
ṽ≥v

∫
CH

+
ṽ

Ω2
K∑

|k|=0; k3 6= K

|Dk(Ω−4AH+)|2 + sup
u≤uf

∫
CH+
u (v)

K∑
|k|=0;k2 6=K

|Dk(Ω−4AH+)|2

+

∫
DH+ (v)

Ω2

{
K∑
|k|=0

(
1− 3Mf

r

)2

|Dk(Ω−4AH+)|2 +

K−1∑
|k|=0

|Dk(Ω−4AH+)|2 + |R?Dk(Ω−4AH+)|2
}
,

EK� [αI+ ] (τ) := sup
τ≤u≤uf

∫
CI+
u

1

r2

{
K∑

|k|=0;k2 6=K

|DkǍI+ |2 +

K−1∑
|k|=0

|DkΠ̌I+ |2 +

K−2∑
|k|=0

|DkΨ̌I+ |2
}

+ sup
v≤v∞

∫
CI

+
v (τ)

{
K∑

|k|=0; k3 6= K

|DkǍI+ |2 +

K−1∑
|k|=0; k3 6= K − 1

|DkΠ̌I+ |2
}

+

∫
DI+ (τ)

1

r1+δ

{
K∑
|k|=0

|DkǍI+ |2 +

K−1∑
|k|=0

|DkΠ̌I+ |2 +

K−2∑
k=1

|( /∇R?)kΨ̌I+ |2
}
. (13.5.1)

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 α) 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 ĎI+

(u1) ∪ ĎH+

(v1 = v(u1)) in terms of the weighted energy∫
CH

+
v1

Ω2
N∑

|k|=0;k3 6=N

|Dk(Ω−4AH+)|2 +

∫
CI+
u1

{
N∑

|k|=0;k2 6=N

|DkǍI+ |2 +

N−1∑
|k|=0

|DkΠ̌I+ |2 +

N−2∑
|k|=0

|DkΨ̌I+ |2
}

on CI
+

u1
∪ CH

+

v1=v(u1), which is in turn controlled by ε2
0 + ε3 from Proposition 10.5.1.

As for P and P , and for α 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∑
s=0,1,2

sup
u1≤τ≤uf

τs · ĚN−s� [αI+ ] (τ) +
∑

s=0,1,2

sup
v≥v1

vs · ĚN−s� [αH+ ] (v) . ε2
0 + ε3

for the restricted energies (recall ǍI+ = r̃Ω2αI+ , AH+ = rΩ2αH+ and ΠI+ = r3ΩΨ̌I+ , Ψ̌I+ = r5P I+)

ĚK� [αH+ ] (v) := sup
ṽ≥v

∫
ČH

+
ṽ

Ω2
K∑

|k|=0;k3 6=|k|

|Dk(Ω−4AH+)|2 +

∫
ČH+
uf

(v)

K∑
|k|=0;k2 6=|k|

|Dk(Ω−4AH+)|2

+

∫
ĎH+ (v)

Ω2

{
K∑
|k|=0

(
1− 3Mf

r

)2

|Dk(Ω−4AH+)|2 +

K−1∑
|k|=0

|Dk(Ω−4AH+)|2 + |R?Dk(Ω−4AH+)|2
}
,

ĚK� [αI+ ] (τ) := sup
τ≤u≤uf

∫
ČI+
u

1

r2

{
K∑

|k|=0;k2 6=|k|

|DkǍI+ |2 +

K−1∑
|k|=0

|DkΠ̌I+ |2 +

K−2∑
|k|=0

|DkΨ̌I+ |2
}

+

∫
ČI

+
v∞ (τ)

{
K∑

|k|=0;k3 6=|k|

|DkǍI+ |2 +

K−1∑
|k|=0;k3 6=|k|

|DkΠ̌I+ |2
}

+

∫
ĎI+ (τ)

1

r1+δ

{
K∑
k=0

|D|k|ǍI+ |2 +

K−1∑
|k|=0

|DkΠ̌I+ |2 +

K−2∑
k=1

|( /∇R?)kΨ̌I+ |2
}
. (13.5.2)

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 α 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

Ω /∇4(Ω−4AH+) + 4ω̂(Ω−4AH+) = 2r2Ω−2ΠH+ , Ω /∇4ǍI+ = 2
Ω2

r2
Π̌I+ , (13.5.3)

Ω /∇4(Ω−2ΠH+) + 2ω̂(Ω−2ΠH+) = − 1

r2
ΨH+ , Ω /∇4Π̌I+ = −Ω2

r2
Ψ̌I+ , (13.5.4)

as well as the non-linear wave equations (written in “elliptic” form) from Proposition 11.1.4

r4 /D?2 /div(Ω−4AH+) = − 1

Ω
/∇3

(
r2

Ω2
ΠH+

)
− 3Mr(Ω−4AH+) + (E?)1 , (13.5.5)

r2 /D?2 /divǍI+ +
3M

r
ǍI+ = −Ω /∇3Π̌I+ +

2

r

(
1− 3M

r

)
Π̌I+ + Ě1

1 +
k1

r
r /D∗2

(
r /∇r2Ωtrχ · rα

)
, (13.5.6)

where we explicitly note the anomalous term in the ǍI+ equation and

2r2 /D?2 /div(Ω−2ΠH+) + 2Ω−2ΠH+ −
6M

r
(Ω−2ΠH+) = +

1

Ω
/∇3ΨH+ + 3MΩ−2AH+ + (E?)2 , (13.5.7)

2r2 /D?2 /divΠ̌I+ + 2Π̌I+ −
6M

r
Π̌I+ = +Ω /∇3Ψ̌I+ + 3MǍI+ + Ě2

1 . (13.5.8)

Note that we can always replace r2 /D?2 /div by − 1
2r

2 /∆ + 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
( /∇R?)kΠH+ and ( /∇R?)kAH+ as well as ( /∇R?)kΠ̌I+ and ( /∇R?)kǍI+ 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 (ΠH+ , Π̌I+) and (AH+ , ǍI+) and prove
inductively boundedness and integrated decay estimates for (( /∇R?)kΠH+ , ( /∇R?)kΠ̌I+) with 0 ≤ k ≤
N − 1 and (( /∇R?)kAH+ , ( /∇R?)kǍI+) 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 (ΠH+ , Π̌I+) and (AH+ , ǍI+)
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 Ω /∇4 derivatives one can use (13.5.4) and the fact that estimates on (ΨH+ , Ψ̌I+) have already been
established in Theorem C.3. Finally Ω /∇3 = Ω /∇4 − 2 /∇R? can be used to reduce Ω /∇3 derivatives to
R? derivatives, which Proposition 13.7.1 provides control on.

It remains to optimise the weights near infinity for Π̌I+ and ǍI+ and near (what will be) the horizon
for ΠH+ and AH+ . 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 α

The reader should compare this section with Section 13.2.
Exploiting the transport relations we can deduce lower order estimates for Π̌I+ , ΠH+ as well as ǍI+ ,

AH+ .

Proposition 13.6.1. For any u1 ≤ τ ≤ uf and 1 ≤ K ≤ N − 2 the quantities Π̌I+ = r3Ωψ̌I+ and

ǍI+ = řΩ2αI+ satisfy the estimate

K∑
k=1

∫
ĎI+ (τ)

1

r1+δ

(
|Π̌I+ |2 + |ǍI+ |2 + |( /∇R?)kΠ̌I+ |2 + |( /∇R?)kǍI+ |2

)
+

K∑
k=1

∫
B(τ)

|Π̌I+ |2 + |( /∇R?)kΠ̌I+ |2 + |ǍI+ |2 + |( /∇R?)kǍI+ |2

.
K−1∑
k=0

F̌v(τ)[( /∇R?)k(Ω−2ΠH+)] +

K−1∑
k=0

F̌v(τ)[( /∇R?)k(Ω−4AH+)] +
ε2

0 + ε3

τmin(2,N−K−2)
,

and the quantities ΠH+ = r3ΩψH+ and AH+ = rΩ2αH+ satisfy

K∑
k=0

∫
ĎH+ (v(τ))

Ω2
(
|( /∇R?)k(Ω−2ΠH+)|2 + |( /∇R?)k(Ω−4AH+)|2

)
+

K∑
k=0

∫
B(τ)

|( /∇R?)kΠH+ |2 + |( /∇R?)kAH+ |2

.
K−1∑
k=0

F̌v(τ)[( /∇R?)k(Ω−2ΠH+)] +

K−1∑
k=0

F̌v(τ)[( /∇R?)k(Ω−4AH+)] +
ε2

0 + ε3

τmin(2,N−K−2)
.

Proof. We note that is suffices to prove the estimates with the right hand side being

K∑
k=1

∫
Č
H+

v(τ)

Ω2
[
|Ω−2ΠH+ |2 + |Ω−4AH+ |2 + |( /∇R?)k(Ω−4AH+)|2 + |( /∇R?)k(Ω−2ΠH+)|2

]
+

ε2
0 + ε3

τmin(2,N−K−2)
.
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Indeed, it is easy to see (replacing Ω /∇3 = −2 /∇R? + Ω /∇4 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 ( /∇R?)k terms. From (13.5.4) we derive

1

2
Ω /∇4(Ω−2|ΠH+ |2) + Ωω̂Ω−2|ΠH+ |2 = − 1

r2
ΨH+ΠH+ ≤

M

2r2
Ω−2|ΠH+ |2 +

2Ω2

Mr2
|ΨH+ |2 , (13.6.1)

1

2
Ω /∇4(Ω−6|AH+ |2) + Ωω̂Ω−6|AH+ |2 = −Ω−4

r2
ΠH+AH+ ≤

M

2r2
Ω−6|AH+ |2 +

2Ω−2

Mr2
|ΠH+ |2 . (13.6.2)

We now integrate (13.6.1) over ĎH+

(v(τ)) (absorbing the first term on the right by the left using |Ωω̂ −
Mr−2| . ε) and estimate the term involving ΨH+ by Theorem C.3. Similarly we integrate (13.6.2) over

ĎH+

(v(τ)) (absorbing the first term on the right by the left) and estimate the term involving ΠH+ by the
estimate just obtained. This provides the second estimate of the proposition without the ( /∇R?)k-terms.
To prove the estimate for the ( /∇R?)k-commuted terms one commutes (13.5.3) and (13.5.4) by /∇R? 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 Ω 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 ( /∇R?)k terms.
To do this we note the easily derived (from (13.5.3) and (13.5.4)) identities for s > 0

1

2
Ω /∇4(r−s|Π̌I+ |2) +

1

2
· s

rs+1
Ω2
◦|Π̌I+ |2 = −Ω2

r2
Ψ̌I+r−sΠ̌I+ .

1

4

s

r1+s
Ω2
◦|Π̌I+ |2 +

4

s · r3+s
|Ψ̌I+ |2 , (13.6.3)

1

2
Ω /∇4((1 + r−s)|ǍI+ |2) +

1

2
· s

rs+1
Ω2
◦|ǍI+ |2 = −Ω2

r2
Π̌I+(1 + r−s)ǍI+

.
1

4

s

r1+s
Ω2
◦|ǍI+ |2 +

16

s · r3−s |Π̌I+ |2 . (13.6.4)

We now integrate (13.6.3) for s = δ over the region ĎI+

(τ) 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 = δ over the region

ĎI+

(τ) absorbing the first term on the right by the left hand side and the second term by the estimate
just shown on Π̌I+ . This yields the desired estimate. Of course the same argument works for the ( /∇R?)k

commuted analogue of (13.6.3) arising from commuting (13.5.3) and (13.5.4).

An easy corollary of the proof (noting that it also produces favourable boundary terms on v = v∞) is

Corollary 13.6.2. For any u1 ≤ τ ≤ uf the quantities Π̌I+ = r3Ωψ̌I+ and ǍI+ = řΩ2αI+ satisfy the
estimate∫

Č
I+

v∞(τ)

|ǍI+ |2 +
1

rδ
|Π̌I+ |2 + |Ω /∇3ǍI+ |2 . F̌v(τ)[(Ω

−2ΠH+)] + F̌v(τ)[(Ω
−4AH+)] +

ε2
0 + ε3

τ2
. (13.6.5)

13.7 Higher order energy estimates for α

The reader should compare this section with Section 13.2.

13.7.1 Basic estimates for Π and ( /∇R?)
kΠ

We begin with a basic estimate arising from commuting the Π equations only with R? derivatives:
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Proposition 13.7.1. For any u1 ≤ τ ≤ uf and 1 ≤ K ≤ N − 2 the pair (ΠH+ = r3ΩψH+ , Π̌I+ = r3Ωψ̌I+)
satisfies

K∑
k=0

sup
τ≤u≤uf

F̌v(u)[( /∇R?)kΠH+ ] +

K∑
k=0

sup
τ≤u≤uf

F̌u[( /∇R?)kΠ̌I+ ] (13.7.1)

+

K∑
k=0

F̌uf
[
( /∇R?)kΠH+

]
(v(τ)) +

K∑
k=0

F̌v∞
[
( /∇R?)kΠ̌I+

]
(τ)

+

K∑
k=0

Ǐ
[
( /∇R?)kΠH+

]
(v(τ)) +

K∑
k=0

Ǐ
[
( /∇R?)kΠ̌I+

]
(τ)

.
K∑
k=0

F̌v(τ)[( /∇R?)kΠH+ ] +

K∑
k=0

F̌τ [( /∇R?)kΠ̌I+ ]

+

K−1∑
k=0

F̌v(τ)[( /∇R?)k(Ω−2ΠH+)] +

K−1∑
k=0

F̌v(τ)[( /∇R?)k(Ω−4AH+)] +
ε2

0 + ε3

τmin(2,N−K−2)
.

Remark 13.7.2. Note that we are asserting non-degenerate control near r = 3M as soon as one commutes
at least once with /∇R? . In fact, the proof will establish the above estimate also for K = 0 provided one
replaces Ǐ [ΠH+ ] (v(τ)) by Ǐdeg [ΠH+ ] (v(τ)) on the left hand side.

Proof. Recall from Proposition 11.1.4 that Π̌I+ and ΠH+ satisfy a tensorial wave equation of Type 1 with

F lin [ΠH+ ] =
3M

r2
Ω2AH+ −

2

r

Ω2

r2

(
1− 3M

r

)
ΨH+ , F lin

[
Π̌I+

]
=

3M

r2
Ω2ǍI+ −

2

r

Ω2

r2

(
1− 3M

r

)
Ψ̌I+ .

By a simple induction using Proposition 11.2.1 it is easy to see that ( /∇R?)kΠ̌I+ and ( /∇R?)kΠH+ 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)

F lin
[
( /∇R?)KΠ̌I+

]
=

(
1− 3M

r

)
Ω2

r3

(
h0( /∇R?)KΨ̌I+ + h0Ω /∇3( /∇R?)K−1Ψ̌I+

)
(13.7.2)

+

K∑
k=0

hk0
r2

Ω2( /∇R?)kǍI+ +

1∑
i=0

K−1∑
k=i

hk,i0

r3
Ω2(Ω /∇3)i( /∇R?)k−iΨ̌I+ +

K−1∑
k=0

hk0
r3

( /∇R?)kΠ̌I+

and with the same schematic form for F lin
[
( /∇R?)KΠH+

]
. From Propositions 11.1.4 and 11.2.1 one sees

that the non-linear error-term is of the form

Fnlin
[
( /∇R?)KΠ̌I+

]
= Ě2+K

2 , Fnlin
[
( /∇R?)KΠH+

]
= Ω4(E?)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 ( /∇R?)kΠH+ and ( /∇R?)kΠ̌I+ already yields the desired estimate for all
0 ≤ K ≤ N − 2, however,

• with the horizon fluxes carrying an additional diamond superscript (i.e. weaker energies on the horizon)
and

• with Ǐ
[
( /∇R?)kΠH+

]
(v(τ)) replaced by Ǐ�,deg

[
( /∇R?)kΠH+

]
(v(τ)) on the left.

To verify this claim, we observe that using T = Ω /∇4 − R? the linear error G1

[
( /∇R?)KΠ

]
(τ, uf ) can be
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estimated further by∫
ĎH+ (v(τ))

|F lin
[
( /∇R?)KΠH+

]
|| /∇T ( /∇R?)KΠH+ |+

∫
ĎI+ (τ)

|F lin
[
( /∇R?)KΠI+

]
|| /∇T ( /∇R?)KΠ̌I+ |

.
∫
ĎH+ (v(τ))

∣∣∣F lin [( /∇R?)KΠH+

] ∣∣∣∣∣∣( /∇R?)K+1ΠH+ + ( /∇R?)K
(

Ω2

r2
ΨH+

) ∣∣∣
+

∫
ĎI+ (τ)

∣∣∣F lin [( /∇R?)KΠ̌I+

] ∣∣∣∣∣∣( /∇R?)K+1Π̌I+ + ( /∇R?)K
(

Ω2

r2
Ψ̌I+

) ∣∣∣+
ε2

0 + ε3

τmin(2,N−K−2)

. γ
∫
ĎH+ (v(τ))

Ω2

r2
|( /∇R?)K+1ΠH+ |2 + γ

∫
ĎI+ (τ)

Ω2

r2
|( /∇R?)K+1Π̌I+ |2 + Cγ (RHS of (13.7.1))

for any γ > 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 AH+ and ΠH+ (appearing in |F lin

[
( /∇R?)KΠ

]
|2)

from (13.7.2) can be controlled from Proposition 13.6.1.
For the terms G2

[
( /∇R?)KΠ

]
(τ, uf ) and G3

[
( /∇R?)KΠ

]
(τ, uf ) we note similarly∫

ĎH+ (v(τ))

|F lin
[
( /∇R?)KΠH+

]
R?( /∇R?)KΠH+ |+

∫
ĎI+ (τ)

F lin|
[
( /∇R?)KΠ̌I+

]
R?( /∇R?)KΠ̌I+ |

+

∫
ĎH+ (v(τ))

|F lin
[
( /∇R?)KΠH+

] 1

r1+δ
( /∇R?)kΠH+ |+

∫
ĎI+ (τ)

F lin
[
( /∇R?)KΠ̌I+

] 1

r1+δ
( /∇R?)kΠ̌I+ |

. γ
∫
ĎH+ (v(τ))

Ω2

r2
|( /∇R?)K+1ΠH+ |2 + γ

∫
ĎI+ (τ)

Ω2

r2
|( /∇R?)K+1Π̌I+ |2 + Cγ (RHS of (13.7.1)) .

Choosing γ sufficiently small (depending only on Minit) 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 Hi. 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∑
i=1

∑
k≤K

Hi
[
( /∇R?)kΠ

]
.

ε2
0 + ε3

τmin(2,N−K−2)
(13.7.3)

and that using Proposition 10.3.2 we have

3∑
i=1

∑
|k|≤K

∣∣∣Bi [( /∇R?)kΠH+

]
(τ, uf )− Bi

[
( /∇R?)kΠ̌I+

]
(τ, uf )

∣∣∣ . ε2
0 + ε3

τmin(2,N−K−2)
. (13.7.4)

Step 2. To remove the diamond superscripts, we apply the redshift estimate of Proposition 11.5.1 to the
tensorial wave equation satisfied by ( /∇R?)kΠH+ and ( /∇R?)kΠ̌I+ . 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
∑K
k=0 Ǐdeg

[
( /∇R?)kΠH+

]
(v(τ)) appears on the left hand side

instead of
∑K
k=0 Ǐ

[
( /∇R?)kΠH+

]
(v(τ)). 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 /∇R?ΠH+ and integrate over ĎH+

the Lagrangian identity (11.4.11) with h a radial cut-off function equal to 1 in
[
3M − 1

4Minit, 3M + 1
4Minit

]
and vanishing for r ≤ 5

2Minit and r ≥ 7
2Minit. Boundary terms and the term arising from Fh

[
/∇R?ΠH+

]
are

easily seen to be controlled by the estimate already established. Also, the lower order terms in fhbulk
[
/∇R?ΠH+

]
are all directly controlled from

∑1
k=0 Ǐdeg

[
( /∇R?)kΠH+

]
(v(τ)). The angular derivative term has a good sign

and for the wrong signed term involving /∇T ( /∇R?)ΠH+ we observe

/∇T /∇R?ΠH+ = (− /∇R? + Ω /∇4)( /∇R?)ΠH+ = − /∇R? /∇R?ΠH+ −
Ω2

r2
( /∇R?)ΨH+ +

Ω2

r3
h0( /∇R?)ΠH+ + Ω4(E?)2
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with all terms on the right already controlled non-degenerately near r = 3M . This gives non-degenerate
(near r = 3M) control on all first derivatives of /∇R?Π and hence control on Ǐ

[
/∇R?ΠH+

]
(v(τ)). By a simple

interpolation one also has Ǐ [ΠH+ ] (v(τ)) . Ǐ
[
/∇R?ΠH+

]
(v(τ)) + Ǐdeg [ΠH+ ] (v(τ)). 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 ( /∇R?)KΠH+ .

13.7.2 Basic estimates for A and ( /∇R?)
kA

Completely analogously we prove the above estimate for AH+ and ǍI+ :

Proposition 13.7.3. For any u1 ≤ τ ≤ uf and 1 ≤ K ≤ N − 1 the pair
(
AH+ , ǍI+

)
satisfies

K∑
k=0

sup
τ≤u≤uf

F̌v(u)[( /∇R?)kAH+ ] +

K∑
k=0

sup
τ≤u≤uf

F̌u[( /∇R?)kǍI+ ] (13.7.5)

+

K∑
k=0

F̌uf
[
( /∇R?)kAH+

]
(v(τ)) +

K∑
k=0

F̌v∞
[
( /∇R?)kǍI+

]
(τ)

+

K∑
k=0

Ǐ
[
( /∇R?)kAH+

]
(v(τ)) +

K∑
k=0

Ǐ
[
( /∇R?)kǍI+

]
(τ)

.
K∑
k=0

F̌v(τ)[( /∇R?)kAH+ ] +

K∑
k=0

F̌τ [( /∇R?)kǍI+ ] +

K−1∑
k=0

F̌v(τ)[( /∇R?)kΠH+ ] +

K−1∑
k=0

F̌τ [( /∇R?)kΠ̌I+ ]

+

max(0,K−2)∑
k=0

F̌v(τ)[( /∇R?)k(Ω−2ΠH+)] +

max(0,K−2)∑
k=0

F̌v(τ)[( /∇R?)k(Ω−4AH+)] +
C(ε0)2 + C2ε4

τκ(N−K−2)

Proof. Recall from Proposition 11.1.4 that AH+ and ǍI+ satisfy a tensorial wave equation of Type 2 with

F lin [AH+ ] = +
8

r

Ω2

r2

(
1− 3M

r

)
ΠH+ , F lin

[
ǍI+

]
= +

8

r

Ω2

r2

(
1− 3M

r

)
Π̌I+ . (13.7.6)

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 13.7.1.10 The only additional difficulty
is concerned with the anomalous non-linear error-term appearing in the Teukolsky equation for ǍI+ , see

Proposition 11.1.4 or (13.5.6). This corresponds to an additional error term in
∑2
i=1Hi

[
( /∇R?)kA

]
of the

form:∫
ĎI+ (τ)

∣∣∣( /∇R?)k
(

1

r3
r /D∗2

(
r /∇(r2Ωtrχ) · rα

)) ∣∣∣ (| /∇T ( /∇R?)kǍI+ |+ |( /∇R?)k+1ǍI+ |+
1

r1+δ
|( /∇R?)kǍI+ |

)
for k = 0, ..., N − 1. We can now apply Cauchy–Schwarz (borrowing from the term Ǐ

[
( /∇R?)kǍI+

]
(τ) on

the left) reducing the problem to establish the estimate

N−1∑
k=0

∫
ĎI+ (τ)

r2
∣∣∣( /∇R?)k

(
1

r3
r /D∗2

(
r /∇(r2Ωtrχ) · rα

)) ∣∣∣2 . ε2
0 + ε3

τmin(2,N−K−2)
. (13.7.7)

Writing 2 /∇R? = −Ω /∇3 + Ω /∇4 and commuting the derivatives through using the null structure equations

for Ωtrχ − (Ωtrχ)◦ provides the desired estimate except for the term involving
[
Ω /∇3

]N−1
/D∗2
(
r /∇r2Ωtrχ

)
which, ignoring terms involving only N derivatives which are easily controlled, requires controlling the term
1
r3 rα

[
Ω /∇3

]N−3
r4 /D∗2 /∇ /div /∇r(ω − ω◦). However using the bootstrap assumption on the energy defined in

(6.1.19) and |rα|2 . ε2

τ2 the estimate also follows for this term.
10Note in particular that we obtain K − 1 in the sums involving Π on the right hand side. Indeed, for K = 2 (commuting

twice), say, we need to control two derivatives of Π 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 Π and A

We next conclude that Propositions 13.7.1 and 13.7.3 already provide control over all derivatives of ΠH+

and Π̌I+ away from the horizon and infinity (note the ? in the energies below). We start with the integrated
decay energies.

Proposition 13.7.4. For any u1 ≤ τ ≤ uf and 1 ≤ K ≤ N−2, the pair
(

ΠH+ = r3ΩψH+ , Π̌I+ = r3Ωψ̌I+

)
satisfies∑

|k|≤K+1

Ǐ?,deg
[
D̃kAH+

]
(v(τ)) +

∑
|k|≤K+1

Ǐ?
[
D̃kǍI+

]
(τ) +

∑
|k|≤K

Ǐ?
[
D̃kΠ̌I+

]
(τ) (13.7.8)

.
K+1∑
k=0

F̌v(τ)[( /∇R?)kAH+ ] +

K+1∑
k=0

F̌τ [( /∇R?)kǍI+ ] +

K∑
k=0

F̌v(τ)[( /∇R?)kΠH+ ] +

K∑
k=0

F̌τ [( /∇R?)kΠ̌I+ ]

+

K−1∑
k=0

F̌v(τ)[( /∇R?)k(Ω−2ΠH+)] +

K−1∑
k=0

F̌v(τ)[( /∇R?)k(Ω−4AH+)] +
ε2

0 + ε3

τmin(2,N−K−2)
.

Proof. We first prove∑
|k|≤K

Ǐ?
[
D̃kΠ̌I+

]
(v(τ)) .

∑
k≤K

Ǐ
[
( /∇R?)kΠ̌I+

]
(v(τ)) +

∑
k≤K−1

Ǐ
[
( /∇R?)kǍI+

]
(v(τ)) +

ε2
0 + ε3

τmin(2,N−K−2)
,

(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

D̃(k1,k2,k3)Π̌I+ for k1 + k2 + k3 = K + 1 . (13.7.10)

We first use (13.5.4) for the
(
rΩ /∇4

)k3
Π̌I+ part in conjunction with the estimates of Theorem C.3 for the

terms involving Ψ̌I+ to obtain∫
ĎI+ (τ)∩{r≤2R}

|D̃(k1,k2,k3)Π̌I+ |2 .
∫
ĎI+ (τ)∩{r≤2R}

|D̃(k1,k2,0)Π̌I+ |2 +
ε2

0 + ε3

τmin(2,N−K−2)
.

Similarly, using the relation Ω /∇3 = Ω /∇4 − 2 /∇R? and commuting the 3-derivative through we find∫
ĎI+ (τ)∩{r≤2R}

|D̃(k1,k2,k3)Π̌I+ |2 .
k2∑
i=0

∫
ĎI+ (τ)∩{r≤2R}

|D̃(k1,0,0)( /∇R?)iΠ̌I+ |2 +
ε2

0 + ε3

τmin(2,N−K−2)
.

Now if k1 = 1 the desired estimate follows directly from Proposition 13.7.1. If k1 ≥ 2 we commute all r2 /∆
operators through on Π̌I+ using repeatedly the relations (13.5.6) and (13.5.8) in the form11

r2 /∆Π̌I+ = −Ω /∇3Ψ̌I+ + 4Π̌I+ −
6M

r
Π̌I+ − 3MǍI+ + Ě2

1 (13.7.11)

r2 /∆ǍI+ = +2Π̌I+ +
6M

r
ǍI+ +

(
−Ω2

r2
Ψ̌I+ + 2 /∇R?Π̌I+

)
− 4

r

(
1− 3M

r

)
Π̌I+ + Ě2

1 (13.7.12)

to conclude (using Proposition 11.7.7 for the non-linear errors)∫
ĎI+ (τ)∩{r≤2R}

|D̃(k1,k2,k3)Π̌I+ |2 . RHS of (13.7.9) . (13.7.13)

11Note we have replaced Ě1
1 + k1

r
r /D∗2

(
r /∇r2Ωtrχ · rα

)
= Ě2

1 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∑
|k|≤K+1

Ǐ?
[
D̃kǍI+

]
(τ) .

∑
k≤K

Ǐ
[
( /∇R?)kΠ̌I+

]
(τ) +

∑
k≤K+1

Ǐ
[
( /∇R?)kǍI+

]
(τ) +

ε2
0 + ε3

τmin(2,N−K−2)
.

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 ĎH+

is carried out entirely analogously (see the proof
of Proposition 13.3.4 where it is done explicitly).

The following corollaries easily follow from the mean value theorem:

Corollary 13.7.5. There exists R1 ≤ R̃′ ≤ R2 such that the right hand side of Proposition 13.7.4 controls
in particular

∑
|k|≤K+1

∫
ĎI+ (τ)∩{rI+=R̃′} |D̃

kǍI+ |2.

Corollary 13.7.6. Suppose rH(uf , v(u1)) ≤ 9Minit/4. Then there exists a 9Minit/4 < R̊ < 5Minit/2 such

that the right hand side of Proposition 13.7.4 controls in particular
∑
|k|≤K+1

∫
ĎH+ (v(τ))∩{rH+=R̊} |D̃

kAH+ |2.

13.7.4 Basic fluxes for all derivatives of Π and A

We now turn to estimating general fluxes.

Proposition 13.7.7. For any u1 ≤ τ ≤ uf and 1 ≤ K ≤ N −2 the pair
(

ΠH+ = r3ΩψH+ , Π̌I+ = r3Ωψ̌I+

)
satisfies∑

|k|≤K+1

sup
τ≤u≤uf

F̌?v(u)[D̃
kAH+ ] +

∑
|k|≤K

sup
τ≤u≤uf

F̌?u[D̃kΠ̌I+ ] +
∑

|k|≤K+1

sup
τ≤u≤uf

F̌?u[D̃kǍI+ ]

.
K+1∑
k=0

F̌v(τ)[( /∇R?)kAH+ ] +

K+1∑
k=0

F̌τ [( /∇R?)kǍI+ ] +

K∑
k=0

F̌v(τ)[( /∇R?)kΠH+ ] +

K∑
k=0

F̌τ [( /∇R?)kΠ̌I+ ]

+

K−1∑
k=0

F̌v(τ)[( /∇R?)k(Ω−2ΠH+)] +

K−1∑
k=0

F̌v(τ)[( /∇R?)k(Ω−4AH+)] +
ε2

0 + ε3

τmin(2,N−K−2)
. (13.7.14)

Remark 13.7.8. We omit the proof as it is entirely analogous (but easier) than that of Proposition 13.3.4.
It 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 Ω-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 u1 ≤ τ ≤ uf and 1 ≤ K ≤ N − 2 we have

K+1∑
|k|=0

sup
τ≤u≤uf

∫
ČI+
u ∩{r≥R+2}

1

r2
|D̃kΠ̌I+ |2 +

K∑
|k|=0

sup
τ≤u≤uf

∫
ČI+
u ∩{r≥R+2}

1

r2
|D̃kΨ̌I+ |2 (13.7.15)

+

K+2∑
|k|=0;k3 6=|k|

∫
Č
I+

v∞ (τ)

|D̃kǍI+ |2 +

K+1∑
|k|=0;k3 6=|k|

∫
Č
I+

v∞ (τ)

|D̃kΠ̌I+ |2

+

K+1∑
|k|=0

∫
ĎI+ (τ)

1

r1+δ
|D̃kΠ̌I+ |2 +

K+2∑
|k|=0

∫
ĎI+ (τ)

1

r1+δ
|D̃kǍI+ |2

.
∫
ČI+
τ

1

r2

{
K+2∑

|k|=0;k2 6=|k|

|DkǍI+ |2 +

K+1∑
|k|=0

|DkΠ̌I+ |2 +

K∑
k=0

|( /∇R?)kΨ̌I+ |2
}

+

∫
Č
H+

v(τ)

Ω2
K+2∑

|k|=0;k3 6=|k|

|Dk(Ω−4AH+)|2 +
ε2

0 + ε3

τmin(2,N−K−2)
.
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Moreover, the restriction k3 6= |k| can be changed to k3 6= K + 2 in the third sum and to k3 6= 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, k2, 0). Indeed this is
clear for the term involving Ψ̌I+ from Theorem C.3. Next, for the expressions involving D̃kΠ̌I+ , note that if
(k1, k2, k3) with k3 6= 0 then we can insert the relation (13.5.4) which turns the flux into a flux for Ψ̌I+ that
has already been controlled in Theorem C.3 by the right hand side of (13.7.15). Finally, for the expressions
involving D̃kǍI+ note that if (k1, k2, k3) with k3 6= 0, then we can insert the relation (13.5.3) and the flux
turns into a flux for Π̌I+ 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)

Ω /∇3Π̌I+ = −r2 /D?2 /divǍI+ −
3M

r
ǍI+ +

2

r

(
1− 3M

r

)
Π̌I+ + Ě1

1 +
k1

r
r /D∗2

(
r /∇r2Ωtrχ · rα

)
, (13.7.16)

Ω /∇4r /divǍI+ = 2
Ω2

r2
r /divΠ̌I+ + Ě1

2 , (13.7.17)

as well as the pair (13.5.8) and (13.5.4)

Ω /∇3Ψ̌I+ = 2r2 /D?2 /divΠ̌I+ + 2Π̌I+ −
6M

r
Π̌I+ − 3MǍI+ + Ě2

1 , (13.7.18)

Ω /∇4r /divΠ̌I+ = −Ω2

r2
r /divΨ̌I+ + Ě2

2 . (13.7.19)

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, l ≥ 0

Ω /∇3(Ω /∇3)lΠ̌
(k−1)
I+ = −r /D?2(Ω /∇3)lǍ

(k)
I+ +

l∑
i=0

hi0
r

(Ω /∇3)iǍ
(k−1)
I+ +

l∑
i=0

hi0
r

(Ω /∇3)iΠ̌
(k−1)
I+ + Ěk+l

1 (13.7.20)

+ (Ω /∇3)l
(
r2 /D?2 /div

) k−1
2 h0

r
r /D∗2

(
r /∇r2Ωtrχ · rα

)
,

Ω /∇4

(
(Ω /∇3)lǍ

(k)
I+

)
= 2

Ω2

r2
r /div(Ω /∇3)lΠ̌

(k−1)
I+ + Ěk+l

2 ,

while for k ≥ 1 and even, l ≥ 0

Ω /∇3(Ω /∇3)lΠ̌
(k−1)
I+ = −r /div(Ω /∇3)lǍ

(k)
I+ +

l∑
i=0

hi0
r

(Ω /∇3)iǍ
(k−1)
I+ +

l∑
i=0

hi0
r

(Ω /∇3)iΠ̌
(k−1)
I+ + Ěk+l

1 (13.7.21)

+ (Ω /∇3)l
(
r2 /div /D?2

) k
2 h0

r

(
r /∇r2Ωtrχ · rα

)
,

Ω /∇4

(
(Ω /∇3)lǍ

(k)
I+

)
= 2

Ω2

r2
r /D?2(Ω /∇3)lΠ̌

(k−1)
I+ + Ěk+l

2 . (13.7.22)

For the second pair we have for k ≥ 1 and k odd, l ≥ 0

Ω /∇3(Ω /∇3)lΨ̌
(k−1)
I+ = 2r /D?2(Ω /∇3)lΠ̌

(k)
I+ + 2(Ω /∇3)lΠ̌

(k−1)
I+ +

l∑
i=0

hi1(Ω /∇3)lΠ̌
(k−1)
I+ − 3M(Ω /∇3)lǍ

(k−1)
I+ + Ěk+1

1 ,

Ω /∇4(Ω /∇3)lΠ̌
(k)
I+ = −Ω2

r2
r /div(Ω /∇3)lΨ̌

(k−1)
I+ + Ěk+1

2 , (13.7.23)
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while for k ≥ 1 and even, l ≥ 0

Ω /∇3(Ω /∇3)lΨ̌
(k−1)
I+ = 2r /div(Ω /∇3)lΠ̌

(k)
I+ + 2(Ω /∇3)lΠ̌

(k−1)
I+ +

l∑
i=0

hi1(Ω /∇3)lΠ̌
(k−1)
I+ − 3M(Ω /∇3)lǍ

(k−1)
I+ + Ěk+1

1 ,

Ω /∇4(Ω /∇3)lΠ̌
(k)
I+ = −Ω2

r2
r /D?2(Ω /∇3)lΨ̌

(k−1)
I+ + Ěk+1

2 . (13.7.24)

Step 2. Deriving the estimates for l = 0. We first set l = 0 above to prove the estimate (13.7.15)
with the restriction that only angular derivatives can appear in D̃k. We proceed inductively in k. We

contract the first equation of (13.7.20) (and (13.7.21) respectively) with 2
r2

(
1 +Mδr−δ

)
Π̌

(k−1)
I+ and the

second equation of (13.7.20) with
(
1 +Mδr−δ

)
Ǎ

(k−1)
I+ . We then add the relevant equations and integrate over

ĎI+

(τ)\ĎI+

(u)∩{r ≥ R̃′} for arbitrary τ ≤ u ≤ uf with R̃′ the one of Corollary 13.7.5 to control boundary

terms arising at r = R̃′ in the standard integration by parts. This produces (for K = −1, 0, . . . , N − 2)∫
ČI+ (u)∩{r≥R̃′}

1

r2

K+1∑
k=0

|Π̌(k)
I+ |2 +

∫
Č
I+

v∞ (τ)

K+2∑
k=1

|Ǎ(k)
I+ |2 +

∫
ĎI+ (τ)∩{r≥R̃′}

Mδ

r1+δ

K+2∑
k=1

|Ǎ(k)
I+ |2 (13.7.25)

≤
∫
ĎI+ (τ)∩{r≥R̃′}

1

r3

{
C1

K+1∑
k=0

|Π̌(k)
I+ |2 + C2

K+2∑
k=1

|Ǎ(k)
I+ |2

}
+

∫
ČI+ (τ)∩{r≥R̃′}

C3

r2

K+1∑
k=0

|Π̌(k)
I+ |2 + CR (RHS of (13.7.8))

+ C4

∫
ĎI+ (τ)∩{r≥R̃′}

K+1∑
k=0

r−2|Π̌(k)
I+ |
(
|Ěk+1

1 |+ r−1|A [k]r /D∗2
(
r /∇r2Ωtrχ · rα

))
+ C5

∫
ĎI+ (τ)∩{r≥R̃′}

K+2∑
k=1

|Ǎ(k)
I+ ||Ěk2 |

where for k ≥ 0 we define A [k] =
(
r2 /D∗2 /div

) k
2

if k is even and A [k] = r /divA [k−1] if k is odd. Importantly,

the constants C1, ..., C5 above can be chosen independently of R, i.e. they only depend on Minit.

Similarly, we contract the first equation of (13.7.23) (and (13.7.24) respectively) with 1
r2

(
1 +M δr−δ

)
Ψ̌

(k−1)
I+

and the second with 2
(
1 +Mδr−δ

)
Π̌

(k)
I+ . We then add the relevant equations and integrate over ĎI+

(τ) \
ĎI+

(u) ∩ {r ≥ R̃′} for arbitrary τ ≤ u ≤ uf with R̃′ the one of Corollary 13.7.5. After an integration by
parts this produces (for K = 0, ..., N − 2)∫

ČI+ (u)∩{r≥R̃′}

1

r2

K∑
k=0

|Ψ̌(k)
I+ |2 +

∫
Č
I+

v∞ (τ)

K+1∑
k=1

|Π̌(k)
I+ |2 +

∫
ĎI+ (τ)∩{r≥R̃′}

Mδ

r1+δ

K+1∑
k=1

|Π̌(k)
I+ |2

≤ C6

∫
ĎI+ (τ)∩{r≥R̃′}

1

r3+δ

K∑
k=0

|Ψ̌(k)
I+ |2 +

∫
ĎI+ (τ)∩{r≥R̃′}

{C7

r2

K+1∑
k=0

|Π̌(k)
I+ |2 + C8

Mδ

r1+δ

K∑
k=0

|Ǎ(k)
I+ |2

}
+ C9

∫
ČI+ (τ)∩{r≥R̃′}

1

r2

K∑
k=0

|Ψ̌(k)
I+ |2 + C10

∫
Č
I+

v∞ (τ)∩{r≥R̃′}

K∑
k=0

|Ǎ(k)
I+ |2 + CR (RHS of (13.7.8))

+ C11

∫
ĎI+ (τ)∩{r≥R̃′}

K∑
k=0

r−2|Ψ̌(k)
I+ ||Ěk+2

1 |+ C12

∫
ĎI+ (τ)∩{r≥R̃′}

K+1∑
k=1

|Π̌(k)
I+ ||Ěk+2

2 | (13.7.26)

where again, importantly, the constants C6, ...C12 can be chosen independently of R. Note that the sums

for Π̌
(k)
I+ on the left could be extended to k = 0 by a standard elliptic estimate. We now restrict R to satisfy

C1

MδR2−δ +
C2

MδR2−δ +
C7

MδR1−δ <
1

4
(13.7.27)

with the Ci 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

+

K∑
k=0

∫
ĎI+ (τ,u)∩{r≥R̃′}

2Π̌
(k)
I+

1

r2

(
1 + r−δ

)
Ψ̌

(k)
I+ (13.7.28)

one may easily treat the term involving r−δ with Cauchy–Schwarz and borrowing from the left hand side

while for the remaining term one inserts that Ψ̌
(k)
I+ = − r2

Ω2 Ω /∇4Π̌
(k)
I+ + Ě1+k

0 and integrates by parts. The
spacetime term is then controlled by a term appearing on the right hand side, the boundary term on v = v∞
has a good sign and the one on r = R̃′ is controlled by Corollary 13.7.5.

For the terms

+

K∑
k=0

∫
ĎI+ (τ,u)∩{r≥R̃′}

(
−3MǍ

(k)
I+

) 1

r2

(
1 + r−δ

)
Ψ̌

(k)
I+ (13.7.29)

one may easily treat the term involving r−δ with Cauchy–Schwarz. For the remaining term, one inserts

that Ψ̌
(k)
I+ = − r2

Ω2 Ω /∇4Π̌
(k−1)
I+ + E2+k

0 and integrates by parts. The spacetime term is controlled by terms

appearing on the right of (13.7.26), the boundary term on r = R̃′ is controlled by Corollary 13.7.5, while for
the boundary term on v = v∞, we can now estimate for any γ > 0∫

Č
I+

v∞ (τ)

K∑
k=1

|Ǎ(k)
I+ ||Π̌(k)

I+ | ≤ γ
K∑
k=1

∫
Č
I+

v∞ (τ)

|Π̌(k)
I+ |2 +

1

γ

∫
Č
I+

v∞ (τ)

|Ǎ(k)
I+ |2 .

Choosing γ 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

to (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

• Theorem C.3 controls all terms involving Ψ̌I+ . 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 1
r1+δ

∑K
k=0 |Ǎ

(k)
I+ |2 on the left of (13.7.26).

• for K = 0, the term
∫
Č
I+

v∞ (τ)
|Ǎ(0)
I+ |2 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∫
Č
I+

v∞ (τ)
|Ǎ(1)
I+ |2. Similarly, for K = 0 the term

∫
ĎI+ (τ)∩{r≥R̃′}

1
r1+δ |Ǎ(0)

I+ |2 on the right hand side

of (13.7.26) is controlled by Proposition 13.6.1, while for higher K it is controlled inductively since

(13.7.25) produces for K = 0 in particular the term
∫
ĎI+ (τ)∩{r≥R̃′}

1
r1+δ |Ǎ(1)

I+ |2 on the left hand side.

• The non-linear errors can be treated using Cauchy–Schwarz and the estimates for s = 0, 1, 2,∫
DI+ (τ)

r1+δ|ĚN−s2 |2 + r−1+δ|ĚN−s1 |2 + r−3+δ|A [N−1−s]r /D∗2
(
r /∇r2Ωtrχ · rαI+

)
|2 . ε4

τs
. (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−1
[
r /∇
]N+1

(r2Ωtrχ)‖DI+ . ε and |rα| . ετ−1.

Step 3. Deriving the estimates for l = 1, 2, ..., N − 2. We first note that the right hand side of (13.7.15)
controls also the following expressions∫

Č
I+

v∞ (τ)

|(Ω /∇3)K+2Ǎ
(0)
I+ |2 +

∫
ĎI+ (τ)

1

r1+δ
|(Ω /∇3)K+2Ǎ

(0)
I+ |2

+

∫
Č
I+

v∞ (τ)

|(Ω /∇3)K+1Π̌
(0)
I+ |2 +

∫
ĎI+ (τ)

1

r1+δ
|(Ω /∇3)K+1Π̌

(0)
I+ |2 . right hand side of (13.7.15) . (13.7.31)
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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 Ω /∇3 = −2R? + Ω /∇4 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 l = 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:

• Note that this time the boundary term
∫
Č
I+

v∞ (τ)
|(Ω /∇3)lǍ

(0)
I+ |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 l = 1, ..., N − 2. Now this term is controlled by (13.7.31). Similarly, the spacetime

term
∫
ĎI+ (τ)∩{r≥R̃′}

1
r1+δ |(Ω /∇3)lǍ

(0)
I+ |2 appearing for K = 0 is also controlled by (13.7.31).

• For the non-linear terms we now need in addition for k + l ≤ N and k ≥ 1 the estimate∫
D(τ)

r−3|
[
Ω /∇3

]l
A [k]

(
r /∇r2Ωtrχ · rα

)
|2 . ε2

0 + ε3

τs
for s = 0, 1, 2.

This in turn follows as in the discussion below (13.7.7). For the top order term (all derivatives falling
on Ωtrχ) 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 |rα|2 . ε2

τ2 .

Having repeated the argument for l = 1, 2, ..., N − 2, we have now established (13.7.15) except that
the sums for ǍI+ (over |k| ≤ K + 2) are restricted to tuples with (k1, k2, 0) with k2 ≤ K (i.e. at least
two derivatives have to be angular) and the sums for Π̌I+ (over |k| ≤ K + 1) are restricted to tuples with
(k1, k2, 0) with k2 ≤ K (i.e. at least one derivative has to be angular). For Π̌I+ the tuple (K + 1, 0, 0) is

controlled directly from (13.7.15) both on ČI
+

v∞
and in integrated decay, while for the term

∫
ČI+ (u)

1

r2

K+1∑
l=0

|(Ω /∇3)lΠ̌I+ |2

one can insert (13.7.16) and reduce it to a flux already controlled. For ǍI+ one applies the (Ω /∇3)l-commuted

analogue of (13.7.25) with K = −1. The wrong-signed term on the right hand side involving |(Ω /∇3)lΠ̌
(k)
I+ |2

has now already been controlled and (13.7.15) is also shown for D̃(1,K+1,0)ǍI+ . Finally, for the tuple
D̃(0,K+2,0)ǍI+ the estimate (13.7.15) follows from (13.7.31).

Corollary 13.7.10. For any u1 ≤ τ ≤ uf and 1 ≤ K ≤ N − 2, we also have

K+2∑
|k|=0;k2 6=|k|

sup
τ≤u≤uf

∫
ČI+
u ∩{r≥R+2}

1

r2
|D̃kǍI+ |2 . right hand side of (13.7.15) . (13.7.32)

Proof. We can reduce to tuples with k = (k1, k2, 0) since otherwise using (13.5.3) reduces the expression
to a flux involving Π̌I+ 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 Π̌I+ appearing on the left of (13.7.15).
If one derivative is angular we can replace Ω /∇3 = −2R? + Ω /∇4 and the flux is controlled by the flux on A
appearing in Proposition 13.7.3 and a flux involving Π̌I+ appearing on the left of (13.7.15).

13.7.6 The redshift estimates for Π and A

We now improve the estimates (more specifically the Ω-weights) in ĎH+

(v(u1)) ∩ {r ≤ 9Minit/4}. We can
assume wlog that rH+(uf , v = v(u1)) < 17

8 Minit as otherwise we have a uniform lower bound on Ω2 in all of

ĎH+

. Hence Ω2 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 l we repeat the proof for K = 0, 1, . . . , N − 2− l.
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Proposition 13.7.11. For any u1 ≤ τ < uf and 1 ≤ K ≤ N − 2, we have

K+2∑
|k|=0,k3=0

∫
Č
H+

v(τ)

Ω2|D̃k(Ω−4AH+)|2 +

K+1∑
|k|=0,k3=0

∫
ČH+
uf

(v(τ1))

|D̃k(Ω−2ΠH+)|2

+

K+2∑
|k|=0

∫
ĎH+ (v(τ1))

Ω2|D̃k(Ω−4AH+)|2 +

K+1∑
|k|=0

∫
ĎH+ (v(τ1))

Ω2|D̃k(Ω−2ΠH+)|2

.
∫
ČI+
τ

1

r2

{
K+2∑

|k|=0;k2 6=|k|

|DkǍI+ |2 +

K+1∑
|k|=0

|DkΠ̌I+ |2 +

K∑
k=0

|( /∇R?)kΨ̌I+ |2
}

+

∫
Č
H+

v(τ)

Ω2
K+2∑

|k|=0;k3 6=|k|

|Dk(Ω−4AH+)|2 +
ε2

0 + ε3

τmin(2,N−K−2)
. (13.7.33)

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 ≤ R̊
because if we restrict all integrals to r ≥ R̊, 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 = (k1, 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, k2, k3).

Step 1. Collecting the commuted equations. Key to the argument is the Bianchi pair

Ω /∇3

(
Ω−2ΠH+

)
+

2

r
Ω2
(
Ω−2ΠH+

)
= −Ω2r2 /D?2 /div(Ω−4AH+)− 3M

r
Ω2(Ω−4AH+) + Ω2(E?)1 ,

(13.7.34)

Ω /∇4(r /divΩ−4AH+) +
4M

r2
(r /divΩ−4AH+) =

2

r2
r /div(Ω−2ΠH+) + (E?)1 , (13.7.35)

which after commutation with angular derivatives using the definition (13.3.26) reads for k ≥ 1

Ω /∇3

(
Ω−2ΠH+

)(k−1)
+

2

r
Ω2
(
Ω−2ΠH+

)(k−1)
= −Ω2r /D?2(Ω−4AH+)(k) − 3M

r
Ω2(Ω−4AH+)(k−1) + Ω2(E?)k ,

Ω /∇4(Ω−4AH+)(k) +
4M

r2
(Ω−4AH+)(k) =

2

r2
r /div(Ω−2ΠH+)(k−1) + (E?)k , (13.7.36)

if k is odd and

Ω /∇3

(
Ω−2ΠH+

)(k−1)
+

2

r
Ω2
(
Ω−2ΠH+

)(k−1)
= −Ω2r /div(Ω−4AH+)(k) − 3M

r
Ω2(Ω−4AH+)(k−1) + Ω2(E?)k ,

Ω /∇4(Ω−4AH+)(k) +
4M

r2
(Ω−4AH+)(k) =

2

r2
r /D?2(Ω−2ΠH+)(k−1) + (E?)k , (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 ≥ R̊ 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
(
Ω−2ΠH+

)(k−1)
and sum it with the second

contracted with r2Ω2(Ω−4AH+)(k). We then integrate over ĎH+

(v(τ1), v(τ)) ∩ {r ≤ R̊} if v(τ) < v(R̊, uf )

where R̊ is defined in Corollary 13.7.6. This yields the desired estimate after observing that

• The terms on the left hand side produce the good boundary terms and spacetime terms appearing in the
proposition noting that R̊ ≤ 5Minit/2. The boundary term on r = R̊ is controlled by Corollary 13.7.6.
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• 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.

• The non-linear terms are easily controlled by Cauchy–Schwarz and that for s = 0, 1 and any k ≤ N − s
we have by Proposition 11.7.4 ∫

D(v(τ))

Ω2|(E?)k|2 . ε4

τ1+s
. (13.7.38)

• For the linear “error”, we note∫
ĎH+ (v(τ1),v(τ2))∩{r≤R̊}

6M

r
Ω2(Ω−4AH+)(k−1)

(
Ω−2ΠH+

)(k−1)

≤
∫
ĎH+ (v(τ1),v(τ2))∩{r≤R̊}

Ω2

(
3

r
|
(
Ω−2ΠH+

)(k−1) |2 +
3M2

r
|(Ω−4AH+)(k−1)|2

)
≤
∫
ĎH+ (v(τ1),v(τ2))∩{r≤R̊}

Ω2

(
3

r
|
(
Ω−2ΠH+

)(k−1) |2 + 3M |(Ω−4AH+)(k)|2
)

(13.7.39)

where we have used that Mr ≤
3
4 and the elliptic estimate

∫
Su,v
|(Ω−4AH+)(k−1)|2 ≤ 4

3

∫
Su,v
|Ω−4AH+)(k)|2.

The right hand side can now be absorbed by the good terms on the left hand side (where they appear
with 4 instead of 3).

Step 3. Proving the estimate for tuples (k1, k2, 0) with k1 ≥ 1. We next commute (13.7.36) and

(13.7.37) respectively with the redshift vectorfield
(

1
Ω
/∇3

)l
.13 The resulting equations read (restricting to k

odd, the even case is treated analogously)

Ω /∇3

[(
1

Ω
/∇3

)l (
Ω−2ΠH+

)(k−1)

]
+

2

r
Ω2

[(
1

Ω
/∇3

)l (
Ω−2ΠH+

)(k−1)

]
= −Ω2r /D?2

[(
1

Ω
/∇3

)l
(Ω−4AH+)(k)

]

−3M

r
Ω2

(
1

Ω
/∇3

)l
(Ω−4AH+) +

l−1∑
i=0

hi
(

1

Ω
/∇3

)i (
Ω−2ΠH+

)(k−1)
+

l−1∑
i=0

hi
(

1

Ω
/∇3

)i (
Ω−4AH+

)(k−1)
+ Ω2(E?)k+l

Ω /∇4

[(
1

Ω
/∇3

)l
(Ω−4AH+)(k)

]
+

(4 + 2l)M

r2

[(
1

Ω
/∇3

)l
(Ω−4AH+)(k)

]
=

2

r2
r /div

[(
1

Ω
/∇3

)l (
Ω−2ΠH+

)(k−1)

]

+

l−1∑
i=0

hi
(

1

Ω
/∇3

)i (
Ω−2AH+

)(k)
+

l−1∑
i=0

hi
(

1

Ω
/∇3

)i (
Ω−2ΠH+

)(k)
+ (E?)k+l

with hi an admissible coefficient function of r (which may be different in different places). Since for l = 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 l to obtain (13.7.33) with the sums involving AH+ on the right hand side restricted to tuples
of the form k = (k1, k2, 0) and k1 ≥ 1).

Step 4. Proving the estimate for tuples (0, |k|, 0) with k1 ≥ 1. The only missing bit in the proof of
the estimate (13.7.33) is to control DkAH+ 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 Ω−4AH+ satisfies a tensorial wave equation of type 32 and that by Proposition 11.2.2,

13Computationally it is much easier to first divide the first of (13.7.36) by Ω−2 and then commute with
(

1
Ω
/∇3

)l
before in

the end multiplying by Ω−2 again.
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(
1
Ω
/∇3

)l
Ω−4AH+ satisfies a tensorial wave equation of type 32+l/2 with inhomogeneous term of the form

F lin32+l/2

[(
1

Ω
/∇3

)l
Ω−4AH+

]
=

l∑
i=0

hi
(

1

Ω
/∇3

)i (
Ω−2ΠH+

)
+

l∑
i=0

hi
(

1

Ω
/∇3

)i (
Ω−4AH+

)
+

l−1∑
i=0

hi
(

1

Ω
/∇3

)i
/∆
(
Ω−4AH+

)
(13.7.40)

and non-linear error Fnlin32+l/2

[(
1
Ω
/∇3

)l
Ω−4AH+

]
= Ω2(E?)1+l. 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 |F lin32+l/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
l derivatives but that we are estimating l + 1 derivatives of Ω−4AH+ . The term can therefore be controlled

by an elliptic estimate using that we already proved an estimate for
(

1
Ω
/∇3

)l
r /divΩ−4AH+ in terms of the

right hand side in (13.7.33). This proves that

+ sup
τ≤u≤uf

∫
Č
H+

v(u)

∣∣∣ ( 1

Ω
/∇3

)l+1

Ω−4AH+

∣∣∣2 +

∫
ČH+
uf

(v(τ))∩{r≤9Minit/4}

∣∣∣r /∇( 1

Ω
/∇3

)l
Ω−4AH+

∣∣∣2
+

∫
ĎH+ (v(τ))

∣∣∣ ( 1

Ω
/∇3

)l+1

Ω−4AH+

∣∣∣2 . right hand side of (13.7.33) , (13.7.41)

thereby completing the proof.

Completely analogously we prove

Proposition 13.7.12. For any u1 ≤ τ < uf and 1 ≤ K ≤ N − 2, we have

K+1∑
|k|=0,k3=0

∫
Č
H+

v(τ)

Ω2|D̃kΩ−2ΠH+ |2 +

K∑
|k|=0

∫
ČH+
uf

(v(τ))

|D̃kΨH+ |2

.
∫
ČI+
τ

1

r2

{
K+2∑

|k|=0;k2 6=|k|

|DkǍI+ |2 +

K+1∑
|k|=0

|DkΠ̌I+ |2 +

K∑
k=0

|( /∇R?)kΨ̌I+ |2
}

+

∫
Č
H+

v(τ)

Ω2
K+2∑

|k|=0;k3 6=|k|

|Dk(Ω−4AH+)|2 +
ε2

0 + ε3

τmin(2,N−K−2)
. (13.7.42)

Proof. Key to the proof is the Bianchi pair

Ω /∇3ΨH+ = 2Ω2r2 /D?2 /div(Ω−2ΠH+) +

(
2Ω2 − 6M

r

)
Ω2Ω−2ΠH+ − 3MΩ4Ω−4AH+ + Ω2(E?)2 ,

Ω /∇4(r /divΠH+Ω−2) +
2M

r2
(r /divΠH+Ω−2) = − 1

r2
r /divΨ̌I+ + (E?)2 , (13.7.43)

which after commutation with angular derivatives using the definition (13.3.26) reads for k ≥ 1

Ω /∇3Ψ
(k−1)
H+ = 2Ω2r /D?2(Ω−2ΠH+)(k) +

(
2− 6M

r

)
Ω2(Ω−2ΠH+)(k−1) − 3MΩ4

(
Ω−4AH+

)(k−1)
+ Ω2(E?)k+1 ,

Ω /∇4(Ω−2ΠH+)(k) +
2M

r2
(Ω−2ΠH+)(k) = − 1

r2
r /divΨ

(k−1)
I+ + (E?)k+1 , (13.7.44)

if k is odd and

Ω /∇3Ψ
(k−1)
H+ = 2Ω2r /div(Ω−2ΠH+)(k) +

(
2− 6M

r

)
Ω2(Ω−2ΠH+)(k−1) − 3MΩ4

(
Ω−4AH+

)(k−1)
+ Ω2(E?)k+1,

Ω /∇4(Ω−2ΠH+)(k) +
2M

r2
(Ω−2ΠH+)(k) = − 1

r2
r /D?2Ψ

(k−1)
I+ + (E?)k+1 , (13.7.45)
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if k is even. Contracting the first equation with (ΨH+)
(k−1)

and summing it with the second contracted with

2r2Ω2(Ω−2ΠH+)(k) yields after integration over ĎH+

(v(τ1), v(τ)) ∩ {r ≤ R̊} if v(τ) < v(R̊, uf ) (where R̊ is
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 Dk in the first sum of (13.7.42) is a Ω−1 /∇3 derivative, we can use
(13.5.5) and the fluxes of Proposition 13.7.11 on AH+ to control all fluxes for ΠH+ . Similarly, if (at least)
one of the Dk in the second sum of (13.7.42) is a Ω−1 /∇3 derivative, we can use (13.5.7) and the fluxes of
Proposition 13.7.11 (as well as the fluxes on ΠH+ just established) to control the associated flux.

13.7.7 Decay estimates for Π 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 u1 ≤ τ ≤ uf , we have, for 3 ≤ K ≤ N , the estimate

EK� [αH+ ] (v(τ)) + EK� [αI+ ] (τ) .
∫
ČI+
τ

1

r2

{
K∑

|k|=0;k2 6=|k|

|DkǍI+ |2 +

K−1∑
|k|=0

|DkΠ̌I+ |2 +

K−2∑
k=0

|( /∇R?)kΨ̌I+ |2
}

+

∫
Č
H+

v(τ)

Ω2
K∑

|k|=0;k3 6=|k|

|Dk(Ω−4AH+)|2 +
ε2

0 + ε3

τmin(2,N−K)
. (13.7.46)

Proof. By Propositions 11.8.1 and 11.8.3 it suffices to prove the estimate replacing Dk by D̃k everywhere in
the energies on the left hand side and this is what we will do.

For EK� [αI+ ] (τ) 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∫

ČI+
τ

1

r2

K−2∑
|k|=0

|DkΨ̌I+ |2 .
∫
ČI+
τ

1

r2

K−2∑
k=1

|( /∇R?)kΨ̌I+ |2 +
ε2

0 + ε3

τmin(2,N−K−2)
. (13.7.47)

For EK� [αH+ ] (v(τ)), the integrated decay terms are already completely included in Proposition 13.7.11. For
the fluxes on v = v(τ) we first note

sup
τ≤u≤uf

∫
Č
H+

v(u)

Ω2
K−1∑

|k|=0;k3 6=|k|

|D̃k(Ω−2ΠH+)|2 . right hand side of (13.7.46). (13.7.48)

Indeed, if k = (k1, k2, 0) the result is the statement of Proposition 13.7.12. If k = (k1, k2, k3) with k3 ≥ 1
(but k3 6= |k|!) we insert the relation (13.5.4) and turn it into a flux involving ΨH+ that is controlled by
Theorem C.3. We next claim

sup
τ≤u≤uf

∫
Č
H+

v(u)

Ω2
K∑

|k|=0;k3 6=|k|

|D̃k(Ω−4AH+)|2 . right hand side of (13.7.46). (13.7.49)

Indeed, if k = (k1, k2, 0) the result is the statement of Proposition 13.7.11. If k = (k1, k2, k3) with k3 ≥ 1
(but k3 6= |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 = uf appearing in EK� [αH+ ] (v(τ)). We first claim

K−1∑
|k|=0

∫
ČH+
uf

(v(τ))

|D̃k(Ω−2ΠH+)|2 . right hand side of (13.7.46). (13.7.50)

Indeed, if k = (k1, k2, 0) the result is the statement of Proposition 13.7.11. If k = (k1, k2, k3) with k3 ≥ 1
(but k3 6= |k|!) we insert the relation (13.5.4) and turn it into a flux involving ΨH+ 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∑
|k|=0,k2 6=|k|

∫
ČH+
uf

(v(τ))

|D̃k(Ω−4AH+)|2 . right hand side of (13.7.46). (13.7.51)

It suffices to prove this estimate with the sum starting from |k| = 1 in view of a simple elliptic estimate. If
k = (k1, k2, k3) with k3 6= 0 we can use the relation (13.5.3) to turn the flux into a flux for Π̌I+ controlled
by (13.7.50). Hence we can restrict to k3 = 0. If one of the derivatives is angular (and hence the rest Ω−1 /∇3

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).

The following proposition is easily seen to imply the statement of Theorem 13.5.2.

Proposition 13.7.14. For any u1 ≤ τ ≤ uf we have for s = 0, 1, 2 the estimates

EN−s� [αH+ ] (v(τ)) + EN−s� [αI+ ] (τ) .
ε2

0 + ε3

τs
(13.7.52)

Proof. This follows from applying the pigeonhole argument of [DR09a] to the left hand side of (13.7.46).

13.8 Concluding the main estimates for α

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 α 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 ǍI+ and AH+ 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 u1 ≤ τ ≤ uf we have for s = 0, 1, 2 the estimate

∑
|k|≤N−s

∫
B(τ)

|D̃kǍI+ |2 + |D̃kAH+ |2 .
ε2

0 + ε3

τs
. (13.8.1)

Step 2a. We observe that the estimates of Theorem 13.5.2 continue to hold if we replace the flux∫
ČI

+
v∞ (τ)

{
K∑

|k|=0,k3 6=|k|

|DkǍI+ |2 +

K−1∑
|k|=0;k3 6=|k|

|DkΠ̌I+ |2
}

by the flux over an arbitrary ingoing truncated cone in ĎI+

, i.e. integrating over
∫
ČI

+
v (τ)

for any cone

with v ≤ v∞. Indeed, picking such a cone ČI
+

v (τ) we can consider the spacetime region enclosed by

ČI
+

v (τ), B, ČI
+

τ and (potentially) ČI
+

uf
. We reapply the estimates of Proposition 13.7.9 (integrating now

over ĎI+

(τ) ∩ J−(ČI
+

v (τ))) using now the bounds on the cone ČI
+

τ 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∫
ČH+
uf

(v)

K∑
|k|=0;k2 6=|k|

|DkAH+ |2
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by the flux over an arbitrary outgoing truncated cone in ĎH+

, i.e. integrating over ČH
+

u (v) for any u ≤ uf .

Indeed picking such a cone ČH
+

u (v) we can consider the region enclosed by ČH
+

u (v), ČH
+

v and B. We repeat

the proof of Proposition 13.7.11 (integrating now over ĎH+

(v(τ)) ∩ J−(ČH
+

u (v))) using the estimates of

Theorem 13.5.2 on the cone ČH
+

v 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 ĎI+ ∪ ĎH+

. This proceeds by doing localised energy estimates (in regions where
neither the r-weights nor Ω-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 (α,ψ, P ) and (α, ψ, 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 αI+ , αH+

Starting from Proposition 3.4.1 we derive the identities

−1

2

Ω4

r4

(
r2

Ω2
Ω /∇3

)2

ΨH+ =
Ω4

r4

(
r2

Ω2
Ω /∇3

)4

AH+ = 2r4 /D?2 /D
?
1 /D1 /D2AH+ + 6M(Ω /∇3 + Ω /∇4)AH+ + E3

,−1

2

Ω4

r4

(
r2

Ω2
Ω /∇3

)2

ΨI+ =
Ω4

r4

(
r2

Ω2
Ω /∇3

)4

AI+ = 2r4 /D?2 /D
?
1 /D1 /D2(rř−1ǍI+) + 6M(Ω /∇3 + Ω /∇4)ǍI+ + Ě3

0 .

To obtain the missing fluxes in Theorem 13.1.1, it suffices to prove for s = 0, 1, 2 and τ ≥ u1:

sup
u≤uf

∫
CH+
u (v)

N−s∑
k=0

|
[
Ω−1 /∇3

]k
AH+ |2 . ε2

0 + ε3

vs
, (13.9.1)

sup
τ≤u≤uf

∫
CI+
u

{
N−s∑
k=1

r6−s|
[
Ω−1 /∇3

]k
AI+ |2 +

N−1−s∑
k=0

r2|
[
Ω−1 /∇3

]k
ΠI+ |2

}
.
ε2

0 + ε3

τs
. (13.9.2)

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 E4,2−s

� [αI+ ](τ) +E4
�[αH+ ](τ). 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−s� [αI+ ] (τ) +EN−s,2−s� [αI+ ](τ) +
ε20+ε3

τs , which is in turn

controlled by
ε20+ε3

τs from Theorems 13.1.1 and 13.5.1. Similarly, for the (k ≥ 4)-part of the sum of (13.9.1)
inserting the first identity (note r-weights can be absorbed into constants in this region) shows that the flux

can be controlled by EN−s� [αH+ ] (v) + EN−s,2−s� [αH+ ](v) +
ε20+ε3

vs , which is in turn controlled by
ε20+ε3

vs from
Theorems 13.1.1 and 13.5.1.

13.9.2 Missing transversal fluxes for αI+ , αH+

Starting from Proposition 3.4.4 we derive the identities

−1

2

Ω4

r4

(
r2

Ω2
Ω /∇4

)2

ΨH+ =
Ω4

r4

(
r2

Ω2
Ω /∇4

)4

AH+ = 2r4 /D?2 /D
?
1 /D1 /D2AH+ − 6M(Ω /∇3 + Ω /∇4)AH+ + E3 ,
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−1

2

Ω4

r4

(
r2

Ω2
Ω /∇4

)2

Ψ̌I+ =
Ω4

r4

(
r2

Ω2
Ω /∇4

)4

ǍI+ = 2r4 /D?2 /D
?
1 /D1 /D2AI+ − 6M(Ω /∇3 + Ω /∇4)AI+ + Ě3

7/2 .

Note that both sides of the first identity are regular at u = uf in view of the schematic identity (hi a

bounded function of r in DH+

)

Ω4

r4

(
r2

Ω2
Ω /∇4

)4

AH+ =
1

r4

(
r2Ω /∇4

)4
(Ω−4AH+) +

3∑
i=0

hi
(
Ω /∇4

)i
(Ω−4AH+) (13.9.3)

To obtain the missing fluxes in Theorem 13.5.1, it suffices to prove for s = 0, 1, 2 and τ ≥ u1:

sup
ṽ≥v1

∫
CH

+
ṽ

Ω2
N−s∑
k=0

|(rΩ /∇4)k(Ω−4AH+)|2 . ε2
0 + ε3

vs
(13.9.4)

sup
v≤v∞

∫
CI

+
v (τ)

{
N−s∑
k=0

|(rΩ /∇4)kǍI+ |2 +

N−1−s∑
k=0

|(rΩ /∇4)kΠ̌I+ |2
}
.
ε2

0 + ε3

τs
(13.9.5)

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 supv≤v∞
∫
CI

+
v (τ)

∑N−2−s
k=2

1
r2 |(rΩ /∇4)kΨ̌I+ |2 . ε20+ε3

τs . This

is easily proven by inserting the second estimate above which yields

(13.9.5) . EN−s,2−s� [αI+ ] (τ) + EN−s� [αI+ ] (τ) +
ε2

0 + ε3

τs
.
ε2

0 + ε3

τs
,

with the last step following by applying Theorems 13.1.1 and 13.5.1. To establish (13.9.4) one proceeds
analogously obtaining

(13.9.4) . EN−s� [αH+ ] (v) + EN−s� [αH+ ] (v) +
ε2

0 + ε3

vs
.
ε2

0 + ε3

vs
,

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 τ ≥ u−1 the estimates

N−1−s∑
|k|=0

∫
ČI+
τ ∩DH

+
|DI

+

D
k
H+αH+ |2 +

N−1−s∑
|k|=0

∫
CI

+
v (τ)∩DH+

|DI
+

↖ D
k
H+αH+ |2 . ε2

0 + ε3

τs
, (13.9.6)

N−1−s∑
|k|=0

∫
ČI+
τ ∩DH

+
|DI

+

↗ D
k
H+αH+ |2 +

N−1−s∑
|k|=0

∫
CI

+
v (τ)∩DH+

|DI
+

D
k
H+αH+ |2 .

ε2
0 + ε3

τs
. (13.9.7)

Proof. Localised energy estimates in the horizon gauge on the infinity null cones produce these estimates
with DI

+

replaced by DI
+

↗ in the first, and DI
+

replaced by DI
+

↖ 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.
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The second corollary illustrates the following fact: While working with the weight ř instead of r for the
underlined quantities was essential to improve the error in the wave equation for P̌ (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 Ω /∇4(r5P̌ I+) may not hold verbatim for Ω /∇4(r5P I+), related to the fact that (13.9.9) below may
fail for i ≤ 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 (ř-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

ǍI+ = řΩ2αI+ by AI+ = rΩ2αI+

Π̌I+ = r3Ωψ̌I+ by
r

ř
Π̌I+

Ψ̌I+ = r5P̌ I+ by
r

ř
Ψ̌I+ (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
DI+

∑
|k|+i≤N ;i≤2

‖Dk
(
r2Ω /∇4

)i( ř
r
− 1

)
‖Su,v . ε (13.9.9)

following easily from (3.4.6) and the bootstrap assumptions.
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Chapter 14

Estimates in the I+ 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 I+ gauge). Under the assumptions of Theorem C,
then for all uf ∈ [u0

f , ûf ] and all λ ∈ R(uf ), with the gauges as defined above, it follows that the geometric

quantities in the I+ gauge satisfy the estimates

ENuf ,I+ . ε2
0 + ε3.
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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 χ̂) 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 uf ∈ [u0

f , ûf ], with ûf ∈ B, and fix some λ ∈ R(uf ). In this chapter, all propositions below

shall always refer to the anchored I+ gauge in the spacetime (M(λ), g(λ)), corresponding to parameters
uf , Mf (uf , λ), whose existence is ensured by Definition 7.1.1. Thus, we drop the I+ superscripts for

geometric quantities without risk of confusion, writing α = αI+ , Cu = CI
+

u , etc. We shall denote
M = Mf 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 11–13.

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
(1)

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 I+ 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 Y (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 DI+

satisfies:

(1) r2T` 6=1 = r2 (Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦) 6̀=1 = 0 on Suf ,v∞ on Suf ,v∞ ,

(2) r5
(
/divΩβ

)
`=1

= 0 on Suf ,v∞ ,

(3) r2T = r2
(
trχ

Ω −
trχ
◦

Ω◦

)
= 0 on Suf ,v∞ ,

(4) µ`≥1 = 0 on CI
+

v∞
(recall (1.1.13) for the definition of µ),

(5)
(
Ω2 − Ω2

◦
)
`=0

= 0 on CI
+

v∞
,

(6)
(
µ†
)
`≥1

= 0 on CI
+

u−1
(see (14.1.1) below),
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(7) (ω − ω◦)`=0(u−1, v) = F (u0)
Ω2
◦
r3 on CI

+

u−1
, where F (u) := 1

2

∫ uf
u

dū
∫ uf
ū

dûr3(Ωχ̂α)`=0 (û, v∞) ,

(8) b = 0 on CI
+

v∞
.

We recall also from (2.2.4) that

µ† = ρ+ 2Mr−3 + /divη − 1

2
χ̂χ̂+

1

2r
Ω2
◦T , (14.1.1)

and from Definition 2.2.1 and (7.1.8), (2.2.6) respectively

(ρr3)`=0 =: −2M and r5( /curlΩβ)`=1,m=0,±1 ∈
[
− ε0

uf
,
ε0

uf

]
at Suf ,v∞ . (14.1.2)

Finally from (5.6.3) we recall our definition of v∞ = ε−2
0 (uf )

1
δ .

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).

Ω /∇3

(
r2T

)
= −2

(
Ω2 − Ω2

◦
)
− r2|χ̂|2 + Ω2

(in)

/E0
1 (14.1.3)

Ω /∇3 (Tr) = −Ω4
◦T +

2

r
Ω2
◦
(
Ω2 − Ω2

◦
)

+ 2Ω2r (µ− ρ◦) −
4M

r2

(
Ω2 − Ω2

◦
)

+ Ω2

(in)

/E0
3 (14.1.4)

Ω /∇3

(
r2Ω−1χ̂

)
= −αr2 + Ω2

(in)

/E0
0 (14.1.5)

Ω /∇3

(
r2Ωχ̂

)
=

Ω2
◦
r

(
r2Ωχ̂

)
− 2r2Ω2 /D?2η − Ω4

◦(rΩ
−1χ̂) + Ω2

(in)

/E0
1 (14.1.6)

Ω /∇3(rη) = −Ω2η + Ωrβ + Ω2

(in)

/E0
2 (14.1.7)

Ω /∇3(r2η) = 2r2 /∇(ω − ω◦)− Ωr2β + Ω2

(in)

/E0
1 (14.1.8)

Ω /∇3 (ω − ω◦) = −Ω2

(
(ρ− ρ◦)−

2M

r3

(
1− Ω2

◦
Ω2

))
+ Ω2

(out)

/E0
4 (14.1.9)

Ω /∇3

(
1− Ω2

◦
Ω2

)
= 2(ω − ω◦)− (ω − ω◦)

(
1− Ω2

◦
Ω2

)
(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):

Ω /∇3

(
r2µ†

)
=

2Ω2
◦

r2

(
r3 (ρ− ρ◦)

)
+

Ω2
◦
r2

(
1 +

2M

r

)
r2T −

1 + 4M
r

r2
r
(
Ω2 − Ω2

◦
)
− Ω2

◦r (µ− ρ◦) + Ω2

(in)

/E1
2 .

(14.1.11)

Proof. Follows from the equations of Section 1.2.1 and the definitions for the non-linear errors.

Corollary 14.1.2. All Γp except Ω−2(ω − ω◦) and b satisfy a schematic equation of the form

1

Ω
/∇3(rpΓp) =

∑
h(in)

Φ′
p′

· rp
′
(in)

Φ′p′ +
∑

Γ′
p′∈{η,Ω

−2(ω−ω◦)}

hΓ′
p′
· r /∇(rp

′
Γ′p′) +

(in)

/E0
0 , (14.1.12)
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with the first sum ranging over all
(in)

Φ′p′ (of the same tensorial type as the Γp appearing on the left) and h(in)

Φ′
p′

and hΓ′
p′

being admissible coefficient functions of r (see (3.2.1)). For the same Γp we also have the following

alternative form arising from subtracting the Kerr reference solutions:

1

Ω
/∇3(rp(Γp − (Γp)Kerr)) =

∑
h(in)

Φ′
p′

· rp
′
(
(in)

Φ′p′ − (
(in)

Φ′p′)Kerr)

+
∑

Γ′
p′∈{η,Ω

−2(ω−ω◦)}

hΓ′
p′
· r /∇(rp

′
(Γ′p′ − (Γ′p′)Kerr) +

(in)

/E0
0 +

(Kerr)

/E . (14.1.13)

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 η,Ω−2(ω − ω◦). Our
notation also captures that applying a 3-derivative to Γp preserves (or improves) the overall decay in r.

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

Ω
/∇3(rη

Kerr
) =

1

Ω
/∇3(− 1

r2

1∑
m=−1

amr∗ /∇Y `=1
m ) = −2

Ω2
◦

Ω2
ηKerr −

1

r

1∑
m=−1

am
1

Ω2

(
Ω /∇3r

∗ /∇Y `=1
m

)
and

−ηKerr + r(βΩ−1)Kerr = −2ηKerr

which means we can write

1

Ω
/∇3(rη − rη

Kerr
) = −η + ηKerr + r((Ω−1β)− (Ω−1β)Kerr) +

(in)

/E0
2 +

1

r

(Kerr)

/E

which after putting in an additional factor of r in the bracket on the left is of the desired form.

Proposition 14.1.4 (Bianchi equations in the 3-direction).

Ω /∇3(ρr3 + 2M) = −rΩ2 /div(Ω−1r2β) + 3MT̂ + Ω2/E0
0 (14.1.14)

Ω /∇3(σr3) = −Ω2r /curl(Ω−1r2β)− 1

2
Ωr3χ̂ ∧ α+ Ω2/E0

1 (14.1.15)

Ω /∇3

(
r2Ωβ

)
= Ω2r2 /∇ρ+ Ω2r2∗ /∇σ + 3ηr2ρ◦Ω

2 + Ω2/E0
2 (14.1.16)

Ω /∇3

(
r4Ω−1β

)
= −Ω2r3 /div(Ω−2rα) + Ω2/E0

−1 (14.1.17)

where T̂ = Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦ and we note the relation T̂ = Ω2T − 2
r

(
Ω2 − Ω2

◦
)
.

Proof. Follows from the equations of Section 1.2.2 and the definitions for the non-linear errors.

Corollary 14.1.5. All curvature components Rp ∈ {Ωβ,Ω−1β, ρ, σ} satisfy a schematic equation of the
form

1

Ω
/∇3(rpRp) =

∑ 1∑
i=0

h
i,

(in)

Φ′
p′

·
[
r /∇
]i(

rp
′
(in)

Φ′p′

)
+ /E0

0 , (14.1.18)

with the first sum ranging over all
(in)

Φ′p′ and the h
i,

(in)

Φ′
p′

admissible coefficient functions of r (see (3.2.1)).

Alternatively, we can write

1

Ω
/∇3(rp(Rp − (Rp)Kerr) =

∑ 1∑
i=0

h
i,

(in)

Φ′
p′

·
[
r /∇
]i(

rp
′

(
(in)

Φ′p′ − (
(in)

Φ′p′)Kerr

))
+ /E0

0 +
(Kerr)

/E . (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 σ we compute

Ω−1 /∇3(r3σKerr) =
3M

r2

1∑
m=−1

am · 2Y `=1
m +

6M

r

1∑
m=−1

amΩ /∇4Y
`=1
m

r /curl(r2(Ω−1β)Kerr) =
3M

r2

1∑
m=−1

amr2 /∆Y `=1
m (14.1.20)

Adding the two equation we see that the error on the right hand side can be incorporated into
(Kerr)

/E .

14.1.3 Equations in the 4-direction

Proposition 14.1.6 (Null structure equations in the 4-direction).

Ω /∇4

(
r2TΩ−2

)
= 4r (ω − ω◦)− |χ̂|2r2 − 1

2
T 2Ω−2 = 4r (ω − ω◦) + Ω−2

(out)

E0
2 (14.1.21)

Ω /∇4

(
Ω2Tr

)
= +Ω2

◦T + 4Ω2 (ω − ω◦) + 2Ω2r
(
µ− ρ◦

)
+ Ω2

(out)

/E0
3 (14.1.22)

Ω /∇4

(
Ω2Tr2

)
= +Ω2

◦rT + 4rΩ2 (ω − ω◦) + 2Ω2r2µ† + Ω2

(out)

/E0
2 (14.1.23)

Ω /∇4

(
r2Ω−1χ̂

)
= −αr2 + Ω−2

(out)

/E0
2 (14.1.24)

Ω /∇4

(
rΩχ̂

)
= −2Ω2r /D?2η + Ω2χ̂Ω + Ω2

(out)

/E0
3 . (14.1.25)

Ω /∇4(rη) = Ω2η − Ωrβ +

(out)

/E0
3 (14.1.26)

Ω /∇4

(
rη
)

= 2r /∇ω + Ωrβ +

(out)

/E0
2 (14.1.27)

Ω /∇4 (ω − ω◦) = −Ω2

(
(ρ− ρ◦)−

2M

r3

(
1− Ω2

◦
Ω2

))
+ Ω2

(in)

/E0
4 (14.1.28)

Ω /∇4

(
1− Ω2

◦
Ω2

)
= 2(ω − ω◦)− (ω − ω◦)

(
1− Ω2

◦
Ω2

)
. (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. (1.1.13)):

Ω /∇4

(
r2
(
ρ− ρ◦ + /divη

))
= −2Ω2

◦r (ρ− ρ◦) +
3M

r
T − 1

2
Ω4
◦T + Ω2

0rµ
† +

(out)

/E1
2 . (14.1.30)

Proof. Follows from the equations of Section 1.2.1 and the definitions for the non-linear errors.

Corollary 14.1.7. All Γp except (ω − ω◦) and b satisfy a schematic equation of the form

rΩ /∇4(rpΓp) =
∑

h(out)

Φ′
p′

· rp
′
(out)

Φ′p′ +
∑

Γ′
p′∈{η,ω−ω◦}

hΓ′
p′
· r /∇(rp

′
Γ′p′) +

(out)

/E0
1 , (14.1.31)
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with the first sum ranging over all
(out)

Φ′p′ (of the same tensorial type as Γp on the left) and h(out)

Φ′
p′

and hΓ′
p′

being admissible coefficient functions of r (see (3.2.1)). Alternatively, we can write

rΩ /∇4(rpΓp − rp(Γp)Kerr) =
∑

h(out)

Φ′
p′

(
rp
′
(out)

Φ′p′ − rp
′
(
(out)

Φ′p′ )Kerr

)

+
∑

Γ′
p′∈{η,ω−ω◦}

hΓ′
p′
· r /∇

(
rp
′
Γ′p′ − rp

′
(Γ′p′)Kerr

)
+

(out)

/E0
1 +

(Kerr)

/E , (14.1.32)

and also, a bit more refined,

rΩ /∇4(rpΓp − rp(Γp)Kerr) =
∑

h(in)

Φ′
p′

(
rp
′
(in)

Φ′p′ − rp
′
(
(in)

Φ′p′)Kerr

)
+ hη · [r /∇]

(
η − η

Kerr

)
r2 +

(out)

/E0
1 +

(Kerr)

/E

+
hβ
r

(r4β − r4βKerr) +
hα
r

(r4α) +

1∑
i=0

hi,ω√
r

[r /∇]i((ω − ω◦)r
5
2 ) (14.1.33)

for admissible coefficient functions hη, hα, hβ , hi,ω depending only on r.

Remark 14.1.8. The form (14.1.33) makes manifest that the “anomalous” quantities α, β and ω−ω◦ can
only enter on the right hand side with an additional gain of at least a power of r−1/2 (in fact, a full gain
of r−1 if α or β enter). This will ensure that the right hand side decays like u−1 at the low orders, which
cannot be deduced from the form (14.1.32).

Proof. Analogous to the 3-direction.

Proposition 14.1.9 (Bianchi equations in the 4-direction).

Ω /∇4(ρr3 + 2M) = +r3 /divΩβ + 3MT + /E0
2 (14.1.34)

Ω /∇4(σr3 + σKerrr
3) = −r3 /curl(Ωβ − (Ωβ)Kerr) + /E0

2 + Ω /∇4(σKerrr
3)− r3 /curl(Ωβ)Kerr (14.1.35)

Ω /∇4

(
r4Ω−1β

)
= r4 /divα+ Ω−2/E0

2 (14.1.36)

Ω /∇4

(
r2Ωβ

)
= −Ω2r2 /∇ρ+ Ω2r2∗ /∇σ − 3ηr2ρ◦Ω

2 + Ω2/E0
2. (14.1.37)

Proof. Follows from the equations of Section 1.2.2 and the definitions for the non-linear errors.

Corollary 14.1.10. All curvature components Rp ∈ {Ωβ,Ω−1β, ρ, σ} satisfy a schematic equation of the
form

rΩ /∇4(rpRp) =
∑ 1∑

i=0

h
i,

(out)

Φ′
p′

·
[
r /∇
]i(

rp
′
(out)

Φ′p′

)
+ /E0

1 , (14.1.38)

with the first sum ranging over all
(out)

Φ′p′ and the h
i,

(out)

Φ′
p′

admissible coefficient functions of r (see (3.2.1)).

Alternatively we can write

rΩ /∇4(rpRp − rp(Rp)Kerr) =
∑ 1∑

i=0

h
i,

(out)

Φ′
p′

·
[
r /∇
]i(

rp
′
(out)

Φ′p′ − rp
′
(
(out)

Φ′p′ )Kerr

)
+ /E0

1 + r ·
(Kerr)

/E , (14.1.39)

where also r ·
(Kerr)

/E can be replaced by
(Kerr)

/E unless Rp = Ωβ.
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Finally, for the Rp ∈ {Ω−1β, ρ, σ}, i.e. the curvature components in
(in)

Φ , we can also write

rΩ /∇4(rpRp − rp(Rp)Kerr) =
∑ 1∑

i=0

h
i,

(in)

Φ′
p′

·
[
r /∇
]i(

rp
′
(in)

Φ′p′ − rp
′
(
(in)

Φ′p′)Kerr

)
+ /E0

1 +
(Kerr)

/E

+
hβ
r

[r /∇](r4βr4 − r4βKerr) . (14.1.40)

Remark 14.1.11. The form (14.1.40) makes manifest that if an rΩ /∇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 r−1. See Remark 14.1.8.

Proof. Analogous to the 3-direction.

14.1.4 Elliptic relations

Proposition 14.1.12. We have the following elliptic relations:

r3 /curlη = −r3 /curlη = r3σ − 1

2
r3χ̂ ∧ χ̂ (14.1.41)

r3 /divη = r3µ+ 2Mf − r3ρ− 2Mf +
1

2
r3χ̂χ̂ (14.1.42)

r3 /divη = r3µ† − r3ρ− 2Mf +
1

2
r3χ̂χ̂− 1

2
Ω2
◦r

2T (14.1.43)

2(r2 /∆ + Ω2
◦) (ω − ω◦) = Ω /∇4(r2µ†) − 2r2 /div (Ωβ) + (Tr3)

(
− Ω2

◦
2r3
− 3M

r4

)
+

(out)

/E1
3 (14.1.44)

2r2 /∆ω =
1

r
Ω /∇3(r3µ) + 2r2Ω2 /div

(
Ω−1β

)
− (T̂ r2)

(
3M

r3

)
+

1

2

Ω2
◦
r
r2|χ̂|2 +

(in)

/E1
2 (14.1.45)

and [
r2 /D?2 /div +

3M

r

]
r2Ωχ̂ = −r4Ωψ − Ω2

◦r
3 /D?2η +

1

2
r2 /D?2 /∇(r2T ) +

(out)

/E1
1 (14.1.46)

[
r2 /D?2 /div +

3M

r

]
rΩ−1χ̂ = r3Ω−1 r

ř
ψ̌ +

1

r
r3 /D?2η +

1

2r
r2 /D?2 /∇(r2T ) +

(in)

/E1
1 + Ě0

1 . (14.1.47)

Finally, the Gauss equation

K −K◦ = −ρ+ ρ◦ +
1

2
χ̂χ̂− 1

2

Ω2
◦
r
T +

1

2

1

r
T − 1

4
TT = −µ+ ρ◦ + /divη − 1

2

Ω2
◦
r
T +

1

2

1

r
T − 1

4
TT .

(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 Ě0

1 does not contain the components α, β, ω.

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

(
r3µ†

)
`≥1

is conserved along null-infinity. This is the main reason for

introducing the renormalised mass aspect (14.1.1). 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

Ω /∇3(A) = B +

(in)

/Ekp and Ω /∇4(A′) = B′ +

(out)

/Ek
′

p′

respectively, with the obvious identifications for A,B and A′, B′. Under angular commutation, these equations
can be expressed in the following schematic form (l ≥ 0)

Ω /∇3(
[
r /∇
]l

(A)) =
[
r /∇
]l
B +

(in)

/E k+l
p and Ω /∇4(

[
r /∇
]l

(A′)) =
[
r /∇
]l
B′ +

(out)

/E k′+l
p′ ,

with the exception of (14.1.9) and (14.1.28) for which one has

Ω /∇3(
[
r /∇
]l

(ω − ω◦)) =
[
r /∇
]l
B +

(out)

/E l
4 + /E l−1

p and Ω /∇4(
[
r /∇
]l

(ω − ω◦)) =
[
r /∇
]l
B′ +

(in)

/E l
p′ + /E l−1

p′ .

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

not in
(in)

Γ and the 4-derivative of a quantity not in
(out)

Γ . Note that by Lemma 3.3.1 the commutator of a

4-derivative and an angular derivative produces only terms from
(in)

Γ except for a lower order curvature term

involving β which is incorporated into /E l−1
p in the second formula.

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

Ω /∇3(A) = B + /Ekp and Ω /∇4(A′) = B′ + /Ekp′

respectively, with the obvious identifications for A,B and A′, B′. Under angular commutation, these equations
can be expressed in the following schematic form (l ≥ 0)

Ω /∇3(
[
r /∇
]l

(A)) =
[
r /∇
]l
B + /Ek+l

p and Ω /∇4(
[
r /∇
]l

(A′)) =
[
r /∇
]l
B′ + /Ek+l

p′ .

14.1.6 The auxiliary quantities Y and B

For this subsection we recall the definitions of the almost gauge invariant quantities ǍI+ = řΩ2αI+ , Π̌I+ =
r3Ωψ̌I+ and Ψ̌I+ = r5P̌ I+ , which according to our convention at the beginning of the chapter appear

without the I+ subscript here. We define the quantity

Y := −3Mrχ̂Ω−1 − r3 /D?2η +
1

2
r2 /D?2 /∇(r2T ) . (14.1.49)

The point of this quantity is that it can be used to prove estimates on χ̂ using the following relation.

Lemma 14.1.17. We have the relation

r2D?2 /div
(
χ̂rΩ−1

)
=
Y

r
+
r

ř
Π̌Ω−2 +

(in)

/E1
1 + Ě0

1 . (14.1.50)

Proof. This is a rewriting of (14.1.47).

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

Ω /∇3Y = −r
ř

Π̌ + 3M
r

ř
Ω−2Ǎ+

(in)

/E1
1 + Ě0

1 + Eanom , (14.1.51)

where

Eanom = −1

2
r2 /D?2 /∇(r2|χ̂|2) +

1

2

[
Ω /∇3, r

2 /D?2 /∇
]

(r2T ) (14.1.52)

and Ě0
1 does not contain the components α, β, ω.

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.

Remark 14.1.19. Note that compared with

(in)

/E1
1 + Ě0

1 the isolated anomalous non-linear error Eanom 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 A [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:

A [k] :=
(
r2 /D∗2 /div

) k
2

if k is even and A [k] := r /divA [k−1] if k is odd. (14.1.53)

Note that these operators already appeared in the proof of Proposition 13.7.9.
More specifically we define the quantity

B := A [2]Y + Y +
1

2

r

ř
Ψ̌ + 3M

r

ř
Π̌Ω−2 , (14.1.54)

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

Ω /∇3

(
A [i]B

)
=

1

r

r

ř
h ·A [i]Π̌ +

r

ř
h̃ ·A [i]Ǎ+ E

[
A [i]B

]
(14.1.55)

with h and h̃ admissible coefficient functions of r (see (3.2.1)) and the non-linear error is given by

E
[
A [i]B

]
=A [i] r

2

Ω2
E [ψ̌] +

(
A [i+2] + A [i]

)
Eanom +

(in)

/E3+i
1 +

ř

r

(in)

/E3+i
1 + Ě2+i

1 , (14.1.56)

where moreover the components α, β, ω do not appear in the Ě2+i
1 . See (3.4.21) for the definition of E [ψ̌] and

(14.1.52) for that of Eanom.

Proof. We prove the identity for i = 0. The case i > 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(

A [2] + 1
)

Π̌ = +
1

2
Ω /∇3Ψ̌ +

3M

r
Π̌ +

3M

2
Ǎ+

r2

Ω2
E [ψ̌]− 2(ω − ω◦)Ψ̌ , (14.1.57)

(
A [2] + 1

)
Ǎ = −Ω /∇3Π̌ +

(
1− 3M

r

)(
2

r
Π̌ + Ǎ

)
+ Ě2

1 , (14.1.58)

where the components α, β, ω do not appear in the Ě2
1 .
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Commuting the equation for Y , equation (14.1.51), with the angular operator A [2] + 1 yields

Ω /∇3

((
A [2] + 1

)
Y
)

=−
(
A [2] + 1

) r
ř

Π̌ + 3M
(
A [2] + 1

) r
ř

(Ω−2Ǎ)

+
(
A [2] + 1

)(in)

/E1
1 + Ě0

1 + Eanom

+
[
Ω /∇3,A

[2]
]
Y.

Commuting the A [2] past the r
ř and inserting the wave equations for Ǎ and Π̌ produces

Ω /∇3

(
A [2]Y + Y +

1

2

r

ř
Ψ̌ + 3M

r

ř
Ω−2Π̌

)
=

1

r
h · Π̌ + h̃ · Ǎ+ E [B] , (14.1.59)

from which the result is immediate for i = 0. Note that the commutator term
[
Ω /∇3,A

[2]
]
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 A [i] and observe that the commutator term

[
Ω /∇3,A

[i]
]
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 Ω /∇4.

Lemma 14.1.21. The quantity Ω /∇4B satisfies for i ≥ 0 the evolution equation

Ω /∇3

(
Ω /∇4A

[i]B
)

=
h1

r3
A [i]Ψ̌ +

h2

r2
A [i]Π̌ +

h3

r2
A [i]Ǎ+ E

[
Ω /∇4A

[i]B
]

(14.1.60)

with h1, h2, h3 admissible coefficient functions of r (see (3.2.1)) and the non-linear error

E
[
Ω /∇4A

[i]B
]

=− (η − η)C /∇CA [i]B + Ω /∇4

(
A [i+2] + A [i]

)
Eanom + Ω /∇4

(
A [i] r

2

Ω2
E [ψ̌]

)
+ Ě4+i

2 (no α, β, ω − ω◦) + Ě4+i
5/2 (no α, β) + Ě4+i

3 , (14.1.61)

where we recall the definitions (3.4.21) 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 Ω /∇4. Note that the first term in the error arises from the commutator[
Ω /∇3,Ω /∇4

]
B (cf. Lemma 3.3.1) and that the lower order parts of this commutator can be incorporated

into the schematic terms. Note also that Ω /∇4

(in)

E3+i
1 and Ω /∇4Ě2+i

1 (with Ě2+i
1 not containing α, β, ω − ω◦)

can be incorporated into the last line: Indeed α, β or ω − ω◦ can only enter through a 4-equation for
Φ \ {α, β, ω − ω◦} with an improvement of r-decay by two powers if α and β enter, and a gain of r−3/2 if
ω − ω◦ enters (cf. Remarks 14.1.8 and 14.1.11).

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 EKuf ,I+ . ε2.

Lemma 14.2.1. The bootstrap assumption EKuf ,I+ . ε2 holds verbatim if in all energies that constitute

EKuf ,I+ (cf. (6.1.13)–(6.1.18)), the Kerr part is not subtracted from the quantities that appear.

292



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 |JmI+ | . ε

uf
for m =

−1, 0, 1.

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.

14.2.1.2 Basic estimates on spheres for errors
(in)

/Enp and
(out)

/Enp
We next note the following basic estimates for the non-linear errors involving only angular derivatives:

Lemma 14.2.2. We have for n = 0, 1, ..., N + 1 and any sphere Su,v in DI+

the following estimates:

‖rp
(in)

/Enp ‖Su,v .

[∑
Γ

n∑
i=0

‖
[
r /∇
]i
rp1

(in)

Γp1
‖Su,v +

∑
Φ

n−1∑
i=0

‖
[
r /∇
]i
rp2

(in)

Φp2
‖Su,v

]∑
Φ

N−6∑
j=0

‖
[
r /∇
]j
rp3

(in)

Φp3
‖Su,v ,

‖rp
(out)

/Enp ‖Su,v .

[∑
Γ

n∑
i=0

‖
[
r /∇
]i
rp1

(out)

Γp1
‖Su,v +

∑
Φ

n−1∑
i=0

‖
[
r /∇
]i
rp2

(out)

Φp2
‖Su,v

]∑
Φ

N−6∑
j=0

‖
[
r /∇
]j
rp3

(out)

Φp3
‖Su,v .

Moreover, the bootstrap assumption /ENuf ,I+ . ε2 implies for s ∈ {0, 1} the estimates

∑
Φ

N−6∑
j=0

‖
[
r /∇
]j
rp3

(in)

Φp3
‖Su,v .

ε

u
and

∑
Φ

N−6∑
j=0

1

r
s
2
‖
[
r /∇
]j
rp3

(out)

Φp3
‖Su,v .

ε

u
1
2 + s

2

. (14.2.1)

Proof. Recall from (3.2.6) and (3.2.7) that
(in)

/Enp denotes a sum of terms which are products of (angular

derivatives of) the
(in)

Φ . For quadratic terms, the estimate follows directly from Cauchy-Schwarz on Su,v. For
cubic and higher order errors, additional L∞-Sobolev embedding on Su,v leads to the same estimate (with
additional ε powers) after inserting the bootstrap assumptions. The proof of the second estimate is identical.
The third estimate follows directly from the bootstrap assumptions.

The next lemma looks at 3- and 4-derivatives applied to the schematic error.

Lemma 14.2.3. For n ≥ 0, m ≥ 1 and m+ n ≤ N + 1

‖
(
Ω−1 /∇3

)m (in)

/Enp ‖Su,v .
1

rp

∑
Φ

∑
|γ|≤m+n−1

‖Dγrp2

(in)

Φp2
‖Su,v

∑
Φ

∑
|γ|≤N−6

‖Dγrp3

(in)

Φp3
‖Su,v

+
1

rp

[
m∑
i=0

‖
[
Ω−1 /∇3

]i [
r /∇
]n+i

(rΩ−2(ω − ω◦))‖Su,v

]∑
Γ

‖rp
(in)

Γp ‖Su,v

+
1

rp

 ∑
Γ∈{η,η}

‖
[
r /∇
]m+n

(r2Γ)‖Su,v

∑
Γ

‖rp
(in)

Γp ‖Su,v . (14.2.2)

The expressions outside the square brackets are . εr−pu−1 by the bootstrap assumptions. In addtion

‖
(
rΩ /∇4

)m (out)

/Enp ‖Su,v .
1

rp

∑
Φ

∑
|γ|≤m+n−1

‖Dγrp2

(out)

Φp2
‖Su,v

∑
Φ

∑
|γ|≤N−6

‖Dγrp3

(out)

Φp3
‖Su,v

+
1

rp

[
m∑
i=0

‖
[
Ω−1 /∇4

]i [
r /∇
]n+i

(r
5
2 (ω − ω◦))‖Su,v

]∑
Γ

‖rp
(out)

Γp ‖Su,v

+
1

rp

 ∑
Γ∈{η,η}

‖
[
r /∇
]m+n

(r2Γ)‖Su,v

∑
Γ

‖rp
(out)

Γp ‖Su,v . (14.2.3)
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The expressions outside the square brackets are . εr−pu−1/2 by the bootstrap assumptions.

Proof. Recall from (3.2.6) and (3.2.7) that
(in)

/Enp denotes a sum of terms which are products of (angular

derivatives of) the
(in)

Φ . Applying
(
Ω−1 /∇3

)
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
Ω /∇3 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 η, η and ω− ω◦ can appear with the derivatives as stated in (14.2.2). Note that only top-order angular
derivatives appear for η and η 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).

14.2.1.3 Basic estimates on spheres for errors Enp and
(4)

Enp
We also recall the error notation Enp , which we recall is essentially a sum of products of the Φ (involving at

most n derivatives from D) which has total decay r−p. We also recall the definition (3.2.3) of
(4)

Enp .
Following the proof of the previous lemma we obtain

Lemma 14.2.4. We have for n = 0, 1, ..., N and any sphere Su,v in DI+

the following estimates:

‖rp
(4)

Enp ‖Su,v .

∑
Φ

∑
|k|≤n

‖Dkrp2

(4)

Φ p2
‖Su,v

∑
Φ

∑
|j|≤N−6

‖Djrp3

(4)

Φ p3
‖Su,v . (14.2.4)

‖rpEnp ‖Su,v .

∑
Φ

∑
|k|≤n

‖Dkrp2Φp2‖Su,v

∑
Φ

∑
|j|≤N−6

‖Djrp3Φp3‖Su,v . (14.2.5)

Moreover, the bootstrap assumption /ENuf ,I+ . ε2 imply for s ∈ {0, 1} the estimates

∑
Φ

∑
|j|≤N−6

‖Djrp3

(4)

Φ p3
‖Su,v .

ε

u
and

∑
Φ

∑
|j|≤N−6

1

r
s
2
‖Djrp3Φp3

‖Su,v .
ε

u
1
2 + s

2

. (14.2.6)

14.2.2 Error estimates on CI
+

v∞

The main idea in proving estimates on CI
+

v∞
is that any decay in r can be translated into very strong decay

in u using our definition v∞ = ε−2
0 (uf )

1
δ ≥ ε−2u

1
δ , which implies in particular

sup
CI

+
v∞

1

r(u, v)
≤ ε2

0

(uf )8
≤ ε2

u8
. (14.2.7)

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).

Proposition 14.2.5. For Γp ∈
(in)

Γ = {χ̂, χ̂, T, T , η, η,Ω2 − Ω2
◦, ω − ω◦} we have for n = 0, ..., N + 1 and

u ∈ [u−1, uf ]:(∫ uf

u

dū
1√
r
‖
[
r /∇
]n

Γpr
p‖Sū,v∞

)2

.
ε4

u4
,

∫ uf

u

dū
1

r
‖
[
r /∇
]n

Γpr
p‖2Sū,v∞ .

ε4

u4
. (14.2.8)
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For Rp ∈ {α, β, ρ− ρ◦, σ} we have for n = 0, ..., N :(∫ uf

u

dū
1√
r
‖
[
r /∇
]nRprp‖Sū,v∞)2

.
ε4

u4
,

∫ uf

u

dū
1

r
‖
[
r /∇
]nRprp‖2Sū,v∞ . ε4

u4
. (14.2.9)

Proof. Note that the bootstrap assumptions imply for the Γp and Rp as above the flux estimates1

N+1∑
n=0

∫ uf

u−1

dū‖
[
r /∇
]n

Γpr
p‖2Sū,v∞ +

N∑
n=0

∫ uf

u−1

dū‖
[
r /∇
]nRprp‖2Sū,v∞ . ε2 . (14.2.10)

The desired estimates then follow easily from applying Cauchy–Schwarz and using (14.2.7).

We next provide estimates for non-linear error terms on CI
+

v∞
to be used in the sequel.

Proposition 14.2.6. For all n = 0, ..., N + 1 we have for all u ∈ [u−1, uf ]∫ uf

u

dū
1√
r
‖rp

(in)

/Enp ‖Sū,v∞ +

√∫ uf

u

dū
1

r
‖rp

(in)

/Enp ‖2Sū,v∞ .
ε2

u2
(14.2.11)

and ∫ uf

u

dū‖rp
(in)

/Enp ‖Sū,v∞ .
ε2

u
. (14.2.12)

We also have for n = 0, ..., N − 2 the improved estimate∫ uf

u

dū‖rp
(in)

/Enp ‖Sū,v∞ .
ε2

u2
. (14.2.13)

Proof. For the bound (14.2.12) we insert the estimate of Lemma 14.2.2 and apply Cauchy–Schwarz to

produce fluxes. Using that the bootstrap assumptions control the flux of up to N − 6 derivatives of
(in)

Φ by

ε2

u2 (cf. Lemma 14.2.1) and the top-order flux bounds for the quantities appearing in
(in)

Φ and
(in)

Γ , we deduce

the result.2 The improved bound (14.2.13) follows using that both fluxes now decay like ε2

u2 .

14.2.3 Error estimates on CI
+

u−1

Proposition 14.2.7. For all n = 0, ..., N and p ≥ 3/2, we have, for any v ≥ v(u−1, R−2), the estimate∫ ∞
v

dv̄‖
(out)

/Enp ‖Su−1,v̄
.

ε2

rp−1(u−1, v)
. (14.2.14)

Also, at the top order3, we have, for p ≥ 2 and any v ≥ v(u−1, R−2), the estimate∫ ∞
v

dv̄‖
(out)

/EN+1
p ‖Su−1,v̄

.
ε2

rp−3/2(u−1, v)
. (14.2.15)

Finally, for all n = 0, ..., N − 1 and p ≥ 0 we have, for all v ≥ v(u−1, R−2), the estimate

‖
(out)

/Enp ‖Su−1,v
+ ‖

(in)

/Enp ‖Su−1,v
.

ε2

rp(u−1, v)
. (14.2.16)

Proof. Follows from structure of the error, Sobolev embedding on spheres and the bootstrap assumptions.
1The 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.

2Note that the key here is that all geometric quantities appearing in
(in)

/Enp satisfy a flux estimate on v = v∞.
3One loses 3/2 here if N derivatives of curvature appear because the r-weights appearing in the energy flux that has to be

used are non-optimal.
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14.2.4 Error estimates in DI+

14.2.4.1 Estimates on
(in)

/Enp and
(out)

/Enp
Proposition 14.2.8. For s = 0, ..., N , we have the estimate

‖rp
(in)

/E N−s
p ‖2Su,v .

ε4

umin(4,2+s)
. (14.2.17)

For s = 0, 1, . . . , N , we have the estimate∫ uf

u

dū

∫ v∞

v(ū,R−2)

dv̄
1

r1+δ
‖rp

(in)

/E N−s
p ‖2Su,v .

ε4

umin(3,2+s)
. (14.2.18)

Also, for the outgoing non-linear error terms we have for t ∈ {0, 1} and s = 0, 1, 2, . . . , N , we have

‖rp
(out)

/E N−s
p ‖2Su,v .

ε4

umin(2,1+ s
2 )

,
1

r1+t
‖rp

(out)

/E N−s
p ‖2Su,v .

ε4

umin(3+t,2+ s
2 )
. (14.2.19)

For s = 0, 1, ..., N and t ∈ {0, 1}, we have the estimate∫ uf

u

dū

∫ v∞

v(ū,R−2)

dv̄
1

r1+δ

1

rt
‖rp

(out)

/E N−s
p ‖2Su,v .

ε4

u1+t
. (14.2.20)

For s = 2, 3, ..., N and t ∈ {0, 1}, we have the estimate∫ uf

u

dū

∫ v∞

v(ū,R−2)

dv̄
1

r1+δ

1

r2
‖rp

(out)

/E N−s
p ‖2Su,v .

ε4

u3
. (14.2.21)

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.

14.2.4.2 Estimates on Enp , Ěnp
Proposition 14.2.9. For s = 0, . . . , N − 1 and t ∈ {0, 1}, we have

‖rp− t2 EN−1−s
p ‖2Su,v .

ε4

umin(2+t,1+t+ s
2 )

and ‖rp−1EN−1−s
p ‖2Su,v .

ε4

umin(4,5/2+s)
. (14.2.22)

Moreover, assuming that each summand in EN−1−s
p contains at least one

(in)

Φ , we have for s = 0, ..., N − 2

‖rpEN−2−s
p ‖2Su,v .

ε4

umin(3,5/2+s)
. (14.2.23)

Finally, assuming that none of the summands in EN−1−s
p contains factors from {α, β, ω − ω◦}, we have for

s = 0, ..., N − 1

‖rpEN−1−s
p (no α, β, ω − ω◦) ‖2Su,v + ‖rp− 1

2 EN−1−s
p (no α, β) ‖2Su,v .

ε4

umin(3,5/2+s)
. (14.2.24)

Finally (and more generally), all statements hold verbatim with E replaced by Ě.

Proof. Follows directly from (14.2.5) and the bootstrap assumptions. Note in particular that we have∑
|k|≤N−1−s

‖Dk(rpΦp)‖Su,v .
ε

umin(1/4+s/2,1)
for all Φp \ {Ω2α,Ωβ, ω − ω◦} (14.2.25)

for s = 0, 1, 2 by the bootstrap assumptions.
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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 and t ∈ {0, 1}∫ uf

u

dū

∫ v∞

v(ū,R−2)

dv̄
1

r1+δ

1

rt
‖rpĚN−sp ‖2Su,v .

ε4

u1+t
, (14.2.26)

and for s = 0, 1, ..., N − 1 and t ∈ {0, 1}∫ uf

u

dū

∫ v∞

v(ū,R−2)

dv̄
1

r1+δ

1

rt+1
‖rpĚN−1−s

p ‖2Su,v .
ε4

u2+t
. (14.2.27)

Proof. Follows directly from (14.2.5) and the bootstrap assumptions.

14.2.4.3 Estimates on
(Kerr)

/E

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 |γ| ≤ N − 1, the estimate

‖Dγ
(Kerr)

/E ‖Su,v .
ε2

r · u
. (14.2.28)

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
Ω /∇4B, see Section 14.1.6.

Before doing this, we collect a straightforward consequence of the bootstrap assumption /ENuf ,I+ ≤ ε2 in

DI+

, wich provides top-order fluxes for the shear on arbitrary outgoing and ingoing cones.

Lemma 14.2.12. For fixed u ∈ [u−1, uf ], we have on any ingoing cone CI
+

v (u) for s = 0, 1, 2 the flux
estimates ∫

CI
+
v (u)

dū‖
[
r /∇
]N+1

rχ̂Ω−1‖2Sū,v + us
∫
CI

+
v (u)

dū‖
[
r /∇
]N−s

rχ̂Ω−1‖2Sū,v . ε
2 (14.2.29)

and on any outgoing cone CI
+

u the top-order estimate∫
CI+
u

dv̄
1

r2
‖
[
r /∇
]N+1

r2χ̂Ω‖2Su,v̄ . ε
2 (14.2.30)

Proof. Write the Codazzi equation (1.2.19) in the form

r2 /div(χ̂Ω−1) = r2(βΩ−1 − (Ω−1β)Kerr)−
1

r
r2(η − η

Kerr
) +

1

2r
r /∇r2T − 1

r
Ω−1r2ηrχ̂+

1

2r2
r2Tr2η

= r2(βΩ−1 − (Ω−1β)Kerr)−
1

r
r2(η − η

Kerr
)− 1

r
r2(η − η

Kerr
) +

1

2r
r /∇r2T +

1

r

(in)

/E0
0 .

Apply N −s angular derivatives and use the bootstrap assumptions on the flux on β and the assumptions on
spheres for the Ricci coefficients T and η. 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).

Proposition 14.2.13. For i = 0, ..., N − 3 and any fixed ingoing cone CI
+

v in DI+

, we have∫ u

u0

dū
∥∥∥E [A [i]B

] ∥∥∥
Sū,v
. ε2 . (14.2.31)
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Proof. We use the defining expression (14.1.56),

E
[
A [i]B

]
=A [i] r

2

Ω2
E [ψ̌] +

(
A [i+2] + A [i]

)
Eanom +

(in)

/E3+i
1 +

ř

r

(in)

/E3+i
1 + Ě2+i

1 , (14.2.32)

for which we recall also (3.4.21). We handle the error terms term by term:

1. We have for all i ≤ N − 3 the estimate ‖
(in)

/E3+i
1 ‖Su,v . ε2

r
√
u

(see Proposition 14.2.8) and similarly

‖Ě2+i
1 ‖Su,v . ε2

r
√
u

. 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 Eanom we recall the definition (14.1.52). Using the commutator formula of

Lemma 3.3.1 twice we see that besides a number of terms that can be incorporated into the error

(in)

/E3+i
1

the desired estimate would follow if products of the form
[
r /∇
]k1

rχ̂
[
r /∇
]k2

rχ̂,
[
r /∇
]k1

rT
[
r /∇
]k2

rχ̂

and
[
r /∇
]k1

rT
[
r /∇
]k2

rT are integrable along ingoing cones for k1 + k2 ≤ 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 rχ̂ and rT .

3. Turning to the term r2E [ψ̌] in (14.1.56) and the definition (3.4.21) we first note that the term involving[
r /∇
]i
r2Ě2

3 can be handled as in 1. Next we have ‖
[
r /∇
]i
r2

(4)

E2
2‖ ≤ ε2

u5/4 which is also integrable. Finally,
we have for i ≤ N − 3∥∥∥ [r /∇]i (k1η · r4 /divα+ k2r

3 /D∗2(rη · α) + k3r
3 /∇Ωω̂ · r2 /divα

)∥∥∥
Su,v
.

ε2

u
3
2

,

∥∥∥ [r /∇]i (k4r
3 /D∗2(r /∇Ωω̂ · rα) + k5r

3 /∇Ωtrχ · r2 /divα
)∥∥∥

Su,v
.

ε2

u
3
2

,

as follows easily from Cauchy–Schwarz on Su,v and the bootstrap assumptions on spheres for the
quantities involved.

For the next proposition, we recall the non-linear error (14.1.61).

Proposition 14.2.14. For i = 0, ..., N − 5 and any fixed ingoing cone CI
+

v in DI+

we have∫ u

u−1

dū
∥∥∥E [Ω /∇4A

[i]B
] ∥∥∥

Sū,v
.
ε2

v2
+

ε2

r5/4u
. (14.2.33)

Finally, for i = 0, ..., N − 4 we have∫
DI+

dūdv̄ r3−δ · u
∥∥∥E [Ω /∇4A

[i]B
] ∥∥∥2

Sū,v̄
. ε4 . (14.2.34)

Proof. The first estimate. Recalling the definition (14.1.61), we obtain the first estimate term by term.
We have for i ≤ N − 5

‖(η + η) /∇A [i]B‖Su,v .
1

r
‖(η + η)‖Su,v‖r /∇A [i]B‖Su,v .

ε

r3u
‖r /∇A [i]B‖Su,v .

ε2

r3u
, (14.2.35)

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 Y (14.1.49) and then using the bootstrap assumptions on
Su,v.
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For the second term in (14.1.61) we recall from the proof of Proposition 14.2.13 that
(
A [i+2] + A [i]

)
Eanom

is given by terms that can be incorporated into

(in)

/E3+i
1 plus a sum of products of the form

[
r /∇
]k1

rχ̂
[
r /∇
]k2

rχ̂,[
r /∇
]k1

rT
[
r /∇
]k2

rχ̂ and
[
r /∇
]k1

rT
[
r /∇
]k2

rT with appropriate contractions and k1 + k2 ≤ i + 4. Since

Ω /∇4

(in)

E3+i
1 = Ě4+i

2 + Ě4+i
5/2 it is clear from the propagation equations for r2T and rχ̂ that it suffices to estimate∫ u

u−1

dū
1

r2

(
‖rχ̂‖Sū,v +

1

r
‖r2T‖Sū,v

)
‖
[
r /∇
]5+i

(ηr2)‖Sū,v . (14.2.36)

We focus on the term involving χ̂, the term involving T being much simpler as there is an additional power

of r−1. We let ũ = min(u, 1
2r(u, v)) and integrate first

∫ ũ

u−1

dū
1

r2
‖rχ̂‖Sū,v‖

[
r /∇
]5+i

(ηr2)‖Sū,v .
1

r2
sup
DI+

‖
[
r /∇
]5+i

(ηr2)‖Su,v

√∫ ũ

u−1

dū‖rχ̂‖2Sū,v ū3/2 .
ε2

v2

and in case that u > ũ also∫ u

ũ

dū
1

r2
‖rχ̂‖Sū,v‖

[
r /∇
]5+i

(ηr2)‖Sū,v .

√∫ u

ũ

dū
1

r4(ū, v)
‖
[
r /∇
]5+i

(ηr2)‖2Sū,v

√∫ u

ũ

dū‖rχ̂‖2Sū,v .
ε2

r
3
2u

.

Combining the two integrals yields the desired bound for this term.
We turn to the expression Ě4+i

2 (no α, β, ω − ω◦) + Ě4+i
5/2 (no α, β) + Ě4+i

3 . As a direct consequence of

Proposition 14.2.9, for i ≤ N − 5

‖Ě4+i
2 (no α, β, ω − ω◦) ‖Su,v + ‖Ě4+i

5/2 (no α, β) ‖Su,v + ‖Ě4+i
3 ‖Su,v .

ε2

r2u
5
4

, (14.2.37)

which integrates to the desired bound. Finally, we recall definition (3.4.21) according to which we have

Ω /∇4

(
A [i] r

2

Ω2
E [ψ̌]

)
= Ě3+i

2 + Ě3+i
5
2

+ Ω /∇4

(4)

E 2+i
0 + Y = Ě3+i

2 + Ě3+i
5
2

+ Y (14.2.38)

where each summand in Ě3+i
2 contains at least one factor of

(in)

Φ and where

Y =
∑

k1+k2+k3≤3+i
k1≤2+i,k2≤1,k3≤1+i

Hk1k2k3
r(r /∇)k1(rΩ /∇4)k2(ω − ω◦) · (r /∇)k3αr (14.2.39)

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

‖Ě3+i
2 (each summand has a factor of

(in)

Φ )‖Su,v + ‖Ě3+i
5
2

‖Su,v .
ε2

r2u5/4
, (14.2.40)

which integrates to the desired bound. For the anomalous term, we integrate first with i ≤ N − 5∫ ũ

u−1

dū‖Y‖Sū,v .
1

r2

∑
j≤N−4

∑
|k|≤N−2

(
sup
DI+

‖Dkr3(ω − ω◦)‖Su,v

)√∫ ũ

u−1

dū‖
[
r /∇
]j
rα‖2Sū,v ū3/2 .

ε2

v2

where we have used Theorem C.4 (and Corollary 13.9.2) and in case that u > ũ also∫ u

ũ

dū‖Y‖Sū,v .
∑

j≤N−4

∑
|k|≤N−2

√∫ u

ũ

dū
1

r4(ū, v)
‖Dkr3(ω − ω◦)‖Sū,v

√∫ ũ

u−1

dū‖
[
r /∇
]j
rα‖2Sū,v .

ε2

r
3
2u

.
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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∫
DI+

dūdv̄ r3−δ · u‖Y‖2Sū,v̄ .
∑

|k|≤N−1

∑
j≤N−3

sup
DI+

‖Dkr3(ω − ω◦)‖Su,v
∫
DI+

dūdv̄
ū

r1+δ
‖
[
r /∇
]j
αr‖2Sū,v̄ . ε

4.

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 α and α (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 CI
+

v∞

and CI
+

u−1
, 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

/ENuf ,I+ . ε2
0 + ε3 . (14.3.1)

Theorem 14.3.2 (Improving the auxiliary energies on ω and ω). We have the estimate

EN,auxuf ,I [ω] + EN,auxuf ,I [ω] . ε2
0 + ε3 . (14.3.2)

Theorem 14.3.3 (Improving the full master energy). We have the estimate

ENuf ,I+ . /ENuf ,I+ + EN,auxuf ,I [ω] + EN,auxuf ,I [ω] + ENuf [αH+ , αI+ ] + ENuf [αH+ , αI+ ] . (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 = v∞, on u = 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 CI
+

v∞
, i.e. we shall prove

/ENv∞ [Γ] + /ENv∞ [R] . ε2
0 + ε3 . (14.3.4)

(2) In Section 14.3.5, we will improve the bootstrap assumptions on CI
+

u−1
, i.e. we shall prove

/ENu−1
[Γ] + /ENu−1

[R] . ε2
0 + ε3 . (14.3.5)

(3) In Section 14.3.6, we will improve the bootstrap assumptions in DI+

, i.e. we shall prove

/ENDI+ [Γ] + /ENDI+ [R] . ε2
0 + ε3 . (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

sup
DI+

2∑
s=0

us
N+1−s∑
k=0

‖(r /∇)n
(
r(/g − r2γ)

)
‖2Su,v . ε

2
0 + ε3 , (14.3.7)

which by Proposition 9.4.1 implies

sup
DI+

2∑
s=0

us
N+2−s∑
k=0

1∑
m=−1

‖(r /∇)k(Y 1
m − Y̊ 1

m)I
+

‖2
SI+
u,v

. (14.3.8)

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 Γ 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 χ̂ as already discussed in Section V.8 of the introduction.

14.3.1.2 Improving the auxiliary energies on ω and ω: 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 ω say,

is to first estimate all derivatives of ω elliptically on CI
+

v∞
(using the gauge condition of constant mass aspect)

and then in DI+

by commuting the transport equation Ω /∇4ω with
[
r /∇
]i [

Ω /∇3

]j
-derivatives exploiting that

on the right hand side we can insert the Bianchi or null structure equations to convert Ω /∇3 derivatives into
(a) angular derivatives (b) lower order terms and (c) Ω /∇3-derivatives of α, all of which have already been
estimated.

The argument for ω is completely analogous exchanging the cones CI
+

u−1
and CI

+

v∞ 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 /g − /g◦, this

follows easily by inductively exploiting the schematic structure of the Bianchi and null structure equations
established in Section 14.1. For b and /g a simple transport argument can be invoked commuting (14.3.231)
and (14.3.242) with Dγ 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.

We recall A [i] =
[
r2 /D?2 /div

]i/2
if i is even and A [i] = r /div

[
r2 /D?2 /div

](i−1)/2

if i is odd.

Proposition 14.3.1. For ξ a symmetric traceless S-tensor we have for 1 ≤ n ≤ N + 1 the estimate

n∑
i=0

‖
[
r /∇
]i
ξ‖Su,v . ‖A [n]ξ‖Su,v . (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 ` = 1 only. Then we have for 2 ≤ n ≤ N + 1

n∑
i=0

‖[r /∇]i(f − fKerr, g − gKerr)‖Su,v . ‖f`=0‖Su,v + ‖f`=1 − fKerr‖Su,v (14.3.10)

+ ‖g`=0‖Su,v + ‖g`=1 − gKerr‖Su,v + ‖A [n−2]r2 /D?2 /D
?
1(f, g)‖Su,v ,

where the left hand side denotes the sum
∑n
i=0 ‖[r /∇]i(f − fKerr)‖Su,v +

∑n
i=0 ‖[r /∇]i(g − gKerr)‖Su,v .

Proposition 14.3.3. Let ξ be an S-tangent 1-form and ξKerr be a divergence-free S-tangent 1-form supported
on ` = 1 only. Then we have for 1 ≤ n ≤ N + 1

n∑
i=0

‖
[
r /∇
]i

(ξ − ξKerr)‖Su,v .‖(r /divξ)`=1‖Su,v + ‖A [n−1]r /D?2ξ‖Su,v (14.3.11)

+ ‖(r /curlξ)`=1 − r /curlξKerr‖Su,v + ‖r /curlξKerr − (r /curlξKerr)`=1‖Su,v ,

and for 3 ≤ n ≤ N + 1

n∑
i=0

‖
[
r /∇
]i

(ξ − ξKerr)‖Su,v .‖(r /divξ)`=1‖Su,v + ‖A [n−3]r3 /D?2 /D
?
1 /D1ξ‖Su,v (14.3.12)

+ ‖(r /curlξ)`=1 − r /curlξKerr‖Su,v + ‖r /curlξKerr − (r /curlξKerr)`=1‖Su,v .

Finally, for the boxed term we have the following estimates (important in applications)

‖r /curlηKerr − (r /curlηKerr)`=1‖Su,v + ‖r /curlη
Kerr
− (r /curlη

Kerr
)`=1‖Su,v .

ε2

r3u2
,

‖r /curl(Ωβ)Kerr − (r /curl(Ωβ)Kerr)`=1‖Su,v + ‖r /curl(Ω−1β)Kerr − (r /curl(Ω−1β
Kerr

))`=1‖Su,v .
ε2

r4u2
.

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∑
i=0

‖
[
r /∇
]i
ξ‖2Su,v . ‖A

[n]ξ‖2Su,v +

n−1∑
i=0

‖
[
r /∇
]i
ξ‖2Su,v . (14.3.13)

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 L2(Su,v)) and then use the relation r2 /∆ =
−2A [2] + 2r2K. Secondly, using r2 /∆ = −2A [2] + 2r2K we can also show that for a symmetric traceless
tensor we have both

‖ξ‖2Su,v . ‖A
[1]ξ‖2Su,v and ‖A [1]ξ‖2Su,v . ‖A

[2]ξ‖2Su,v . (14.3.14)

The desired estimate now follows by a simple induction.

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 Su,v equipped with the round metric r2γ̊ 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 `=1

m with the spherical harmonics. For the round metric the estimate follows as in Section 4.4.2
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of [DHR]: Indeed defining f̃ = f − f˚̀=1 − (fKerr)˚̀=1 − (f)˚̀=0 and g̃ = g − g˚̀=1 − (gKerr)˚̀=1 − (g)˚̀=0 we can
write (in the next formula all operators and volume elements are defined with respect to the round metric)

‖r2 /D?2 /D
?
1(f, g)‖2Su,v = ‖r2 /D?2 /D

?
1(f̃, g̃)‖2Su,v =

∫
Su,v

1

2
/∆f̃ · r2 /∆f̃ + f̃ · r2 /∆g̃ +

1

2
/∆g̃ · r2 /∆g̃ + g̃ · r2 /∆f̃ .

Expanding into spherical harmonics of the round sphere and using that f̃ , g̃ 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∑
i=0

‖
[
r /∇
]i

(f, g)‖2Su,v . ‖A
[n−2]r2 /D?2 /D

?
1(f, g)‖2Su,v +

n−1∑
i=0

‖
[
r /∇
]i

(f, g)‖2Su,v , (14.3.15)

which follows once more by diligently integrating by parts using in particular the relation 2/D1 /D2 /D
?
2 /D

?
1 =

/∆ /∆ − 2/D1(K /D?1). 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).

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 ξ − ξKerr = /D?1(f, g) holds. The estimate (14.3.10) applied with fKerr = gKerr = 0 yields

n∑
i=0

‖[r /∇]i((f, g)‖Su,v . ‖f`=1‖Su,v + ‖g`=1‖Su,v + ‖A [n−2]r2 /D?2 /D
?
1(f, g)‖Su,v

. ‖(r2 /∆f)`=1‖Su,v + ‖(r2 /∆g)`=1‖Su,v + ‖A [n−2]r2 /D?2 /D
?
1(f, g)‖Su,v

. ‖(r /divξ)`=1‖Su,v + ‖(r /curl(ξ − ξKerr))`=1‖Su,v + ‖A [n−2]r2 /D?2 /D
?
1(f, g)‖Su,v ,

from which the estimate (14.3.11) follows. The estimate (14.3.12) can be reduced to (14.3.11) after noting
the relation

r3 /D?2 /D
?
1 /D1ξ = 2A [2]r /D?2ξ + 2/D?2(Kξ) . (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 |JmI+ | . ε.

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 Ω /∇3Q = ξ hold along CI
+

v . Let u+ ≥ u− such that {u±}×Su±,v ⊂
CI

+

v . Then

‖Q‖Su±,v . ‖Q‖Su∓,v +

∫ u+

u−

dū ‖ξ‖Sū,v . (14.3.17)

Similarly, let Q be an S-tensor and Ω /∇4Q = ξ hold along CI
+

u . Let v+ ≥ v− such that {v±}×Su,v± ⊂ CI
+

u .
Then

‖Q‖Su,v± . ‖Q‖Su,v∓ +

∫ v+

v−

dv̄ ‖ξ‖Su,v̄ . (14.3.18)

14.3.4 Estimates for the angular master energy for quantities on CI
+

v∞

The objective of this section is to prove the estimate (14.3.4).
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14.3.4.1 Estimating χ̂ and β

Proposition 14.3.6. On CI
+

v∞
we have for all u ∈ [u−1, uf ] and s = 0, 1, 2

N+1−s∑
i=0

∫ uf

u

du‖
[
r /∇
]i

(rχ̂Ω−1)‖2Su,v∞ .
(ε0)2 + ε3

us
. (14.3.19)

On the spheres we have for s = 0, 1, 2

N−s∑
i=0

‖
[
r /∇
]i

(rχ̂Ω−1)‖2Su,∞ .
(ε0)2 + ε3

umin( 1
2 +s,2)

. (14.3.20)

Proof. The flux estimate follows directly from the relation (14.1.47) together with the bounds on the flux
of Π̌ = r3ψ̌Ω 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 r).

For the bound on spheres recall the null structure equation (14.1.5), which after invoking the flux estimates
on α of Theorem C.4 (see also Corollary 13.9.2) leads to the bound

N−s∑
i=0

∫ uf

u

dū‖Ω /∇3

[
r /∇
]i

(rχ̂Ω−1)‖2Sū,v∞ .
(ε0)2 + ε3

us
(14.3.21)

for s = 0, 1, 2. Now from (14.3.19) we easily extract a dyadic sequence of spheres Sui,v∞ on which (14.3.20)
already holds. The bound can then be extended to any sphere Su,v∞ using the fundamental theorem of
calculus in conjunction with the flux bounds (14.3.21) and (14.3.19).

Corollary 14.3.7. On CI
+

v∞
we have for all u ∈ [u−1, uf ] and s = 0, 1, 2

N−s∑
i=0

∫ uf

u

du‖
[
r /∇
]i (

r2Ω−1β − r2(Ω−1β)Kerr

)
‖2Su,v∞ .

(ε0)2 + ε3

us
. (14.3.22)

On the spheres we have

N−1−s∑
i=0

‖
[
r /∇
]i (

r2Ω−1β − r2(Ω−1β)Kerr

)
‖2Su,∞ .

(ε0)2 + ε3

umin( 1
2 +s,2)

. (14.3.23)

Moreover, the same estimates hold without subtracting the Kerr reference solution.

Proof. The last claim is immediate from r2(Ω−1β)Kerr ∼ r−2 manifestly satisfying the above estimates in
view of (14.2.7). It hence suffices to show the estimate without the Kerr reference solutions subtracted and
this follows directly from the Codazzi equation (1.2.19) using that Ω−1β = /div(Ω−1χ̂) holds up to terms of

order 1
r , see Propositions 14.2.5 and 14.2.6.

14.3.4.2 Estimating T

Proposition 14.3.8. We have for T = trχ
Ω −

trχ
◦

Ω◦
on CI

+

v∞ for all u ∈ [u−1, uf ] and s = 0, 1, 2

N+1−s∑
i=0

∫ uf

u

dū‖
[
r /∇
]i
r2T‖2Sū,v∞ .

ε4

us+1
(14.3.24)

and

N+1−s∑
i=0

‖
[
r /∇
]i
r2T‖2Su,∞ .

ε4

us+2
. (14.3.25)
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Proof. One first proves (14.3.25) by integrating the (angular commuted) Raychaudhuri equation (14.1.3)
from the sphere Suf ,v∞ where T = 0 by the gauge condition (3). For the right hand side one uses the

flux estimates of Proposition 14.3.6 for the
[
r /∇
]n |χ̂|2 term on the right hand side, the error estimate of

Proposition 14.2.6 for the other non-linear terms and that

N+1∑
i=0

∫ uf

u

dū‖
[
r /∇
]i

(Ω2 − Ω2
◦)‖Sū,v∞ .

ε4

u2
,

the latter exploiting that this term is lower oder in r and hence Proposition 14.2.5 applies. This proves
(14.3.25) and the flux estimate (14.3.24) then follows directly by integration.

14.3.4.3 Estimating µ†

Proposition 14.3.9. On CI
+

v∞
we have for all u ∈ [u−1, uf ]

N∑
n=1

‖
[
r /∇
]n

(r3µ†)‖2Su,v∞ .
ε4

u4
, (14.3.26)

Proof. Commute equation (14.1.11) with n angular derivatives. By the commutation principle (Section 14.1.5),

the error from n commutations can be incorporated into

(in)

/En+1
2 and we have /∇µ = 0 on the right hand side

by gauge condition (4). We then integrate the resulting equation from the sphere Su−1,v∞ where /∇µ† = 0
holds by gauge condition (6) and estimate the right hand side using Propositions 14.2.6 and 14.2.5. Since

we can pull out an overall factor of r−
1
2 on the right we obtain the first estimate after using (14.2.7).

14.3.4.4 Estimating the ` = 1 and ` = 0 modes

We turn to estimating the ` = 0 and ` = 1 modes of all quantities. We prove

Proposition 14.3.10. On CI
+

v∞ we have for all u ∈ [u−1, uf ] the following estimates for the ` = 0, 1 modes
of the Ricci coefficients:

‖rω`=0 − rω◦‖Sū,v∞ .
ε2

u4
, (14.3.27)

‖r4( /curlη)`=1 − r4 /curlη
Kerr
‖Su,v∞ + ‖r4( /curlη)`=1 − r4 /curlηKerr‖Su,v∞ .

ε2

u3/2
(14.3.28)

‖r4( /divη)`=1‖Su,v∞ . ε
2 (14.3.29)

‖r3( /divη)`=1‖Su,v∞ .
ε2

u2
(14.3.30)

‖r2T `=1‖Sū,v∞ + ‖r2T `=0‖Sū,v∞ .
ε2

u2
(14.3.31)

‖r3T`=1‖Sū,v∞ + ‖r3T`=0‖Sū,v∞ . ε
2. (14.3.32)

Moreover, on CI
+

v∞ we have for all u ∈ [u−1, uf ] the following estimates for the ` = 0, 1 modes of the curvature
components:

‖r3
(
/divβΩ−1

)
`=1
‖Su,v∞ + ‖r3

(
/curlβΩ−1

)
`=1
− r3 /curl

(
βΩ−1

)
Kerr
‖Su,v∞ .

ε2

u4
, (14.3.33)

‖r3ρ`=1‖Sū,v∞ + ‖r3σ`=1 − r3σKerr‖Sū,v∞ .
ε2

u2
, (14.3.34)

‖r3ρ`=0 + 2M‖Su,v∞ + ‖r3σ`=0‖Sū,v∞ .
ε2

u2
(14.3.35)

‖r5( /curlβΩ)`=1 − r5 /curl(Ωβ)Kerr‖Su,v∞ .
ε2

u3/2
(14.3.36)

‖r5
(
/divβΩ

)
`=1
‖Sū,v∞ .

ε2

u
. (14.3.37)
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Finally, on the sphere Suf ,v∞ the estimates (14.3.28) and (14.3.36) hold with the improved rate ε2

u2 on the
right hand side.

Remark 14.3.11. Note that by our choice of v∞ we have

‖r3 /curl(Ω−1β)Kerr‖Su,v∞ + ‖r3σKerr‖Su,v∞ .
ε2

u4

so the above estimates for β and σ hold verbatim without their Kerr modes subtracted.

Remark 14.3.12. Estimates on ω`=1 will be obtained in the context of estimating all ` ≥ 1 modes of ω in
Section 14.3.4.9.

Proof. Step 1: Preliminary estimates. Note the estimate (14.3.31) is already implied by Proposi-
tion 14.3.8. We first recall that from Proposition 9.4.6 we have for u ∈ [u−1, uf ]

‖r4 (K −K◦)`=1 ‖Su,v∞ .
ε2

u
and by (14.2.7) in particular ‖r3 (K −K◦)`=1 ‖Su,v∞ .

ε2

u2
. (14.3.38)

Invoking the Gauss equation (14.1.48) on Su,v∞ together with the improved estimate (14.3.25) for T and the
bootstrap assumption ‖Tr3‖Su,v∞ ≤ ε (which using (14.2.7) implies ‖Tr2‖Su,v∞ . ε

2u−2) we conclude

‖r3 (ρ− ρ◦)`=1 ‖Su,v∞ .
ε2

u2
(14.3.39)

for u ∈ [u−1, uf ], which is already the first part of (14.3.34). Using Proposition 14.3.9 and µ`=1 = 0 on
v = v∞ as well as the improved estimate (14.3.25) for T we deduce

‖r3
(
/div
(
η + η

))
`=1
‖Su,v∞ .

ε2

u2
and hence ‖r

(
Ω2 − Ω2

◦
)
`=1
‖Su,v∞ .

ε2

u2
(14.3.40)

for u ∈ [u−1, uf ]. Here the last step follows from (1.2.21) and applying Proposition 9.4.2. We finally revisit
(14.1.11) projected to ` = 1:

Ω /∇3

(
r2µ†

`=1

)
=

2Ω2
◦

r2

(
r3 (ρ− ρ◦)`=1

)
+

Ω2
◦
r2

(
1 +

2M

r

)
r2T `=1 −

1 + 4M
r

r2
r
(
Ω2 − Ω2

◦
)
`=1

+

Ω2

(in)

/E1
2


`=1

+ Ω /∇3

(
r2µ†

`=1

)
−
(
Ω /∇3

(
r2µ†

))
`=1

, (14.3.41)

from which we conclude after integration for all u ∈ [u−1, uf ] using Proposition 9.4.3 the estimate

‖r4µ†
`=1
‖Su,v∞ . ε

2 . (14.3.42)

Step 2: Estimates on Suf ,v∞ . Note that T = 0 on this sphere. From the Gauss equation and the definition

of µ†
`=1

we conclude after using (14.3.38)

‖r4
(
/divη
)
`=1

+
1

2
r3T`=1‖Suf ,v∞ . ε

2 .

From the Gauss equation and the definition of µ`=1 (which vanishes on v = v∞) we conclude after using
(14.3.38)

‖r4
(
/divη
)
`=1

+
1

2
r3T`=1‖Suf ,v∞ . ε

2 .

From the Codazzi equation (1.2.18) evaluated on the sphere Suf ,v∞ we obtain using the gauge condition (2)

‖r4
(
/divη
)
`=1

+ r3T`=1‖Suf ,v∞ . ε
2 .
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From the previous three estimates we conclude

‖r4
(
/divη
)
`=1
‖Suf ,v∞ + ‖r4

(
/divη
)
`=1
‖Suf ,v∞ + ‖r3T`=1‖Suf ,v∞ . ε

2 . (14.3.43)

Using the Codazzi equation (1.2.19) projected to ` = 1 on the sphere Suf ,v∞ ,

r4( /divΩ−1β)`=1 =
1

2
(Ω−1trχ)◦r

4( /divη)`=1 + (

(in)

/E1
0 )`=1 ,

we conclude after using (14.2.17) for the error

‖r4
(
/divΩ−1β

)
`=1
‖Suf ,v∞ .

ε2

u2
and hence ‖r3

(
/divΩ−1β

)
`=1
‖Suf ,v∞ .

ε2

u4
. (14.3.44)

From the /curl-part of the Codazzi equation (1.2.18) we have

‖r5
(
/curl(βΩ)

)
`=1

+ r4Ω2
◦
(
/curlη

)
`=1
‖Suf ,v∞ .

ε2

u2
(14.3.45)

and hence in particular using the triangle inequality and the definition of the Kerr modes

‖r4
(
/curlη

)
`=1
− r4 /curlη

Kerr
‖Suf ,v∞ + ‖r4

(
/curlη

)
`=1
− r4 /curlηKerr‖Suf ,v∞ .

ε2

u2
, (14.3.46)

where the bound on η follows from /curlη = − /curlη. We conclude from (1.2.17) also

‖r3(σ`=1 − σKerr)‖Suf ,v∞ .
ε2

u2
as well as ‖r4( /curlΩ−1β)`=1‖Suf ,v∞ .

ε2

u2
, (14.3.47)

with the second bound following from applying /curl to the Codazzi equation (1.2.19) and projecting to ` = 1.
This already proves the last statement of the proposition regarding the improved decay on the sphere Suf ,v∞ .

Step 3: Estimates for ` = 0 on CI
+

v∞
. The projected /∇3-propagation equation for (ρr3 + 2M)`=0 can

be written

Ω /∇3

(
r3ρ`=0 + 2M + f(u)

)
=

3MΩ2

r2
r2T `=0 + (

(in)

/E1
1 )`=0 + Ω /∇3(r3ρ`=0 + 2M)−

(
Ω /∇3(r3ρ+ 2M)

)
`=0

(14.3.48)

where we defined (recall gauge condition (7))

f(u) := F ′(u) =
1

2

∫ uf

u

dûr3(Ωχ̂α)`=0 (û, v∞) . (14.3.49)

We integrate (14.3.48) from Suf ,v∞ where the quantity in brackets on the left is zero. For the error we

observe using the fact that 1 ≤ r(u,v∞)
r(uf ,v∞) . 1 and (14.2.13) the estimate

∫ uf

u

dū‖
(in)

/E1
1 ‖Sū,v∞ .

1

r

∫ uf

u

dū‖r
(in)

/E1
1 ‖Sū,v∞ .

ε2

ru2
.

The same estimate holds for the commutator of the derivative and projection in (14.3.48) in view of∣∣(Ω /∇3(ρr3 + 2M))`=0 − Ω /∇3((ρr3 + 2M)`=0)
∣∣ . ‖ρr3 + 2M‖Su,v‖Ωtrχ − Ωtrχ◦‖Su,v .4 Combining these

facts we are lead to the estimate

‖(r3ρ+ 2M)`=0 + f(u)‖Su,v∞ .
ε2

ru2
for all u ∈ [u−1, uf ]. (14.3.50)

4Applying the weaker statement (9.4.11) produces (14.3.50) with u−1 instead of u−2 which is sufficient in applications.
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From this one easily deduces (using the bootstrap assumptions on the fluxes for χ̂ and the estimates on α)
the estimate for ρ of (14.3.35). From the equation /curlη = − 1

2 χ̂ ∧ χ̂+ σ projected to ` = 0 one deduces the
σ part of (14.3.35).

We next estimate T`=0. For this we derive the projected propagation equation

Ω /∇3 (T`=0r) = −Ω4
◦T `=0 − (Ω2rχ̂χ̂)`=0 + (Ω2

(in)

/E0
3 )`=0 .

We conclude the ` = 0 part of (14.3.32) after integration from Suf ,v∞ (where T`=0 = 0 vanishes by the gauge
condition (1)) using Proposition 14.3.8. The ` = 0 part of (14.3.31) then immediately follows using (14.2.7).
We finally turn to (ω − ω◦)`=0. We project the equation (14.1.10) to ` = 0 and use the gauge condition (5)
to deduce

2(ω − ω◦)`=0 =
1

Ω2
◦

[ (
Ω /∇3(Ω2 − Ω2

◦)
)
`=0
− Ω /∇3(Ω2 − Ω2

◦)`=0

]
− 2

Ω2
◦

(
(Ω2 − Ω2

◦)(ω − ω◦)
)
`=0

. (14.3.51)

We conclude from (9.4.11) and the bootstrap assumptions that

‖(ω − ω◦)`=0‖ .
ε2

r2u
. (14.3.52)

The ` = 0 part of the estimate (14.3.27) follows immediately using (14.2.7). We close this step noting that
from the definition of µ† and the estimates established on the ` = 0 modes we easily deduce

|r3
(
µ†
)
`=0
| . ε2

u2
. (14.3.53)

Step 4: Estimates for ` = 1 on CI
+

v∞
. We start from the commuted and projected Bianchi equation

Ω /∇3

(
r5( /divΩ−1β)`=1

)
= r

(in)

/E1
0 +

[
Ω /∇3

(
r5( /divΩ−1β)`=1

)
−
(
Ω /∇3

(
r5( /divΩ−1β

))
)`=1

]
, (14.3.54)

where we observe that the right hand side grows linearly in r and has the additional structure (Proposi-
tion 9.4.3, (1.2.30) and Lemma 3.3.1) that the non-linearity contains at least one factor of β or α, both of
which are integrable in u using the flux bounds on these quantities. Integrating (14.3.54) using (14.3.44)
for the initial term we can hence deduce ‖r4

(
/divΩ−1β

)
`=1
‖Su,v∞ . ε2 , and similarly, from the propa-

gation for the /curl-part using (14.3.47) we find the estimate ‖r4
(
/curlΩ−1β

)
`=1
‖Su,v∞ . ε2 . Noting also

‖r4 /curl(Ω−1β)Kerr(uf , v∞, θ)‖Su,v∞ .
ε2

u4 ) we obtain (14.3.33) using (14.2.7).
Turning to (ρ, σ) we recall that the ρ-part was already obtained in Step 1. For σ`=1 we derive

Ω /∇3

(
r3σ`=1

)
= r3Ω2( /curlΩ−1β)`=1 −

1

2

(
Ω2r2Ωχ̂ ∧ rΩ−2α

)
`=1

+
(
/E0

1

)
`=1

+ Ω /∇3

(
r3σ`=1

)
−
(
Ω /∇3

(
r3σ
))
`=1

.

Using Proposition 9.4.3 we conclude the σ-part of the estimate (14.3.34) using the estimates just shown on
β and (14.2.13). Note that one needs to use the flux estimates for χ̂ and α to obtain the rate of u−2 claimed.

From µ`=1 = 0 and the definition of µ (cf. (1.1.13)) we deduce (14.3.30) using (14.3.39).
We turn to η:

Ω /∇3

(
r3η
)

= −2Ω2
◦
(
η + η

)
r2 + Ω◦r

3 /divχ̂− 1

2
Ω2r /∇(Tr2) +

(in)

/E0
0 , (14.3.55)

where

(in)

/E0
0 satisfies

∫ uf
u

dū‖
(in)

/E0
0 ‖Sū,v∞ .

ε2

u2 from (14.2.13). Commuting and projecting to ` = 1 we find

Ω /∇3

(
r4( /curlη)`=1 − r4 /curlη

Kerr

)
= +

(in)

/E1
0 +

[
Ω /∇3

(
r4( /curlη)`=1

)
−
(
Ω /∇3(r4 /curlη)

)
`=1

]
− 3M

1∑
m=−1

amI+Ω /∇3r
2 /∆Y `=1

n , (14.3.56)
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where

(in)

/E1
0 satisfies

∫ uf
u

dū‖
(in)

/E1
0 ‖Sū,v∞ .

ε2

u2 from (14.2.13). The commutator term in square brackets satisfies

the same estimate with ε2

u3/2 (use (9.4.11) and the flux estimate for /curlη).5 The last term in (14.3.56) is

order ε2u−1
f r−1 by Proposition 9.4.1 and hence easily integrated using (14.2.7). We conclude using (14.3.45)

for all u ∈ [u−1, uf ] the estimate (14.3.28), first for η and in view of /curlη = − /curlη also for η. Commuting

now (14.3.55) with r /div and projecting to ` = 1, the right hand side is integrable using and the estimates of
Proposition 14.3.8 for T and (14.3.40) for /div

(
η + η

)
and we deduce (14.3.29).

We turn to estimating β. From the Codazzi equation (1.2.18) we deduce

r5 /curl /divΩχ̂ = −Ω2
◦r

4 /curlη − r5 /curl(βΩ) +

(in)

/E1
0 , (14.3.57)

which after projection to ` = 1 allows one to conclude (using (14.2.17) for the non-linear term)

‖r4Ω2
◦( /curlη)`=1 + r5( /curlβΩ)`=1‖Su,v∞ .

ε2

u2
. (14.3.58)

Note that (14.3.58) actually holds for any sphere Su,v in DI+

. Using the estimate (14.3.28), the triangle
inequality and the definition of the Kerr modes we conclude (14.3.36). Turning to the propagation equation

Ω /∇3

(
r5( /divβΩ)`=1

)
= Ω2

◦r
5 /∆ρ`=1 + 3ρ0Ω2

◦r
5( /divη)`=1 + (

(in)

/E1
0 )`=0 + (/E1

1)`=0

+ Ω /∇3

(
r5( /divβΩ)`=1

)
−
(
Ω /∇3

(
r5( /divβΩ)

))
`=1
− Ω2

◦r
5 /∆ρ`=1 + Ω2

◦r
5( /∆ρ)`=1 ,

we easily derive using Propositions 14.2.6 as well as 9.4.3 and 9.4.2, the estimate (14.3.37).
Finally, we estimate the ` = 1 modes of T . Using the Codazzi equation

r5 /div /divΩχ̂ = −Ω2
◦r

4 /divη − r5 /div(βΩ) +
1

2
r5 /∆T +

(in)

/E1
0 (14.3.59)

projected to ` = 1 we conclude the ` = 1 part of (14.3.32). The ` = 1 part of the bound (14.3.31) then
immediately follows using (14.2.7).

From the proof we explicitly note the following corollary:

Corollary 14.3.13. With f(u) defined in (14.3.49) we also have the estimate (14.3.50) for ρ`=0.

14.3.4.5 Estimating ρ and σ

Proposition 14.3.14. On CI
+

v∞
we have for all u ∈ [u−1, uf ] and s = 0, 1, 2

N−s∑
i=0

∫ uf

u

dū‖
[
r /∇
]i

(r3ρ+ 2Mf , r
3σ)‖2Sū,v∞ .

(ε0)2 + ε3

us
. (14.3.60)

We also have on spheres

N−1−s∑
i=0

‖
[
r /∇
]i

(r3ρ+ 2Mf , r
3σ)‖2Su,v∞ .

(ε0)2 + ε3

umin(s+ 1
2 ,2)

. (14.3.61)

Proof. We first note that it suffices to prove the above estimates with the sums starting from i = 2 and

replacing
[
r /∇
]i

by A [i−2]r2 /D?2 /D
?
1. This follows from Proposition 14.3.2 after noting that the projections

(r3ρ + 2M, r3σ)`=1 and (r3ρ + 2M, r3σ)`=0 already manifestly satisfy the above estimates from the results
of the previous section; see (14.3.34), (14.3.35).

5This could be improved to u−2 by improving the estimate (9.4.11) to a flux estimate but we will not require or use this.
This is the origin of the small loss in decay in the /curl estimates.
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To prove the latter, we recall that we have the following (already improved) flux estimates for Ψ = r5P :

N−2−s∑
i=0

∫ uf

u

dū‖A [i]Ψ‖2Sū,v∞ .
(ε0)2 + ε3

us
(14.3.62)

and

N−3−s∑
i=0

∫ uf

u

dū‖ /∇3A
[i]Ψ‖2Sū,v∞ .

(ε0)2 + ε3

us
. (14.3.63)

The first estimate of the proposition now follows from the flux estimate on Ψ = r5P of Proposition 13.3.11,
the relations of Proposition 3.4.1 and (14.3.19). To obtain the estimates on spheres we will first deduce

N−3−s∑
i=0

‖A [i]Ψ‖2Su,v∞ .
(ε0)2 + ε3

umax(s+ 1
2 ,2)

, (14.3.64)

after which the desired estimates follows immediately from the relations of Proposition 3.4.1 and (14.3.20).
To establish (14.3.64) we extract from (14.3.62) a dyadic sequence of good spheres with additional decay and
integrate from these spheres using Cauchy–Schwarz and the flux bounds for the 3-derivatives (14.3.63).

14.3.4.6 Estimating η and η

We finally exploit Proposition 14.3.9 regarding the modified mass aspect function µ† which allows us to
deduce decay estimates on η.

Proposition 14.3.15. On CI
+

v∞
we have for all u ∈ [u−1, uf ] and s = 0, 1, 2

N+1−s∑
i=0

∫ uf

u

dū‖
[
r /∇
]i
r2(η − η

Kerr
)‖2Sū,v∞ .

(ε0)2 + ε3

us
. (14.3.65)

On spheres we have

N−s∑
i=0

‖
[
r /∇
]i
r2(η − η

Kerr
)‖2Su,v∞ .

(ε0)2 + ε3

us
. (14.3.66)

Finally, (14.3.65) and (14.3.66) also hold if one replaces (η − η
Kerr

) by η itself.

Proof. In view of Proposition 14.3.3 and the estimates on the ` = 1 modes of η in Proposition 14.3.10 it

suffices to prove these estimate for the sums starting from i = 3 and with
[
r /∇
]i
r3(η − η

Kerr
) replaced by

A [i−3]r2 /D?2 /D
?
1 /D1(r3η). Now, from the estimate of Proposition 14.3.9 and equation (14.1.41) we have∫ uf

u

dū
∥∥∥A [i−2]r2 /D?2 /D

?
1

(
r3 /divη + r3ρ+ 2Mf +

1

2
r3χ̂χ̂+ r2T , r3 /curlη + r3σ − 1

2
r3χ̂ ∧ χ̂

)∥∥∥2

Sū,v∞

.
ε4

u3
.

We now use Proposition 14.3.14 to control the flux on
(
r3ρ+ 2Mf , σ

)
and Proposition 14.3.8 to control the

flux on T . It is easy to see that the bootstrap assumptions and Sobolev embedding implies for n ≤ N∫ uf

u

dū‖A [n−2]r2 /D?2 /D
?
1(r3χ̂χ̂)‖2Sū,v∞ .

ε4

u2
, (14.3.67)

and similarly for the product χ̂∧ χ̂. This establishes (14.3.65). The estimate on the spheres is similar. Here
we “lose a derivative” because at the level of N derivatives we only have the flux of ρ at our disposal. For
the final claim note that η

Kerr
itself satisfies the estimate in view of η

Kerr
∼ r−3 and (14.2.7).

Proposition 14.3.16. Proposition 14.3.15 holds verbatim replacing η by η.

Proof. The proof is identical to that of Proposition 14.3.15 now starting from the fact that by gauge condition
(4) and (14.1.41) we have ‖A [i−2]r2 /D?2 /D

?
1

(
r3µ, r3 /curlη − r3σ + 1

2r
3χ̂ ∧ χ̂

)
‖2Su,v∞ = 0 along v = v∞.
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14.3.4.7 Estimating χ̂ and β

Before we estimate χ̂, we deduce the following estimates:

Proposition 14.3.17. On CI
+

v∞
we have for all u ∈ [u−1, uf ] the following bounds. For 1 ≤ n ≤ N∫ uf

u

dū‖A [n−1]r /D?2(r2η − r3 /divΩχ̂)‖2Sū,v∞ .
ε4

u4
, (14.3.68)

and for 2 ≤ n ≤ N

‖A [n−2]r /D?2(r2η − r3 /divΩχ̂)‖2Su,v∞ .
ε4

u4
. (14.3.69)

Proof. This is a direct consequence of the Codazzi equation (14.1.47) evaluated on CI
+

v∞
using Propositions

14.2.6 and 14.2.5 and recalling (14.2.7).

From (14.3.68) and (14.3.69) and Proposition 14.3.15 we can now deduce applying Proposition 14.3.1 the
following corollary.

Corollary 14.3.18. On CI
+

v∞
we have for all u ∈ [u−1, uf ] and s = 0, 1

N+1−s∑
i=0

∫ uf

u

dū‖
[
r /∇
]i (

r3Ωχ̂
)
‖2Sū,v∞ .

(ε0)2 + ε3

u1+s
. (14.3.70)

On spheres, we have

N∑
i=0

‖
[
r /∇
]i (

r3Ωχ̂
)
‖2Su,v∞ .

(ε0)2 + ε3

u
(14.3.71)

and

N−2∑
i=0

‖
[
r /∇
]i (

r3Ωχ̂
)
‖2Su,v∞ .

(ε0)2 + ε3

u2
. (14.3.72)

From the relation of Proposition 3.4.1 and the estimates on ψ of Theorem C.4 we deduce:

Corollary 14.3.19. On CI
+

v∞
we have for all u ∈ [u−1, uf ]

N∑
i=1

∫ uf

u

dū‖
[
r /∇
]i
r4(Ωβ − (Ωβ)Kerr)‖2Sū,v∞ . (ε0)2 + ε3 . (14.3.73)

On spheres we have for s = 0, 1, 2

N−s−1∑
i=1

‖
[
r /∇
]i
r4(Ωβ − (Ωβ)Kerr)‖2Su,v∞ .

(ε0)2 + ε3

u
s
2

. (14.3.74)

Finally, by (14.2.7) both estimates hold with (ε0)2+ε3

u4 on the right provided we replace r4 by r7/2 on the left.

Proof. In view of Proposition 14.3.3 and the estimates on the ` = 1 modes of Ωβ in Proposition 14.3.10, it

suffices to prove these estimates replacing ‖
[
r /∇
]i
r4−s/2(Ωβ − (Ωβ)Kerr)‖ by ‖A [i−1]r4−s/2r /D?2Ωβ‖.

For the latter, we first note that the estimates of Theorem C.4 imply that for s = 0, 1, 2, we have

N∑
i=1

∫ uf

u

dū‖A [i]r5ψΩ‖2Sū,v∞ . (ε0)2 + ε3 and

N−s−1∑
i=1

‖A [i]r5ψΩ‖2Su,v∞ .
(ε0)2 + ε3

u
s
2

.

From the relation of Proposition 3.4.1 and the estimates of Corollary 14.3.18 and Proposition 14.2.9, the
desired estimates now follow.

311



14.3.4.8 Estimating T = Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦

Proposition 14.3.20. On CI
+

v∞
we have for all u ∈ [u−1, uf ]

N+1∑
i=0

‖
[
r /∇
]i
r5/2T‖2Su,v∞ .

ε3

u4
. (14.3.75)

For n ≤ N we have

N∑
i=0

‖
[
r /∇
]n
r3T‖2Su,v∞ . ε

2
0 + ε3 , (14.3.76)

hence in particular

N∑
i=0

‖
[
r /∇
]n
r2T‖2Su,v∞ .

(ε0)2 + ε3

u4
. (14.3.77)

Proof. In view of Proposition 14.3.2 and the estimates on the ` = 0, 1 modes of T in Proposition 14.3.10 it

suffices to prove these estimates with the sums starting from i = 2 and with
[
r /∇
]i

replaced by A [i−2]r2 /D?2 /∇.

The estimate (14.3.75) then follows by commuting the equation (14.1.4) with A [i−2]r2 /D?2 /∇ (using that
the boxed term then vanishes by the gauge condition (4), µ`≥1 = 0, and integrating. To show (14.3.76) we
proceed as before but now observe that for all 2 ≤ i ≤ N we have∫ uf

u−1

|A [i−2]r2 /D?2 /∇Tr2|2u1+δdu+

∫ uf

u−1

r4|A [i−2]r /D?2(η + η)|2u1+δdu . ε4

following from Propositions 14.3.15 and 14.3.16 as well as the estimate (14.3.25) with s = 1. The last
estimate is immediate from (14.2.7).

14.3.4.9 Estimating ω

Proposition 14.3.21. On CI
+

v∞
we have for all u ∈ [u−1, uf ] and s = 0, 1, 2

N+1−s∑
i=0

∫ uf

u

dū‖
[
r /∇
]i

(rω − rω◦) ‖2Sū,v∞ .
(ε0)2 + ε3

us
. (14.3.78)

We also have

N−s∑
i=0

‖
[
r /∇
]n

(rω − rω◦) ‖2Su,v∞ .
(ε0)2 + ε3

us
. (14.3.79)

Proof. Note that by Proposition 14.3.10 the ` = 0 modes of ω already manifestly satisfy the estimates
claimed. Projecting (14.1.45) to ` ≥ 1 we obtain

2r2 /∆ω`≥1 = + 2r2Ω2
◦( /div

(
Ω−1β

)
)`≥1 + Ω2

◦(Tr
2)`≥1

(
3Mf

r3

)
+

1

2r
r2
(
|rχ̂|2

)
`≥1

+

(in)

/E1
2


`≥1

+
1

r

[ (
Ω /∇3(r3µ+ 2M)

)
`≥1
− Ω /∇3(r3µ+ 2M)`≥1

]
+ 2r2

[
/∆ω`≥1 −

(
/∆ω
)
`≥1

]
. (14.3.80)

The estimates now follow from (angular commutation and) Corollary 14.3.7 and Proposition 14.3.8 as well
as Proposition 9.4.5 (with ξ = /∇Aω) and (9.4.11) in conjunction with Proposition 14.2.6.
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14.3.4.10 Conclusions

We now combine all our estimates to establish that we have shown (14.3.4). We recall the energies /ENv∞ [Γ]

and /ENv∞ [R]. They contain sums over all Ricci-coefficients Γp and curvature components Rp. The following
list shows where the estimate is established for each individual quantity:

1. Corollary 14.3.7 shows it for Ω−1β. Proposition 14.3.14 shows it for ρ, σ.
Corollary 14.3.19 shows it for Ωβ.

2. Proposition 14.3.6 shows it for Ω−1χ̂.

3. Proposition 14.3.8 shows it for T .

4. Propositions 14.3.15 and 14.3.16 show it for η and η.

5. Corollary 14.3.18 shows it for Ωχ̂.

6. Proposition 14.3.20 shows it for T .

7. Proposition 14.3.21 shows it for ω−ω◦ and it is easy to see the estimates hold verbatim for Ω−2 (ω − ω◦).

8. The estimate on (r(Ω2 −Ω2
◦) is easily obtained from the gauge condition (r(Ω2 −Ω2

◦)`=0 = 0 on CI
+

v∞ ,
the relation /∇(Ω2−Ω2

◦) = Ω2
(
η + η

)
and the estimates on η and η in Propositions 14.3.15 and 14.3.16.

14.3.4.11 Estimating the quantity Y

We finally deduce an estimate on the quantity Y (both flux and estimates on spheres) which follows directly
from the definition (14.1.49) and the previous bounds on η, χ̂ and T .

Corollary 14.3.22. On CI
+

v∞
we have for all u ∈ [u−1, uf ] and s = 0, 1, 2

N−s∑
i=0

∫ uf

u

dū‖
[
r /∇
]i
Y ‖2Sū,v∞ .

(ε0)2 + ε3

us+1
(14.3.81)

while on spheres

N−1−s∑
i=0

‖
[
r /∇
]i
Y ‖2Su,v∞ .

(ε0)2 + ε3

us
. (14.3.82)

14.3.5 Estimates for the angular master energy for quantities on CI
+

u−1

The objective of this section is to prove the estimate (14.3.5).

14.3.5.1 The ` = 0 and ` = 1 modes

Proposition 14.3.23. For the Ricci coefficients along CI
+

u−1
we have for all v ∈ [v(u−1, R−2), v∞]

‖r3ω`=1‖Su−1,v
+ ‖r3ω`=0‖Su−1,v

+ ‖r2(Ω2 − Ω2
◦)`=0‖Su−1,v

+ ‖r2(Ω2 − Ω2
◦)`=0‖Su−1,v

. ε2 , (14.3.83)

‖r2T `=1‖Su−1,v
+ ‖r2T `=0‖Su−1,v

+ ‖r3T`=1‖Su−1,v
+ ‖r3T`=0‖Su−1,v

. ε2 , (14.3.84)

‖r3( /divη)`=1‖Su−1,v
+ ‖(r4( /curlη)`=1 − r4 /curlηKerr‖Su−1,v

. ε2 , (14.3.85)

‖r3( /divη)`=1‖Su−1,v
+ ‖(r4( /curlη)`=1 − r4 /curlη

Kerr
‖Su−1,v

. ε2 . (14.3.86)

For the curvature components along CI
+

u−1
we have for all v ∈ [v(u−1, R−2), v∞]

‖r5( /divΩβ)`=1‖Su−1,v
+ ‖(r5( /curlβΩ)`=1 − r5( /curl(βΩ)Kerr)|Su−1,v

. ε2 , (14.3.87)

‖r3ρ`=1‖Su−1,v
+ ‖r3ρ`=0 + 2M‖Su−1,v

+ ‖r3σ`=1 − r3σKerr‖Su−1,v
+ ‖r3σ`=0‖Su−1,v

. ε2 , (14.3.88)

‖r3( /divΩ−1β)`=1‖Su−1,v
+ ‖r3( /curl(Ω−1β))`=1 + r3 /curl(Ω−1β)Kerr‖Su−1,v

. ε2 . (14.3.89)
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Proof. Step 1. We first prove all the estimates for ` = 0. The estimate for ω`=0 is immediate from
gauge condition (7). The one on

(
Ω2 − Ω2

◦
)
`=0

follows from projecting the equation

2(ω − ω◦) + 2

(
Ω2 − Ω2

◦
Ω2
◦

)
(ω − ω◦) = Ω /∇4

(
Ω2 − Ω2

◦
Ω2
◦

)
to ` = 0 and integrating from Su−1,v∞ (where

(
Ω2 − Ω2

◦
)
`=0

= 0 by gauge condition (5)). Note here the
estimate for the commutator ∣∣∣ (Ω /∇4(Ω2 − Ω2

◦)
)
`=0
− Ω /∇4(Ω2 − Ω2

◦)`=0

∣∣∣ . ε2

r3

following directly from (9.4.12). Projecting (14.1.21) to ` = 0 and integrating from Su−1,v∞ we obtain after
using the estimate on (ω−ω◦)`=0 and the estimates on the non-linear terms (including (9.4.12) to deal with
the commutator term from the projection) the estimate for T`=0. Projecting the ρ-equation to ` = 0 we
obtain

Ω /∇4(ρr3 + 2M)`=0 = +3MT`=0 + (

(out)

/E0
2 )`=0 −

[(
Ω /∇4(ρr3 + 2M)

)
`=0
− Ω /∇4(ρr3 + 2M)`=0

]
which we integrate from Su−1,v∞ . Using Proposition 14.3.10 for the initial term and the previous estimates
as well as (9.4.12), we obtain the desired estimate for ρ`=0. For σ`=0 we can directly project (14.1.41) to
` = 0. Finally, for T `=0 we similarly project (14.1.22) to ` = 0 and use previous estimate on the right hand
side including the fact that |r3µ

`=0
| . ε2 by the previous estimate on ρ`=0.

Step 2. We now prove all the estimates for ` = 1. Commuting the Bianchi equation for r4β with
r /D1 and projecting to ` = 1, we derive

Ω /∇4

(
r5( /divΩ−1β)`=1

)
= (

(out)

/E1
2 )`=1 −

[(
Ω /∇4

(
r5 /div(Ω−1β)

))
`=1
− Ω /∇4

(
r5 /div(Ω−1β)

)
`=1

]
, (14.3.90)

Ω /∇4

(
r5( /curlΩ−1β)`=1 − r5Ω−2

◦ ( /curl(Ωβ)Kerr)
)

= +3M

1∑
m=−1

amI+Ω /∇4

(
r2 /∆Y `=1

m

)
+ (

(out)

/E1
2 )`=1 (14.3.91)

−
[(

Ω /∇4

(
r5 /curl(Ω−1β)

))
`=1
− Ω /∇4

(
r5 /curl(Ω−1β)

)
`=1

]
.

We note that the right hand sides are integrable and order ε2. We integrate and using the global estimate

‖r5( /curlΩ−1β)`=1 − r5Ω−2
◦ ( /curlΩβ)`=1‖Su,v . ε2

as well as the estimates of Proposition 14.3.10 for the initial term on Su−1,v∞ , we deduce the estimate
(14.3.87).

We now turn to estimate T`=1 and ω`=1 which will have to be proven simultaneously. We first compute
from (14.1.44)

2

(
r2 /∆ + 1− 2M

r

)
ω`=1 =− 2r2

(
/div (Ωβ)

)
`=1

+ T`=1

(
−1

2
− 2M

r

)
+ (

(out)

/E1
3 )`=1

+
[ (

Ω /∇4(r2µ†)
)
`=1
− Ω /∇4(r2µ†)`=1

]
+ 2r2

[
/∆ω`=1 −

(
/∆ω
)
`=1

]
. (14.3.92)

For future reference we note that (14.3.92) holds verbatim replacing ` = 1 by ` ≥ 1. With the estimate on(
/div (Ωβ)

)
`=1

already shown we deduce using Proposition 9.4.2∥∥∥4ω`=1 −
1 + 4M

r

1 + 2M
r

(Tr)`=1
1

r

∥∥∥
Su−1,v

.
ε2

r3
. (14.3.93)

Projecting (14.1.21) to ` = 1 one obtains after inserting (14.3.93) an ODE for the quantity (T`=1Ω−2
◦ r) whose

right hand side is order ε2r−3. The desired estimate on r3T`=1 follows by integrating this ODE and using
the estimate of Proposition 14.3.10 for the initial term. The estimate on r3ω`=1 now follows from (14.3.93).
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Projecting the Bianchi equation (14.1.34) to ` = 1 one obtains the estimate for ρ`=1 by the usual
integration. Similarly, projecting (14.1.35) to ` = 1 and integrating one obtains the estimate on σ`=1.
Projecting (14.1.23) to ` = 1 using that

(
µ†
)
`=1

= 0 one obtains the desired estimate for T `=1.

Estimates on the ` = 1 modes of /divη and /curlη now follow from
(
µ†
)
`=1

= 0 and the elliptic equation

−
(
/curlη

)
`=1
− /curlη

Kerr
= σ − σKerr − 1

2 χ̂ ∧ χ̂− ( /curlη
Kerr
− σKerr) respectively.

For the bounds on ( /divη)`=1 we recall Ω /∇4

(
r /divrη

)
= +Ω2

◦r /divη − r2 /divΩβ +

(in)

/E1
2 and project to ` = 1.

Integrating then provides the estimates on ( /divη)`=1. The relation /curlη = − /curlη the analogous estimate
for the curl.

Finally, from the Codazzi equation (1.2.19) commuted with r /div and r /curl respectively we obtain after
projection to ` = 1 and inserting previous bounds on T and η the bound (14.3.89).

14.3.5.2 Estimating β

We note the following auxiliary estimate

sup
v
‖
[
r /∇
]N

r2Ωχ̂‖Su−1,v
. ε0 + ε

3
2 , (14.3.94)

which follows easily from (14.1.24), the estimates on α from Theorem 13.1.1 and the estimates on the error
from Proposition 14.2.7. From the relation of Proposition 3.4.1 and the estimates on ψ of Theorem C.4 as
well as (14.3.94):∫ v∞

v(u−1,R−2)

dv̄
1

r2
‖A [N−1]r /D?2(r4βΩ)‖2Su−1,v̄

+ sup
v
‖A [N−1]r /D?2(r4βΩ)‖2Su−1,v

. ε2
0 + ε3 . (14.3.95)

Note that in view of the estimate (14.3.87) and Proposition 14.3.3 we have shown the estimate (14.3.5)
for all terms containing β.

14.3.5.3 Estimating T and ω − ω◦
Next we look at the coupled system of transport and elliptic equations (14.1.21) and (14.1.44) for T and
ω − ω◦. We first claim that the structure of these equations implies that if we can show the lowest order
estimate6

sup
v
‖r3T`≥2‖2Su−1,v

. ε2
0 + ε3 (14.3.96)

for r3T , then it follows that

sup
v
‖
[
r /∇
]N

(r3T )‖2Su−1,v
+ sup

v
‖
[
r /∇
]N

(r3(ω − ω◦)‖2Su−1,v
. ε2

0 + ε3 (14.3.97)

and

sup
v
‖
[
r /∇
]N+1

(r5/2T )‖2Su−1,v
+

∫ v∞

v(u−1,R−2)

dv̄
1

r2
‖
[
r /∇
]N+1

(r3(ω − ω◦)‖2Su−1,v̄
. ε2

0 + ε3 . (14.3.98)

To see this, note that (14.3.96) immediately implies—using the standard elliptic estimate for (14.1.44) (use
the ` ≥ 1 version of (14.3.92))—control of two angular derivatives of r3(ω − ω◦). This means that we can
commute (14.1.21) twice with angular derivatives and upgrade (14.3.96) to two angular derivatives of r3T .
This can be iterated: Commuting now (14.1.44) (or better the ` ≥ 1 version of (14.3.92)) with r2 /∆ we
estimate four angular derivatives of r3(ω− ω◦) allowing to estimate four angular derivatives of r3T etc. For
the top derivatives of ω − ω◦ we only control the flux as it relies on the top order flux of β improved in
(14.3.95) and this leads to a loss in r-power for T because one needs to use the flux estimate for ω−ω◦ when
integrating the N + 1-angular commuted transport equation (14.1.21).

6Note we already proved this estimate for ` = 1 and ` = 0 in Proposition 14.3.23.
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To finally establish (14.3.96) we first note that by comparison with the round sphere and the properties
of spherical harmonics

6‖(ω − ω◦)`≥2‖2(Su−1,v
,/g)
≤ 6‖(ω − ω◦)˚̀≥2‖

2
(Su−1,v

,/̊g)
+ ε4 ≤ ‖ − (ω − ω◦)˚̀≥2

/̊∆(ω − ω◦)˚̀≥2‖(Su−1,v
,/̊g)

+ ε4

≤ ‖ − (ω − ω◦)`≥2 /∆(ω − ω◦)`≥2‖(Su−1,v
,/g) + ε4 , (14.3.99)

which follows easily from the bootstrap assumptions on the closeness of the metric and the spherical har-
monics to their round analogues.

This implies that the projection of (14.1.44) to ` ≥ 2 leads to the estimate

‖r3(ω − ω◦)`≥2‖Su−1,v
≤ 1

5
sup
v
‖r3T`≥2‖Su−1,v

+ ε0 + ε
3
2 . (14.3.100)

Projecting now the transport equation (14.1.21) to ` ≥ 2 and integrating yields (14.3.96) after inserting
the estimate (14.3.100) on the right hand side (and exploiting that r ≥ R−2 is large in the region under
consideration, see (1.3.19)). With this (14.3.97) and (14.3.98) are proven and we have shown the estimate
(14.3.5) for all terms containing T and ω − ω◦.

14.3.5.4 Estimating T

Commuting (14.1.23) with angular derivatives we see (using that µ†
`≥2

= 0 on CI
+

u−1
) that

Ω /∇4

(
A [N−1]r2 /D?2 /∇Ω2Tr2

)
=

Ω2
◦
r2

(A [N−1]r2 /D?2 /∇r3T ) +
4Ω2
◦

r2
A [N−1]r2 /D?2 /∇r3 (ω − ω◦) +

(out)

/EN+1
2 .

We integrate and use the estimates (14.3.97) and (14.3.98) on the right hand side. Finally, we conclude
using Proposition 14.3.2 with the fact that the estimate has already been shown for the ` = 0 and ` = 1
projections by Proposition 14.3.23 the estimate

sup
v
‖
[
r /∇
]N+1

(r2T )‖2Su−1,v
. ε2

0 + ε3 . (14.3.101)

With this we have shown the estimate (14.3.5) for all terms containing T .

14.3.5.5 Estimating ρ, σ and η

Integrating the Bianchi equations for ρ and σ as transport equations we find

sup
v
‖A [N−3]r2 /D?2 /D

?
1(r3ρ+ 2M,σ)‖2Su−1,v

. ε2
0 + ε3 . (14.3.102)

From the elliptic equations (14.1.43) and (14.1.41) we have using the gauge condition
(
µ†
)
`≥1

= 0,

r5 /D?2 /D
?
1

(
/divη, /curlη

)
= r2 /D?2 /D

?
1

(
−r3ρ− 2Mf +

1

2
r3χ̂χ̂− 1

2
Ω2
◦r

2T , r3σ − 1

2
r3χ̂ ∧ χ̂

)
,

from which we easily deduce using (14.3.102) and (14.3.101)

sup
v
‖A [N−3] /D?2 /D

?
1 /D1ηr

2‖2Su−1,v
. ε2

0 + ε3 . (14.3.103)

Commuting the equation (14.1.25) we first deduce the lower order estimate

sup
v
‖A [N−1]rΩ−1χ̂‖2Su−1,v

. ε2
0 + ε3 . (14.3.104)

Using this and (14.3.94) we obtain immediately from the flux estimates on Ψ = r5P of Proposition 13.3.11
and the relations of Proposition 3.4.1 the top order flux estimate∫ v∞

v(u−1,R−2)

dv̄
1

r2
‖A [N−2]r2 /D?2 /D

?
1

(
r3ρ+ 2Mf , r

3σ
)
‖2Su−1,v̄

. ε2
0 + ε3 (14.3.105)
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and revisiting the elliptic relation for η above also the flux estimate∫ v∞

v(u−1,R−2)

dv̄
1

r2
‖A [N−2]r3 /D?2 /D

?
1 /D1ηr

2‖2Su−1,v̄
. ε2

0 + ε3 . (14.3.106)

In view of Propositions 14.3.2, 14.3.3 and the estimates on the ` = 0, 1 modes in Proposition 14.3.23 now
we have shown the estimate (14.3.5) for all terms containing ρ− ρ◦, σ, η.

14.3.5.6 Estimating η

Commuting (14.1.30) with A [N−2]r2 /D?2 /∇ and using the gauge condition (6) on the right hand side (which
makes the µ†-term vanish) and the fact that µ`≥1 = 0 on Suf ,v∞ we deduce after integration bounds on N
derivatives of the linearised mass aspect, which easily translate (using also the commuted (14.1.41)) into the
following bounds:

sup
v
‖A [N−3]r2 /D?2 /D

?
1

(
r /divηr2, 0

)
‖2Su−1,v

. ε2
0 + ε3 (14.3.107)

and ∫ v∞

v(u−1,R−2)

dv̄
1

r2
‖A [N−2]r2 /D?2 /D

?
1

(
r /divηr2, 0

)
‖2Su−1,v̄

. ε2
0 + ε3 . (14.3.108)

We now note that the estimates remain valid if we replace 0 by r3 /curlη. In view of Proposition 14.3.3 and
the estimates on the ` = 0, 1 modes in Proposition 14.3.23 now we have shown the estimate (14.3.5)
for all terms containing η.

14.3.5.7 Estimating β, χ̂ and χ̂

From the estimates for ψ we deduce

sup
v
‖A [N−2]r /D?2(Ω−1βr2)‖2Su−1,v

. ε2
0 + ε3 (14.3.109)

and ∫ v∞

v(u−1,R−2)

dv̄
1

r2
‖A [N−1]r /D?2(Ω−1βr2)‖2Su−1,v̄

. ε2
0 + ε3 . (14.3.110)

The Codazzi equation (14.1.47) (cf. (1.2.18)) and previous estimates now lead to

sup
v
‖A [N ](Ω−1χ̂r)‖2Su−1,v

+

∫ v∞

v(u−1,R−2)

dv̄
1

r2
‖A [N+1](Ω−1χ̂r)‖2Su−1,v̄

. ε2
0 + ε3 . (14.3.111)

Similarly, the Codazzi equation (14.1.46) (cf. (1.2.19)) and previous estimates lead to

sup
v
‖A [N ](Ωχ̂r2)‖2Su−1,v

+

∫ v∞

v(u−1,R−2)

dv̄
1

r2
‖A [N+1](Ωχ̂r2)‖2Su−1,v̄

. ε2
0 + ε3 . (14.3.112)

With this, after invoking Proposition 14.3.1, we have shown the estimate (14.3.5) for all terms
containing β, χ̂ and χ̂.

This completes the proof of (14.3.5).

14.3.5.8 Estimating Y

We collect some estimates concerning the quantity Y introduced in (14.1.49).
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Corollary 14.3.24. The following estimates hold on CI
+

u−1
.

sup
v≥v(u−1,R−2)

‖A [N−1]Y ‖2Su−1,v
. ε2

0 + ε3 , (14.3.113)

sup
v≥v(u−1,R−2)

‖A [N−2]r2Ω /∇4Y ‖2Su−1,v
. ε2

0 + ε3 , (14.3.114)

∫ v∞

v(u−1,R−2)

‖r3−δA [N−2] /∇4Y ‖2Su−1,v
dv . ε2

0 + ε3 . (14.3.115)

Proof. The first estimate is a direct consequence of the expression (14.1.49) and the estimates already proven.
For the second estimate one computes Ω /∇4Y from the definition (14.1.49) using the relevant null structure
equations for χ̂, η and T after commuting Ω /∇4 through. Note that when inserting (14.1.23) one does not

produce linear terms with N+1 derivatives because gauge condition (6) implies /D?2 /∇µ† = 0. All linear terms
involve only N − 1 derivatives of curvature and N derivatives of Ricci-coefficients. The only non-linear term
with N + 1 derivatives involves N + 1 derivatives of T , which we control on spheres. Therefore, one deduces
the second estimate invoking the bounds proven on spheres. The third estimate follows from integrating the
second.

14.3.6 Estimates for the angular master energy for quantities in DI+

The purpose of this Section is to prove (14.3.6). We begin by estimating the ` = 0 and ` = 1 modes of all
quantities in Sections 14.3.6.1 and 14.3.6.2.

14.3.6.1 The ` = 0 modes

For the ` = 0 modes we prove a strong decay estimate.

Proposition 14.3.25. We have for any (u, v, θ) ∈ DI+

the following estimates

|r2T`=0|+ |r2(ω − ω◦)`=0|+ |r(Ω2 − Ω2
◦)`=0|+ |r3ρ`=0 + 2Mf | .

ε2

u2−δ (14.3.116)

and

|r2T `=0|+ |r(ω − ω◦)`=0| .
ε2

u2−δ . (14.3.117)

In addition,

|r3(ω − ω◦)`=0| .
ε2

u1−δ . (14.3.118)

Proof. The proof exploits that R � Mf in DI+

and will put an explicit constraint on R depending only
on Mf . Hence for the duration of the proof, we will denote dependences on R explicitly, while the implicit
constants in the notation . can here be chosen independently of the choice of R.

Step 1. We first establish the above estimates in the region A := DI+ ∩ {r ≥ 1
2u}. By our

choice of parameters R−2 >
1
2u−1 so that the hypersurface r = 1

2u does not intersect u = u−1 in DI+

.
For the proof, we let for fixed (u, v) ∈ WI+(uf ) ∩ {r ≥ 1

2u}

A?(u, v) := {(ū, v̄, θ) ∈ A with ū ≤ u and v̄ ≥ v}

and note that supA?(u,v)
1
r = 1

r(u,v) .
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Integrating the projected Bianchi equation for ρ,

Ω /∇4(r3(ρ− ρ◦)`=0 + f(u)) = 3MfT`=0 + (

(out)

/E1
2 )`=0 + Ω /∇4(r3(ρ− ρ◦)`=0)−

(
Ω /∇4(r3(ρ− ρ◦))

)
`=0

(14.3.119)

backwards from v = v∞, we have for any (u, v, θ) ∈ A

|r3(ρ− ρ◦)`=0 (u, v) + f(u)| . ε2

ru
+

3Mf

ru2−δ sup
A?(u,v)

|T`=0r
2u2−δ| , (14.3.120)

with the ε2

ru term on the right arising from |
(out)

/E1
2 | . ε2

r2u (cf. Proposition 14.2.8), Proposition 9.4.3 and
(14.3.50) for the term on v = v∞.

We now integrate the projected /∇3ω equation forwards from (u−1, v, θ) to (u, v, θ) ∈ A. From

Ω /∇3

(
(ω − ω◦)`=0 −

Ω2
◦
r3
F (u)

)
=− Ω2

◦
r3

(
r3(ρ− ρ◦)`=0 + f(u)

)
+

2Mf

r3

(
Ω2 − Ω2

◦
)
`=0
− Ω2

◦
r4

(
3− 4Mf

r

)
F (u)

+ (

(in)

/E0
4 )`=0 + Ω /∇3(ω − ω◦)`=0 −

(
Ω /∇3(ω − ω◦)

)
`=0

(14.3.121)

we derive∣∣∣(ω − ω◦)`=0 (u, v)− Ω2
◦
r3
F (u)

∣∣∣ . ε2

r4−δ +
supA? |r

(
Ω2 − Ω2

◦
)
`=0
|

r3
+

supA?(u,v) |T`=0r
2u2−δ|

r4
(14.3.122)

for all (u, v, θ) ∈ A, where we have used

• that the quantity in brackets on the left of (14.3.121) vanishes on u = u−1 by the gauge condition (7),

• (14.3.120) and |
(in)

/E0
4 | . ε2

r4u (cf. Proposition 14.2.8) as well as F (u) . ε2

u .

• Proposition 9.4.3 which implies that |Ω /∇3(ω − ω◦)`=0 −
(
Ω /∇3(ω − ω◦)

)
`=0
| . ε2

r4u .

Integrating backwards from v = v∞ the equation

Ω /∇4

(
Ω2 − Ω2

◦
)
`=0

= 2Ω2
◦(ω − ω◦)`=0 −

2Mf

r3

(
Ω2 − Ω2

◦
)
`=0

+ 2
[(

Ω2 − Ω2
◦
)

(ω − ω◦)
]
`=0

+ Ω /∇4

(
Ω2 − Ω2

◦
)
`=0
−
(
Ω /∇4

(
Ω2 − Ω2

◦
))
`=0

, (14.3.123)

we deduce after inserting (14.3.122) and using Proposition 9.4.3 and the fact that the initial term on v = v∞
vanishes by the gauge condition (5), that we have∣∣∣ (Ω2 − Ω2

◦
)
`=0

(u, v)
∣∣∣ . ε2

r2u1−δ +
1

r2
sup
A?
|r
(
Ω2 − Ω2

◦
)
`=0
|+ 1

r3
sup
A?(u,v)

|T`=0r
2u2−δ| (14.3.124)

and hence in particular

sup
A?(u,v)

∣∣∣r (Ω2 − Ω2
◦
)
`=0

(u, v)
∣∣∣ . ε2

ru1−δ +
1

r2
sup
A?(u,v)

|T`=0r
2u2−δ| , (14.3.125)

which allows to simplify (14.3.122) to∣∣∣(ω − ω◦)`=0 (u, v)− Ω2
◦
r3
F (u)

∣∣∣ . ε2

r4−δ +
1

r4
sup
A?(u,v)

|T`=0r
2u2−δ| (14.3.126)
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and

|(ω − ω◦)`=0 (u, v) | . ε2

r3−δu
+

1

r4
sup
A?(u,v)

|T`=0r
2u2−δ| . (14.3.127)

Note that since we are in the region A, we could replace r3−δ by v3−δ, something that will be convenient to
do below. We finally project (14.1.21) to ` = 0,

Ω /∇4((Ω−2r2T )`=0) = r(ω − ω◦)`=0 + (

(out)

/E0
2 )`=0 + Ω /∇4((Ω−2r2T )`=0)−

(
Ω /∇4((Ω−2r2T )

)
`=0

, (14.3.128)

and integrate backwards from v = v∞. Inserting the previous estimates and using (9.4.12) we conclude

|r2T`=0 (u, v) | . ε2

u2
+

ε2

r1−δu
+

1

r2
sup
A?(u,v)

|T`=0r
2u2−δ| (14.3.129)

for all (u, v, θ) ∈ A. Multiplying by u2−δ and using that |ur−1| ≤ 2 in A, we finally conclude

sup
A?(u,v)

|r2T`=0u
2−δ| . ε2, (14.3.130)

provided R−δC < 1
2 where C is the constant implicit in (14.3.129), which can easily be computed explicitly.

Since (u, v) was arbitrary we have this estimate in all of A. The estimates (14.3.116) now follow in A by
revisiting (14.3.125), (14.3.127) and (14.3.120). The estimate (14.3.118) follows from (14.3.126). To show
(14.3.117) in A we integrate

Ω /∇4 ((ω − ω◦)`=0) =− Ω2
◦(ρ− ρ◦)`=0 +

2Mf

r3

(
Ω2 − Ω2

◦
)
`=0

+

(out)

/E0
4 + Ω /∇4(ω − ω◦)`=0 −

(
Ω /∇4(ω − ω◦)

)
`=0

(14.3.131)

from v = v∞ (where we have |(ω − ω◦)`=0| ≤ ε2

r2u by (14.3.52)) to conclude the bound claimed. For T we
integrate the projected equation (14.1.22),

Ω /∇4

(
Ω2Tr

)
`=0

=Ω2
◦T`=0 + 4Ω2

◦ (ω − ω◦)`=0 +
2Ω2
◦

r2

(
r3(ρ− ρ◦)`=0 −

1

2
(r3χ̂χ̂)`=0

)
+ (

(out)

/E0
3 )`=0

+ Ω /∇4

(
Ω2Tr

)
`=0
−
(
Ω /∇4

(
Ω2Tr

))
`=0

, (14.3.132)

to obtain (
Ω2Tr

)
`=0

(u, v) .
ε2

ru2−δ ,

from which the estimate claimed for T follows easily.
Step 2. We now establish the estimates in the region B = DI+ ∩ {r ≤ 1

2u}.
Note that in B we have u ≤ v ≤ 2u. Note also that from R−2 >

1
2u−1, the past ingoing cone through any

sphere in B intersects {r = 1
2u} (and so does the future outgoing cone). For the proof, it is useful to define

for (u, v) ∈ WI+(uf ) ∩ {r ≤ 1
2u} the set

B?(u, v) := {(ū, v̄, θ) ∈ B with ū ≤ u and v̄ ≥ v}.

Note that inf(u′,v′)∈B?(u,v) u
′ ≥ 1

3u so the u value in B?(u, v) is everywhere comparable to u itself.

Integrating (14.3.119) (now dropping the f(u) on the left) from r = 1
2u (where r ∼ u ∼ v) yields

|r3ρ`=0(u, v) + 2M | . ε2

u2−δ +
1

R
sup
B?(u,v)

|T`=0r
2| for all (u, v, θ) ∈ B ,
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where we have used |
(out)

/E1
2 | . ε2

u2−δr1+δ from Proposition 14.2.8. Integrating the ω − ω◦ equation (14.3.121)

(again with all terms involving F (u) and f(u) removed on both sides) forwards from {r = 1
2u} yields

|(ω − ω◦)`=0 (u, v) | . ε2

v3−δu
+

ε2

r2u2
+

1

r3
sup
B?(u,v)

∣∣∣r (Ω2 − Ω2
◦
)
`=0

∣∣∣+
1

r2R
sup
B?(u,v)

|T`=0r
2| ,

where we have used |
(in)

/E0
4 + Ω /∇3(ω − ω◦)`=0 −

(
Ω /∇3(ω − ω◦)

)
`=0
| . ε2

r2u2 and the first term arises from the

initial term on r = 1
2u.7 Integrating (14.3.123) we find

sup
B?(u,v)

∣∣∣r (Ω2 − Ω2
◦
)
`=0

(u, v)
∣∣∣ . ε2

u2−δ +
1

R
sup
B?(u,v)

|T`=0r
2| , (14.3.133)

and hence

|(ω − ω◦)`=0 (u, v) | . ε2

v3−δu
+

ε2

r2u2
+

1

r2R
sup
B?(u,v)

|T`=0r
2| .

Integrating backwards (14.3.128) from r = 1
2u we deduce

|r2T`=0 (u, v) | . ε2

u2−δ +
1

r
sup
B?(u,v)

|T`=0r
2| for all (u, v, θ) ∈ B, (14.3.134)

and hence, provided R−1C < 1
2 with C the constant implicit in (14.3.134),

sup
B?(u,v)

|r2T`=0 (u, v) | . ε2

u2−δ . (14.3.135)

Since (u, v) was arbitrary, we have shown the estimate in all of B and hence in all of DI+

. The estimates for
(ω − ω◦)`=0, (Ω2 − Ω◦)`=0 and r3ρ`=0 + 2M now follow as before by revisiting the conditional estimates of
Step 2. Integrating (14.3.131) and (14.3.132) from r = 1

2u using the previous estimates establishes also the
bounds for T and ω − ω◦. This ends the proof.

14.3.6.2 The ` = 1 modes

We now turn to the ` = 1 modes. Key is an improved estimate for ( /curlη)`=1. For all other (independent)
quantities we confine ourselves with the standard u−1 decay, see Proposition 14.3.27 below.

Proposition 14.3.26. We have for any (u, v, θ) ∈ DI+

the estimates

‖r5 /curl ((Ωβ)`=1 − (Ωβ)Kerr)) ‖Su,v + ‖r3 /curl
(
(Ω−1β)`=1 − (Ω−1β)Kerr

)
‖Su,v .

ε2

u3/2
(14.3.136)

‖r3 (σ`=1 − σKerr) ‖Su,v .
ε2

u2
(14.3.137)

and

‖r3 /curl(η`=1 − ηKerr)‖Su,v + ‖r3 /curl(η
`=1
− η

Kerr
)‖Su,v .

ε2

u3/2
. (14.3.138)

Finally, on u = uf all estimates hold with the improved rate ε2(uf )−2.

7Note that when integrating u−γ along the constant v hypersurface in B we call pull out u−γ from the integral because in
B, the infimum and the supremum of u along that hypersurface are comparable. Moreover, note that r is decreasing towards
the future along that hypersurface.
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Proof. We recall from (14.3.90) the projected equations

Ω /∇4

(
r5( /divΩ−1β)`=1

)
= (

(out)

/E1
2 )`=1 −

[(
Ω /∇4

(
r5 /div(Ω−1β)

))
`=1
− Ω /∇4

(
r5 /div(Ω−1β)

)
`=1

]
, (14.3.139)

Ω /∇4

(
r5( /curlΩ−1β)`=1 − r5Ω−2

◦ ( /curl(Ωβ)Kerr)
)

= +3Mf

1∑
m=−1

amI+Ω /∇4

(
r2 /∆Y `=1

m

)
+ (

(out)

/E1
2 )`=1 (14.3.140)

−
[(

Ω /∇4

(
r5 /curl(Ω−1β)

))
`=1
− Ω /∇4

(
r5 /curl(Ω−1β)

)
`=1

]
.

In fact, we need to be slightly more precise about the terms appearing in

(out)

/E1
2 . It is easy to check that the

terms in

(out)

/E1
2 are either actually

(out)

/E1
5/2 or each summand in the remaining terms will contain at least one

factor from
(in)

Φp . This special structure leads to the estimate ‖
(out)

/E1
2 ‖Su,v . ε2r−3/2u−2 (while without it only

‖
(out)

/E1
2 ‖Su,v . ε2r−3/2u−3/2 would hold). Using also the estimate of Proposition 9.4.3 we conclude that the

entire right hand sides of the above two equations satisfy ‖RHS‖Su,v . ε2r−3/2u−2. In view of the estimates
on v = v∞ for the initial term (14.3.36), (14.3.37) we therefore conclude the estimates

‖r5( /divΩβ)`=1‖Su,v .
ε2

u
and ‖r5( /curlΩβ)`=1 − r5 /curl(Ωβ)Kerr‖Su,v .

ε2

u3/2
, (14.3.141)

with an improvement to ε2

u2 on u = uf for the latter estimate, in view of the improvement of the estimate for
the initial term (14.3.36) in Proposition 14.3.10. The /curl-part of the Codazzi equation (1.2.18) projected
to ` = 1 as well as /curl(η + η) = 0 now provide the bounds claimed on /curlη and /curlη. The equation

σ = /curlη + 1
2 χ̂ ∧ χ̂ provides the bound on σ and the other Codazzi equation the bound on /curlΩ−1β.

Proposition 14.3.27. We have for any (u, v, θ) ∈ DI+

the following estimates

‖r2T`=1‖Su,v + ‖r2(ω − ω◦)`=1‖Su,v+‖r(Ω2 − Ω2
◦)`=1‖Su,v

+‖r3ρ`=1‖Su,v + ‖r5( /divΩβ)`=1‖Su,v .
ε2

u
(14.3.142)

and

‖r2T `=1‖Su,v + ‖r(ω − ω◦)`=1‖Su,v

+‖r3( /divη)`=1‖Su,v + ‖r3( /divη)`=1‖Su,v + ‖r3( /divΩ−1β)`=1‖Su,v .
ε2

u
. (14.3.143)

In addition,

‖r3(ω − ω◦)`=1‖Su,v . ε2 . (14.3.144)

Proof. Note the bound on β was already obtained in (14.3.141). The proof proceeds very similarly to
Proposition 14.3.25. We use the notation of the regions etc. from that proof (in particular . does not
involve constants that depend on R) and streamline the argument, which is easier here as we are not aiming
for improved decay.

Step 1. Estimates in A. The analogue of the (now to ` = 1) projected propagation equation contains an
additional term r3( /divΩβ)`=1 on the right hand side, for which we have just proven the estimate (14.3.141).
Therefore, we have

‖r3(ρ− ρ◦)`=1‖Su,v .
ε2

u2
+

1

ru
sup

(u′,v′)∈A?(u,v)

‖T`=1r
2u‖Su′,v′ , (14.3.145)
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for all (u, v, θ) ∈ A. Integrating the projected Ω /∇3(ω − ω◦)`=1 equation yields or all (u, v, θ) ∈ A

‖(ω − ω◦)`=1‖Su,v .
ε2

r3
+

supA?(u,v) ‖u · r
(
Ω2 − Ω2

◦
)
`=1
‖Su′,v′

r4−δ +
supA?(u,v) ‖T`=1r

2u‖Su′,v′
r4−δ , (14.3.146)

where we write shorthand supA?(u,v) for sup(u′,v′)∈A?(u,v). Integrating
(
Ω2 − Ω2

◦
)
`=1

backwards using (14.3.40)
for the initial term gives

‖
(
Ω2 − Ω2

◦
)
`=1
‖Su′,v′ .

ε2

ru
+

1

r3−δ sup
A?(u,v)

‖u · r
(
Ω2 − Ω2

◦
)
`=1
‖Su′,v′ +

1

r3−δ sup
A?(u,v)

‖T`=1r
2u‖Su′,v′

and hence in particular

sup
A?(u,v)

‖u · r
(
Ω2 − Ω2

◦
)
`=1
‖Su′,v′ . ε

2 +
1

r1−δ sup
A?(u,v)

‖T`=0r
2u‖Su′,v′ , (14.3.147)

and

‖(ω − ω◦)`=1‖Su,v .
ε2

r3
+

1

r4−δ sup
A?(u,v)

‖T`=1r
2u‖Su′,v′ (14.3.148)

holds in A. Integrating backwards the ` = 1 analogue of (14.3.128) yields (using (14.3.32) for the initial
term)

‖r2T`=1‖Su,v .
ε2

r
+

1

r2−δ sup
A?(u,v)

‖T`=1r
2u‖Su′,v′ (14.3.149)

for all (u, v, θ) ∈ A. Multiplying by u and using that |ur−1| ≤ 2 in A we conclude

sup
A?(u,v)

‖r2T`=1u‖Su′,v′ . ε
2, (14.3.150)

provided R−2+δC < 1
2 where C is the constant implicit in (14.3.149). Since (u, v) was arbitrary we have this

estimate in all of A. Revisiting the estimates shows (14.3.142) and (14.3.144) in A. Applying r4 /div to the
Codazzi equation (1.2.18) and projecting to ` = 1 immediately establishes the estimate for r3 /divη

`=1
after

using that ‖r4 /∆T`=1‖Su,v . ε2

u by (14.3.130) and Proposition 9.4.2. We next integrate

Ω /∇4

(
r2( /divη)`=1

)
=

Ω2
◦
r2
r3( /divη)`=1 − r2( /divΩβ)`=1 + (

(out)

/E1
3 )`=0 + Ω /∇4

(
r2( /divη)`=1

)
−
(
Ω /∇4

(
r2 /divη

))
`=1

(14.3.151)

from infinity (using (14.3.30)) to establish ‖(r3 /divη)`=1‖Su,v . ε2

u . The estimates for the ` = 1 part of T ,
ω − ω◦ and /divΩ−1β easily follow from their projected propagation equations in the 4-direction and the
estimates already shown.

Step 2. Estimates in B.
Integrating the ` = 1 analogue of (14.3.119) from r = 1

2u (where r ∼ u ∼ v) and using (14.3.145) for the
initial term yields

‖r3ρ`=1(u, v)‖Su,v .
ε2

u2
+
ε2

ru
+

1

R
sup
B?(u,v)

‖T`=1r
2‖Su′,v′ for all (u, v, θ) ∈ B .

Integrating the projected Ω /∇3(ω − ω◦)`=1 equation forwards from {r = 1
2u} yields

‖(ω − ω◦)`=1‖Su,v .
ε2

v3
+

ε2

r3u
+

1

r3
sup
B?(u,v)

‖r
(
Ω2 − Ω2

◦
)
`=1
‖Su′,v′ +

1

r2R
sup
B?(u,v)

‖T`=1r
2‖Su′,v′ .
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Integrating the ` = 1 analogue of (14.3.123) we find

sup
B?(u,v)

‖r
(
Ω2 − Ω2

◦
)
`=1
‖Su′,v′ .

ε2

u
+

1

R
sup
B?(u,v)

‖T`=1r
2‖Su′,v′ , (14.3.152)

and hence

‖(ω − ω◦)`=1‖Su,v .
ε2

v3
+

ε2

r3u
+

1

r2R
sup
B?(u,v)

‖T`=1r
2‖Su′,v′ .

Integrating backwards the ` = 1 analogue of (14.3.128) from r = 1
2u we deduce

‖r2T`=1‖Su,v .
ε2

u
+

1

r
sup
B?(u,v)

‖T`=1r
2‖Su′,v′ for all (u, v, θ) ∈ B, (14.3.153)

and hence, provided R−1C < 1
2 with C the constant implicit in (14.3.153),

sup
B?(u,v)

‖r2T`=1‖Su′,v′ .
ε2

u
. (14.3.154)

Since (u, v) was arbitrary, we have shown the estimate in all of B and hence in all of DI+

. The estimates
for (ω − ω◦)`=1, (Ω2 −Ω◦)`=1 and r3ρ`=1 + 2M now follow as before by revisiting the conditional estimates
of Step 2. The estimate for ( /divη)`=1 again follows from Codazzi and the one for ( /divη)`=1 again straight
from the propagation equation (14.3.151).

Integrating the ` = 1 analogue of (14.3.131) and (14.3.132) from r = 1
2u using the previous estimates

establishes also the bounds for T and ω − ω◦. The estimate for /divΩ−1β easily follows again from their
propagation equations in the 4-direction. This ends the proof.

From Proposition 14.3.25 and (14.3.141) we conclude in particular (referring back to the terms in the
second line of the energy (6.1.15) and in the last line of the energy (6.1.16)):

The estimate (14.3.6) has been shown for all terms containing explicitly the ` = 0, 1 modes.

14.3.6.3 Estimating χ̂

Proposition 14.3.28. For any u ∈ [u−1, uf ] we have for s = 0, 1 the integrated decay estimates∫ uf

u

dū

∫ v∞

v(ū,R−2)

dv̄
1

r1+δ
‖A [N+1−s]χ̂Ωr2‖2Sū,v̄ .

(ε0)2 + ε3

us
. (14.3.155)

Along any ingoing cone CI
+

v (u) ∈ DI+

we have for s = 0, 1∫
CI

+
v (u)

dū‖A [N+1−s]χ̂Ωr2‖2Sū,v .
(ε0)2 + ε3

us
. (14.3.156)

On spheres we have for s = 0, 1, 2

∥∥A [N−s]χ̂Ωr2
∥∥2

Su,v
.

(ε0)2 + ε3

umin( 1
2 +s,2)

. (14.3.157)

Along any outgoing cone we have the flux estimate∫ ∞
v(u,R−2)

dv̄
1

r2
‖A [N+1]χ̂Ωr2‖2Su,v̄ . (ε0)2 + ε3 . (14.3.158)

In particular, in view of Proposition 14.3.1

The estimate (14.3.6) has been shown for all terms containing χ̂.

324



Remark 14.3.29. As the proof will reveal, the estimates (14.3.155) and (14.3.156) also hold for s = 2
provided the decay rate on the right is changed to 2− 2δ.

Proof. We first note that it suffices to establish all estimates with χ̂
Ω in place of χ̂Ω. This follows easily from

the estimates on the non-linear errors caused by the difference of these quantities, cf. Proposition 14.2.8.
Step 1: Renormalised quantity and propagation equation. We introduce the renormalised quantity

Z := −3M

r
r2χ̂Ω−1 − r3 /D?2η +

1

2
r2 /D?2 /∇(Ω−2r2T ) = r2 /D?2 /div

(
χ̂r2Ω−1

)
+ rΩ−2Π + Ω−2

(out)

/E1
1 (14.3.159)

with the second equality following from (14.1.46) recalling Π = r3Ωψ. Clearly, in view of the second equality,
estimates on Z will translate into estimates on χ̂ using estimates on the almost gauge invariant quantity Π.
We compute (using the null structure equations and noting that the linear term in ω − ω◦ appearing from
(14.1.21) and (1.2.13) cancels) the schematic propagation equation

Ω /∇4Z = −Π + 3MAΩ−2 +
∑

k1+k2≤2
Φp1

,Φp2
∈{χ̂,T}

hk1,k2,Φp1 ,Φp2
Ω−2r2[r /∇]k1Φp1

[r /∇]k2Φp2
+ Ω−2

(out)

/E1
2 . (14.3.160)

Here implicit in the sum involving the admissible coefficient functions hk1,k2,Φp1 ,Φp2
are various contractions

with the metric /g (to produce a symmetric traceless tensor) that we do not keep track of. Commuting yields

Ω /∇4

(
A [N−1−s]Z

)
= −A [N−1−s]Π +

3M

Ω2
A [N−1−s]A+

∑
k1+k2≤N+1−s
Φp1

,Φp2
∈{χ̂,T}

Ω−2r2[r /∇]k1Φp1
[r /∇]k2Φp2

+ Ω−2

(out)

/EN−s2 ,

(14.3.161)

where we recall A = rΩ2α and we have further abused notation and suppressed the admissible coefficient
functions multiplying each term in the sum.
Step 2: Estimates for the right hand side and boundary terms

(1) (Error estimates) Denoting the last two terms in (14.3.161) momentarily by “NLs” we have for any s∫ v∞

v

dv̄‖NLs‖2Su,v̄r
1+δ .

ε3

u2−δs0
,

∫ uf

u

dū

∫ v∞

v(ū,R−2)

dv̄r1+δ‖NLs‖2Sū,v̄ .
ε3

u2
. (14.3.162)

This follows easily from the error estimates of Proposition 14.2.8 and the flux estimate of Lemma 14.2.12
for the top order derivative term in the sum. For the spacetime integral one uses in addition the bootstrap
assumption on N + 1 angular derivatives of χ̂ and T .

(2) (Almost gauge invariant quantities) From Theorem C.4, we have, for any u ∈ [u−1, uf ] and s = 0, 1, 2,
the flux estimates∫ v∞

v

dv̄‖A [N−s]A‖2Su,v̄r
1+δ .

(ε0)2 + ε4

us
,

∫ v∞

v

dv̄‖A [N−1−s]Π‖2Su,v̄r
1+δ .

(ε0)2 + ε3

us

as well as the spacetime estimates∫ uf

u

dū

∫ v∞

v(ū,R−2)

dv̄r1+δ‖A [N−s]A‖2Sū,v̄ .
(ε0)2 + ε3

us
for s = 0, 1, 2,∫ uf

u

dū

∫ v∞

v(ū,R−2)

dv̄r1+δ‖A [N−1−s]Π‖2Sū,v̄ .
(ε0)2 + ε3

us
for s = 0, 1,∫ uf

u

dū

∫ v∞

v(ū,R−2)

dv̄r1+δ‖A [N−3]Π‖2Sū,v̄ .
(ε0)2 + ε3

u2−2δ
. (14.3.163)
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(3) (boundary terms on CI
+

v∞
) From estimates of Propositions 14.3.6, 14.3.8 and 14.3.15, we have on CI

+

v∞
the estimates

‖A [N−1−s]Z‖2Su,v∞ .
(ε0)2 + ε3

us
,

∫ uf

u

dū‖A [N−1−s]Z‖2Sū,v∞ .
(ε0)2 + ε3

us
. (14.3.164)

Step 3: Completing the proof. Using (1)–(3) above, the desired estimates follow: We contract (14.3.161)
with (1− r−δ)A [N−1−s]Z and integrate successively over the following regions

1. DI+

(u) (to obtain the spacetime integral)

2. DI+

(u) ∩ J+(CI
+

v (u)) (to produce the boundary term on the ingoing cone CI
+

v (u)) .

After an integration by parts with the boundary term controlled by (3) we produce a spacetime term with
a favourable sign on the left of the form

δ

∫ uf

u

dū

∫ v∞

v(ū,R−2)

dv̄r−1−δ‖A [N−1−s]Z‖2Sū,v̄ .

Applying Cauchy–Schwarz to the terms borrowing from this spacetime term and using the estimates from
(1) and (2) above yields for s = 0, 1 the estimate∫

CI
+
v (u)

dū
∥∥∥A [N−1−s]Z

∥∥∥2

Sū,v
+

∫ uf

u

dū

∫ v∞

v(ū,R−2)

dv̄r−1−δ‖A [N−1−s]Z‖2Sū,v̄ .
(ε0)2 + ε3

us
. (14.3.165)

The estimate also holds for s = 2 provided the decay rate is changed to 2− 2δ.
Following the same argument but integrating now only over a fixed cone CI

+

u we also obtain for s = 0, 1, 2∥∥∥A [N−1−s]Z
∥∥∥2

Su,v
+

∫ v∞

v(u,R−2)

dv̄r−1−δ‖A [N−1−s]Z‖2Su,v̄ .
(ε0)2 + ε3

us
. (14.3.166)

Using the relation (14.3.159), the above estimates on Z readily translate into estimates for r2Ω−1χ̂ using
the estimates on the almost gauge invariant quantity Π from Theorem C.4.

We conclude with an L1-estimate for χ̂ along the outgoing cones CI
+

u which will be useful when estimating
the metric components later.

Corollary 14.3.30. For any u ∈ [u−1, uf ] and v > v(u,R−2) we have for s = 0, 1, 2 the estimate∫ v∞

v

dv̄‖
[
r /∇
]N+1−s

(Ωχ̂)‖Su,v̄ .
ε0 + ε

3
2

r · us/2
. (14.3.167)

Proof. Note that we have

∫ v∞

v

dv̄‖A [N−1−s]r2 /D?2 /div(Ωχ̂)‖Su,v̄ =

∫ v∞

v

dv̄‖A [N−1−s] 1

r2
(Ω2Z − rΠ−

(out)

/E1
1 )‖Su,v̄ .

ε0 + ε
3
2

r · us/2
,

where the equality follows from (14.3.159) and the estimate from Proposition 14.2.8 on the non-linear error,
the estimate (14.3.166) on Z and using Cauchy–Schwarz on the term involving Π so that its flux appearing
in Theorem C.4 can be exploited. Applying Proposition 14.3.1 to the left hand side the result follows.

14.3.6.4 Estimating β

Using that the bootstrap estimates have been improved for χ̂ we can improve them for β using the control
of the ` = 1 modes from Propositions 14.3.26 and 14.3.27 and the almost gauge invariant quantity ψ.

Proposition 14.3.31.
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The estimate (14.3.6) has been shown for all terms containing β.

Proof. Note that using the estimates of Propositions 14.3.26 and 14.3.27 on the ` = 1 mode of β it suffices
in view of Proposition 14.3.3 to obtain estimates for A [N−1−s] /D∗2β. To obtain the latter we recall from the
proof of Proposition 3.4.6 the relation

/D∗2Ωβ = Πr−3 +
3M

r3
Ωχ̂+

1

2
(−3(ρ− ρ◦)Ωχ̂− 3σΩ∗χ̂) + E0

6 .

We commute this with A [N−1−s] and use the estimates of Proposition 14.3.28 on χ̂ and the estimates on
the almost gauge invariant quantity Π from Theorem C.4 for the linear terms. The non-linear term E0

6 is
controlled using Propositions 14.2.9 and 14.2.10. For the other non-linear terms note in particular that we
have ingoing flux estimates for ρ and σ from the bootstrap assumptions and also such estimates for Ωχ̂ from
(14.3.156).

14.3.6.5 Estimating χ̂

The quantity χ̂ will be estimated from the quantity B which in turn will be estimated from its propagation
equation in the 3-direction (14.1.55).

Proposition 14.3.32. We have in DI+

the estimates

‖A [N−3]B‖Su,v + ‖A [N−1]Y ‖Su,v . ε0 + ε
3
2 . (14.3.168)

Proof. The estimate for B follows directly from (14.1.55) noting the non-linear error estimate (14.2.31). For
the most difficult linear error term on the right hand side of (14.1.55) note that by Cauchy–Schwarz∫ u

u−1

dū‖A [N−3]Ǎ‖Sū,v .

√∫ u

u−1

dū‖A [N−3]Ǎ‖2Sū,v ū1+δ . ε0 + ε
3
2 , (14.3.169)

with the last estimate following from Theorem C.4. Once the estimate holds for B, the relation (14.1.54)
implies it for Y using the estimates on Ψ̌ and ψ̌ from Theorem C.4 and Corollary 13.9.2.

Corollary 14.3.33. We have in DI+

the estimates

sup
DI+

‖A [N ]rΩ−1χ̂‖Su,v +

√∫ uf

u−1

dū‖A [N+1]rΩ−1χ̂‖2Sū,v . ε0 + ε
3
2 . (14.3.170)

Proof. This follows directly the relation (14.1.50), and estimates on ψ̌ of Theorem C.4. For the flux estimate

start from the fact that we control
∫
dū 1

r2 ‖A [N−1]Y ‖2Sū,v from (14.3.168) and (14.1.50).

For Ω /∇4B we have estimates on spheres

Proposition 14.3.34. We have in DI+

the estimates

‖Ω /∇4A
[N−5]B‖Su,v .

ε0 + ε
3
2

v2
+
ε0 + ε

3
2

r5/4u
. (14.3.171)

The same estimate holds for any order of the derivatives Ω /∇4 and A [N−5] in the above.

Proof. Note first that on u = u−1 we have by (14.3.114) the bound

‖Ω /∇4A
[N−5]B‖Su−1,v

.
ε0 + ε

3
2

v2
.

Integrating (14.1.60) along a hypersurface of fixed constant v, we use that by Theorem C.4 for i = 1, ..., N−5∫ u

u−1

dū
1

r3
‖A [i]Ψ̌‖Sū,v +

1

r2
‖A [i]Π̌‖Sū,v +

1

r2
‖Ǎ[i]A‖Sū,v .

ε0 + ε
3
2

v2
+
ε0 + ε

3
2

r5/4u
. (14.3.172)
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Combining this with (14.2.33) the estimate follows. For the interchange of derivatives, note that the com-
mutator terms that arise can be controlled by (14.3.168) and the u-decay of the lower order terms arising in
the commutator formula of Lemma 3.3.1.

Corollary 14.3.35. We have

‖A [N−5]B‖Su,v + ‖A [N−3]Y ‖Su,v .
ε0 + ε

3
2

u
(14.3.173)

and for s = 0, 1

‖A [N−1−s]rΩ−1χ̂‖Su,v .
ε0 + ε

3
2

u
s+1

2

. (14.3.174)

Proof. For the bound on B we first observe that it holds for ‖A [N−5]B‖Su,v∞ by Corollary 14.3.22, the
relation (14.1.54) and Theorem C.4 (Theorem C.3 is also sufficient, the estimate on spheres is easily obtained
from Sobolev embedding and the control of the fluxes on v = v∞). We then integrate backwards along
constant u using the estimate (14.3.171) to finish the proof.

To obtain the bound on Y , we first prove it for Y replaced by Y
r . In this case, the bound follows directly

from the relation (14.1.54) and use Theorem C.4.8 With this weaker bound, the bound on rΩ−1χ̂ already
follows from (14.1.50). Finally, to get the estimate claimed for Y , note that by Propositions 3.4.1 and

3.4.3 we have ‖A [N−5] r
ř Ψ̌‖ . ‖A [N−5]Ψ‖+ ‖A [N−5]rΩ−1χ̂‖+ 1

r‖A
[N−5]r2Ωχ̂‖+ ε0+ε

3
2

u . ε0+ε
3
2

u , the last
inequality following in view of what we have already proven (in particular on rχ̂). Now revisit the relation

(14.1.54) with the improved estimate on ‖A [N−5] r
ř Ψ̌‖ to deduce the estimate for Y .

We next prove an integrated decay estimate for /∇4B which will then produce an integrated decay estimate
for B via a Hardy inequality, see Corollary 14.3.37.

Proposition 14.3.36. We have the top-order estimate

sup
u∈[u−1,uf ]

∫ v∞

v(u,R−2)

dv̄ r2+δ‖Ω /∇4A
[N−4]B‖2Sū,v̄∫ uf

u−1

dū

∫ v∞

v(ū,R−2)

dv̄ r1+δ‖Ω /∇4A
[N−4]B‖2Sū,v̄ . ε

2
0 + ε3 (14.3.175)

and the lower order integrated decay estimate∫ uf

u

dū

∫ v∞

v(ū,R−2)

dv̄ r1−δ‖Ω /∇4A
[N−5]B‖2Sū,v̄ .

ε2
0 + ε3

u
(14.3.176)

Finally, both estimates hold interchanging the order of Ω /∇4 and the angular operator A [N−4] (and A [N−5]

respectively) in the above.

Proof. The second estimate is a direct consequence of (14.3.171) using that v > u in DI+

.
For the first estimate we derive from (14.1.60) upon contraction with r2+δΩ /∇4A

[N−4]B and integration

over DI+

(u) the estimate

sup
[u−1,uf ]

∫ v∞

v(ū,R−2)

dv̄ r2+δ‖Ω /∇4A
[N−4]B‖2Sū,v̄

+

∫ uf

u−1

dū

∫ v∞

v(ū,R−2)

dv̄ r1+δ‖Ω /∇4A
[N−4]B‖2Sū,v̄ . ε

2
0 + ε3 , (14.3.177)

8The reason we can a priori only establish the weaker estimate is that only know 1
r
‖Ψ̌‖Su,v .

ε0+ε
3
2

u
from Theorems C.3

and C.4. After having proven the estimate for rχ̂, we also have ‖Ψ̌‖Su,v .
ε0+ε

3
2

u
and hence the stronger estimate for Y .
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where we have ignored the favourable boundary term on r = R−2. To prove (14.3.177), we first note the
estimates for the error-term (for any γ > 0) ∫

DI+∩{r≥ 1
2u}

dudvdθE
[
Ω /∇4A

[N−4]B
]
r2+δΩ /∇4A[N−4]B

. Cγ

∫
DI+∩{r≥ 1

2u}
dudvdθu1+δr2+δ|E

[
Ω /∇4A

[N−4]B
]
|2 + γ sup

[u−1,u]

∫ v∞

v(ū,R−2)

dv̄ r2+δ‖Ω /∇4A
[N−4]B‖2Sū,v̄

and ∫
DI+∩{r≤ 1

2u}
dudvdθE

[
Ω /∇4A

[N−4]B
]
r2+δΩ /∇4A[N−4]B

. Cγ

∫
DI+∩{r≤ 1

2u}
dudvdθr3+δ|E

[
Ω /∇4A

[N−4]B
]
|2 + γ

∫ u

u−1

dū

∫ v∞

v(ū,R−2)

dv̄ r1+δ‖Ω /∇4A
[N−4]B‖2Sū,v̄ .

The first term in both estimates is easily controlled by (14.2.34) while the second one is absorbed on the left
for sufficiently small γ. The “linear” terms∫

DI+
dudvdθ

(
h3A

[N−4]Ψ̌ + h2A
[N−4]Π̌ + h2A

[N−4]Ǎ
)
r2+δΩ /∇4A

[N−4]B (14.3.178)

can be handled similarly using again Cauchy–Schwarz and the estimates of Theorem C.4 for the almost
gauge invariant quantities. For the term on the data u = u−1 we use the estimate (14.3.115) in conjunction
with (14.1.54) and Theorem C.4. This proves the desired estimate. The claim about the interchange of
derivatives follows easily from the commutator formula, the lower order bootstrap assumptions on spheres
and Proposition 14.3.32.

Corollary 14.3.37. We have for s = 0, 1∫ uf

u

dū

∫ v∞

v(ū,R−2)

dv̄ r−1−δ‖A [N−4−s]B‖2Sū,v̄ .
ε2

0 + ε3

us
, (14.3.179)∫ uf

u

dū

∫ v∞

v(ū,R−2)

dv̄ r−1−δ‖|A [N−2−s]Y ‖2Sū,v̄ .
ε2

0 + ε3

us
. (14.3.180)

Proof. Note that for s = 1 both estimates follow directly from Corollary 14.3.35. For B and s = 0 the result
follows from the following Hardy inequality: Let f be a smooth symmetric traceless tensor on Su,v. Then

we have for any u−1 ≤ u ≤ uf and any fixed R−2 ≤ R̂ ≤ R the inequality∫ uf

u

dū

∫ v∞

v(ū,R̂)

dv̄dθ
1

r1+δ
‖f‖2Sū,v̄ +

∫ uf

u

dudθ‖f‖2Su,v(u,R̂)

.
∫ uf

u

dū

∫ v∞

v(ū,R̂)

dv̄dθ r1+δ‖Ω /∇4f‖2Sū,v̄ +

∫ uf

u

∫
S

dūdθ‖f‖2Sū,v∞ . (14.3.181)

Applying the inequality with f = A [N−4]B and using that the last term on v = v∞ is controlled by Corollary
14.3.22, the relation (14.1.54) and Theorem C.4, the result follows. For the estimate on Y use (14.1.54) and
the estimates of Theorem C.4.

Corollary 14.3.38. We have for s = 0, 1 the integrated decay estimate∫ uf

u

dū

∫ v∞

v(ū,R−2)

dv̄ r−1−δΩ2‖|A [N−s]rΩ−1χ̂‖2Sū,v̄ .
ε2

0 + ε3

us
. (14.3.182)

Proof. Use (14.1.50) in conjunction with the estimate on Y from Corollary 14.3.37 and the estimates for Π
from Theorem C.4.
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Corollary 14.3.39. We have for u ∈ [u−1, uf ] along any cone CI
+

v (u) ∈ DI+

(u) the flux estimate∫ uf

u

dū‖|A [N−1](rΩ−1χ̂)‖2Sū,v .
ε2

0 + ε3

u2
. (14.3.183)

Proof. From Corollary 14.3.35 we have∫ uf

u

dū
1

r2
‖|A [N−3]Y ‖2Sū,v .

ε2
0 + ε3

u2
.

Now use (14.1.50) as well as the flux bound on Π̌ from Theorem C.4 to establish the desired flux estimate.

Corollary 14.3.40. We have for u ∈ [u−1, uf ] along any cone CI
+

v (u) ∈ DI+

(u) the flux estimate∫ uf

u

du‖A [N−5]Ψ̌‖2Su,v .
ε2

0 + ε3

u2
. (14.3.184)

and the integrated decay estimate∫ uf

u

dū

∫ v∞

v(ū,R−2)

dv̄ r−1−δ‖A [N−4]Ψ̌‖2Sū,v̄ .
ε2

0 + ε3

u
(14.3.185)

Proof. Use that ‖A [N−5] r
ř Ψ̌‖ . ‖A [N−5]Ψ‖ + ‖A [N−5]rΩ−1χ̂‖ + 1

r‖A
[N−5]r2Ωχ̂‖ + ε0+ε

3
2

u . ε0+ε
3
2

u as in
the proof of Corollary 14.3.35

We finally estimate also the ingoing flux of N + 1 derivatives of χ̂:

Corollary 14.3.41. We have for any CI
+

u ⊂ DI+

∫
CI+
u

dv̄
1

r2
‖A [N+1](rΩ−1χ̂)‖2Su,v . ε

2
0 + ε3 . (14.3.186)

Proof. Use (14.3.168), which implies
∫
Cv

1
r2 ‖A [N−1]Y ‖2Su,v . ε

2
0 + ε3. Convert back using (14.1.50) and the

estimates on Π̌ from Theorem C.4 and Corollary 13.9.2.

Collecting the estimates of Corollaries 14.3.33, 14.3.35, 14.3.38 and 14.3.39, 14.3.41 we conclude applying
Proposition 14.3.1:

The estimate (14.3.6) has been shown for all terms containing χ̂.

14.3.6.6 Estimating β

Proposition 14.3.42.

The estimate (14.3.6) has been shown for all terms containing β.

Proof. With the bootstrap estimates having been improved for χ̂ the proof is entirely analogous to that of
Proposition 14.3.31. In particular, control of the ` = 1 modes for β from Propositions 14.3.26 and 14.3.27

implies (by Proposition 14.3.3) that it suffices to obtain estimates for A [N−1−s] /D∗2β. These are obtained

using the relation of Proposition 3.4.3 and the the estimates on the almost gauge invariant quantity Π̌ = r3Ωψ̌
from Theorem C.4 (and Corollary 13.9.2). Propositions 14.2.9 and 14.2.10 for the non-linear error term yields
the result.
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14.3.6.7 Estimating ρ, σ

Proposition 14.3.43.

The estimate (14.3.6) has been shown for all terms containing (ρ− ρ◦, σ).

Proof. We control of the ` = 0, 1 modes for ρ − ρ◦ and σ − σKerr from Propositions 14.3.26 and 14.3.27,
which implies by Proposition 14.3.2 that it suffices to obtain estimates for A [N−2−s] /D∗2

(
/∇ρ+ ∗ /∇σ

)
. The

latter are obtained from the relation

P = /D∗2
(
/∇ρ+ ∗ /∇σ

)
+

3MΩ

r4

(
χ̂− χ̂

)
+

3

2r3Ω
/∇3

(
r3Ω ((ρ− ρ◦)χ̂+ σ∗χ̂)

)
+ 2/D∗2

(
χ̂ · β

)
+ E1

6 . (14.3.187)

using previous estimates and Propositions 14.2.9 and 14.2.10 for the non-linear error terms. For the most
difficult ingoing flux note that all non-linear terms are either E1

6 or involve a product of quantities from the
collection χ̂, χ̂, ρ, σ, β for each of which we have ingoing flux estimates available

14.3.6.8 Estimating r2Ω /∇4(rχ̂)

Returning now to Proposition 14.3.36 we convert our estimates for Ω /∇4B into estimate for Ω /∇4Y and
eventually Ω /∇4(rχ̂) using the definitions of B and Y . Key in all proofs is the relation

r2Ω /∇4

(
r2 /D?2 /div(rχ̂Ω−1)

)
= rΩ /∇4Y − Ω2

◦Y + h
r

ř
Ψ̌ + h̃

r

ř
Ψ̌ +

(out)

/E2
0 + /̌E1

0 , (14.3.188)

with h, h̃ admissible coefficient functions. This follows from Lemma 14.1.17 and (3.4.6). Note that using

the Bianchi and null structure equations we have that r2Ω /∇4

(in)

/E1
1 =

(out)

/E2
0 + /E1

0 holds for the

(in)

/E1
1 appearing in

Lemma 14.1.17.
We begin with a Lemma estimating Ω /∇4Y for Ω /∇4B on spheres:

Lemma 14.3.44. We have

‖rΩ /∇4

[
r /∇
]N−2

Y ‖Su,v . ε0 + ε
3
2 (14.3.189)

and for s = 0, 1

‖rΩ /∇4

[
r /∇
]N−3−s

Y ‖Su,v .
ε0 + ε

3
2

u
1+s

2

(14.3.190)

∫ v∞

v

dv̄
1

r2
‖rΩ /∇4

[
r /∇
]N−3

Y ‖2Su,v̄ .
(ε0)2 + ε3

u2
(14.3.191)

Proof. This follows from the estimate (14.3.171), the definition of B (14.1.54) and the estimates on ψ̌ and

Ψ̌ on spheres following from Theorem C.4, in particular that for s = 0, 1

‖A [N−5−s]r /∇4

(r
ř

Ψ̌
)
‖Su,v .

ε0 + ε
3
2

u
1+s

2

and ‖A [N−4]r /∇4

(r
ř

Ψ̌
)
‖Su,v . ε0 + ε

3
2 . (14.3.192)

To prove (14.3.192) recall that it holds for Ψ in place of Ψ by Proposition 13.3.11. Then use Proposition
3.4.4 to derive the relation

rΩ /∇4

(r
ř

Ψ
)

= rΩ /∇4Ψ + Ωr6 /D?2 /D
?
1

(
0, /curlβ

)
+ Ě2

1
2
.

The claim (14.3.192) now follows after angular commutation and using that the bootstrap assumptions for
β have been improved in Section 14.3.6.4 already.
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Proposition 14.3.45. We have the following estimates on spheres for s = 0, 1, 2

‖r2Ω /∇4A
[N−1−s](rΩ−1χ̂)‖Su,v .

ε0 + ε
3
2

umin( 1
4 + s

2 ,1)
. (14.3.193)

Proof. The estimate follows from the identity (14.3.188) using (14.3.190) and the estimates of Corollary 14.3.35,

in particular the improved bound ‖A [N−5]Ψ̌‖ . ε0+ε2

u established in the proof of Corollary 14.3.35.

Proposition 14.3.46. We have for any u−1 ≤ u ≤ uf the estimates∫ uf

u−1

dū

∫ v∞

v(ū,R−2)

dv̄ r−1−δ‖r2Ω /∇4A
[N ](rΩ−1χ̂)‖2Su,v̄ . ε

2
0 + ε3 ,∫ uf

u

dū

∫ v∞

v(ū,R−2)

dv̄ r−1−δ‖r2Ω /∇4A
[N−2](rΩ−1χ̂)‖2Su,v̄ .

ε2
0 + ε3

u
. (14.3.194)

We also have the flux estimates

sup
ū∈[u,uf ]

∫ v∞

v(ū,R−2)

dv̄ r−2‖r2Ω /∇4A
[N ](rΩ−1χ̂)‖2Sū,v̄ . ε

2
0 + ε3 ,

sup
ū∈[u,uf ]

∫ v∞

v(ū,R−2)

dv̄ r−2‖r2Ω /∇4A
[N−2](rΩ−1χ̂)‖2Sū,v̄ .

(ε0)2 + ε3

u
. (14.3.195)

Proof. From Proposition 14.3.36 and the relation (14.1.54) we have (using the estimates on Ω /∇4Ψ̌ from
Theorem C.4 which lead to the small loss in r-decay)

sup
ū∈[u,uf ]

∫ v∞

v(ū,R−2)

dv̄ r2‖Ω /∇4A
[N−2]Y ‖2Sū,v̄

+

∫ uf

u

dū

∫ v∞

v(ū,R−2)

dv̄ r1‖Ω /∇4A
[N−2]Y ‖2Sū,v̄ . ε

2
0 + ε3 . (14.3.196)

Using (14.3.196), (14.3.188) and Corollary 14.3.37 as well as the estimates on ψ̌, Ψ̌ from Theorem C.4 we
conclude the first and third estimate. For the second we consider the spacetime integral of the identity
(14.3.188) and use the estimate (14.3.190) for s = 1 on spheres as well as the decay estimate for Y of
Corollary 14.3.37. The fourth estimate is already immediate from Proposition 14.3.45.

14.3.6.9 Estimating η

Proposition 14.3.47. We have for any u−1 ≤ u ≤ uf the integrated decay estimates∫ uf

u

dū

∫ v∞

v(ū,R−2)

dv̄ r−1−δ‖A [N ]r /D?2(r2η)‖2Su,v̄ . ε
2
0 + ε3 ,∫ uf

u

dū

∫ v∞

v(ū,R−2)

dv̄ r−1−δ‖A [N−2]r /D?2(r2η)‖2Su,v̄ .
(ε0)2 + ε3

u
. (14.3.197)

We also have the flux estimates

sup
ū∈[u,uf ]

∫ v∞

v(ū,R−2)

dv̄ r−2‖A [N ]r /D?2(r2η)‖2Sū,v̄ . ε
2
0 + ε3 ,

sup
ū∈[u,uf ]

∫ v∞

v(ū,R−2)

dv̄ r−2‖A [N−2]r /D?2(r2η)‖2Sū,v̄ .
(ε0)2 + ε3

u
. (14.3.198)

On spheres we have for s = 0, 1, 2

‖A [N−1−s]r /D?2(r2η)‖Su,v .
ε0 + ε

3
2

umin( s2 + 1
4 ,1)

(14.3.199)
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Proof. Follows directly from the angular commuted propagation equation (1.2.9) for /∇4(rχ̂) combining the
estimates of Proposition 14.3.28 with Proposition 14.3.46 (in the spacetime case) and the estimates (14.3.157)
and Proposition 14.3.45 (in the case of spheres).

Applying as usual Proposition 14.3.3 in conjunction with the estimates on the ` = 0, 1 modes from
Propositions 14.3.26 and 14.3.27 we conclude

The estimate (14.3.6) has been shown for all terms containing η.

14.3.6.10 Estimating η

Proposition 14.3.48. We have for any u−1 ≤ u ≤ uf the integrated decay estimates∫ uf

u

dū

∫ v∞

v(ū,R−2)

dv̄ r−1−δ‖A [N ]r /D?2(r2η)‖2Sū,v̄ . ε
2
0 + ε3 , (14.3.200)∫ uf

u

dū

∫ v∞

v(ū,R−2)

dv̄ r−1−δ‖A [N−2]r /D?2(r2η)‖2Sū,v̄ .
ε2

0 + ε3

u
(14.3.201)

On spheres we have for any u−1 ≤ u ≤ uf and s = 0, 1, 2

‖A [N−1−s]r /D?2(r2η)‖2Su,v .
(ε0)2 + ε3

umin(s+ 1
2 ,2)

. (14.3.202)

In particular,

The estimate (14.3.6) has been shown for all terms containing η.

Finally, for the outgoing fluxes we also have the top order estimate∫
CI+
u

dv̄
1

r2

∥∥∥ [r /∇]N+1
(r2(η − ηKerr))

∥∥∥2

Su,v̄
. ε2

0 + ε3 . (14.3.203)

Proof. To estimate η, we derive from (14.1.26) its commuted version

Ω /∇4(A [n]r2 /D?2η) = Ω2
◦A

[n]r /D?2η − Ωr2A [n] /D?2Ωβ +

(out)

/En+1
3 . (14.3.204)

Contracting with r2−δA [n]r2 /D?2η for appropriate n and integrating either over DI+

(u), or CI
+

u yields after
applying Cauchy-Schwarz on the right hand side using the improved estimates for η and β the second and
third estimate. For the top order estimate (14.3.203) we derive

Ω /∇4

(
r3ρ+ 2M

r
+ r2 /divη

)
= +

Ω2
◦
r2

(
r3 /divη − (r3ρ+ 2M)− 1

2
r3χ̂χ̂

)
+

(out)

/E1
3 , (14.3.205)

and note that the only top order (=first) derivatives that can appear in the non-linear error-term are
angular derivatives of η, η and T and Ωχ̂. For η, T and Ωχ̂ we already have an outgoing flux bound for
N + 1 derivatives: For T and χ̂ from the bootstrap assumptions and Lemma 14.2.12 respectively, for η from
Proposition 14.3.47 (and Proposition 14.3.3). For (14.3.205) we also note that quantity in brackets on the
left is equal to 1

r (µ+ 1
2r

3χ̂χ̂) which on v = v∞ for ` ≥ 1 reduces to 1
2r r

3(χ̂χ̂)`≥1.

Therefore, commuting (14.3.205) with A [N−2]r2 /D?2 /∇ and integrating along a cone CI
+

u from the sphere

Su,v∞ (where clearly ‖ 1
2rA

[N−2]r2 /D?2 /∇r3χ̂χ̂‖Su,v∞ .
ε2

r·u by the bootstrap assumptions) we obtain using the
flux estimate for η of Proposition 14.3.47 and the flux estimate for ρ of Proposition 14.3.43

sup
CI+
u

∥∥∥A [N−2]r2 /D?2 /∇
(
r3ρ+ 2M + r3 /divη

) ∥∥∥
Su,v
. ε0 + ε

3
2 + ε

√∫
CI+
u

1

r2
‖
[
r /∇
]N+1

(η − ηKerr)‖2 ,

(14.3.206)
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where the last term arises from the non-linear error-term involving N + 1 derivatives of η.9

We also have directly from (14.1.41) and the bootstrap assumptions

sup
CI+
u

∥∥∥A [N−2]r2 /D?2? /∇
(
r3σ − r3 /curlη

) ∥∥∥
Su,v
. ε0 + ε

3
2 . (14.3.207)

Using the top order fluxes on ρ and σ from Proposition 14.3.43 we deduce∫
CI+
u

1

r2
‖A [N−2]r3 /D?2 /D

?
1 /D1η‖2 . ε2

0 + ε3 + ε2

∫
CI+
u

1

r2
‖
[
r /∇
]N+1

(η − ηKerr)‖2 . (14.3.208)

Using Proposition 14.3.3 on the term on the left (and the estimates on the ` = 1 modes of η from Proposi-
tions 14.3.26 and 14.3.27) we can absorb the last term on the right and deduce the desired (14.3.203).

Finally, for the top order integrated decay estimate we commute (14.3.205) with A [N−2]r2 /D?2 /∇ contract

with r2−δA [N−2]r2 /D?2 /∇
(
r3ρ+ 2M + r3 /divη

)
and integrate over DI+

(u−1).

14.3.6.11 Estimating Ω2 − Ω2
◦

Using the estimates for the ` = 0 and ` = 1 modes from Proposition 14.3.25 and 14.3.27 respectively, we
conclude using Proposition 14.3.2 together with the relation Ω2(η + η) = /∇(Ω2 −Ω2

◦) from (1.2.21) and the
estimates on η and η obtained in the previous sections:

The estimate (14.3.6) has been shown for all terms containing Ω2 − Ω2
◦.

14.3.6.12 Estimating ω

Proposition 14.3.49. We have on spheres for any u−1 ≤ u ≤ uf and s = 0, 1, 2

N−s∑
i=0

‖
[
r /∇
]i
r3− s2 (ω − ω◦)‖Su,v .

ε0 + ε
3
2

u
s
2

. (14.3.209)

We also have the integrated decay estimates

N∑
i=0

∫ uf

u

dū

∫ v∞

v(ū,R−2)

dv̄ r−1−δ‖
[
r /∇
]i
r5/2(ω − ω◦)‖2Sū,v̄ . ε

2
0 + ε3 , (14.3.210)

N−1∑
i=0

∫ uf

u

dū

∫ v∞

v(ū,R−2)

dv̄ r−1−δ‖
[
r /∇
]i
r2(ω − ω◦)‖2Sū,v̄ .

ε2
0 + ε3

u
(14.3.211)

and the flux estimate

N∑
i=0

sup
ū∈[u,uf ]

∫ v∞

v(ū,R−2)

dv̄ r−δ‖
[
r /∇
]i

(ω − ω◦)r2‖2Su,v̄ . ε
2
0 + ε3 . (14.3.212)

Proof. For the proof observe that for a function f and N + 1 ≥ n ≥ 2 we have the elliptic estimate

n∑
i=0

‖
[
r /∇
]i
f‖2Su,v .

n−2∑
i=0

‖
[
r /∇
]i
r2 /∆f‖2Su,v + ‖f`=0‖2Su,v . (14.3.213)

We will first prove that for any u−1 ≤ u ≤ uf and s = 0, 1

N−2−s∑
i=0

‖
[
r /∇
]i
r3−s(r2 /∆ω + r2 /div(βΩ))‖Su,v .

ε0 + ε3

us
. (14.3.214)

9Note that we can write η = η − ηKerr + ηKerr in the non-linear error-term and estimate the term involving ηKerr ∼ ε
r3uf

(see Section 1.4.3) separately exploiting that we can estimate N + 2 derivatives of the Y `=1
m from Proposition 9.4.1.
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From this, the desired estimates on spheres follow using that the bootstrap estimates on β have already been
improved in Section 14.3.6.4 and that the ` = 0 mode of ω−ω`=0 is controlled from Proposition 14.3.25. To
prove (14.3.214), we first derive for h0 an admissible coefficient function (different in different places)

Ω /∇3

(
r2 /∆ω + r2 /div(βΩ)

)
=h0r /divβΩ + h0

1

r
/divη − h0

1

r
/divη +

(in)

/E2
4 +

[
Ω /∇3, r

2 /∆
]

(ω − ω◦) . (14.3.215)

Commute (14.3.215) with
[
r /∇
]i

. Integrating the resulting transport equation it is easy to see that we have
for all i ≤ N − 2 the estimate10

‖
[
r /∇
]i

(r2 /∆ω + r2 /div(βΩ))‖Su,v .
ε0 + ε

3
2

r3
, (14.3.216)

which already proves the desired estimate for s = 0 and also for s = 1 in the subregion D ∩ {r ≥ 1
2u}. For

s = 1 and the region D ∩ {r ≤ 1
2u} we integrate from r = 1

2u where the estimate already holds to prove

‖
[
r /∇
]i

(r2 /∆ω + r2 /div(βΩ))‖Su,v .
ε0 + ε

3
2

r2u
+
ε0 + ε

3
2

r3u
(14.3.217)

for all i ≤ N − 3. Here we have used the (improved in Section 14.3.6.4) flux estimates for the β term and
the (already improved) estimates on spheres for the η and η term as well as estimating the non-linear error

on spheres by ε2

r4u .
The second integrated decay and the flux estimate now follows directly from integrating (14.3.214)

and converting back to ω using that the bootstrap assumptions on β have already been improved. For

the first integrated decay estimate we return to (14.3.215), commute with
[
r /∇
]N−2

and contract with

r5−δ [r /∇]N−2
(r2 /∆ω + r2 /div(βΩ)). Integration over DI+

will then produce the desired integrated decay
estimate (and the boundary term) for (r2 /∆ω + r2 /div(βΩ)). This is easily converted to ω − ω◦ using the
improved estimates on β and the estimates on the ` = 0 modes of ω − ω◦ from Proposition 14.3.27.

The estimate (14.3.6) has been shown for all terms containing ω − ω◦.

14.3.6.13 Estimating ω

For ω we need to prove an integrated decay estimate for N + 1 derivatives, the reason being its appearance
in the anomalous error-term of the top order commuted Teukolsky equation for α.

Proposition 14.3.50. For u−1 ≤ u ≤ uf we have for s = 0, 1, 2

N−s∑
i=0

‖
[
r /∇
]i

(rΩ−2(ω − ω◦))‖Su,v .
ε0 + ε

3
2

u
s
2

. (14.3.218)

Also, for u−1 ≤ u ≤ uf we have for s = 0, 1, 2 the integrated decay estimates

N+1−s∑
i=0

∫ uf

u

dū

∫ v∞

v(ū,R−2)

dv̄ r−1−δ‖(rΩ−2(ω − ω◦))‖2Sū,v̄ .
ε2

0 + ε3

umin(1,S−s) . (14.3.219)

Proof. It clearly suffices to prove the estimates without the factor of Ω−2. For the proof, recall (14.3.213).
Recalling Lemma 14.1.15 we derive the propagation equation

Ω /∇4

(
r2 /∆(ω − ω◦)− Ω2r /div(rβΩ−1)

)
=Ω4
◦r /div(βΩ−1)− 4M

r
Ω2
◦ /divη +

2M

r
Ω2
◦ /divη +

(in)

/E2
3 + /E1

1 . (14.3.220)

We observe in particular that

(in)

/E2
3 in (14.3.220) does not contain second (angular) derivatives of χ̂, T or

ω − ω◦. To prove (14.3.218), commute (14.3.220) with
[
r /∇
]i

for i = 0, 1, ..., N − 2. We then integrate from

the sphere Su,v∞ along the outgoing cone CI
+

u and use:

10We could in fact estimate N + 1 derivatives.
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• The fact that (14.3.4) has already been established to control the boundary term on the sphere Su,v∞ .

• Cauchy–Schwarz and Proposition 14.2.8 for the non-linear error on the right hand side

• The already improved estimates for /divβΩ−1 (Section 14.3.6.6, note /div(βΩ−1)Kerr = 0), /divη (Section

14.3.6.9) and /divη (Section 14.3.6.10) on spheres on the right hand side.

Finally, use once more the improved estimates on /divβ on spheres (Section 14.3.6.6) to convert the resulting
estimate into the desired estimates for ω itself.

For (14.3.219) we commute (14.3.220) with
[
r /∇
]i

for i = 0, 1, ...N − 1, contract the resulting equation

with r2−δ [r /∇]i (r2 /∆ω − Ω2r /div(rβΩ−1)
)

and integrate over DI+

(u). Use Corollary 14.3.7 and the estimate

(14.3.78) for the flux term appearing on the hypersurface CI
+

v∞
. Use Cauchy–Schwarz on the right hand side,

the already improved integrated decay estimates for /divβΩ−1, /divη and /divη. For the non-linear error use

the fact that

(in)

/EN+1
3 is equal to /EN3 (controlled by Proposition 14.2.8) except for terms involving N+1 angular

derivatives of connections coefficients for which we do have an integrated decay estimate available. Finally,
use once more the integrated decay estimate on /divβΩ−1 to convert the resulting estimate into an estimate
for ω itself.

We conclude

The estimate (14.3.6) has been shown for all terms containing ω − ω◦.

14.3.6.14 Estimating T

We recall now (14.3.159) written in the form

1

2
r2 /D?2 /∇(Ω−2r2T ) = Z +

3M

r
r2χ̂Ω−1 + Ωr3 /D?2η . (14.3.221)

Proposition 14.3.51. We have for any u−1 ≤ u ≤ uf and s = 0, 1 the estimates∫ uf

u

dū

∫ v∞

v(ū,R−2)

dv̄ r−1−δ‖A [N−1−s]r2 /D?2 /∇(r2T )‖2Su,v̄ .
ε2

0 + ε3

us
, (14.3.222)

On spheres we have for s = 0, 1, 2

‖A [N−1−s]r2 /D?2 /∇r2T‖Su,v .
ε0 + ε

3
2

u
s
2

(14.3.223)

and

N∑
i=0

‖
[
r /∇
]i

(r3T )‖Su,v . ε0 + ε
3
2 . (14.3.224)

Proof. Commuting (14.3.221) by A [n] for appropriate n we obtain the first two estimates using the previous
estimates of Propositions 14.3.47, 14.3.47, 14.3.28 and the estimates (14.3.165) and (14.3.166) on Z. For the
estimate (14.3.224) we integrate the [r /∇]i–commuted (14.1.21) backwards from v = v∞ and use (14.3.76)
for the term on v = v∞ and the estimate (14.3.209) on the right hand side of (14.1.21).

We conclude after applying Proposition 14.3.2 with the estimates on the ` = 0, 1 modes from Propositions
14.3.25, 14.3.27:

The estimate (14.3.6) has been shown for all terms containing T .
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14.3.6.15 Estimating T

We recall (14.1.49), now written in the form

1

2
r2 /D?2 /∇r2T = Y + 3Mrχ̂Ω−1 + r3 /D?2η. (14.3.225)

Using the estimates for the quantities on the right hand side (see Section 14.3.6.5 as well as Propositions
14.3.47) we easily deduce the following two propositions.

Proposition 14.3.52. We have for any u−1 ≤ u ≤ uf and s = 0, 1 the estimates∫ uf

u

dū

∫ v∞

v(ū,R−2)

dv̄ r−1−δ‖A [N−2−s]r2 /D?2 /∇(r2T )‖2Su,v̄ .
ε2

0 + ε3

us
. (14.3.226)

On spheres we have

‖A [N−1−s]r2 /D?2 /∇r2T‖Su,v .
ε0 + ε

3
2

u
s
2

. (14.3.227)

Proof. For the estimate on spheres commute (14.3.225) by A [N−1−s] and use previous estimates. For the
integrated decay estimate commute by A [N−1−s] and use previous integrated decay estimates.

We conclude after applying Proposition 14.3.2 with the estimates on the ` = 0, 1 modes from Propositions
14.3.25, 14.3.27:

The estimate (14.3.6) has been shown for all terms containing T .

14.3.6.16 Estimating b

Proposition 14.3.53. We have for any u−1 ≤ u ≤ uf and s = 0, 1, 2

‖
[
r /∇
]N+1

(b− bKerr)
√
r‖Su,v . ε0 + ε

3
2 , (14.3.228)

N−s∑
i=0

‖
[
r /∇
]i

(b− bKerr)r‖Su,v .
ε0 + ε

3
2

umin( 1
4 + s

2 ,1)
. (14.3.229)

In addition, we have for s = 0, 1 the integrated decay estimate

N−s∑
i=0

∫ uf

u

dū

∫ v∞

v(ū,R−2)

dv̄ r−1−δ‖
[
r /∇
]i

(b− bKerr)r‖2Sū,v̄ .
ε2

0 + ε3

us
, (14.3.230)

Proof. We have the transport equation

Ω /∇4

(
1

r
(b− bKerr)

)
= 2

Ω2
◦
r

(
(η − ηKerr)− (η − η

Kerr
)
)

+

(out)

/E0
4 , (14.3.231)

where one easily sees that the only connection coefficients appearing in

(out)

/E0
4 are η, η, χ̂, T, b.

To obtain the second estimate we first commute (14.3.231) with
[
r /∇
]i

for i = 0, . . . , N − s and the

integrate the resulting equation along the cone CI
+

u . For the linear terms on the right hand side we can
use the estimates for η and η implicit in (14.3.6) which have already been improved at the end of Sections
14.3.6.9 and 14.3.6.10 respectively.

To obtain the first estimate we commute with
[
r /∇
]N+1

and integrate using again the estimates for η
and η implicit in (14.3.6) which have already been improved at the end of Sections 14.3.6.9 and 14.3.6.10
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respectively. For the non-linear term we now note that for N + 1 angular derivatives of η, η, χ̂, T, b we have

an outgoing flux estimate or an estimate on spheres available11, which allow one to show using Lemma 14.2.2

∫ v∞

v

dv̄

∫
Su,v̄

‖
[
r /∇
]N+1

(out)

/E0
4 ‖Su,v̄ .

ε2

r2u
for the particular

(out)

/E0
4 appearing in (14.3.231).

Since the error arising from the (iteration of) commutators on the left can contain at most N + 1 angular
derivatives of (b − bKerr), the first estimate follows. Note the loss in r-weight for the top-order estimate
arising from having to use (weaker) outgoing flux estimates for η, η instead of estimates on spheres, which
are not available at top order.

To obtain (14.3.230) one commutes (14.3.231) with
[
r /∇
]i

for i = 0, 1, . . . , N − s an contracts the re-

sulting equation with r3−δ 1
r

[
r /∇
]i

(b − bKerr) and integrates over DI+

(u). After standard integration by
parts the boundary term on v = v∞ is always controlled from the gauge condition (8) and the fact that

‖
[
r /∇
]i
bKerr‖Su,v∞ .

a
r2 . ε3

ru4 in view of (14.2.7). Finally, on the right hand side, we apply Cauchy–Schwarz
and invoke the (improved) integrated decay estimates on η and η implicit in (14.3.6), which have already
been established at the end of Sections 14.3.6.9 and 14.3.6.10 respectively. The non-linear error-term is
controlled using the integrated decay estimates of Proposition 14.2.8.

This finishes the proof of Theorem 14.3.1.

14.3.7 Estimates for the angular master energy for the metric components

The objective of this section is to prove (14.3.7).
From the Gauss equation (14.1.48) we first deduce in view of the previous estimates (more precisely the

estimate (14.3.4) from Theorem 14.3.1) the following estimate on the Gauss curvature:

‖
[
r /∇
]N−1−s

r(r2K − 1)‖Su,v∞ .
ε0 + ε

3
2

umin(1, s2 + 1
4 )

for s = 0, 1, . . . , N − 1. (14.3.232)

14.3.7.1 Proof of (14.3.7) on the final sphere Suf ,v∞

Restricting now to the final sphere Suf ,v∞ we recall the estimate (4.4.4) which implies the following estimate
on the metric components in their respective charts:

‖
[
r /∇
]N+1−s (

r(/g − r2γ̊)
)
‖Suf ,v∞ .

ε0 + ε
3
2

(uf )min(1, s2 + 1
4 )

for s = 0, 1, . . . , N + 1. (14.3.233)

This establishes (14.3.7) on the final sphere.

14.3.7.2 Proof of (14.3.7) on the final ingoing cone

To estimate the metric components along the cone CI
+

v∞
we first derive the following renormalised (tensorial)

transport equation.12

Ω /∇3

(
/g − r2γ̊

)
= r2γ̊

(
Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦

)
+ 2Ωχ̂−

(
Ωχ̂×

(
/g − r2γ̊

))
−
((
/g − r2γ̊

)
× Ωχ̂

)
. (14.3.234)

We could integrate this directly but this would lead to a loss in the estimates because χ̂ decays only like

r−1u−1. Therefore we first deduce an equation for the trace:

Ω /∇3

(
tr/g
(
/g − r2γ̊

))
= 2T̂ −

(
T̂ or Ωχ̂

) (
/g − r2γ̊

)
, (14.3.235)

11For b and T by the bootstrap assumptions on spheres, for η by (14.3.203), for η by (14.3.198) and for χ̂ by (14.3.158)).
12The general equation has an additional term /∇AbB + /∇BbA on the right hand side which vanishes by the gauge condition

(8) on the cone.
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where the last (non-linear) term denotes a finite sum of arbitrary contractions between the tensors involved.
Note that the right hand side of the equation for the trace decays like r−2u−1. Integrating (14.3.235) using
Lemma 14.3.5 we therefore deduce13 using the (now improved) estimates on T̂ the estimate

‖
[
r /∇
]N+1−s

(
r · tr/g(/g − r2γ̊)

)
‖Su,v∞ .

ε0 + ε
3
2

umin(1, s2 + 1
4 )

for s = 0, 1, ..., N + 1. (14.3.236)

Using this estimate on the trace we can revisit the relation (9.4.17) and using also the estimate (9.4.18)
deduce

‖
[
r /∇
]N−1−s

(
r · r2 /div /div( ̂/g − r2γ̊)

)
‖Su,v∞ .

ε0 + ε
3
2

umin(1, s2 + 1
4 )

for s = 0, 1, ..., N − 1. (14.3.237)

To estimate the /curl /div( ̂/g − r2γ̊)-part we note the propagation equation equation for the trace-free part,

Ω /∇3

(
̂/g − r2γ̊

)
= 2Ωχ̂−

(
T̂ or Ωχ̂

) (
/g − r2γ̊

)
. (14.3.238)

From this we can derive an improved equation for the renormalised quantity

Ω /∇3

(
r2 /curl /div

(
̂/g − r2γ̊

)
+ 2r2σ

)
= +

Ω2
◦
r2
σr3 +

Ω2
◦
r2
r /curl(ηr2)− 1

r
Ωχ̂ ∧ α+ E1

2

− r2 /curl /div
((
T̂ or Ωχ̂

) (
/g − r2γ̊

))
. (14.3.239)

Integrating and using the estimates (14.3.4) from Theorem 14.3.1 for the right hand side we deduce

‖
[
r /∇
]N−1−s

(
r · r2 /curl /div( ̂/g − r2γ̊)

)
‖Su,v∞ .

ε0 + ε
3
2

umin(1, s2 + 1
4 )

for s = 0, 1, ..., N − 1. (14.3.240)

Combining (14.3.237), (14.3.238) and (14.3.240) we have established

‖
[
r /∇
]N+1−s (

r(/g − r2γ̊)
)
‖Su,v∞ .

ε0 + ε
3
2

umin(1, s2 + 1
4 )

for s = 0, 1, ..., N + 1 (14.3.241)

and hence (a stronger version of) the estimate (14.3.7) along the cone CI
+

v∞
.

14.3.7.3 Proof of (14.3.7) in all of DI+

Note first the propagation equation along each outgoing cone CI
+

u with u−1 ≤ u ≤ uf ,

Ω /∇4

(
/g − r2γ̊

)
= r2γ̊ (Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦) + 2Ωχ̂−

(
Ωχ̂×

(
/g − r2γ̊

))
−
((
/g − r2γ̊

)
× Ωχ̂

)
. (14.3.242)

We commute with up to N + 1 angular derivatives and integrate backwards from Su,v∞ . Using (14.3.241)
for the initial data term and the estimate (14.3.223) for T = Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦ and the estimate (14.3.167) on
χ̂ we finally deduce (14.3.7) as desired.

14.3.8 Estimates for the auxiliary energies for ω and ω

The objective of this section is to prove Theorem 14.3.2. In this regard, we prove (14.3.248) in Section
14.3.8.1 and (14.3.252) in Section 14.3.8.2.

13Recall again 1 ≤ r(u,v∞)
r(uf ,v)

. v∞−u
v∞−uf

. 1 in view of our definition of v∞.
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14.3.8.1 Estimates on all derivatives of ω

We first estimate
[
r /∇
]i [

/∇3

]j
(rω − rω◦) derivatives on CI

+

v∞
.

Proposition 14.3.54. On CI
+

v∞
we have for all u ∈ [u−1, uf ] and s = 0, 1, 2

N+1−s∑
i+j=0;i≥1

∫ uf

u

dū‖
[
r /∇
]i [

Ω /∇3

]j (
rΩ−2(ω − rω◦)

)
‖2Sū,v∞

+

N−s∑
i+j=0

∫ uf

u

dū‖
[
r /∇
]i [

Ω /∇3

]j (
rΩ−2(ω − rω◦)

)
‖2Sū,v∞ .

(ε0)2 + ε3

us
. (14.3.243)

On spheres we have for s = 0, 1, 2

N−s∑
i+j=0;i≥1

‖
[
r /∇
]i [

Ω /∇3

]j (
rΩ−2(ω − rω◦)

)
‖2Su,v∞

+

N−1−s∑
i+j=0

‖
[
r /∇
]i [

Ω /∇3

]j (
rΩ−2(ω − rω◦)

)
‖2Su,v∞ .

(ε0)2 + ε3

umin( 1
2 +s,2)

. (14.3.244)

Remark 14.3.55. Note that the above proposition already establishes the required estimate in Theorem 14.3.2
for the term on v = v∞ appearing in EN,auxuf ,I [ω] (see (6.1.19)) as well as the estimates on spheres restricted
to v = v∞.

Proof. Note these estimates have already been shown for j = 0 in Proposition 14.3.21. Note also that we
can equivalently prove the estimates without the Ω−2 factor, which is what we are going to do.

We will prove the estimates separately for (rω − rω◦)`=0 and (rω − rω◦)`≥1. For the former, we recall
the projected equation (14.3.51) and deduce in view of our definition of v∞, using the estimates of Propo-
sition 9.4.3 for derivatives of the commutator of projections and Ω /∇3 the following estimates for the ` = 0
mode. For u ∈ [u−1, uf ], we have

N−1∑
i=0

‖
[
Ω /∇3

]i
(rω − rω◦)`=0‖Su,v∞ +

∫ uf

u

dū‖
[
Ω /∇3

]N
(rω − rω◦)`=0‖Sū,v∞ .

ε2

u4
. (14.3.245)

The estimates (14.3.245) already imply that the estimates claimed in the proposition hold for (rω − rω◦)`=0

(instead of the full (rω − rω◦)). From this we conclude that it suffices to prove both estimates for the
respective first sum appearing in (14.3.243) and (14.3.244). This is trivial for i ≥ 1 and follows for i =
0 from the Poincaré inequality after noting that ‖

(
(Ω /∇3)kω`≥1

)
`=0
‖Su,v is non-linear and estimated by

Proposition 9.4.3.
We turn to estimating the respective first sums in (14.3.243) and (14.3.244), restricting first further to

i ≥ 2 in these sums. In this case we commute (14.3.80) with
[
r /∇
]i [

Ω /∇3

]j
(with i + j ≤ N − 2 for the

top order estimate) and induct on j. More precisely, we can commute the Ω /∇3 derivatives with the ` ≥ 1
projections (estimating the commutator terms repeatedly by Proposition 9.4.3 and insert the Bianchi and
null structure equation in the 3-direction for all linear terms on the right hand side converting 3-derivatives
into angular derivatives which have already been controlled in Theorem 14.3.1. The only quantities for which
there exists no equation converting a 3-derivative to an angular derivative are ω − ω◦ and α. However, the
latter has been controlled in Theorem C.4 while the former is easily controlled inductively as it is necessarily
lower order in terms of derivatives (and decays stronger in r).

We now treat the case i = 1. We define unique functions b1, b2 with vanishing mean satisfying β =

r /∇b1 + r? /∇b2. We can then write (derive the formula first for j = 0 where the commutator term in the last
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line vanishes)

2r2 /∆
[
Ω /∇3

]j
(ω − b1 · r)`≥1 =

[
Ω /∇3

]j {
(Tr2)`≥1

(
3M

r3

)
+

1

2r
r2
(
|χ̂|2

)
`≥1

+ (

(in)

/E1
2 )`≥1

}
(14.3.246)

+
[
Ω /∇3

]j {1

r

[ (
Ω /∇3(r3µ+ 2M)

)
`≥1
− Ω /∇3(r3µ+ 2M)`≥1

]}
+
[
Ω /∇3

]j {
2r2

[
/∆(ω − b1 · r)`≥1 −

(
/∆(ω − b1 · r)

)
`≥1

]}
+2
[
r2 /∆,

[
Ω /∇3

]j]
(ω − b1 · r)`≥1 . (14.3.247)

Denoting the entire right hand side momentarily by F j we have by the standard elliptic estimate

‖r /∇
[
Ω /∇3

]j
ω`≥1‖Su,v∞ . ‖r /∇

[
Ω /∇3

]j
(r(b1)`≥1‖Su,v∞ + ‖rF j‖Su,v∞

. ‖
[
Ω /∇3

]j
r2β‖Su.v∞ + r‖F j‖Su,v∞ +

ε2

u2
.

Here we have used that the commutator is lower order in r and the definition of v∞ to exploit decay in the
non-linear term.

To estimate F j we can again commute Ω /∇3-derivative with the l ≥ 1 projections on the right hand
side (estimating the errors by Propositions 9.4.3 and 9.4.5) and insert the Ω /∇3-Bianchi and null structure
equations for all terms (to convert Ω /∇3-derivatives into angular derivatives and lower oder terms controlled

by Theorem 14.3.1) and treat the lower order linear terms in
[
Ω /∇3

]j̃
(ω − ω◦) that appear (and for which

there is no equation to insert) inductively. Note that for j = 0 no linear terms in ω − ω◦ are present. We
conclude

‖F j−1‖Su,v∞ .
1

r

j−1∑
i=0

‖
[
Ω /∇3

]i
ω`≥1‖Su,v∞ +

ε0 + ε
3
2

u · (r(u, v))
for 1 ≤ j ≤ N ,

∫ uf

u

dūr2‖F j‖2Sū,v∞ .
∫ uf

u

dū

j−1∑
i=0

‖
[
Ω /∇3

]i
ω`≥1‖2Su,v∞ +

(ε0)2 + ε3

u2
for 0 ≤ j ≤ N .

The first term is always controlled by the previous step of the induction. Combining the estimates, the
estimates for the first sum in (14.3.243) and (14.3.244) respectively now follow.

We now turn to proving

EN,auxuf ,I [ω] . (ε◦)
2 + ε3 . (14.3.248)

where we recall (6.1.19) and Remark 14.3.55. We first prove the estimate for the energy EN,auxuf ,I [ω] defined

in (6.1.19) with the sum
∑

k1+k3≤N−s
k1+k3≤N+1−s∧ k3≥2

replaced by
∑
k1+k3≤N−s (we refer to this as the retricted

(14.3.248) below). For this it suffices to recall the propagation equation (14.1.28) and commute it (using
Lemma 14.1.15), repeatedly inserting the Bianchi and null structure equations on the right hand side. This
yields the following schematic form

Ω /∇4

([
Ω /∇3

]k3
[
r /∇
]k1

(ω − ω◦)
)

=
∑
Φp

∑
k≤k1+k3

1

r3
h0

[
r /∇
]k

(rp(Φp − (Φp)Kerr)) (14.3.249)

+
∑
j1≤k1
j3<k3

1

r3
h0

[
Ω /∇3

]j3 [
r /∇
]j1

(ω − ω◦)

+
∑

j1+j3≤k1+k3
j3<k3−1

1

r3
h0

[
r /∇
]j1 [

Ω /∇3

]j3
(αr) +

[
Ω /∇3

]k3
(in)

/E k1
3 +

[
Ω /∇3

]k3 /Ek1−1
3 .

A simple induction on k3 (and the usual procedure to derive integrated decay estimates and estimates on
spheres) now proves (14.3.248) with the aforementioned restriction on the sums appearing on the left. Indeed,
we can use that
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• The first term on the right of (14.3.249) is controlled by the estimate of Theorem 14.3.1. Use the flux
for the curvature components and estimates on spheres for connection coefficients.

• The second term on the right of (14.3.249) is controlled inductively.

• The third term on the right of (14.3.249) is controlled by Theorem C.4.

• The non-linear error term
[
Ω /∇3

]k3
(in)

/E k1
3 +

[
Ω /∇3

]k3 /Ek1−1
3 involves only up to N derivatives of the

connection coefficients and N − 1 derivatives of curvature components and is hence controlled by the
bootstrap assumptions on spheres and Lemma 14.2.3.

To obtain (14.3.248) also without the restriction on the sum on the left, we need to derive integrated decay
estimates for N + 1 − s derivatives with two of them being angular. For this we commute (14.3.220) with[
Ω /∇3

]k3
[
r /∇
]k1

for k1 +k3 ≤ N−1−s and (as before) repeatedly insert null-structure and Bianchi equations
on the right hand side to convert the 3-derivatives into angular ones.14 Then one contracts the resulting

equation with r2−δ [Ω /∇3

]k3
[
r /∇
]k1
(
r2 /∆(ω − ω◦)− rΩ2 /div(rβΩ−1)

)
, applies Cauchy-Schwarz on the right

and invokes the estimates of Theorem 14.3.1 as well as the restricted (14.3.248) for the linear terms and
the estimates of Lemma 14.2.3 and Proposition 14.2.10 for the non-linear error-terms. In the end, one

converts the resulting integrated decay estimate for
[
Ω /∇3

]k3
[
r /∇
]k1
(
r2 /∆(ω − ω◦)− rΩ2 /div(rβΩ−1)

)
where

k1 + k3 ≤ N − 1− s into one for
[
Ω /∇3

]k3
[
r /∇
]k1+2

(ω − ω◦) itself (by inserting again the Bianchi equation

for
[
Ω /∇3

]k3
(
r /div(rβΩ−1)

)
and using the estimates of Theorem 14.3.1 as well as the restricted (14.3.248)

proven before.

14.3.8.2 Estimates on ω

We begin by estimating
[
/∇4

]j
(ω − ω◦) derivatives on CI

+

u−1
:

Proposition 14.3.56. On CI
+

u−1
we have

N+1∑
i+j=0;i≥1

∫ v∞

v(u−1,R−2)

dv̄
1

r2
‖
[
r /∇
]i [

Ω /∇4

]j (
r3ω − r3ω◦

)
‖2Su−1,v̄

+

N∑
i+j=0

∫ v∞

v(u−1,R−2)

dv̄
1

r2
‖
[
r /∇
]i [

Ω /∇4

]j (
r3ω − r3ω◦

)
‖2Su−1,v̄

. (ε0)2 + ε3 . (14.3.250)

On spheres we have for all v ∈ [v(u−1, R−2), v∞]

N∑
i+j=0;i≥1

‖
[
r /∇
]i [

Ω /∇4

]j (
r3ω − r3ω◦

)
‖2Su−1,v

+

N−1∑
i+j=0

‖
[
r /∇
]i [

Ω /∇4

]j (
r3ω − r3ω◦

)
‖2Su−1,v

. (ε0)2 + ε3 . (14.3.251)

Proof. Analogous to Proposition 14.3.54 hence omitted: For the ` = 0 modes the estimate is immediate from
gauge condition (7). For ` ≥ 1 one uses the relation (14.3.92) which holds verbatim replacing ` = 1 by ` ≥ 1
and proceeds as in Proposition 14.3.54.

We finally prove

EN,auxuf ,I [ω] . (ε◦)
2 + ε3 . (14.3.252)

14Note that the order the derivatives are taken in is irrelevant as the commutator is always non-linear with improved decay
and regularity.
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In this case, the global estimates are a little more involved than for ω−ω◦ as we have to integrate forwards.
On the other hand, we do not have to show an integrated decay estimate for N + 1 derivatives (although we
could).

The previous proposition in conjunction with following proposition easily imply (14.3.252).

Proposition 14.3.57. We have on spheres for any u−1 ≤ u ≤ uf and s = 0, 1, 2, k4 + k1 ≤ N − s, k4 6= N

‖
[
Ω /∇4

]k4
[
r /∇
]k1

r3− s2 (ω − ω◦)‖2Su,v .
(ε0)2 + ε3

us
. (14.3.253)

We also have the integrated decay estimates for k4 + k1 ≤ N∫ uf

u

dū

∫ v∞

v(R−2,ū)

dv̄ r−1−δ‖
[
rΩ /∇4

]k4
[
r /∇
]k1

r5/2(ω − ω◦)‖2Sū,v̄ . ε
2
0 + ε3 , (14.3.254)

and for k4 + k1 ≤ N − 1∫ uf

u

dū

∫ v∞

v(R−2,ū)

dv̄ r−1−δ‖
[
rΩ /∇4

]k4
[
r /∇
]k1

r2(ω − ω◦)‖2Sū,v̄ .
ε2

0 + ε3

u
. (14.3.255)

Proof. The proof is very similar to that of Proposition 14.3.49. In particular, for k4 = 0, Proposition 14.3.49
already established the desired bounds.

Step 1. We establish (14.3.253) for k4 = 1. Commuting (14.3.215) by
[
r /∇
]N−3−s [

Ω /∇4

]
yields

Ω /∇3

([
r /∇
]N−3−s [

Ω /∇4

] (
r2 /∆ω + r2 /div(βΩ)

))
=
[
Ω /∇3,

[
r /∇
]N−3−s [

Ω /∇4

]] (
r2 /∆ω + r2 /div(βΩ)

)
+
[
r /∇
]N−3−s [

Ω /∇4

] (
h0r /divβΩ + h0

1

r
/divη − h0

1

r
/divη +

(in)

/E2
4 +

[
Ω /∇3, r

2 /∆
]

(ω − ω◦)
)
.

We now insert all the (available) null structure and Bianchi equations in the 4-direction on the right hand
side gaining (at least) a power of 1

r in decay. With this, all (linear) terms on the right hand side can then
either be controlled by Theorem 14.3.1 or Theorem C.4. The non-linear terms are easily seen to be handled
by the bootstrap assumptions. Proceeding as in the proof of Proposition 14.3.49 therefore yields

‖r3− s2
[
r /∇
]N−3−s [

rΩ /∇4

]
(r2 /∆ω + r2 /div(βΩ))‖Su,v .

ε0 + ε
3
2

us
. (14.3.256)

Using the fact that

‖r3−s [r /∇]N−3−s [
rΩ /∇4

]
r2 /div(βΩ)‖Su,v .

ε0 + ε
3
2

umin( 1
4 + s

2 ,1)

is easily seen to hold after inserting the Bianchi equation for β and using Theorem 14.3.1 and Theorem C.4,
the result for ω − ω◦ on spheres follows for k4 = 1.

Step 2. We next establish (14.3.253) for the case k4 ≥ 2. Commuting the propagation equation

Ω /∇3 (ω − ω◦) = −Ω2(ρ− ρ◦) +
2M

r3

(
Ω2 − Ω2

◦
)

+ 2Ω2
(
η, η
)
− Ω2|η|2

with
[
r /∇
]k1
[
Ω /∇4

]k4
we first find for k4 ≥ 1, k1 ≤ N − k4 − s schematically

Ω /∇3

([
r /∇
]k1
[
Ω /∇4

]k4
(ω − ω◦)

)
= +

h0

r3+k4

([
r /∇
]k1
(
Ω2 − Ω2

◦
)

+
[
r /∇
]k1

(ρ− ρ◦)r3
)

+
h0

r3

[
r /∇
]k1
[
Ω /∇4

]k4−1
(ω − ω◦) +

h0

r4+k4

[
r /∇
]k1+1

r3(Ωβ − (Ωβ)Kerr)

+
h0

r5+k4−2

[
r /∇
]k1+2 [

rΩ /∇4

]k4−2
r3α

+
[
r /∇
]k1
[
Ω /∇4

]k4

(in)

/E0
4 +

[
Ω /∇3,

[
r /∇
]k1
[
Ω /∇4

]k4
]

(ω − ω◦) . (14.3.257)

Assuming k4 ≥ 2 and integrating we use
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• the estimates of Proposition 14.3.56 for the data term on u = u−1 (this is where k4 6= N is used)

• the estimates of Theorem C.4 for the term involving α

• the estimates of Theorem 14.3.1 for the linear terms (this is the only place k4 = 2 is used15)

• the bootstrap assumptions on the non-linear terms (note they can involve at most N − s derivatives
of Ricci coefficients or N − 1 derivatives of curvature and decay strongly in r)

yields after a simple induction on k4 (using the estimate for k4 = 1 from Step 1) for k4 + k1 ≤ N − s and
k4 ≥ 2 the estimate

‖r−1 · r3− s2
[
r /∇
]k1
[
rΩ /∇4

]k4
(ω − ω◦) ‖Su,v .

ε0 + ε2

us/2
, (14.3.258)

which is the desired estimate on spheres.
Step 3. We now prove the integrated decay estimate, which can be done inductively in k4 without

distinguishing the case k4 = 1. We integrate (14.3.257) contracted with r2k4+5−δ [r /∇]k1
[
Ω /∇4

]k4
(ω − ω◦)

over spacetime to obtain (inducting on k4 using that for k4 = 0 the estimate has already been proven) the
boundedness estimate∑

k4+k1≤N

∫ uf

u−1

dū

∫ v∞

v(R−2,ū)

dv̄ r−1−δ‖
[
rΩ /∇4

]k4
[
r /∇
]k1

r5/2(ω − ω◦)‖2Sū,v̄ . ε
2
0 + ε3 . (14.3.259)

One may now extract a dyadic sequence of constant u hypersurfaces such that∑
k4+k1≤N

∫ v∞

v(R−2,ui)

dv̄ r−δ‖
[
rΩ /∇4

]k4
[
r /∇
]k1

r2(ω − ω◦)‖2Sū,v̄ .
ε2

0 + ε3

ui
. (14.3.260)

For k4 +k1 ≤ N−1, therefore, integrating (14.3.257) now contracted with r2k4+4−δ [r /∇]k1
[
Ω /∇4

]k4
(ω − ω◦)

over DI+

(ui, uf ), i.e. now starting from a “good slice”, yields also the last estimate of the proposition.

14.3.9 Estimates the full master energy

We now prove the estimate of Theorem 14.3.3. Inspecting the master energies in Section 6.1.6.3, we see that
our task is to estimate up to N arbitrary derivatives of Ricci coefficients and curvature (both in integrated
decay and on spheres). Note that we can assume that not all derivatives are angular, as these have already
been estimated.

Step 1. We show the estimate of Theorem 14.3.3 excluding the metric quantities b and /g − /g◦ in the

energy on the left hand side and excluding the estimate for
∑
|k|≤N supDI+ ‖Dk(r3T )‖2Su,v . This follows

from repeatedly applying the schematic equations collected in (14.1.13), (14.1.32) and (14.1.19), (14.1.39),
as these will provide expressions for 1 ≤ n ≤ N derivatives of any Ricci coefficient Dγ(rpΓp − rp(Γp)Kerr)
(except ω−ω◦ and ω−ω◦, which however have already been estimated in Theorem 14.3.8), where 1 ≤ |γ| ≤ n
(and γ 6= (0, 0, n), i.e. not all derivatives angular), in terms of

• up to n angular derivatives of Ricci-coefficients

• up to n derivatives of ω and ω (at least one of them angular if N derivatives appear)

• up to n− 1 angular derivatives of curvature

• non-linear errors involving at most n derivatives of Γ’s and n− 1 derivatives of R’s.

15Note that the improved ingoing curvature flux bound
∫ u
u0
dūū2−δ‖

[
r /∇
]N−2

(ρ − ρ◦)‖2 is crucial here to recover the full

r-decay. This is also why the argument does not work directly for k4 = 1: The estimate does not hold for N − 1 derivatives.
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Moreover, if α, Ωβ − (Ωβ)Kerr or ω − ω◦ appears on the right hand side, then it does so with an additional
weight of at least r−1/2, cf. Remarks 14.1.8 and 14.1.11.

Similarly, 14.1.13), (14.1.32) and (14.1.19), (14.1.39) imply expressions for n derivatives of any curvature
component (except α and α itself, which however have already been estimated), i.e. Dγ(rpRp− rp(Rp)Kerr),
where 1 ≤ |γ| ≤ n (and γ 6= (0, 0, n), i.e. not all derivatives angular) in terms of

• up to n angular derivatives of Ricci coefficients and curvature components

• up to n derivatives of ω and ω (at least one of them angular if n derivatives appear)

• non-linear errors involving at most n derivatives of the Γ’s and n derivatives of the R’s.

Moreover, if α, Ωβ − (Ωβ)Kerr or ω − ω◦ appears on the right hand side, then it does so with an additional
weight of at least r−1/2, cf. Remarks 14.1.8 and 14.1.11.

The integrated decay estimates and the estimates on spheres follow for all Γ \ {b, ω−ω◦, ω−ω◦} and all
R \ {α, α} directly from these observations.

Step 2. The estimate ∑
|k|≤N

sup
DI+

‖Dk(r3T )‖Su,v . ε0 + ε
3
2

now follows by differentiating equations (14.1.21) and (14.1.4). (Reall again that we have proven the estimate
for k = (|k|, 0, 0) in the angular master energy already.)

Step 3. We prove the estimate of Theorem 14.3.3 for the terms involving b in the energy on the left. This

follows from commuting the transport equation (14.3.231) with derivatives of the form
[
Ω−1 /∇3

]i [
r /∇
]j

for
1 ≤ i+ j = n ≤ N .16 The non-linear error on the right involves at most n derivatives of the Ricci-coefficients
and the linear term involve up to n ≤ N derivatives of η − ηKerr and η − η

Kerr
which have been estimated

in Step 1. Integrating the commuted transport equation therefore yields the desired estimates.
Step 4. We prove the estimate of Theorem 14.3.3 for the terms involving the metric difference /g − /g◦.

This follows from the transport equation (14.3.242) and repeating the argument of Step 3.

16Note that a tuple of derivatives involving one Ω /∇4 can of course be estimated directly from the equation.
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Chapter 15

Estimates in the H+ gauge: the proof
of Theorem C.6

In this chapter we shall prove Theorem C.6, which we restate here:

Theorem C.6 (Estimates for geometric quantities in the H+ gauge). Under the assumptions of Theorem C,
then for all uf ∈ [u0

f , ûf ] and all λ ∈ R(uf ), with the gauges as defined above, it follows that the geometric

quantities in the H+ gauge satisfy the estimates

ENuf ,H+ . ε2
0 + ε3.
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Section Section 15.1 concerns certain preliminaries, including estimates for general redshifted and
blueshifted transport equations and the derivation of an equation satisfied by the quantity X, which is
later used to estimate Ω−1χ̂ in what is perhaps the most involved part of the proof of Theorem C.6. See
already the discussion in Section V.8. Section Section 15.2 involves estimates for certain nonlinear error
terms. These preliminaries and error estimates are used in Section 15.3, which concerns transport and
elliptic estimates for the geometric quantities in the H+ gauge and constitutes the main part of the proof of
Theorem C.6.
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As in the previous chapters of Part C, we shall assume throughout the assumptions of Theorem C. Let
us fix an arbitrary uf ∈ [u0

f , ûf ], with ûf ∈ B, and fix some λ ∈ R(uf ). In this chapter, unless explictly

stated otherwise, all propositions below shall always refer to the anchored H+ gauge in the spacetime
(M(λ), g(λ)), corresponding to parameters uf , Mf (uf , λ), whose existence is ensured by Definition 7.1.1.
Thus, we drop the H+ superscripts for geometric quantities without risk of confusion, writing α = αH+ ,
Cu = CH

+

u , etc. We shall denote M = Mf throughout this chapter.

This Chapter will depend on results from all previous chapters of Part C. Note, however, that from
Theorem C.2 of Chapter 10, this chapter will only use the statement of Proposition 10.6.1. Chapters 9
and 13 are only appealed to through the estimate in the statement of Theorems C.3 and C.4, and Chapter 14
only through the statement of Theorem C.5. Thus, if the reader is willing to refer back for these statements,
the chapter can be read independently of the rest of Part C.

As with the previous chapter, the reader may again 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.

15.1 General transport estimates for redshifted and blueshifted
equations, the quantity X, and other preliminaries

This section contains some preliminaries which will be used in Section 15.3 to estimate the Ricci coefficients
and curvature components. Section 15.1.1 concerns some basic transport estimates for S-tensors, including
estimates for redshifted and blueshifted transport equations in the outgoing null direction, which will be used
in Section 15.3 along with the elliptic estimates of Section 9.3. Section 15.1.2 involves the derivation of
equations satisfied by certain renormalised quantities, including the quantity X discussed in Section V.8.

15.1.1 General transport estimates

The general transport estimates of this section are used in Section 15.3 in order to estimate the Ricci
coefficients and curvature components.

15.1.1.1 L2 transport estimates in the /∇4 direction

A transport equation in the /∇4 direction for an S tensor ξ of the form

Ω /∇4ξ + a(Ωω̂)◦ξ = F, (15.1.1)

for some inhomogeneous term F and some a ∈ R, is referred to as redshifted, noshifted or blueshifted according
to whether the sign of a is positive, zero or negative respectively.

The following lemma provides an estimate for quantities which satisfy a blueshifted transport equation.

Lemma 15.1.1 (Estimates for blueshifted transport equation). Consider some u0 ≤ u ≤ uf and v−1 ≤ v ≤
v(R, u). Let ξ be an S-tensor field such that

Ω /∇4ξ − l(Ωω̂)ξ = F,

for some tensor field F and some l ≥ 2. Then,

‖ξ‖2Su,v + ‖ξ‖2Cu(v) . Ω(u, v)l‖ξ‖2Su,v(R,u)
+ ‖F‖2Cu(v) . ‖ξ‖

2
Su,v(R,u)

+ ‖F‖2Cu(v).

Proof. Since ∂v log Ω = Ωω̂, it follows that

Ω /∇4(Ω−
l
2 ξ)− l

2
(Ωω̂)Ω−

l
2 ξ = Ω−

l
2F.

The proof follows from contracting with Ω
l
2 ξ to give

∂v(Ω
−l|ξ|2)− l

2
Ωω̂◦Ω

−l|ξ|2 = 2Ω−lξ · F.
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Integrating over Su,v′ and from v to v(R, u) one obtains

‖Ω− l
2 ξ‖2Su,v + ‖Ω− l

2 ξ‖2Cu(v) . ‖Ω
− l

2 ξ‖2Su,v(R,u)
+

∫ v(R,u)

v

∫
Su,v′

Ω−l|ξ · F |dv′

. ‖Ω− l
2 ξ‖2Su,v(R,u)

+ λ‖Ω− l
2 ξ‖2Cu(v) + λ−1‖Ω− l

2F‖2Cu(v),

for any λ > 0. The proof follows from taking λ suitably small and multiplying by Ω(u, v)l.

The next lemma provides an estimate for quantities which satisfy a redshifted transport equation.

Lemma 15.1.2 (Estimates for redshifted transport equation). Let ξ be an S-tensor field such that

Ω /∇4ξ + l(Ωω̂)ξ = F, (15.1.2)

for some l ≥ 2 and some tensor field F . Then, for any κ ≥ 0, and any 2Mf < r∗ ≤ R2,

‖ξ‖2Su,v + ‖ξ1‖2
CH+
u (v)

.
1

vκ
‖ξ‖2Su,v−1

+ ‖F1‖2
CH+
u (v−1∨v/2)

, (15.1.3)

and

‖ξ1‖2
CH

+
v

+ ‖ξ1‖2DH+ (v)
.

1

vκ
‖ξ1‖2

CH
+

v−1

+ ‖F1‖2DH+ (v−1∨v/2)
, (15.1.4)

for all u0 ≤ u ≤ uf , v−1 ≤ v ≤ v(r∗, u), where v−1 ∨ v/2 := max{v−1, v/2} and 1 = 1r≤r∗ .

Proof. After contracting (15.1.2) with ξ and integrating between any v−1 ≤ v1 < v2 ≤ v(r∗, u), it follows
that,

‖ξ‖2Su,v2 +

∫ v2

v1

‖ξ‖2Su,vdv . ‖ξ‖
2
Su,v1

+

∫ v2

v1

‖F‖2Su,vdv. (15.1.5)

Let {ṽn} be an appropriate dyadic sequence. By the pigeonhole principle, for each n there exists vn ∈
[ṽn, ṽn+1) such that

‖ξ‖2Su,vn =
1

ṽn+1 − ṽn

∫ ṽn+1

ṽn

‖ξ‖2Su,vdv .
1

vn

(
‖ξ‖2Su,v−1

+

∫ v(r∗,u)

ṽn

‖F‖2Su,vdv
)
,

where the inequality follows from (15.1.5). Returning to (15.1.5), it follows that

‖ξ‖2Su,v +

∫ v(r∗,u)

v

‖ξ‖2Su,vdv .
1

v
‖ξ‖2Su,v−1

+

∫ v(r∗,u)

λv

‖F‖2Su,vdv,

for some appropriate λ < 1 (depending on exactly how the original dyadic sequence was chosen). The
estimate (15.1.3) follows by iterating the above argument bκ− 1c more times. The estimate (15.1.4) follows
from replacing ξ with Ωξ in (15.1.3) and integrating from u to uf .

15.1.1.2 L2 transport estimates in the /∇3 direction

The following lemma provides an estimate for quantities which satisfy transport equations in the /∇3 direction.

Lemma 15.1.3 (Estimates for transport equation in /∇3 direction). Let ξ be an S-tangent tensor field
satisfying

Ω /∇3ξ = Ω2F, (15.1.6)

for some tensor field F . Then, for all u0 ≤ u ≤ uf , v−1 ≤ v ≤ v(R2, u)

‖ξ‖2Su,v + ‖ξ‖2Cv(u) . ‖ξ‖
2
Suf ,v

+ ‖F‖2Cv(u), and ‖ξ‖2Cu(v) + ‖ξ‖2DH+ (v)
. ‖ξ‖2Cuf (v) + ‖F‖2DH+ (v)

.

Proof. Renormalising (15.1.6) with r−1 and contracting with ξ gives,

∂u(|r−1ξ|2)− 2r−1Ω2
◦|r−1ξ|2 = 2r−2Ω2ξ · F,

and so, integrating over the cone Cv(u) gives

‖ξ‖2Su,v + ‖ξ‖2Cv(u) ≤ ‖ξ‖
2
Suf ,v

+ ‖F‖2Cv(u).

The second estimate follows similarly by integrating over the spacetime region DH+

(v).
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15.1.1.3 L2 transport estimates for difference quotients

Recall that any S-tangent (0, k) tensor field ξ can be uniquely decomposed as

ξ = ξA1...Akdθ
A1 ⊗ . . .⊗ dθAk .

For such ξ define the difference

ξ(u, v, θ)− ξ(uf , v, θ) :=
(
ξ(u, v, θ)A1...Ak − ξ(uf , v, θ)A1...Ak

)
dθA1 ⊗ . . .⊗ dθAk ,

(note that this definition is independent of the choice of local coordinates θA on S2) and define the difference
quotient

Duf ξ(u, v, θ) :=
ξ(u, v, θ)− ξ(uf , v, θ)

Ω◦(u, v, θ)2
.

This section contains transport estimates concerning the above difference quotients of Su,v tensor fields.
The following lemma gives an estimate for the difference quotient of a noshifted equation (recall the nomen-
clature of Section 15.1.1.1).

Lemma 15.1.4 (Difference quotient estimate for noshifted transport equation). If ξ is an S-tangent (0, k)
tensor which satisfies

Ω /∇4ξ = F, (15.1.7)

then, for any u0 ≤ u ≤ uf , v−1 ≤ v ≤ v(R2, u), and any κ ≥ 0,

‖Duf ξ‖2Su,v + ‖Duf ξ‖2CH+
u (v)

.
1

vκ
‖Duf ξ‖2Su,v−1

+ ‖DufF‖2CH+
u (v−1∨v/2)

,

and

‖Duf ξ‖2CH+
v

+ ‖Duf ξ‖2DH+ (v)
.

1

vκ
‖Duf ξ‖2CH+

v−1

+ ‖DufF‖2DH+ (v−1∨v/2)
,

where v−1 ∨ v/2 := max{v−1, v/2}.

Proof. The equation (15.1.7) implies that

Ω /∇4Duf ξ + 2(Ωω̂)◦Duf ξ = DufF.

The proof then follows from Lemma 15.1.2.

The next lemma in particular shows that the difference quotient Duf ξ can be appropriately controlled
by the derivative Ω−1 /∇3ξ.

Lemma 15.1.5 (Estimate for difference by /∇3 derivative). Consider some u0 ≤ u ≤ uf , v−1 ≤ v ≤ v(R2, u)
and an S-tangent tensor field ξ. Then

|ξ(u, v, θ)− ξ(uf , v, θ)| .
∫ uf

u

(|Ω−1 /∇3ξ|+ |ξ|)(u′, v, θ)Ω2du′. (15.1.8)

In particular, it follows that

‖Duf ξ‖2Su,v ≤ sup
u≤u′≤uf

(
‖Ω−1 /∇3ξ‖2Su′,v + ‖ξ‖2Su′,v

)
. (15.1.9)

Proof. For simplicity, suppose ξ is an S-tangent 1-form. Write

ξ(u, v, θ)− ξ(uf , v, θ) = (ξ(u, v, θ)A − ξ(uf , v, θ)A)dθA =

∫ uf

u

∂u
(
ξ(u′, v, θ)A

)
du′dθA.

The inequality (15.1.8) follows from the fact that

∂u(ξA) = Ω /∇3ξA + Ωχ
A
BξB .

The inequality (15.1.9) is then immediate from the fact that Ω◦(u, v)−2
∫ uf
u

Ω2du′ . 1. The proof for more
general S-tangent tensor fields is similar.
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The next lemma concerns particular blueshifted transport equations which become noshifted after one
commutation with Ω−1 /∇3.

Lemma 15.1.6 (Estimates for blueshifted transport equations which are noshifted after one commutation).
Let ξ be an S-tangent tensor field satisfying

Ω /∇4Ω−1 /∇3ξ = h(r)ξ + F,

for some S-tangent tensor field F and some smooth function h. For any u0 ≤ u ≤ uf , v−1 ≤ v ≤ v(R2, u)
and any κ ≥ 0,∑
l=0,1

(
‖(Ω−1 /∇3)lξ‖2Su,v + ‖(Ω−1 /∇3)lξ‖2Cu(v)

)
(15.1.10)

. v−κ‖DufΩ−1 /∇3ξ‖2Su,v−1
+ ‖DufF‖2Cu(v−1∨ v2 ) +

∑
l=0,1

(
‖(Ω−1 /∇3)lξ‖2Suf ,v + ‖(Ω−1 /∇3)lξ‖2Cuf (v−1∨ v2 )

)
,

and∑
l=0,1

(
‖(Ω−1 /∇3)lξ‖2Cv(u) + ‖(Ω−1 /∇3)lξ‖2DH+ (v)

)
(15.1.11)

. v−κ‖DufΩ−1 /∇3ξ‖2Cv−1

+ ‖DufF‖2DH+ (v−1∨ v2 )
+
∑
l=0,1

(
‖(Ω−1 /∇3)lξ‖2Suf ,v + ‖(Ω−1 /∇3)lξ‖2Cuf (v−1∨ v2 )

)
,

where v−1 ∨ v/2 := max{v−1, v/2}.

Proof. The difference quotient DufΩ−1 /∇3ξ satisfies

Ω /∇4DufΩ−1 /∇3ξ + 2(Ωω̂)◦DufΩ−1 /∇3ξ = h(r)Duf ξ + ξ(uf , v)Dufh+DufF. (15.1.12)

Given v−1 ≤ v1 < v2 ≤ v(R2, u), after contracting (15.1.12) with DufΩ−1 /∇3ξ and integrating it follows that

‖DufΩ−1 /∇3ξ‖2Su,v2 +

∫ v2

v1

‖DufΩ−1 /∇3ξ‖2Su,vdv . ‖DufΩ−1 /∇3ξ‖2Su,v1

+

∫ v2

v1

‖ξ‖2Suf ,v + ‖DufF‖2Su,v + ‖Duf ξ‖2Su,vdv.

Now, by Lemma 15.1.5

|Duf ξ(u, v)| ≤ Ω◦(u, v)−2

∫ uf

u

(
|Ω−1 /∇3ξ(u

′, v)|+ |ξ(u′, v)|
)
Ω2du′,

and so∫ v2

v1

‖Duf ξ‖2Su,vdv .
∫ v2

v1

∫ uf

u

(
‖Ω−1 /∇3ξ‖2Su′,v + ‖ξ‖2Su′,v

)
Ω2
◦du
′Ω◦(u, v)−4

∫ uf

u

Ω(u′, v)2du′dv

.
∫ uf

u

∫ v2

v1

‖Ω−1 /∇3ξ‖2Su′,v + ‖ξ‖2Su′,vdv
Ω◦(u

′, v2)2

Ω◦(u, v2)2
du′.

Now since,
‖Ω−1 /∇3ξ‖2Su,v . ‖Ω

−1 /∇3ξ‖2Suf ,v + ‖DufΩ−1 /∇3ξ‖2Su,v
and

‖ξ‖2Su,v . ‖ξ‖
2
Suf ,v

+

∫ uf

u

‖Ω−1 /∇3ξ‖2Su′,vΩ2du′,

it follows that

‖ξ‖2Su,v + ‖Ω−1 /∇3ξ‖2Su,v +

∫ v2

v1

‖ξ‖2Su,v + ‖Ω−1 /∇3ξ‖2Su,vdv . ‖ξ‖
2
Suf ,v

+ ‖Ω−1 /∇3ξ‖2Suf ,v

+

∫ v2

v1

‖ξ‖2Suf ,v + ‖Ω−1 /∇3ξ‖2Suf ,vdv +

∫ uf

u

(
‖DufΩ−1 /∇3ξ‖2Su′,v2 +

∫ v2

v1

‖DufΩ−1 /∇3ξ‖2Su′,vdv
)
Ω2du′,
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and the Grönwall inequality implies∫ v2

v1

‖ξ‖2Su,v + ‖Ω−1 /∇3ξ‖2Su,v + ‖DufΩ−1 /∇3ξ‖2Su,vdv

. ‖DufΩ−1 /∇3ξ‖2Su,v1 +

∫ v2

v1

‖ξ‖2Suf ,v + ‖Ω−1 /∇3ξ‖2Suf ,v + ‖DufF‖2Su,vdv

and

‖ξ‖2Su,v2 + ‖Ω−1 /∇3ξ‖2Su,v2 + ‖DufΩ−1 /∇3ξ‖2Su,v2

. ‖DufΩ−1 /∇3ξ‖2Su,v1 + ‖ξ‖2Suf ,v2 + ‖Ω−1 /∇3ξ‖2Suf ,v2 +

∫ v2

v1

‖ξ‖2Suf ,v + ‖DufF‖2Su,vdv.

The proof of (15.1.10) then follows from a pigeonhole argument, as in the proof of Lemma 15.1.2. The proof
of (15.1.11), this time using the fact that the difference quotient satisfies

Ω /∇4Ω◦DufΩ−1 /∇3ξ + (Ωω̂)◦Ω◦DufΩ−1 /∇3ξ = h(r)Ω◦Duf ξ + Ω◦ξ(uf , v)Dufh+ Ω◦DufF.

The next lemma similarly concerns particular blueshifted transport equations which become noshifted
after one commutation with Ω−1 /∇3. Unlike Lemma 15.1.6, the following lemma involves commuting with
Duf , rather than commuting with Ω−1 /∇3.

Lemma 15.1.7 (Estimates for difference quotient for blueshifted transport equations which are noshifted
after one commutation). If ξ is an S-tangent (0, k) tensor which satisfies

Ω /∇4ξ − 2(Ωω̂)◦ξ = F, (15.1.13)

then, for any u0 ≤ u ≤ uf , v−1 ≤ v ≤ v(R2, u),∥∥Duf ξ
∥∥2

Su,v
.
∥∥Duf ξ

∥∥2

Su,v−1

+

∫ v

v−1

(v′)1+ δ
2 ‖ξ‖2Suf ,v′ dv

′ +

∫ v

v−1

(v′)1+ δ
2 ‖DufF‖2Su,v′dv

′.

Proof. The equation (15.1.13) implies that

Ω /∇4Duf ξ = F̂, where, F̂ (u, v) = 2ξ(uf , v)Duf (Ωω̂)◦(u, v) +DufF (u, v),

Hence

∂v‖Duf ξ‖2Su,v = 2

∫
S2

Duf ξ · F̂ dθ,

and,

‖Duf ξ‖2Su,v ≤ ‖Duf ξ‖2Su,v−1
+ 2

∫ v

v−1

‖Duf ξ‖Su,v′‖F̂‖Su,v′dv
′

≤ ‖Duf ξ‖2Su,v−1
+ 2 sup

v−1≤v′≤v
‖Duf ξ‖Su,v′

(∫ v

v−1

(v′)−1− δ2 dv′

) 1
2
(∫ v

v−1

(v′)1+ δ
2 ‖F̂‖Su,v′dv

′

) 1
2

dv′.

The result then follows after dividing by supv−1≤v′≤v ‖Duf ξ‖Su,v′ , taking the supremum over v−1 ≤ v′ ≤ v
and noting that

r(u, v)− r(uf , v)

Ω◦(u, v)2
=

r(u, v)− r(uf , v)
2M(r(u,v)−r(uf ,v))

r(uf ,v)r(u,v) + Ω◦(uf , v)2
≤ r(uf , v)r(u, v)

2Mf
,

and so
(Ωω̂)◦(u, v)− (Ωω̂)◦(uf , v)

Ω◦(u, v)2
. 1.
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15.1.2 Equations for commuted and renormalised quantities

In this section several equations, which are used in the later sections, are collected.
When estimating χ̂ it is convenient to consider the renormalised quantity

X = X1 = r /D∗2r /div(r2Ωχ̂)− r3

2
Ω−1 /∇3(rΩ2α), (15.1.14)

for which, unlike χ̂, α does not appear as a top order quantity on the right hand side of its evolution equation
in the outgoing direction.

Recall the error notation of Section 3.2.3.

Proposition 15.1.8 (Equation for X1). The quantity X1 satisfies

Ω /∇4X1 − 2(Ωω̂)◦X1 = L[X1] + E [X1],

where the linear term L[X1] takes the form

L[X1] =
r2Ω2

◦
2

Ω−1 /∇3(rΩ2α) + 3MfrΩ
2α,

and the nonlinear error E [X1] has the schematic form,

E [X1] = E1 + (H1 · Φ) · (r /∇)2Ωχ̂+ (H2 · Φ) · (r /∇)2Ωω̂.

for some vectors of admissible coefficient functions (see (3.2.1)) Hj = {Hj
i }i=1,...,17, j = 1, 2 and Hk1k2 =

{Hk1k2
i }i=1,...,17.

Proof. Equation (1.2.6) can be written

Ω /∇4(r2Ωχ̂)−2(Ωω̂)◦r
2Ωχ̂ = −r2Ω2α+E4[r2Ωχ̂], E4[r2Ωχ̂] = 2(Ωω̂−(Ωω̂)◦)r

2Ωχ̂−(Ωtrχ−(Ωtrχ)◦)r
2Ωχ̂.

Equation (1.2.6) and equation (3.4.13) then imply that,

Ω /∇4X1 = r2 /D∗2 /div
(
2(Ωω̂)◦r

2Ωχ̂− r2Ω2α
)
− Ω /∇4

(
r3

2Ω2

)
Ω /∇3(rΩ2α)− r3

2Ω2
Ω /∇4Ω /∇3(rΩ2α)

+ [Ω /∇4, r
2 /D∗2 /div](r2Ωχ̂) + r2 /D∗2 /divE4[r2Ωχ̂]

= 2(Ωω̂)◦X1 +

[
2(Ωω̂)◦

r3

2Ω2
− Ω /∇4

(
r3

2Ω2

)
+

2r2

Ω2

(
1− 3Mf

r

)]
Ω /∇3(rΩ2α) + 3MfrΩ

2α

− r3

2
E1 + [Ω /∇4, r

2 /D∗2 /div](r2Ωχ̂) + r2 /D∗2 /divE4[r2Ωχ̂].

The proof follows from the fact that

Ω /∇4

(
r3

2Ω2

)
=

3r2

2Ω2

(
1− 2Mf

r

)
− Mfr

Ω2
− r3

Ω2
(Ωω̂ − (Ωω̂)◦) ,

and so

2(Ωω̂)◦
r3

2Ω2
− Ω /∇4

(
r3

2Ω2

)
+

2r2

Ω2

(
1− 3Mf

r

)
=
r2

2

Ω2
◦

Ω2
+
r3

Ω2
(Ωω̂ − (Ωω̂)◦) .

It follows from inspecting the form of the error (using also Lemma 3.3.1) that the only second order terms
involve two angular derivatives of Ωχ̂, Ωω̂ or Ωtrχ. The terms involving /∇Ωtrχ can be replaced by terms
involving /divΩχ̂, plus zeroth order terms, using the Codazzi equation (1.2.18).

Proposition 15.1.8 shows that X1 satisfies a transport equation which contains linear terms involving
only one derivative of α on the right hand side (instead of the “expected” two derivatives). Define

X2 = r /D∗2r /divX1 +
r4Ω2

4
(Ω−1 /∇3)2(rΩ2α). (15.1.15)

The following proposition shows that X2 satisfies a transport equation such that the linear terms on the
right hand side involve only two derivatives of α, instead of the “expected” four derivatives. This “gap” of
two derivatives will be exploited when estimating Ωχ̂ in Section 15.3.4.
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Proposition 15.1.9 (Equation for X2). The quantity X2 satisfies

Ω /∇4X2 − 2(Ωω̂)◦X2 = L[X2] + E [X2],

where the linear term L[X2] takes the form

L[X2] =
∑

k1+k2≤2

Hk1k2 · (Ω−1 /∇3)k1(r /∇)k2(rΩ2α)

and the nonlinear error E [X2] has the schematic form

E [X2] = E3 + (H1 · Φ) · (r /∇)4Ωχ̂+ (H2 · Φ) · (r /∇)4Ωω̂,

for some vectors of admissible coefficient functions (see (3.2.1)) Hj = {Hj
i }i=1,...,17, j = 1, 2 and Hk1k2 =

{Hk1k2
i }i=1,...,17.

Proof. The proof is a direct computation using Proposition 15.1.8, Proposition 3.4.6 and the commutation
formulae of Lemma 3.3.1. Explicitly one obtains,

Ω /∇4X2 − 2(Ωω̂)◦X2 =− r2Ω2

2
(Ω−1 /∇3)2(rΩ2α) + (3Mf − r2Ω2)r2 /D∗2 /div(rΩ2α)

− r4Ω /∇3

(
1

r

(
1− 3Mf

r

)
Ω−1 /∇3(rΩ2α)

)
− r4

2
Ω /∇3

(
3Mf

r3
rΩ2α

)
+ r3Ω2Ω /∇3Ω−1 /∇3(rΩ2α)− r4

2
Ω /∇3

(
Mf

r2
Ω−1 /∇3(rΩ2α)

)
+ E [X2],

where the error E [X2] has the above schematic form.

Define

X1 = r2 /D∗2 /div(r2Ωχ̂)− r3

2Ω2
Ω /∇4(rΩ2α). (15.1.16)

Similar to the /∇4 equation satisfied by X1, X1 satisfies a transport equation in the /∇3 direction such that
the linear terms on the right hand side involve only first order derivatives of α.

Proposition 15.1.10 (Equation for X1). The quantity X1 satisfies

Ω /∇3(Ω−2X1) = − r2

2Ω2
Ω /∇4(rΩ2α) + 3Mfrα+ E2.

Proof. The proof is a direct computation and is similar to the proof of Proposition 15.1.8, using now equations
(1.2.6) and (3.4.14).

Recall the quantity µ∗ = /divη + (ρ − ρ◦) − 3
2r (Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦), which satisfies the following equation

which is noshifted, but has only nonlinear terms on the right hand side.

Proposition 15.1.11 (Equation for µ∗). On the final hypersurface {u = uf}, the quantity µ∗ satisfies

∂v(r
3µ∗) = E [r3µ∗].

and the nonlinear error E [r3µ∗] has the schematic form

E [r3µ∗] = E0 + (H1 · Φ) · r /∇Ωχ̂+ (H2 · Φ) · r /∇η

for some vectors of admissible coefficient functions (see (3.2.1)) Hj = {Hj
i }i=1,...,17, j = 1, 2.
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Proof. First note that the equations (1.2.12), (1.2.25), together with (15.3.27), imply that, on {u = uf},

∂v(r
3 /divη) =− r3 /div(Ωβ) + [Ω /∇4, r /div]r2η − 2r3 /div (Ωχ̂ · η) + E0,

∂v(r
3ρ) =− 3r3

2
ρ◦ (Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦) + r3Ω /divβ + E0

and the Raychaudhuri equation (1.2.7) can be written in renormalised form as

∂v
(
r2 (Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦)

)
= 2r2(Ωω̂)◦

(
Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦

)
+ E0,

on {u = uf}. The result then follows after noting the cancellations in the linear terms.

The following proposition contains the commuted form of equation (1.2.6). Note that, in the language
of Section 15.1.1.1, the equation is blueshifted, noshifted or redshifted depending on whether it is commuted
with zero, one, or two or more Ω−1 /∇3 derivatives respectively.

Proposition 15.1.12 (Commuted equation for Ωχ̂). For any k1, k2, Ωχ̂ satisfies the commuted equation

Ω /∇4

(
(r /∇)k1(Ω−1 /∇3)k2r2Ωχ̂

)
+ 2(k2 − 1)Ωω̂(r /∇)k1(Ω−1 /∇3)k2r2Ωχ̂ = Lk1k2

[Ωχ̂] + Ek1+k2 ,

where

|Lk1k2 [Ωχ̂]| .
k1−1∑

l1+l2=0

|(r /∇)l1(Ω−1 /∇3)l2Ωχ̂|+
k1+k2∑
l1+l2=0

|(r /∇)l1(Ω−1 /∇3)l2Ω2α|.

If k2 ≥ k1 + 1 then the one can replace Ek1+k2 with E∗k1+k2 .

Proof. The proof follows by commuting equation (1.2.6), using Lemma 3.3.1.

Finally, the following proposition collects equations which will be used to estimate σ.

Lemma 15.1.13 (Equations satisfied by σ). The following schematic equations are satisfied by σ,

Ω /∇4

(
r2Ω /∇4(r3σ)

)
= −r5 /curl /div(Ω2α) + 2Ωω̂r2Ω /∇4(r3σ) + E1, (15.1.17)

and,
Ω−1 /∇3

(
r2Ω−1 /∇3(r3σ)

)
= r5 /curl /div(Ω−2α) + E1. (15.1.18)

Proof. The Bianchi equation (1.2.26) implies that

Ω /∇4(r3σ) = −r3 /curl(Ωβ) + E4[r3σ],

where

E4[r3σ] =
r3

2
∗(η + η) · Ωβ − r3

2

(
η + 3η

)
∧ Ωβ +

r3

2
Ω−1χ̂ ∧ Ω2α.

Similarly, the Bianchi equation (1.2.23) implies

Ω /∇4

(
r4

Ω
β

)
= r4 /divα+ E4

[
r4

Ω
β

]
, E4

[
r4

Ω
β

]
= Ω−2r4

(
η] · α− 2(Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦)Ωβ

)
,

which then gives,

Ω /∇4

(
r5 /curlΩβ

)
= Ω2r5 /curl /divα− 2Ωω̂r2Ω /∇4(r3σ) + 2Ωω̂r2E4[r3σ] + Ω2Ω /∇4

(
r5

Ω2
∗(η + η) · Ωβ

)
+ Ω2r /curlE4

[
r4

Ω
β

]
− Ω2[r /curl,Ω /∇4]

(
r4

Ω
β

)
.

Equation (15.1.17) then follows. Equation (15.1.18) follows similarly, now using equations (1.2.28) and
(1.2.30).
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15.2 Non-linear error estimates

The results of this section will be used to control the nonlinear error terms which arise when estimating the
geometric quantities in Section 15.3. Recall again the pointwise estimates for the geometric quantities in the
H+ gauge of Proposition 9.2.1, which take the form

PN−5
uf

[ΦH
+

] . ε

with the pointwise norm PN−5
uf

[ΦH
+

] defined in (6.1.23). Recall also the estimate for the energy ENuf ,H+ ,

defined in (6.1.21), in the bootstrap assumption (7.1.4), which takes the form

ENuf ,H+ . ε2.

These estimates will be used throughout this section.

15.2.1 Spacetime error estimates

The first nonlinear error estimate concerns nonlinear errors estimated in the spacetime L2 norm.

Proposition 15.2.1 (Spacetime nonlinear error estimate). For s = 0, 1, 2, if k ≤ N − s, then, for any
v−1 ≤ v ≤ v(R2, uf ),

‖Ek‖2DH+ (v)
.

ε4

vκ(s)
,

where κ(0) = 1− δ, κ(1) = 2 and κ(2) = 3.

Proof. Consider a nonlinear term of the form Dγ1Φ(1) ·Dγ2Φ(2) for some |γ1|+ |γ2| ≤ N − s (the cubic and
higher order terms are easier to estimate). Without loss of generality assume |γ2| ≥ |γ1|. Suppose first that
Dγ2Φ(2) 6= (r /∇)N−sΩχ̂ and Dγ2Φ(2) 6= (r /∇)N−sΩtrχ. Then

‖Dγ2(Φ(2) − Φ
(2)
Kerr)‖

2
DH+ (v)

.
ε2

vs
.

Now, since |Dγ1Φ(1)| . εv−1,

‖Dγ1Φ(1) ·Dγ2Φ(2)‖2DH+ (v)
.
ε2

v2

(
‖Φ(2)

Kerr‖
2
DH+ (v)

+ ‖Dγ2(Φ(2) − Φ
(2)
Kerr)‖

2
DH+ (v)

)
,

and the result follows from the fact that ‖Φ(2)
Kerr‖2DH+ (v)

. ε2v−1.

Suppose now that Dγ2Φ(2) = (r /∇)N−sΩχ̂ or (r /∇)N−sΩtrχ. Consider first the case that s = 0. Then

‖Dγ2Φ(2)‖2Su,v . ε
2vδ,

and

‖Dγ1Φ(1) ·Dγ2Φ(2)‖2DH+ (v)
.
∫
DH+ (v)

ε4(v′)δ−2Ω2
◦dudv . ε

4vδ−1.

The cases s = 1 and s = 2 are similar, using the fact that

‖Dγ2Φ(2)‖2Su,v . ε
2, if s = 1, ‖Dγ2Φ(2)‖2Su,v . ε

2v−1, if s = 2.
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15.2.2 Error estimates on spheres

In this section nonlinear error terms are estimate on spheres.

Proposition 15.2.2 (Nonlinear error estimate on spheres). For s = 0, 1, 2, if k ≤ N − 1− s then, for any
u0 ≤ u ≤ uf , v−1 ≤ v ≤ v(R2, u), ∥∥Ek∥∥2

SH+
u,v
.

ε4

v2+s
.

Proof. The proof is an immediate consequence of the fact that each Φ satisfies, for s = 0, 1, 2,∑
|γ|≤N−1−s

‖DγΦ‖2Su,v .
ε2

vs
.

An extra derivative can be controlled if the nonlinear error involves only Ricci coefficients, and no
curvature components.

Proposition 15.2.3 (Nonlinear error estimate on spheres). For s = 0, 1, 2, if |γ| ≤ N − s then, for any Γ

and Γ̃ and any u0 ≤ u ≤ uf , v−1 ≤ v ≤ v(R2, u),∥∥∥Dγ
(
Γ · Γ̃

)∥∥∥2

SH+
u,v

.
ε4

v1+κ(s)
,

where κ(0) = 1− δ, κ(1) = 2 and κ(2) = 3.

Proof. The proof is an immediate consequence of the fact that, for s = 0, 1, 2, for each Γ,∑
|γ|≤N−s

‖DγΓ‖2
SH+
u,v

.
ε2

vκ(s)−1
.

15.2.3 Error estimates on null hypersurfaces

In this section, nonlinear error terms are estimated in L2 on null hypersurfaces. The first proposition concerns
outgoing null hypersurfaces.

Proposition 15.2.4 (Nonlinear error estimate on outgoing null hypersurfaces). Given s = 0, 1, 2 and k ≤
N − s, let Ek be a nonlinear error which does not involve the top order quantity (Ω−1 /∇3)kΩ−2α. Then, for
any u0 ≤ u ≤ uf , v−1 ≤ v ≤ v(R2, u),

‖Ek‖2
CH+
u (v)

.
ε4

vκ(s)
,

where κ(0) = 1− δ, κ(1) = 2 and κ(2) = 3.

Proof. The proof is similar to that of Proposition 15.2.1 since, for all |γ| ≤ N−s and DγΦ 6= (Ω−1 /∇3)N−sΩ−2α,
(r /∇)N−sΩχ̂ or (r /∇)N−sΩtrχ,

‖Dγ(Φ− ΦKerr)‖2CH+
u (v)

.
ε2

vs
.

Terms of the form Dγ1Φ(1) ·Dγ2Φ(2) for Dγ2Φ(2) = (r /∇)N−sΩχ̂ or (r /∇)N−sΩtrχ are again estimated sepa-
rately, exactly as in the proof of Proposition 15.2.1.

The next proposition concerns nonlinear error terms on incoming null hypersurfaces.
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Proposition 15.2.5 (Nonlinear error estimate on incoming null hypersurfaces). Given s = 0, 1, 2 and
k ≤ N − s, let Ek be a nonlinear error which does not involve the top order quantity (rΩ /∇4)kΩ2α. Then,
for any v−1 ≤ v ≤ v(R2, uf ),

‖Ek‖2
CH

+
v

.
ε4

vκ(s)
,

where κ(0) = 1− δ, κ(1) = 2 and κ(2) = 3.

Proof. The proof is again similar to that of Proposition 15.2.1 since, for all |γ| ≤ N − s and DγΦ 6=
(Ω−1 /∇3)N−sΩ−2α, (r /∇)N−sΩχ̂ or (r /∇)N−sΩtrχ,

‖Dγ(Φ− ΦKerr)‖2CH+
v

.
ε2

vs
.

Terms of the form Dγ1Φ(1) ·Dγ2Φ(2) for Dγ2Φ(2) = (r /∇)N−sΩχ̂ or (r /∇)N−sΩtrχ are again estimated sepa-
rately, exactly as in the proof of Proposition 15.2.1.

On the final hypersurface {uH+ = uf}, nonlinear error terms involving even higher order derivatives of
certain Ricci coefficients can be controlled. Such estimates are used in Section 15.3.3.1.

Proposition 15.2.6 (Nonlinear error estimate on the final outgoing hypersurfaces). On the final hypersur-
face {u = uf}, for s = 0, 1, for any Φ, any ξ = Ωχ̂,Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦, η − ηKerr, any k ≤ N + 1− s, and any
v−1 ≤ v ≤ v(R2, uf ), (∫

Cu(v)

|Φ · (r /∇)kξ|dθdv′
)2

.
ε4

v2+s
.

Proof. The proof is an immediate consequence of the Cauchy–Schwarz inequality, the fact that |Φ| . εv−1

for all Φ, and ∑
|γ|≤N+1−s

‖(r /∇)kξ‖2
CH+
uf

(v)
.
ε2

vs
,

for ξ = Ωχ̂,Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦, η − ηKerr and s = 0, 1, 2.

The following proposition exploits the fact that nonlinear error terms have faster decay if they do not
contain quadratic terms for which both factors are non-vanishing in the reference linearised Kerr solution.
Note that such terms for which one of the factors is Ωβ are allowed in the following proposition since, in the
reference linearised Kerr solution, ΩβKerr behaves like Ω2.

Proposition 15.2.7 (Nonlinear error estimate on outgoing null hypersurfaces). Given s = 0, 1, 2 and k ≤
N − 1− s, let Ek be a nonlinear error which moreover does not contain any quadratic terms of the form

Dγ1Φ(1) ·Dγ2Φ(2), Φ(1),Φ(2) ∈ {η, η, σ,Ω−1β}.

Then, for any u0 ≤ u ≤ uf , v−1 ≤ v ≤ v(R2, u),(∫
Cu(v)

|Ek|dθdv′
)2

.
ε4

v1+s
, and ‖Ek‖2

CH+
u (v)

.
ε4

v2+s
. (15.2.1)

Proof. Consider a quadratic term Dγ1Φ(1) ·Dγ2Φ(2) and suppose that Φ
(1)
Kerr = 0. Then

‖Dγ1Φ(1)‖2Cu(v) . ε
2v−s, ‖Dγ2(Φ(2) − Φ

(2)
Kerr)‖

2
Cu(v) . ε

2v−s,

for |γ1| ≤ N − 1− s and |γ2| ≤ N − 1− s respectively. Hence, by Cauchy–Schwarz,(∫
Cu(v)

|Dγ1Φ(1) ·Dγ2Φ(2)|dθdv′
)2

.
(∫

Cu(v)

ε

uf
|Dγ1Φ(1)|+ |Dγ1Φ(1) ·Dγ2(Φ(2) − Φ

(2)
Kerr)|dθdv

′
)2

.
( ε2

uf
+ ‖Dγ2(Φ(2) − Φ

(2)
Kerr)‖

2
Cu(v)

)
‖Dγ1Φ(1)‖2Cu(v) .

ε4

vs+1
.
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For the remaining case, when Φ(1) = Ωβ, one estimates the term arising from Dγ1(Φ(1) − Φ
(1)
Kerr) exactly as

above. Now |Φ(1)
Kerr| . Ω2

◦ε(uf )−1 and so(∫
Cu(v)

|Φ(1)
Kerr ·D

γ2Φ(2)|dθdv′
)2

.
(∫

Cu(v)

εΩ2
◦

uf

( ε
uf

+ |Dγ2(Φ(2) − Φ
(2)
Kerr)|

)
dθdv′

)2

.
( ε2

uf
+ ‖Dγ2(Φ(2) − Φ

(2)
Kerr)‖

2
Cu(v)

) ε2

(uf )2
‖Ω2
◦‖2Cu(v) .

ε4

vs+1
.

The first of (15.2.1) then follows. The proof of the second is similar.

15.2.4 Difference quotient nonlinear error estimates for Ωω̂ − (Ωω̂)◦

The term Ωω̂− (Ωω̂)◦ appears at top order as an error in the /∇4X2 equation (see Section 15.1.2) and so the
following will be used in estimating the difference quotient DufX2.

Proposition 15.2.8 (Difference quotient nonlinear error estimates for Ωω̂− (Ωω̂)◦). For any k ≤ N −s, for
s = 0, 1, 2, and for any Φ, the difference quotient Duf

(
Φ · (r /∇)k(Ωω̂− (Ωω̂)◦)

)
satisfies, for all u0 ≤ u ≤ uf ,

v−1 ≤ v ≤ v(R2, u),

‖Duf

(
Φ · (r /∇)k(Ωω̂ − (Ωω̂)◦)

)
‖2Cu(v) + ‖Duf

(
Φ · (r /∇)k(Ωω̂ − (Ωω̂)◦)

)
‖2DH+ (v)

.
ε4

v2+s
.

Proof. Note first that

Duf

(
Φ · (r /∇)k(Ωω̂ − (Ωω̂)◦)

)
(u, v)

= DufΦ(u, v) · (r /∇)k(Ωω̂ − (Ωω̂)◦)(uf , v) +Duf (r /∇)k(Ωω̂ − (Ωω̂)◦)(u, v) · Φ(u, v).

Equation (1.2.15) and Lemma 3.3.1 imply that

Ω−1 /∇3(r /∇)k(Ωω̂ − (Ωω̂)◦) = (r /∇)k(ρ− ρ◦) + E∗k,

and so it follows from Proposition 15.1.5 that

‖Duf

(
Φ · (r /∇)k(Ωω̂ − (Ωω̂)◦)

)
‖2Cu(v) . sup

u≤u′≤uf

∫ v(R2,u)

v

∫
Su′,v′

|E∗k|2dθdv′ . ε4

v2+s
.

The estimate on DH+

(v) is similar, using now the fact that the estimate (15.1.8) implies that, denoting

Wk = (r /∇)k(Ωω̂ − (Ωω̂)◦)

‖Φ ·DufWk‖2DH+ (v)
.
∫ uf

u

∫ v(R2,u
′)

v

∫
Su′,v′

|Φ|2Ω−4
(∫ uf

u′
(|Ω−1 /∇3Wk|+ |Wk|)Ω2du′′

)2

Ω2dθdv′du′

.
ε2

v2

∫ uf

u

∫ v(R2,u
′)

v

∫
Su′,v′

∫ uf

u′
(|Ω−1 /∇3Wk|2 + |Wk|2)Ω2du′′dθdv′du′

.
ε2

v2
sup

u≤u′≤uf
(‖Ω−1 /∇3Wk‖2Cu′ (v) + ‖Wk‖2Cu′ (v)),

where the fact that ∫ uf

u

∫ uf

u′
Ω(u′′, v′)2du′′du′ . 1,

for all v′ has been used. The term DufΦ · (r /∇)k(Ωω̂ − (Ωω̂)◦) is estimated similarly.
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15.3 The proof of Theorem C.6: transport and elliptic estimates

This section concerns the main part of the proof of Theorem C.6. In Section 15.3.1 the proof of Theorem C.6
is outlined and reduced to the main statements of the following sections. Some of the geometric quantities
are almost gauge invariant and so can be estimated directly, using only elliptic estimates, without directly
exploiting any of the defining properties of the H+ gauge, from Theorem C.4. These quantities are estimated
in Section 15.3.2. The most involved part of the proof of Theorem C.6 concerns the estimates for the ` ≥ 2
modes of the geometric quantities. The ` ≥ 2 modes are first estimated, via transport and elliptic estimates,
on the hypersurfaces Cuf and Cv−1

in Section 15.3.3, and then in the spacetime region DH+

in Section
15.3.4. The ` = 0, 1 modes of the geometric quantities are then estimated on the hypersurfaces Cuf and

Cv−1
in Section 15.3.5, and then in the spacetime region DH+

in Section 15.3.6. Section 15.3.7 concerns
estimates for the metric components.

15.3.1 Outline of the proof of Theorem C.6

In this section the proof of Theorem C.6 is reduced to Theorems 15.3.1, 15.3.2, 15.3.3, 15.3.4, and 15.3.5,
whose proofs are given in Sections 15.3.2–15.3.7.

Recall the energy ENuf ,H+ from Section 6.1,

ENuf ,H+ := EN [DH
+

] + EN [CH
+

] + EN [CH
+

] + EN [SH
+

] + EN [χH
+

] + EN+1[CH
+

uf
] + EN [gH

+

]

+ (uf )4
1∑

m=−1

|JmH+ − JmI+ |2.

The ` ≥ 2, ` = 1 and ` = 0 modes of the geometric quantities are estimated separately. Accordingly, recall

AR =
{

(Ωβ − ΩβKerr)
H+

, (Ω−1β − Ω−1β
Kerr

)H
+

, (ρ− ρ◦)H
+

, (σ − σKerr)
H+}

,

AΓ =
{

(Ω−2
◦ Ω2 − 1)H

+

,Ω−1χ̂H
+

,Ω−2(Ωtrχ− Ωtrχ◦)
H+

, (η − ηKerr)
H+

, (η − η
Kerr

)H
+

,

(Ωω̂ − Ωω̂◦)
H+

,Ω−2(Ωω̂ − Ωω̂)H
+}
.

Aχ = {Ωχ̂H
+

, (Ωtrχ− Ωtrχ◦)
H+

},
and recall that elements of AR and AΓ are denoted R̆ and Γ̆ respectively, with a˘added to emphasise the
fact that the linearised Kerr values have been subtracted. Define the spacetime energies

EN`≥2[DH
+

] := sup
v−1≤v≤v(R2,uf )

∑
s=0,1,2

vs
( ∑
|γ|≤N−s

∑
R̆∈AR

‖(1− 3Mf/r)D
γR̆`≥2‖2DH+ (v)

(15.3.1)

+
∑

|γ|≤N−1−s

∑
R̆∈AR

‖DγR̆`≥2‖2DH+ (v)
+

∑
|γ|≤N−s

∑
Γ̆∈AΓ

‖DγΓ̆`≥2‖2DH+ (v)

)
,

EN`=1[DH
+

] := sup
v−1≤v≤v(R2,uf )

∑
s=0,1,2

vs
∑

|γ|≤N−s

∑
Φ̆∈AR∪AΓ∪Aχ

‖DγΦ̆`=1‖2DH+ (v)
(15.3.2)

EN`=0[DH
+

] := sup
v−1≤v≤v(R2,uf )

∑
s=0,1,2

vs
∑

|γ|≤N−s

∑
Φ̆∈AR∪AΓ∪Aχ

‖DγΦ̆`=0‖2DH+ (v)
, (15.3.3)

and the null cone energies

EN`≥2[CH
+

] := sup
v−1≤v≤v(R2,uf )

∑
s=0,1,2

∑
|γ|≤N−s

vs sup
u−1≤u≤uf

∑
Φ̆∈AR∪AΓ

‖DγΦ̆`≥2‖2CH+
u (v)

, (15.3.4)

EN`=1[CH
+

] := sup
v−1≤v≤v(R2,uf )

∑
s=0,1,2

∑
|γ|≤N−s

vs sup
u−1≤u≤uf

∑
Φ̆∈AR∪AΓ∪Aχ

‖DγΦ̆`=1‖2CH+
u (v)

, (15.3.5)

EN`=0[CH
+

] := sup
v−1≤v≤v(R2,uf )

∑
s=0,1,2

∑
|γ|≤N−s

vs sup
u−1≤u≤uf

∑
Φ̆∈AR∪AΓ∪Aχ

‖DγΦ̆`=0‖2CH+
u (v)

, (15.3.6)
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and

EN`≥2[CH
+

] := sup
v−1≤v≤v(R2,uf )

∑
s=0,1,2

∑
|γ|≤N−s

vs
∑

Φ̆∈AR∪AΓ

‖DγΦ̆`≥2‖2CH+
v

, (15.3.7)

EN`=1[CH
+

] := sup
v−1≤v≤v(R2,uf )

∑
s=0,1,2

∑
|γ|≤N−s

vs
∑

Φ̆∈AR∪AΓ

‖DγΦ̆`=1‖2CH+
v

, (15.3.8)

EN`=0[CH
+

] := sup
v−1≤v≤v(R2,uf )

∑
s=0,1,2

∑
|γ|≤N−s

vs
∑

Φ̆∈AR∪AΓ

‖DγΦ̆`=0‖2CH+
v

, (15.3.9)

the energies on spheres

EN`≥2[SH
+

] := sup
DH+

∑
s=0,1,2

vs
( ∑
|γ|≤N−1−s

∑
R̆∈AR

‖DγR̆`≥2‖2SH+
u,v

+
∑

|γ|≤N−s

∑
Γ̆∈AΓ

‖DγΓ̆`≥2‖2SH+
u,v

)
, (15.3.10)

EN`=1[SH
+

] := sup
DH+

∑
s=0,1,2

vs
∑

|γ|≤N−s

∑
Φ̆∈AR∪AΓ∪Aχ

‖DγΦ̆`=1‖2SH+
u,v

, (15.3.11)

EN`=0[SH
+

] := sup
DH+

∑
s=0,1,2

vs
∑

|γ|≤N−s

∑
Φ̆∈AR∪AΓ∪Aχ

‖DγΦ̆`=0‖2SH+
u,v

, (15.3.12)

and the energy of N + 1 derivatives of certain Ricci coefficients through the final hypersurface

EN+1
`≥2 [CH

+

uf
] := sup

v−1≤v≤v(R2,u)

∑
s=0,1,2

vs
N+1−s∑
k=0

‖(r /∇)k(Ωχ̂`≥2, (Ωtrχ− Ωtrχ◦)`≥2, (η − ηKerr)`≥2)H
+

‖2
CH+
uf

(v)
.

(15.3.13)
For the quantities Ωχ̂ and Ωtrχ−Ωtrχ◦ recall again that, for k = (k1, k2, k3), Dk = (r /∇)k1(Ω−1 /∇3)k2(rΩ /∇4)k3

and define

EN`≥2[χH
+

] :=
∑

Γ∈Aχ

[
sup
DH+

v−δ‖(r /∇)NΓ`≥2‖2SH+
u,v

+
∑

s=0,1,2

∑
|k|≤N−s
k1 6=N−s

(
sup
DH+

vs‖DkΓ`≥2‖2SH+
u,v

(15.3.14)

+ sup
v−1≤v≤v(R2,uf )

vs
(

sup
u−1≤u≤uf

∥∥DkΓ`≥2

∥∥2

CH+
u (v)

+
∥∥DkΓ`≥2

∥∥2

CH
+

v
+
∥∥DkΓ`≥2

∥∥2

DH+ (v)

))]
.

Here ξ`=1 = ξ`=0 = 0 if ξ is a symmetric trace free (0, 2) S tensor.

Proof of Theorem C.6. The estimates for EN [DH+

], EN [CH
+

], EN [CH
+

], EN [SH
+

], follow from Theorems
15.3.2, 15.3.3 and 15.3.4 (for the ` ≥ 2, ` = 1 and ` = 0 modes respectively) and the fact that

EN [DH
+

] . EN`≥2[DH
+

] + EN`=1[DH
+

] + EN`=0[DH
+

],

etc. The estimate for EN+1[CH
+

uf
] then follows from the estimate for EN+1

`≥2 [CH
+

uf
] of Theorem 15.3.1 and the

fact that
EN+1[CH

+

uf
] . EN+1

`≥2 [CH
+

uf
] + EN+1

`=1 [CH
+

] + EN+1
`=0 [CH

+

],

and the estimate for EN [χH
+

] follows from the estimate for EN`≥2[χH
+

] of Theorem 15.3.2 and the fact that

EN [χH
+

] . EN`≥2[χH
+

] + EN`=0,1[DH
+

] + EN`=0,1[CH
+

] + EN`=0,1[CH
+

] + EN`=0,1[SH
+

],

where
EN`=0,1[DH

+

] = EN`=0[DH
+

] + EN`=1[DH
+

],

etc. The estimate for EN [gH
+

] follows from Theorem 15.3.5 and the estimate for the Kerr parameters
JmH+ − JmI+ follows from Theorem 15.3.1.
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15.3.2 Estimates for almost gauge invariant quantities in DH+

The quantities σ`≥2, /curlη`≥2, /curlη
`≥2

, /curlβ`≥2, /curlβ
`≥2

, /curl /divχ̂, /curl /divχ̂ are all almost gauge invariant

and so can be directly estimated in terms of α, α and higher order derivatives, without directly exploiting
the defining conditions of the H+ gauge. The estimates of this section will be used in Section 15.3.3 and
Section 15.3.4.

Given an Su,v tensor ξ and u0 ≤ u ≤ uf , v−1 ≤ v ≤ v(R2, u), define the norm

‖ξ‖2DH+ (v),Cv,Cu(v),Su,v
:=‖R∗ξ‖2DH+ (v)

+ ‖ξ‖2DH+ (v)
+ ‖ξ‖2Su,v (15.3.15)

+
∑
|γ|≤1

(
‖(1− 3Mf/r)D

γξ‖2DH+ (v)
+ ‖Dγξ‖2Cv + ‖Dγξ‖2Cu(v)

)
,

where R∗ = Ω /∇4 − Ω /∇3. Note that the norm ‖ξ‖2DH+ (v),Cv,Cu(v),Su,v
involves first order derivatives of ξ.

Proposition 15.3.1 (Estimate for σ`≥2 in DH+

). For any u0 ≤ u ≤ uf , v ≥ v−1, for s = 0, 1, 2 and for
0 ≤ |γ| ≤ N − 1− s,

‖Dγσ`≥2‖2DH+ (v),Cv,Cu(v),Su,v
.
ε2

0 + ε3

vs
,

where the norm ‖ · ‖DH+ (v),Cv,Cu(v),Su,v
is defined in (15.3.15).

Proof. Consider first the case that Dγ = Dγ̃(r /∇)k for some |γ̃| ≤ N − 4 − s and k ≤ 3. Proposition 3.4.1
implies that

/D∗2∗ /∇σ =
1

2
(P − P ) + E1,

and the result then follows from Proposition 9.3.3 and Theorem C.3, using Propositions 15.2.1, 15.2.2, 15.2.4,
15.2.5 to control the error terms.

If, now, Dγ = Dγ̃(rΩ /∇4)k for some |γ̃| ≤ N − 3 − s and k ≤ 2 then the proof follows inductively from
Lemma 15.1.13 and Theorem C.4, again using Propositions 15.2.1, 15.2.2, 15.2.4, 15.2.5 to control the error
terms (it is readily checked that the error terms have the correct form). Similarly if Dγ = Dγ̃(Ω−1 /∇3)k for
some |γ̃| ≤ N − 3− s and k ≤ 2. The remaining cases follow easily from commuting the previous cases.

Proposition 15.3.2 (Estimates for /curlη`≥2 and /curlη
`≥2

in DH+

). For any u0 ≤ u ≤ uf , v ≥ v−1, for

s = 0, 1, 2 and for 0 ≤ |γ| ≤ N − 1− s,

‖Dγ /curlη`≥2‖2DH+ (v),Cv,Cu(v),Su,v
+ ‖Dγ /curlη

`≥2
‖2DH+ (v),Cv,Cu(v),Su,v

.
ε2

0 + ε3

vs
,

where the norm ‖ · ‖DH+ (v),Cv,Cu(v),Su,v
is defined in (15.3.15).

Proof. The proof follows from the equations (1.2.17) and Proposition 15.3.1, using Propositions 15.2.1, 15.2.2,
15.2.4, 15.2.5 to control the nonlinear error terms.

Proposition 15.3.3 (Estimates for /curlΩβ`≥2 and /curlΩ−1β
`≥2

in DH+

). For any u0 ≤ u ≤ uf , v ≥ v−1,

for s = 0, 1, 2 and for 0 ≤ |γ| ≤ N − 2− s,

‖Dγ /curlΩβ`≥2‖2DH+ (v),Cv,Cu(v),Su,v
+ ‖Dγ /curlΩ−1β

`≥2
‖2DH+ (v),Cv,Cu(v),Su,v

.
ε2

0 + ε3

vs
,

where the norm ‖ · ‖DH+ (v),Cv,Cu(v),Su,v
is defined in (15.3.15).

Proof. Since /curlη = − /curlη, equation (1.2.12) implies that

r3 /curl(Ωβ) = Ω /∇4(r3 /curlη) + E1.

The proof for /curlβ then follows from Proposition 15.3.2 and Propositions 15.2.1, 15.2.2, 15.2.4, 15.2.5 (after
noting that α and α do not appear as top order terms in the error). The proof for /curlβ is similar, using
now

r3 /curl(Ω−1β) = Ω−1 /∇3(r3 /curlη) + E1.
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Proposition 15.3.4 (Estimates for /curl /divΩχ̂ and /curl /divΩ−1χ̂ in DH+

). For any u0 ≤ u ≤ uf , v ≥ v−1,
for s = 0, 1, 2 and for 0 ≤ |γ| ≤ N − 2− s, for s = 0, 1, 2,

‖Dγ /curl /divΩχ̂‖2DH+ (v),Cv,Cu(v),Su,v
+ ‖Dγ /curl /divΩ−1χ̂‖2DH+ (v),Cv,Cu(v),Su,v

.
ε2

0 + ε3

vs
,

where the norm ‖ · ‖DH+ (v),Cv,Cu(v),Su,v
is defined in (15.3.15).

Proof. Applying /curl to the Codazzi equation (1.2.18) gives

/curl /div(Ωχ̂) = − /curlΩβ − 1

2
(Ωtrχ)◦ /curlη + E1.

The proof then follows from Proposition 15.3.2, Proposition 15.3.3, using Propositions 15.2.1, 15.2.2, 15.2.4,
15.2.5 (after noting that α and α do not appear as top order terms in the error) to control the nonlinear
error terms. The proof for /curl /divχ̂ follows similarly, using now the Codazzi equation (1.2.19).

15.3.3 Estimates for quantities on Cuf and Cv−1
: the ` ≥ 2 modes

In this section the defining conditions of the H+ gauge (see Definition 2.3.1 or (15.3.19)–(15.3.26) below)
are exploited, together with the estimates on αH+ and αH+ of Theorem C.4 and the estimates on χ̂I+ of
Theorem C.5, in order to control the ` ≥ 2 modes of the geometric quantities of the H+ gauge, first on the
final outgoing hypersurface uH+ = uf (see Section 15.3.3.1), and then on the initial incoming hypersurface
vH+ = v−1 (see Section 15.3.3.2). The main goal of this section is to obtain results which will be exploited
in the proof of Theorem 15.3.2 in Section 15.3.4. As a consequence, the following is also shown. Recall the
energy (15.3.13).

Theorem 15.3.1 (Improving bootstrap assumptions for EN+1
`≥2 [CH

+

uf
] and angular momentum parameters).

The energy EN+1
`≥2 [CH

+

uf
] satisfies

EN+1
`≥2 [CH

+

uf
] . ε2

0 + ε3, (15.3.16)

and the Kerr angular momentum parameters satisfy the estimate, for m = −1, 0, 1,

|JmH+ − JmI+ | .
ε2

(uf )2
. (15.3.17)

Proof. The proof of (15.3.16) is a direct consequence of Propositions 15.3.8, 15.3.17 and 15.3.18 below. The
proof of (15.3.17) follows from Proposition 15.3.5.

Recall the quantity µ∗,

µ∗ = /divη + ρ− ρ◦ −
3

2r
(Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦) .

Recall that the geometric quantities in the H+ gauge satisfy

b(uf , v, θ) = 0 on Cuf (15.3.18)

Ω(uf , v, θ) = Ω◦(uf , v) on Cuf (15.3.19)

∂u
(
r3( /divη)`≥1 + r3ρ`≥1

)
(u, v−1, θ) = 0 for all u0 ≤ u ≤ uf , θ ∈ S2; (15.3.20)

Ω`=0(u, v−1) = Ω◦(u, v−1) for all u0 ≤ u ≤ uf ; (15.3.21)

f3
H+,I+(uf , v(R, uf ), θ) = 0 for all θ ∈ S2; (15.3.22)

µ∗`≥1(uf , v(R, uf ), θ) = 0 for all θ ∈ S2; (15.3.23)

(Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦)`=0 (uf , v(R, uf ), θ) = 0 for all θ ∈ S2; (15.3.24)

/div /divχ̂(uf , v−1, θ) = 0 for all θ ∈ S2; (15.3.25)(
Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦

)
`=0,1

(uf , v−1, θ) = 0 for all θ ∈ S2. (15.3.26)
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The gauge condition (15.3.19) involving Ω in particular implies that

Ωω̂ = (Ωω̂)◦ on Cuf ,

and
η = −η on Cuf . (15.3.27)

Recall that 2Mf < r0 < 3Mf < R, and r0 will be chosen so that r0 − 2Mf is suitably small.

15.3.3.1 Estimates for quantities on the final hypersurface Cuf

Recall that a transport equation in the /∇4 direction of the form (15.1.1) is referred to as redshifted, noshifted
or blueshifted according to whether the sign of a in (15.1.1) is positive, zero or negative respectively. Recall
also, see Proposition 15.1.12, that Ωχ̂ satisfies a blueshifted transport equation, Ω−1 /∇3Ωχ̂ satisfies a noshifted
transport equation, and higher order Ω−1 /∇3 derivatives of Ωχ̂ satisfy redshifted transport equations.

One can view the main goal of this section as estimating Ωχ̂ and its derivatives on the final hypersurface
Cuf . The estimates are accordingly obtained differently depending whether they involve zero, one, or two
or more Ω−1 /∇3 derivatives and hence the three cases are considered separately. See Propositions 15.3.8,
15.3.21 and 15.3.25 respectively. Estimates for other Ricci coefficients and curvature components are also
obtained in the process.

Estimates for Kerr parameters

First, however, the following estimate is obtained on the difference between the Kerr parameters JmH+ − JmI+

(recall Definition 2.2.5 and Definition 2.3.4).

Proposition 15.3.5 (Estimate for H+ Kerr parameters). The Kerr angular momentum parameters satisfy
the estimate, for m = −1, 0, 1,

|JmH+ − JmI+ | .
ε2

(uf )2
.

Proof. Setting x = xH+ and x̃ = xI+ in (4.3.47) and applying /curlI+ , it follows from Lemma 10.1.5 that, on
{uI+ = uf},

|( /curlΩβ)I
+

− ( /curlΩβ)H
+

| . ε2

(uf )2
.

The proof then follows from Proposition 14.3.26, which in particular implies that, on {uI+ = uf},

|(r5 /curlΩβ)I
+

`=1(uf , v)− r5 /curlΩβI
+

Kerr| .
ε2

(uf )2
.

Estimates for Ωχ̂ and Ωβ

First the blueshifted quantities Ωχ̂ and Ωβ are estimated on Cuf .
To begin, the gauge condition (15.3.22) is exploited (in the form of Proposition 10.6.1) along with the

estimates on χ̂I
+

obtained in Theorem C.5 to give the following estimate for Ωχ̂H
+

on Cuf around Suf ,v(R,uf ).

Proposition 15.3.6 (Estimate for Ωχ̂ around Suf ,v(R,uf )). For k ≤ N + 1− s, for s = 0, 1, 2,∫ v(R2,uf )

v(R−1,uf )

∫
S2

∣∣(r /∇)kχ̂H+

∣∣2 dθdv(uf ) .
ε2

0 + ε3

v(R, uf )s
.

Proof. The proof is an immediate consequence of Proposition 10.6.1 and Theorem C.5.

In order to estimate Ωχ̂ on the entire hypersurface Cuf , it is convenient to first consider the renormalised
quantity X1 (see Section 15.1.2).
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Proposition 15.3.7 (Estimate for X1 on Cuf ). On the final hypersurface u = uf , for k ≤ N − 1 − s, for
s = 0, 1, 2, for any v−1 ≤ v ≤ v(R2, uf ),

∑
k≤N−2−s

‖(r /∇)kX1‖2Suf ,v +
∑

k≤N−1−s

‖(r /∇)kX1‖2Cuf (v) .
ε2

0 + ε3

vs
.

Proof. Let φ be a smooth cut off function such that φ(v(R2, uf )) = 0, and φ(v) = 1 for all v ≤ v(R−1, uf ).
It follows from Proposition 15.1.8 that (r /∇)kX1 satisfies∣∣∣∣Ω /∇4

(
φ(r /∇)kX1

)
− 2Mf

r
φ(r /∇)kX1

∣∣∣∣
.
∣∣φ′ · (r /∇)kX1

∣∣+
∑
k1≤k
l≤1

∣∣φ · (r /∇)k1(Ω−1 /∇3)lΩ2α
∣∣+

∑
k1≤k

∣∣φ · E1
∣∣+ φ|(r /∇)k+2Ωχ̂|

∑
|Φ|.

The result follows from Lemma 15.1.1 (with v2 = v(R2, uf )) using the vanishing of φ(v(R2, uf )), the fact
that φ′ is supported in v(R−1, uf ) ≤ v ≤ v(R2, uf ), Proposition 15.3.6 and Theorem C.4, using Proposi-
tions 15.2.2, 15.2.4, and 15.2.6 to control the nonlinear error terms.

Proposition 15.3.7 yields the following estimate for Ωχ̂.

Proposition 15.3.8 (Estimate for Ωχ̂ on Cuf ). On the final hypersurface u = uf , for s = 0, 1, 2, for any
v−1 ≤ v ≤ v(R2, uf ),

∑
k≤N−s

‖(r /∇)k(Ωχ̂)‖2Suf ,v .
ε2

0 + ε3

vs
,

∑
k≤N+1−s

‖(r /∇)k(Ωχ̂)‖2Cuf (v) .
ε2

0 + ε3

vs
.

Proof. The proof follows from Proposition 15.3.7, Propositions 9.3.3 and 9.3.4, and Theorem C.4.

The following estimate for Ωβ follows easily from Proposition 15.3.8.

Proposition 15.3.9 (Estimate for Ωβ`≥2 on Cuf ). On the final hypersurface u = uf , for s = 0, 1, 2, for
any v−1 ≤ v ≤ v(R2, uf ),

∑
k≤N−1−s

‖(r /∇)k(Ωβ`≥2)‖2Suf ,v .
ε2

0 + ε3

vs
,

∑
k≤N−s

‖(r /∇)k(Ωβ`≥2)‖2Cuf (v) .
ε2

0 + ε3

vs
.

Proof. The Bianchi equation (1.2.22) can be rewritten,

/D∗2Ωβ = − 1

2rΩ
/∇3(rΩ2α) +

3M

r3
Ωχ̂+ E0.

The result then follows from Proposition 9.3.3, Theorem C.4 and Proposition 15.3.8, using also Propositions
15.2.2 and 15.2.4 to control the nonlinear error terms.

Estimates for Ω−1 /∇3Ωχ̂, η, Ωtrχ− Ωtrχ◦ and Ω−1χ̂

The outgoing propagation equation for the quantity Ω−1 /∇3Ωχ̂ is noshifted and so it is convenient to first
consider the quantity µ∗ which is also noshifted, but its outgoing propagation equation contains only nonlinear
terms on the right hand side. See Proposition 15.1.11.

Proposition 15.3.10 (Estimate for µ∗`≥1 on Cuf ). On the final hypersurface u = uf , for k ≤ N − s, for
s = 0, 1, 2, for any v−1 ≤ v ≤ v(R2, uf ),

‖(r /∇)kµ∗`≥1‖2Suf ,v .
ε4

vs+1
, ‖(r /∇)kµ∗`≥1‖2Cuf (v) .

ε4

vs
. (15.3.28)
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Proof. By Proposition 15.1.11 and Lemma 3.3.1, for k ≤ N − s, it follows that each nonlinear term in the
equation for Ω /∇4(r /∇)kµ∗ involves at least one Φ for which ΦKerr = 0. Hence, by Proposition 9.4.3,

‖Ω /∇4(r /∇)kµ∗`≥1‖2Suf ,v .
∑

k1+k2≤k

‖(r /∇)k1Φ · (r /∇)k2(Φ− ΦKerr)‖2Suf ,v

+
∑
Φ,ξ

‖Φ · (r /∇)k+1ξ‖2Suf ,v +
ε2

vs

∑
l≤k

‖(r /∇)lµ∗‖2Suf ,v , (15.3.29)

for ξ = Ωχ̂,Ωtrχ− Ωtrχ◦, η − ηKerr. Consider k1 + k2 ≤ k. Since |ΦKerr| . ε(uf )−1 for all Φ,(∫ v(R2,uf )

v

∫
Suf ,v′

|ΦKerr · (r /∇)k2(Φ−ΦKerr)|dθdv′
)2

.
∫ v(R2,uf )

v

ε2

(uf )2
dv′‖(r /∇)k2(Φ−ΦKerr)‖2Cuf (v) .

ε4

vs+1
,

and(∫ v(R2,uf )

v

∫
Suf ,v′

|(r /∇)k1(Φ− ΦKerr) · (r /∇)k2(Φ− ΦKerr)|dθdv′
)2

. ‖(r /∇)k1(Φ− ΦKerr)‖2Cuf (v)‖(r /∇)k2(Φ− ΦKerr)‖2Cuf (v) .
ε4

vs+2
.

The second term on the right hand side of (15.3.29) is estimated in Proposition 15.2.6, and an estimate for
the third term follows immediately from the bootstrap assumption (7.1.4). The first of (15.3.28) then follows

from the fact that |(r /∇)kµ∗`≥1(v)| ≤ |(r /∇)kµ∗`≥1(v(R, uf ))|+
∫ v(R,uf )

v
|Ω /∇4(r /∇)kµ∗`≥1(v′)|dv′ and the gauge

condition (15.3.23). The second of (15.3.28) follows from integrating the first.

Recall that r0 > 2Mf will be chosen to be close to 2Mf later. The following provides control over Ωtrχ`≥2

in terms of Ω2
◦ times η. The Ω2

◦ factor will be later be used as a smallness factor in the region r ≤ r0.
In what follows, if a, b ∈ R, then a ∨ b := max{a, b}.

Proposition 15.3.11 (Preliminary estimate for Ωtrχ`≥2 on Cuf ∩ {r ≤ r0}). On the final hypersurface
u = uf , for any v−1 ≤ v ≤ v(R2, uf ), for 0 ≤ k ≤ N + 1− s, for s = 0, 1, 2,

‖(r /∇)k(Ωtrχ)`≥2‖2Suf ,v .
ε2

0 + ε3

vs
+ ‖Ω2

◦(r /∇)(k−1)∨0η`≥2‖2Suf ,v ,

‖1(r /∇)k(Ωtrχ)`≥2‖2Cuf (v) .
ε2

0 + ε3

vs
+ ‖1Ω2

◦(r /∇)(k−1)∨0η`≥2‖2Cuf (v).

where 1 = 1r≤r0 .

Proof. The Codazzi equation (1.2.18) implies that

/D∗2 /∇(Ωtrχ) = 2 /D∗2
(
/div(Ωχ̂) + Ωβ +

1

2
Ωtrχ◦η + E0

)
= 2X1 +

2Ω2
◦
r

/D∗2η + E1,

by the Bianchi equation (1.2.22). The proof then follows from the elliptic estimate of Proposition 9.3.3, using
the estimates of Proposition 15.3.7 and Propositions 15.2.3 and 15.2.4 to control the nonlinear error terms,
after recalling that η = −η on {u = uf}.

The following two propositions similarly control ρ and η in terms of Ω2
◦ times Ω−1χ̂. Again, the Ω2

◦ factor
will be used as a smallness factor in the region r ≤ r0.

Proposition 15.3.12 (Preliminary estimate for ρ`≥2 on Cuf ). On the final hypersurface u = uf , for
0 ≤ k ≤ N − s, for s = 0, 1, 2, for any v−1 ≤ v ≤ v(r0, uf ),

‖1(r /∇)kρ`≥2‖2Cuf (v) .
ε2

0 + ε3

vs
+ ‖1Ω2

◦(r /∇)(k−2)∨0(Ω−1χ̂)‖2Cuf (v),

where 1 = 1r≤r0 , and, for 0 ≤ k ≤ N − 1− s, for s = 0, 1, 2, for any v−1 ≤ v ≤ v(R2, uf ),

‖(r /∇)kρ`≥2‖2Suf ,v .
ε2

0 + ε3

vs
+ ‖Ω2

◦((r /∇)(k−2)∨0(Ω−1χ̂)‖2Suf ,v .
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Proof. The proof follows from the equality (3.4.2), together with the elliptic estimate Proposition 9.3.3,
Theorem C.3 and Propositions 15.3.1 and 15.3.8, using Propositions 15.2.2 and 15.2.4 to control the nonlinear
error terms.

Proposition 15.3.13 (Preliminary estimate for η`≥2 on Cuf ). On the final hypersurface u = uf , if r0−2Mf

is sufficiently small then, for 0 ≤ k ≤ N + 1− s, for s = 0, 1, 2, for any v−1 ≤ v ≤ v(r0, uf ),

‖(r /∇)kη`≥2‖2Suf ,v .
ε2

0 + ε3

vs
+ ‖Ω2

◦((r /∇)(k−3)∨0(Ω−1χ̂)‖2Suf ,v ,

and, for 0 ≤ k ≤ N + 1− s, for s = 0, 1, 2, with 1 = 1r≤r0 ,

‖1(r /∇)kη`≥2‖2Cuf (v) .
ε2

0 + ε3

vs
+ ‖1Ω2

◦(r /∇)(k−3)∨0(Ω−1χ̂)‖2Cuf (v).

Proof. Recall that

/divη = µ∗ − (ρ− ρ◦) +
3

2r
(Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦) .

The proof follows immediately from Propositions 15.3.10, 15.3.11, 15.3.12, along with Proposition 15.3.2 and
the elliptic estimate of Proposition 9.3.4, using also Proposition 9.4.5, provided r0 − 2Mf , and hence Ω◦, is
sufficiently small.

The next propositions exploit the factors of Ω2
◦ in the above to control Ω−1χ̂, ρ`≥2, η`≥2 and Ωtrχ`≥2.

Proposition 15.3.14 (Estimate for Ω−1χ̂ on Cuf ∩ {r ≤ r0}). On the final hypersurface u = uf , provided
r0 − 2M is sufficiently small, for k ≤ N − s, for s = 0, 1, 2, for any v−1 ≤ v ≤ v(r0, uf ), with 1 = 1r≤r0 ,

‖(r /∇)k(Ω−1χ̂)‖2Suf ,v + ‖1(r /∇)k(Ω−1χ̂)‖2Cuf (v) .
ε2

0 + ε3

vs
.

Proof. The gauge condition (15.3.25), Proposition 15.3.4 and Proposition 9.3.4 imply that,

‖(r /∇)k(Ω−1χ̂)‖2Suf ,v−1
. ε2

0 + ε3.

The equation (1.2.9) and Lemma 3.3.1 imply that, for any k ≥ 0, on {u = uf},

Ω /∇4((r /∇)krΩ−1χ̂) +
2Mf

r2
(r /∇)k(rΩ−1χ̂) = −2r(r /∇)k /D∗2η + (r /∇)k(Ωχ̂) + (r /∇)kE0.

The proof then follows that of Lemma 15.1.2. Proposition 15.3.8 and Proposition 15.3.13, together with
(15.3.27), are used to control the linear error terms and Proposition 15.2.4 to control the nonlinear error terms.

The
∫ v(r0,uf )

v
Ω2
◦
∫
S2

∣∣(r /∇)(k−2)∨0(Ω−1χ̂)
∣∣2 dθdv′(uf ) term arising from Proposition 15.3.13 is absorbed on the

left by taking r0 − 2M (and hence Ω◦ in r ≥ r0) sufficiently small.

Proposition 15.3.15 (Estimate for η`≥2 on Cuf ). On the final hypersurface u = uf , for s = 0, 1, 2, for any
v−1 ≤ v ≤ v(R2, uf ), ∑

k≤N−s

(
‖(r /∇)kη`≥2‖2Suf ,v + ‖(r /∇)kη`≥2‖2Cuf (v)

)
.
ε2

0 + ε3

vs
.

Proof. Proposition 15.3.13 and Proposition 15.3.14 imply that, for v−1 ≤ v ≤ v(r0, uf ),∑
k≤N−s

(
‖(r /∇)kη`≥2‖2Suf ,v + ‖1(r /∇)kη`≥2‖2Cuf (v)

)
.
ε2

0 + ε3

vs
,

where 1 = 1r≤r0 . For v(r0, uf ) ≤ v ≤ v(R2, uf ), the equation (1.2.12) can be renormalised with a bad Ω
weight to introduce a redshift term

Ω /∇4

(
Ω−2r2η

)
+ 2Ω−2(Ωω̂)◦r

2η = −Ω−2
(
2r2Ωβ − 2r2Ωχ̂ · η − r2(Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦)η

)
,

where (15.3.27) has also been used. The proof then follows from Lemma 15.1.2, Proposition 15.3.9, and
Proposition 9.4.4, using Proposition 15.2.4 to control the error terms, since Ω ∼ 1 in the region r ≥ r0.
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Proposition 15.3.16 (Estimate for ρ`≥2 on Cuf ). On the final hypersurface u = uf , for s = 0, 1, 2, for any
v−1 ≤ v ≤ v(R2, uf ),

∑
k≤N−1−s

‖(r /∇)kρ`≥2‖2Suf ,v +
∑

k≤N−s

‖(r /∇)kρ`≥2‖2Cuf (v) .
ε2

0 + ε3

vs
.

Proof. First note that ∑
k≤N−1−s

(
‖(r /∇)kΩ−1χ̂‖2Suf ,v + ‖(r /∇)kΩ−1χ̂‖2Cuf (v)

)
.
ε2

0 + ε3

vs
. (15.3.30)

Indeed, for v−1 ≤ v ≤ v(r0, uf ) (15.3.30) follows from Proposition 15.3.14. For v ≥ v(r0, uf ), the proof follows
by integrating the equation (1.2.9) forwards, using Lemma 15.1.2. Proposition 15.3.8 and Proposition 15.3.15
are used to control the linear error terms. The nonlinear error terms are controlled by Propositions 15.2.4.

The proof of the Proposition then follows from the relation (3.4.2), Theorem C.3, Proposition 15.3.1 and
the elliptic estimate of Proposition 9.3.3.

The sharper part of the following estimate will be used in the proof of Proposition 15.3.119.

Proposition 15.3.17 (Estimate for Ωtrχ`≥2 on Cuf ). On the final hypersurface u = uf , for s = 0, 1, 2, for
any v−1 ≤ v ≤ v(R2, uf ),

∑
k≤N+1−s

‖(r /∇)kΩtrχ`≥2‖2Suf ,v + ‖(r /∇)kΩtrχ`≥2‖2Cuf (v) . Ω(uf , v)2 ε2
0 + ε3

v(R, uf )
s +

ε2
0 + ε3

vs+2
.
ε2

0 + ε3

vs
.

Proof. Consider first the cruder estimate. It follows from Proposition 15.3.11 and Proposition 15.3.15 that∑
k≤N+1−s

(
‖(r /∇)k(Ωtrχ)`≥2‖2Suf ,v + ‖1(r /∇)k(Ωtrχ)`≥2‖2Cuf (v)

)
.
ε2

0 + ε3

vs
,

where 1 = 1r≤r0 . For v(r0, uf ) ≤ v ≤ v(R2, uf ), the equation

∂v
(
r2(Ωtrχ− Ωtrχ◦)

)
− 2Ωω̂◦r

2(Ωtrχ− Ωtrχ◦) = −1

2
(Ωtrχ− Ωtrχ◦)

2 − |Ωχ̂|2, (15.3.31)

can be renormalised with a bad Ω weight to introduce a redshift term and (r /∇)k(Ωtrχ − Ωtrχ◦) can be
estimated as η`≥2 is estimated in the proof of Proposition 15.3.15, using now the fact that

‖(r /∇)k(Ωtrχ− Ωtrχ◦)
2‖2Cuf (v) + ‖(r /∇)k|Ωχ̂|2‖2Cuf (v) .

ε4

vs+2
, (15.3.32)

for k ≤ N + 1− s.
For the sharper estimate note that, on Cuf , the equation (15.3.31) for Ωtrχ − Ωtrχ◦ is blueshifted,

and only has nonlinear terms on the right hand side. The proof then follows from Proposition 15.1.1,
together with (15.3.32), where the cruder estimate, which has already been established, is used to control
‖(r /∇)kΩtrχ`≥2‖2Suf ,v−1

.

An additional derivative of η`≥2 can now be estimated on Cuf .

Proposition 15.3.18 (Estimate for η`≥2 on Cuf ). On the final hypersurface u = uf , for s = 0, 1, 2, for any
v−1 ≤ v ≤ v(R2, uf ),

∑
k≤N−s

‖(r /∇)kη`≥2‖2Suf ,v +
∑

k≤N+1−s

‖(r /∇)kη`≥2‖2Cuf (v) .
ε2

0 + ε3

vs
.
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Proof. Recall that

/divη = µ∗ − (ρ− ρ◦) +
3

2r
(Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦) .

The proof then follows from the elliptic estimate of Proposition 9.3.4 along with Propositions 15.3.2, 15.3.10,
15.3.16 and 15.3.17.

Proposition 15.3.19 (Estimate for Ω−1χ̂ on Cuf ). On the final hypersurface u = uf , for k ≤ N − s, for
s = 0, 1, 2, for any v−1 ≤ v ≤ v(R2, uf ),

‖(r /∇)k(Ω−1χ̂)‖2Suf ,v + ‖(r /∇)k(Ω−1χ̂)‖2Cuf (v) .
ε2

0 + ε3

vs
.

Proof. For v−1 ≤ v ≤ v(r0, uf ) the statement reduces to Proposition 15.3.14. For v ≥ v(r0, uf ), the proof
follows by integrating the equation (1.2.9) forwards, using Lemma 15.1.2. Proposition 15.3.8 and Proposition
15.3.18 are used to control the linear error terms. The nonlinear error terms are controlled by Propositions
15.2.4.

Proposition 15.3.20 (Estimate for Ω−1χ̂ on Cuf ). On the final hypersurface u = uf , for k1 + k2 ≤ N − s,
for s = 0, 1, 2, for any v−1 ≤ v ≤ v(R2, uf ),

‖(Ω /∇4)k1(r /∇)k2(Ω−1χ̂)‖2Suf ,v + ‖(Ω /∇4)k1(r /∇)k2(Ω−1χ̂)‖2Cuf (v) .
ε2

0 + ε3

vs
.

Proof. When k1 = 0 the proposition reduces to Proposition 15.3.19. When k1 = 1 the proof follows, by
equation (1.2.9) and (15.3.27), from Proposition 15.3.18, Proposition 15.3.8 and Proposition 15.2.4. For
k1 ≥ 2 the proof follows inductively, using again equation (1.2.6) and also equations (1.2.12), (1.2.23) and
the /∇4χ̂ equation from (1.2.6), along with Theorem C.4, Proposition 15.3.9 and Propositions 15.2.2 and
15.2.4.

One Ω−1 /∇3 derivative of χ̂ can now be controlled on Cuf using the equation (1.2.8).

Proposition 15.3.21 (Estimate for Ω−1 /∇3(Ωχ̂) on Cuf ). On the final hypersurface u = uf , for k ≤ N−1−s,
for s = 0, 1, for any v−1 ≤ v ≤ v(R2, uf ),

‖(r /∇)kΩ−1 /∇3(Ωχ̂)‖2Suf ,v + ‖(r /∇)kΩ−1 /∇3(Ωχ̂)‖2Cuf (v) .
ε2

0 + ε3

vs
.

Proof. The proof follows from equation (1.2.8), which implies that

Ω−1 /∇3(rΩχ̂) = −2r /D∗2η − Ωχ̂+ E0,

along with Proposition 15.3.18 and Proposition 15.3.19, using Propositions 15.2.2 and 15.2.4 to control the
nonlinear error terms.

Estimates for higher order Ω−1 /∇3 derivatives of Ωχ̂

In order to control higher order Ω−1 /∇3 derivatives of χ̂ on {u = uf}, it is first necessary to exploit the gauge
condition (15.3.20) to control them on the sphere Suf ,v−1 .

Proposition 15.3.22 (Estimate for Ω−1 /∇3 derivatives of ρ`≥2 on Suf ,v−1
). On the sphere Suf ,v−1

, for
k1 + k2 ≤ N − 1,

‖(Ω−1 /∇3)k1(r /∇)k2ρ`≥2‖Suf ,v−1
. ε2

0 + ε3 +
∑

l1+l2≤k1+k2

‖(Ω−1 /∇3)l1(r /∇)l2(Ωχ̂)‖Suf ,v−1
.

Proof. The proof follows from the relation (3.4.2), along with Theorem C.3, Proposition 15.3.1, Proposition
15.3.19, the equation (1.2.6) and Theorem C.4. The nonlinear error terms are controlled using Proposition
15.2.2.
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Proposition 15.3.23 (Estimate for Ω−1 /∇3 derivatives of η`≥2 on Suf ,v−1). On the sphere Suf ,v−1 , for
k1 + k2 ≤ N − 1,

‖(Ω−1 /∇3)k1(r /∇)k2+1η`≥2‖Suf ,v−1
. ε2

0 + ε3 +
∑

l1+l2≤k1+k2

‖(Ω−1 /∇3)l1(r /∇)l2(Ωχ̂)‖Suf ,v−1
.

Proof. If k1 = 0 then the proof follows from Proposition 15.3.18. The proof, for k1 ≥ 1, follows from the
gauge condition (15.3.20) along with Proposition 15.3.22 and Proposition 15.3.2, using Proposition 9.3.4 and
Proposition 9.4.5.

Proposition 15.3.24 (Estimate for Ω−1 /∇3 derivatives of Ωχ̂ on Suf ,v−1
). On the sphere Suf ,v−1

, for
k1 + k2 ≤ N ,

‖(Ω−1 /∇3)k1(r /∇)k2(Ωχ̂)‖Suf ,v−1
. ε2

0 + ε3.

Proof. The result for k1 = 0 and k1 = 1 follows from Proposition 15.3.8 and Proposition 15.3.21. Applying
Ω−1 /∇3 to the appropriately normalised equation (1.2.8) gives, schematically,

(Ω−1 /∇3)2(rΩχ̂) = −2Ω−1 /∇3(r /D∗2η)− Ω−1 /∇3(Ω2 · Ω−1χ̂) + E1,

and so the result for k1 = 2 follows from Proposition 15.3.21, Proposition 15.3.23, the equation (1.2.6),
Theorem C.4 and Proposition 15.2.2. A straightforward inductive argument on k1 completes the proof.

With this control of higher order Ω−1 /∇3 derivatives of Ωχ̂ on the initial sphere, Suf ,v−1
, the redshifted

equations satisfied by these higher order derivatives can now be integrated forwards to control them on the
entire final hypersurface {u = uf}.

Proposition 15.3.25 (Estimate for Ω−1 /∇3 derivatives of Ωχ̂ on Cuf ). On the final hypersurface u = uf ,
for k1 + k2 ≤ N − s, for s = 0, 1, 2, for any v−1 ≤ v ≤ v(R2, uf ),

‖(Ω−1 /∇3)k1(r /∇)k2(Ωχ̂)‖2Suf ,v + ‖(Ω−1 /∇3)k1(r /∇)k2(Ωχ̂)‖2Cuf (v) .
ε2

0 + ε3

vs
.

Proof. For k1 = 0 and k1 = 1 the proposition reduces to Proposition 15.3.8 and Proposition 15.3.21 respec-
tively. For k1 ≥ 2 the proof uses the fact that the twice (and higher order) Ω−1 /∇3 commuted equation
(1.2.6) is redshifted. See Proposition 15.1.12. The proof then follows from Lemma 15.1.2, Proposition
15.3.24, Theorem C.4 and Propositions 15.2.4.

The following estimate on Ω /∇4 derivatives of η`≥2 will be used in the proof of Proposition 15.3.59.

Proposition 15.3.26 (Estimate for Ω /∇4 derivatives of η`≥2 on Cuf ). On the final hypersurface u = uf , for
k ≤ N − s, for s = 0, 1, 2, for any v−1 ≤ v ≤ v(R2, uf ),

‖(Ω /∇4)kη`≥2‖2Suf ,v + ‖(Ω /∇4)kη`≥2‖2Cuf (v) .
ε2

0 + ε3

vs
.

Proof. The case that k = 0 follows from Proposition 15.3.18. Equation (1.2.13) on u = uf takes the schematic
form,

Ω /∇4(r2η) = r2Ωβ + E0.

The proof, for k ≥ 1, then follows from applying (Ω /∇4)k−1, using equation (1.2.23) and Theorem C.4.

Finally, for Proposition 15.3.37 below, it is convenient to control, for k ≤ N , (r /∇)kΩtrχ
`≥2

at the sphere

Suf ,v−1 .

Proposition 15.3.27 (Estimate for Ωtrχ
`≥2

on Cuf ). On the final hypersurface u = uf , for k ≤ N − s, for

s = 0, 1, 2, for any v−1 ≤ v ≤ v(R2, uf ),

‖(r /∇)kΩ−2(Ωtrχ)`≥2‖2Suf ,v + ‖(r /∇)kΩ−2(Ωtrχ)`≥2‖2Cuf (v) .
ε2

0 + ε3

vs
.
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Proof. The Codazzi equation (1.2.19) can be rewritten schematically as

1

2
/∇
(
Ω−2

(
Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦

))
= − /divΩ−1χ̂− 1

r
η + Ω−1β + E0.

The proof then follows after applying (r /∇)k−1. The resulting term involving Ω−1χ̂ is controlled using
Proposition 15.3.19, the term involving η is controlled using Proposition 15.3.18 and the term involving
Ω−1β is controlled using the relation (3.4.1), Theorem C.4 and Proposition 15.3.19. The nonlinear terms are
controlled using Propositions 15.2.2 and 15.2.4.

15.3.3.2 Estimates for quantities on the initial incoming hypersurface Cv−1

In this section the curvature components and Ricci coefficients are estimated on the incoming null hypersur-
face Cv−1

.

Estimates for Ωχ̂, Ω−1χ̂, Ω−1β
`≥2

, η`≥2, η`≥2

To begin, the quantities Ωχ̂, Ω−1χ̂, Ω−1β
`≥2

, η`≥2, η
`≥2

are estimated on Cv−1
. First, the gauge condition

(15.3.20) is exploited to estimate ( /divη + ρ)`≥2.

Proposition 15.3.28 (Estimate for ( /divη+ρ)`≥2 on Cv−1
). On the initial hypersurface v = v−1, for k ≤ N ,

for any u0 ≤ u ≤ uf ,

‖(r /∇)k( /divη + ρ)`≥2‖2Su,v−1
+ ‖(r /∇)k( /divη + ρ)`≥2‖2Cv−1

. ε2
0 + ε3.

Proof. The gauge condition (15.3.20) gives

Ω /∇3

(
r3ρ`≥2 + r3 /divη`≥2

)
= 0

on {v = v−1}. The proof then follows from Lemma 15.1.3, after inductively commuting with (r /∇)k, using
Lemma 3.3.1, and Proposition 15.3.10, Proposition 15.3.11 and Proposition 15.3.18 to control the initial
condition, and Proposition 15.2.5 to control the nonlinear error terms resulting from commutation.

The equation (1.2.6) can be immediately used, along with the estimates on Ω−2α of Theorem C.4, to
estimate Ω−1χ̂.

Proposition 15.3.29 (Estimate for Ω−1χ̂ on Cv−1
). On the initial hypersurface v = v−1, for k ≤ N , for

any u0 ≤ u ≤ uf ,
‖(r /∇)k(Ω−1χ̂)‖2Su,v−1

+ ‖(r /∇)k(Ω−1χ̂)‖2Cv−1

. ε2
0 + ε3.

Proof. The proof follows from Lemma 15.1.3 and the equation (1.2.6), using Theorem C.4, Lemma 3.3.1
and Proposition 15.3.19 to control the initial condition, and Proposition 15.2.5 to control the nonlinear error
terms.

The Ω−1 /∇3 derivatives of Ω−1χ̂ can be similarly estimated.

Proposition 15.3.30 (Estimate for Ω−1 /∇3 derivatives of Ω−1χ̂ on Cv−1
). On the initial hypersurface

v = v−1, for k1 + k2 ≤ N , for any u0 ≤ u ≤ uf ,

‖(Ω−1 /∇3)k1(r /∇)k2(Ω−1χ̂)‖2Su,v−1
+ ‖(Ω−1 /∇3)k1(r /∇)k2(Ω−1χ̂)‖2Cv−1

. ε2
0 + ε3.

Proof. When k1 = 0 the proposition reduces to Proposition 15.3.29. For k1 ≥ 1 the proof follows inductively
from equation (1.2.6), Lemma 3.3.1, using Theorem C.4 to control the linear error terms involving α and
Proposition 15.2.2 and 15.2.5 to control the nonlinear error terms.

Proposition 15.3.28 and Proposition 15.3.29 can now be used to give the following estimates for Ωχ̂.
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Proposition 15.3.31 (Estimate for Ωχ̂ on Cv−1
). On the initial hypersurface v = v−1, for k ≤ N , for any

u0 ≤ u ≤ uf ,
‖(r /∇)k(Ωχ̂)‖2Su,v−1

+ ‖(r /∇)k(Ωχ̂)‖2Cv−1

. ε2
0 + ε3.

Proof. Lemma 15.1.3, Proposition 15.3.8, equation (1.2.8) and Proposition 15.3.29 imply that,

‖(r /∇)k(Ωχ̂)‖2Su,v−1
+ ‖(r /∇)k(Ωχ̂)‖2Cv−1

. ‖(r /∇)k+1η`≥2‖2Cv−1

+ ε2
0 + ε3 . ‖(r /∇)kρ`≥2‖2Cv−1

+ ε2
0 + ε3,

where the second inequality follows from Proposition 15.3.28 and Proposition 15.3.2. Equation (3.4.2),
Theorem C.3, Proposition 15.3.1 and Proposition 15.3.29 imply that, for k ≥ 2,

‖(r /∇)kρ`≥2‖2Cv−1

. ‖(r /∇)(k−2)∨0χ̂‖2Cv−1

+ ε2
0 + ε3,

where a ∨ b = max{a, b}. The proof then follows from the Grönwall inequality.

Proposition 15.3.31 yields the following estimates for Ω−1β
`≥2

.

Proposition 15.3.32 (Estimate for Ω−1 /∇3 derivatives of Ω−1β
`≥2

on Cv−1
). On the initial hypersurface

v = v−1, for k1 + k2 ≤ N , for any u0 ≤ u ≤ uf ,

‖(Ω−1 /∇3)k1(r /∇)k2(Ω−1β)`≥2‖2Cv−1

. ε2
0 + ε3.

Proof. If k1 = 0 then the proof follows from equation (3.4.1), Lemma 9.3.3, Theorem C.4, Proposition
15.3.30 and Proposition 15.2.5, after recalling that 2rΩ2ψ = /∇4(rΩ2α). If k1 ≥ 1 then the proof follows
from equation (1.2.30), Theorem C.4 and Proposition 15.2.5.

The following estimates for η`≥2 and η
`≥2

can now be obtained.

Proposition 15.3.33 (Estimates for Ω−1 /∇3 derivatives of η`≥2 and η
`≥2

on Cv−1
). On the initial hyper-

surface v = v−1, for k1 + k2 ≤ N , for any u0 ≤ u ≤ uf ,

‖(r /∇)k1(Ω−1 /∇3)k2η`≥2‖2Su,v−1
+ ‖(r /∇)k1(Ω−1 /∇3)k2η`≥2‖2Cv−1

. ε2
0 + ε3,

‖(r /∇)k1+1(Ω−1 /∇3)k2η`≥2‖2Cv−1

. ε2
0 + ε3.

Proof. If k2 = 0 then, by Proposition 9.3.4,

‖(r /∇)k1η`≥2‖2Su,v−1
. ‖(r /∇)k1−1r /divη`≥2‖2Su,v−1

+ ‖(r /∇)k1−1r /curlη`≥2‖2Su,v−1
,

where k1 − 1 can be replaced by 0 if k1 = 0, and the proof follows from Proposition 15.3.2 for the /curl
part, and Proposition 15.3.28, equation (3.4.2), Theorem C.3, Proposition 15.3.1, Proposition 15.3.31 and
Proposition 15.3.29 for the /div part, using Propositions 15.2.2 and 15.2.5 to control nonlinear error terms.

If k2 ≥ 1, by Proposition 9.3.4 and Lemma 3.3.1,

‖(r /∇)k1(Ω−1 /∇3)k2η`≥2‖2Su,v−1
. ‖(r /∇)k1−1r /div(Ω−1 /∇3)k2η`≥2‖2Su,v−1

+‖(r /∇)k1−1r /curl(Ω−1 /∇3)k2η`≥2‖2Su,v−1

. ‖(r /∇)k1−1(Ω−1 /∇3)k2r /divη`≥2‖2Su,v−1
+ ‖(r /∇)k1−1(Ω−1 /∇3)k2r /curlη`≥2‖2Su,v−1

dθ + ε2
0 + ε3,

where k1 − 1 can be replaced by 0 if k1 = 0. Now,

(r /∇)k1−1(Ω−1 /∇3)k2r /divη = (r /∇)k1−1(Ω−1 /∇3)k2−1Ω−2∂u(r /divη),

and

∂u(r /divη) = − 1

r2
∂u(r3ρ) + ∂u

(
1

r2

)
r3 /divη = rΩ /divβ − 3Mf

r2
(Ωtrχ− Ωtrχ◦) + 2Ω2 /divη + Ω2E0,
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by equation (1.2.27). Similarly,

(r /∇)k1−1(Ω−1 /∇3)k2r /curlη = (r /∇)k1−1(Ω−1 /∇3)k2−1Ω−2∂u(r /curlη),

and,

∂u(r /curlη) = − 1

r2
∂u

(
r3σ − r3

2
χ̂ ∧ χ̂

)
+ ∂u

(
1

r2

)
r3 /curlη = rΩ /curlβ + 2Ω2 /curlη + Ω2E1,

by equation (1.2.17) and equation (1.2.28). The proof then follows from Proposition 15.3.30 and the Codazzi
equation (1.2.19), Proposition 15.3.32, Proposition 15.2.2, Proposition 15.2.5 and an induction argument.

Finally, the following estimates for Ω−1 /∇3 derivatives of Ωχ̂ are obtained.

Proposition 15.3.34 (Estimate for Ω−1 /∇3 derivatives of Ωχ̂ on Cv−1
). On the initial hypersurface v = v−1,

for k1 + k2 ≤ N , for any u0 ≤ u ≤ uf ,

‖(r /∇)k1(Ω−1 /∇3)k2(Ωχ̂)‖2Su,v−1
+ ‖(r /∇)k1(Ω−1 /∇3)k2(Ωχ̂)‖2Cv−1

. ε2
0 + ε3.

Proof. When k2 = 0 the proposition reduces to Proposition 15.3.31. For k2 ≥ 1, the proof follows inductively
from Proposition 15.3.30 and Proposition 15.3.33 after applying (r /∇)k1(Ω−1 /∇3)k2−1 to equation (1.2.8),
which can be schematically rewritten as,

Ω−1 /∇3(Ωχ̂) = −2/D?2η −
Ω2

r
Ω−1χ̂+

1

r
Ωχ̂+ E0.

Estimates for difference quotients

Recall the quantity X2 from Section 15.1.2. It is necessary to control the difference quotients

DufX2(u, v−1) and Duf

(
Ω−1 /∇3(Ωχ̂)

)
(u, v−1),

along with their higher order angular derivatives, on the initial incoming hypersurface. See Section 15.1.1.3
for the definition of Duf ξ for any S-tangent (0, k) tensor ξ. The main results of this Section are Proposition
15.3.39 and Proposition 15.3.41. Other Ricci coefficients and difference quotients are estimated on Cv−1

in
the process.

To estimate DufX2, it is convenient to first control the corresponding difference quotient for (Ωtrχ)`≥2.
In order to use the propagation equation for (Ωtrχ)`≥2 in the /∇3 direction, it is first necessary to control
the (Ωω̂)`≥2 term which appears linearly on its right hand side.

Proposition 15.3.35 (Estimate for Ω−2(Ωω̂)`≥2 on Cv−1
). On the initial hypersurface v = v−1, for k ≤ N ,

for any u0 ≤ u ≤ uf ,

‖(r /∇)kΩ−2(Ωω̂)`≥2‖2Su,v−1
+ ‖(r /∇)kΩ−2(Ωω̂)`≥2‖2Cv−1

. ε2
0 + ε3.

Proof. The proof is a direct consequence of equation (1.2.14), Proposition 15.3.32 and Proposition 15.3.33,
using Propositions 15.2.2 and 15.2.5 to control the nonlinear error terms.

The following estimates for Ω−2
◦ Ω2

`≥2 are similarly obtained.

Proposition 15.3.36 (Estimate for Ω−2
◦ Ω2

`≥2 on Cv−1
). On the initial hypersurface v = v−1, for k ≤ N ,

for any u0 ≤ u ≤ uf ,∥∥∥(r /∇)k
(

1− Ω2

Ω2
◦

)
`≥2

∥∥∥2

Su,v−1

+
∥∥∥(r /∇)k

(
1− Ω2

Ω2
◦

)
`≥2

∥∥∥2

Cv−1

. ε2
0 + ε3.
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Proof. Equation (1.2.21) implies

Ω /∇3 log

(
Ω

Ω◦

)
= Ωω̂ − (Ωω̂)◦.

Lemma 3.3.1, Lemma 15.1.3, Proposition 15.3.35 and Proposition 9.4.3 then imply that, using the gauge
condition (15.3.19), ∥∥∥(r /∇)k log

( Ω

Ω◦

)
`≥2

∥∥∥2

Su,v−1

+
∥∥∥(r /∇)k log

( Ω

Ω◦

)
`≥2

∥∥∥2

Cv−1

. ε2
0 + ε3.

where Proposition 15.2.5 is used to control the error terms arising from commutation, from which the proof
follows.

Proposition 15.3.35 is now used to give the following estimates on Ω−2
◦ (Ωtrχ)`≥2.

Proposition 15.3.37 (Estimate for Ω−2
◦ (Ωtrχ)`≥2 on Cv−1

). On the initial hypersurface v = v−1, for
k ≤ N , for any u0 ≤ u ≤ uf ,

‖(r /∇)kΩ−2(Ωtrχ)`≥2‖2Su,v−1
+ ‖(r /∇)kΩ−2(Ωtrχ)`≥2‖2Cv−1

. ε2
0 + ε3.

Proof. The equation (1.2.7) can be rewritten schematically as

Ω /∇3

( r2

Ω2

(
Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦

) )
= Ω2

[
− 4rΩ−2 (Ωω̂ − (Ωω̂)◦) + E0

]
.

The proof then follows from Proposition 9.4.3, Lemma 15.1.3, Proposition 15.3.27 and Proposition 15.3.35.
The nonlinear terms are controlled using Proposition 15.2.5.

Recall again, given an Su,v tensor ξ, the difference quotient Duf ξ is defined by

(Duf ξ)(u, v, θ) :=
ξ(u, v, θ)− ξ(uf , v, θ)

Ω◦(u, v)2
.

(See Section 15.1.1.3 for the definition of the difference ξ(u, v, θ) − ξ(uf , v, θ).) The difference quotient
Duf (Ωtrχ)`≥2 can now be estimated.

Proposition 15.3.38 (Estimate for Duf (Ωtrχ)`≥2 on Cv−1
). On the initial hypersurface v = v−1, for

k ≤ N , for any u0 ≤ u ≤ uf , the difference quotient satisfies

‖Duf

(
(r /∇)k(Ωtrχ)`≥2

)
‖2Su,v−1

+ ‖Duf

(
(r /∇)k(Ωtrχ)`≥2

)
‖2Cv−1

. ε2
0 + ε3.

Proof. Equation (1.2.10) can be schematically rewritten as

Ω−1 /∇3 (r (Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦)) = 2r
(
/divη + (ρ− ρ◦)

)
−
(
Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦

)
− 4M

r2

(
1− Ω2

◦
Ω2

)
+ E0,

(see equation (15.3.46)). The result then follows from Proposition 9.4.3, Lemma 15.1.5, together with
Proposition 15.3.28, Proposition 15.3.36 and Proposition 15.3.37. The nonlinear error terms are controlled
using Proposition 15.2.5.

The difference quotient Duf (X2)`≥2 can now be similarly estimated.

Proposition 15.3.39 (Estimate for Duf (X2)`≥2 on Cv−1
). On the initial hypersurface v = v−1, for k ≤

N − 4, for any u0 ≤ u ≤ uf ,the difference quotient satisfies

‖Duf

(
(r /∇)kX2

)
‖2Su,v−1

+ ‖Duf

(
(r /∇)kX2

)
‖2Cv−1

. ε2
0 + ε3.
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Proof. Equation (1.2.22) and the Codazzi equation (1.2.18) imply that,

X2 = r3 /D∗2 /div /D∗2
(
r3 /divΩχ̂+ r3Ωβ − 3MfrΩχ̂+ E0

)
+

1

2
(3r3Mf − 2r2M2

f − r4)(Ω−1 /∇3)2(rΩ2α)

= r3 /D∗2 /div /D∗2
(
r3

2
/∇(Ωtrχ)− Ω2r2η − 3MfrΩχ̂+ E0

)
+

1

2
(3r3Mf − 2r2M2

f − r4)(Ω−1 /∇3)2(rΩ2α).

The proof follows from Proposition 15.3.38 by applying (r /∇)k, subtracting (r /∇)kX2(uf , v−1) and dividing by
Ω◦(u, v−1)2. The differences of the other linear terms can be estimated as in the proof of Proposition 15.3.38,
now using equations (1.2.22), (1.2.8), (1.2.12) and the above estimates. The differences of the nonlinear error
terms are controlled by Lemma 15.1.5 and Proposition 15.2.5.

The difference quotient DufΩ−1 /∇3(Ωtrχ)`≥2 is estimated using equation (1.2.10).

Proposition 15.3.40 (Estimate for DufΩ−1 /∇3(Ωtrχ)`≥2 on Cv−1
). On the initial hypersurface v = v−1,

for k ≤ N , for any u0 ≤ u ≤ uf , the difference quotient satisfies

‖Duf

(
Ω−1 /∇3(r /∇)k(Ωtrχ)`≥2

)
‖2Su,v−1

+ ‖Duf

(
Ω−1 /∇3(r /∇)k(Ωtrχ)`≥2

)
‖2Cv−1

. ε2
0 + ε3.

Proof. Recall again equation (1.2.10),

Ω−1 /∇3 (r (Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦)) = 2r
(
/divη + (ρ− ρ◦)

)
−
(
Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦

)
− 4Mf

r2

(
1− Ω2

◦
Ω2

)
+ E0.

The proof again follows by commuting with (r /∇)k, projecting to the ` ≥ 2 modes, subtracting the value at
Suf ,v−1

, Ω−1 /∇3(r /∇)k(Ωtrχ)`≥2(uf , v−1), and dividing by Ω◦(u
′, v−1)2. The differences of the linear terms

are controlled, as in the proof of Proposition 15.3.38, using now the gauge condition (15.3.20), equation
(1.2.7) and (1.2.21). The differences of the nonlinear error terms are again controlled using Lemma 15.1.5
and Proposition 15.2.5.

Finally, the difference quotient DufΩ−1 /∇3X2 is estimated.

Proposition 15.3.41 (Estimate for DufΩ−1 /∇3X2 on Cv−1
). On the initial hypersurface v = v−1, for

k ≤ N − 5, for any u0 ≤ u ≤ uf , the difference quotient satisfies

‖Duf

(
Ω−1 /∇3(r /∇)kX2

)
‖2Su,v−1

+ ‖Duf

(
Ω−1 /∇3(r /∇)kX2

)
‖2Cv−1

. ε2
0 + ε3.

Proof. As in the proof of Proposition 15.3.39, the proof follows from the Codazzi equation

X2 = r3 /D∗2 /div /D∗2
(r3

2
/∇(Ωtrχ)− Ω2r2η − 3MfrΩχ̂+ E0

)
+

1

2
(3r3Mf − 2r2M2

f − r4)(Ω−1 /∇3)2(rΩ2α),

after applying Ω−1 /∇3(r /∇)k and using now Proposition 15.3.40.

Estimate for Ω−1 /∇3 derivatives of η`≥2 and Ω−2(Ωω̂ − (Ωω̂)◦)`≥2

In this section Ω−1 /∇3 derivatives of η`≥2 and Ω−2(Ωω̂ − (Ωω̂)◦)`≥2 are estimated.
First, the estimates of the following proposition, for Ω−1 /∇3 derivatives of η`≥2, will be used in the proof

of Proposition 15.3.53.

Proposition 15.3.42 (Estimate for Ω−1 /∇3 derivatives of η`≥2 on Cv−1
). On the initial hypersurface v =

v−1, for k ≤ N + 1,
‖(Ω−1 /∇3)kη`≥2‖2Cv−1

. ε2
0 + ε3.

Proof. First note that the result for k ≤ N follows from Proposition 15.3.33.
Now, equation (1.2.14) and Propositions 15.3.33 and 15.3.32 imply that, for any l = 0, 1, k ≤ N − 1,

‖(r /∇)l(Ω−1 /∇3)kΩ−2(Ωω̂ − Ωω̂◦)‖2Su,v−1
. ε2

0 + ε3,
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and hence the Raychaudhuri equation (1.2.7) implies that, for any k ≤ N ,

‖(Ω−1 /∇3)kΩ−2(Ωtrχ− Ωtrχ◦)‖
2
Su,v−1

. ε2
0 + ε3.

Revisiting the proof of Proposition 15.3.33, note that η satisfies

‖r /div
(

(Ω−1 /∇3)N+1r2η`≥2 − (Ω−1 /∇3)Nr2Ω−1β
`≥2

)
‖2Su,v−1

. ε2‖(Ω−1 /∇3)N+1η`≥2‖2Su,v−1
+ ε2‖(Ω−1 /∇3)N (r /∇)η`≥2‖2Su,v−1

+ ‖(Ω−1 /∇3)NΩ−2(Ωtrχ− Ωtrχ◦)‖
2
Su,v−1

+ ‖EN‖2Su,v−1
. ε2

0 + ε3 + ε2‖(Ω−1 /∇3)N+1η`≥2‖2Su,v−1
,

by Proposition 15.3.33 and the above, and similarly,

‖r /curl
(

(Ω−1 /∇3)N+1r2η`≥2 + (Ω−1 /∇3)Nr2Ω−1β
`≥2

)
‖2Su,v−1

. ε2
0 + ε3 + ε2‖(Ω−1 /∇3)N+1η`≥2‖2Su,v−1

.

Writing
(Ω−1 /∇3)N+1r2η`≥2 = r /∇h1 + r∗ /∇h2, (Ω−1 /∇3)Nr2Ω−1β

`≥2
= r /∇g1 + r∗ /∇g2,

for some functions h1, h2, g1, g2, it follows from standard elliptic theory that∑
l=0,1,2

‖(r /∇)l(h1 − g1)‖2Su,v−1
+ ‖(r /∇)l(h2 + g2)‖2Su,v−1

. ε2
0 + ε3 + ε2‖(Ω−1 /∇3)N+1η`≥2‖2Su,v−1

,

and hence

‖(Ω−1 /∇3)N+1r2η`≥2‖2Su,v−1
= ‖r /∇h1‖2Su,v−1

+ ‖r /∇h2‖2Su,v−1
. ε2

0 + ε3 + ε2‖(Ω−1 /∇3)N+1η`≥2‖2Su,v−1

+ ‖r /∇g1‖2Su,v−1
+ ‖r /∇g2‖2Su,v−1

= ε2
0 + ε3 + ε2‖(Ω−1 /∇3)N+1η`≥2‖2Su,v−1

+ ‖(Ω−1 /∇3)Nr2Ω−1β
`≥2
‖2Su,v−1

.

The proof then follows from Proposition 15.3.32 after integrating in u and taking ε sufficiently small.

Finally, the following proposition, on estimates for Ω−1 /∇3 derivatives of Ω−2(Ωω̂ − (Ωω̂)◦)`≥2, will be
used in the proof of Proposition 15.3.62.

Proposition 15.3.43 (Estimate for Ω−1 /∇3 derivatives of Ω−2(Ωω̂ − (Ωω̂)◦)`≥2 on Cv−1
). On the initial

hypersurface v = v−1, for k ≤ N , l = 0, 1,

‖(r /∇)l(Ω−1 /∇3)k
(
Ω−2 (Ωω̂ − (Ωω̂)◦)

)
`≥2
‖2Cv−1

. ε2
0 + ε3.

Proof. The proof follows from projecting equation (1.2.14) to ` ≥ 2 and commuting with (Ω−1 /∇3)k and using
Proposition 15.3.32, Proposition 9.4.4 and Proposition 15.3.42, and the Poincaré inequality, Proposition 9.3.2.
The nonlinear error terms are controlled using Propostion 15.2.5.

15.3.4 Estimates for quantities in DH+
: the ` ≥ 2 modes

The goal of this section is to estimate the ` ≥ 2 modes of the geometric quantities of the H+ gauge using
the estimates for the corresponding quantities on Cuf and Cv−1

obtained in the previous section. The main
result of this section is the following proposition. Recall the energies (15.3.1), (15.3.4), (15.3.7), (15.3.10),
(15.3.14).

Theorem 15.3.2 (Improving bootstrap assumptions for energies of ` ≥ 2 modes). The energies defined in
(15.3.1), (15.3.4), (15.3.7), (15.3.10), (15.3.14) satisfy,

EN`≥2[DH
+

] + EN+1
`≥2 [CH

+

uf
] + EN`≥2[CH

+

] + EN`≥2[SH
+

] + EN`≥2[χH
+

] . ε2
0 + ε3.
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Proof. The proof is a direct consequence of the estimate for σ`≥2 of Proposition 15.3.1, the estimates for Ω−1χ̂
of Propositions 15.3.44 and 15.3.45, the estimates for Ωχ̂ of Propositions 15.3.47 and 15.3.49, the estimates
for ρ`≥2 of Proposition 15.3.52, the estimate for Ωβ`≥2 of Proposition 15.3.56, the estimate for Ω−1β

`≥2
of

Proposition 15.3.57, the estimate for η`≥2 of Proposition 15.3.58, the estimate for η
`≥2

of Proposition 15.3.59,

the estimate for Ω`≥2 of Proposition 15.3.60, the estimate for Ωω̂`≥2 of Proposition 15.3.61, the estimate for
Ω−2(Ωω̂)`≥2 of Proposition 15.3.62, the estimates for Ωtrχ`≥2 of Propositions 15.3.66 and 15.3.64, and the
estimate for Ω−2(Ωtrχ)`≥2 of Proposition 15.3.65.

The remainder of this section involves the proof of the propositions which constitute the proof of Propo-
sition 15.3.2. First Ω−1χ̂ is estimated in Section 15.3.4.1. The main difficulties are in estimating Ωχ̂. Such

estimates are obtained in Section 15.3.4.2. In Section 15.3.4.3 the curvature components Ωβ`≥2, Ω−1β
`≥2

and ρ`≥2 are estimated. The quantities η`≥2 and η
`≥2

are estimated in Section 15.3.4.4, Ω−2
◦ Ω2

`≥2 is esti-

mated in Section 15.3.4.5, (Ωω̂− (Ωω̂)◦)`≥2 and Ω−2(Ωω̂− (Ωω̂)◦)`≥2 are estimated in Section 15.3.4.6, and
(Ωtrχ− Ωtrχ◦)`≥2 and Ω−2(Ωtrχ− Ωtrχ◦)`≥2 are estimated in Section 15.3.4.7.

15.3.4.1 Estimates for Ω−1χ̂

To begin, Ω−1χ̂ can immediately be estimated by integrating backwards from the final hypersurface {u = uf}.

Proposition 15.3.44 (Estimates for Ω−1χ̂ on Cu and DH+

). For |γ| ≤ N − s, for s = 0, 1, 2, for any
v−1 ≤ v ≤ v(R2, uf ), and any u0 ≤ u ≤ uf ,

‖Dγ(Ω−1χ̂)‖2Cu(v) + ‖Dγ(Ω−1χ̂)‖2DH+ (v)
.
ε2

0 + ε3

vs
.

Proof. Recall the quantity X1 (see equation (15.1.16)) and the /∇3 equation it satisfies (see Proposition
15.1.10). Since Ω−2α only appears at lower orders on the right hand side of the equation (and so the
estimates of Theorem C.4 do not degenerate at r = 3Mf ), Lemma 15.1.3 and Theorem C.4 imply that∑

k≤N−2−s

‖(r /∇)k(Ω−2X1)‖2Cu(v) + ‖(r /∇)k(Ω−2X1)‖2DH+ (v)
.
ε2

0 + ε3

vs
,

where Proposition 15.2.1 is used to control the nonlinear error terms. It follows from Theorem C.4 and
Proposition 9.3.3 that the result holds in the case that Dγ = (r /∇)k.

Consider now the case that Dγ = (Ω−1 /∇3)k1(r /∇)k2 , for some k1 + k2 = |γ|. The equation (1.2.6) can
schematically be written

Ω /∇3(Ω−1χ̂)− 2Ω2

r
Ω−1χ̂ = −Ω2 · Ω−2α+ Ω2E0. (15.3.33)

Given l1 + l2 ≤ N − 1, it follows from commuting the equation (15.3.33) that∣∣(Ω−1 /∇3)l1+1(r /∇)l2Ω−1χ̂
∣∣ . ∑

k1+k2≤l1+l2

(∣∣(Ω−1 /∇3)l1(r /∇)l2Ω−1χ̂
∣∣+
∣∣(Ω−1 /∇3)l1(r /∇)l2Ω−2α̂

∣∣)+ |E l1+l2 |,

and the result in the case that Dγ = (Ω−1 /∇3)k1(r /∇)k2 follows by a straightforward induction argument by
integrating the above inequality and using Theorem C.4.

Consider now Dγ of the form Dγ = (rΩ /∇4)k1(Ω−1 /∇3)k2(r /∇)k3 , for some k1 +k2 ≤ N with k1 ≥ 1. Given
such k1, k2, define

ξ := (Ω /∇4 − Ω /∇3)(Ω /∇4)k1−1(Ω−1 /∇3)k2(r /∇)k3Ω−1χ̂.

By Lemma 3.3.1 and equation (15.3.33) it follows that that,

|Ω−1 /∇3ξ −
2

r
ξ| . |(Ω /∇4 − Ω /∇3)(Ω /∇4)k1−1(Ω−1 /∇3)k2(r /∇)k2Ω−2α|+ |Ek1+k2+k3 |,

and Lemma 15.1.3, Proposition 15.3.20 and Theorem C.4 then imply that

‖ξ‖2Cu(v) + ‖ξ‖2DH+ (v)
.
ε2

0 + ε3

vs
.
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since the integrated decay estimate for (Ω /∇4 − Ω /∇3)Ω−2α does not degenerate at r = 3Mf . The result
then inductively follows for the case that Dγ = (rΩ /∇4)k1(Ω−1 /∇3)k2(r /∇)k3 by combining with the previous
estimates. The result for general Dγ then follows from Lemma 3.3.1.

The following estimates for Ω−1χ̂ on Su,v and Cv are obtained similarly.

Proposition 15.3.45 (Estimates for Ω−1χ̂ on Su,v and Cv). For k ≤ N − s, for s = 0, 1, 2, for any
v−1 ≤ v ≤ v(R2, uf ), and any max{u0, u(R2, v)} ≤ u ≤ uf ,

‖Dk(Ω−1χ̂)‖2Su,v + ‖Dk(Ω−1χ̂)‖2Cv .
ε2

0 + ε3

vs
.

Proof. The proof is similar to the proof of Proposition 15.3.44, though is much simpler since the degeneration
of the estimates at r = 3Mf is not an issue, using now Lemma 15.1.3.

15.3.4.2 Estimates for Ωχ̂

Recall that a transport equation in the /∇4 direction of the form (15.1.1) is referred to as redshifted, noshifted
or blueshifted according to whether the sign of a in (15.1.1) is positive, zero or negative respectively. Recall
also, see Proposition 15.1.12, that Ωχ̂ satisfies a blueshifted transport equation, Ω−1 /∇3Ωχ̂ satisfies a noshifted
transport equation, and higher order Ω−1 /∇3 derivatives of Ωχ̂ satisfy redshifted transport equations. In
Section 15.3.3.1, the derivatives of Ωχ̂ were accordingly estimated on the final hypersurface Cuf differently
depending whether they involve zero, one, or two or more Ω−1 /∇3 derivatives. In this section the derivatives

of Ωχ̂ are similarly estimated in DH+

differently depending whether they involve zero, one, or two or more
Ω−1 /∇3 derivatives.

Estimates for Ωχ̂ and angular derivatives up to order N

To estimate angular derivatives of Ωχ̂, (r /∇)kΩχ̂ for k ≤ N , rather than using the equation (1.2.6) directly,
which is blueshifted, it is convenient to first estimate the difference quotient

Duf

(
(r /∇)kΩχ̂

)
,

(recall the definition from Section 15.1.1.3). Further, it is convenient to consider the renormalised quantities
X1 and X2, introduced in Section 15.1.2, which take the form

X1 = r /D∗2r /div(r2Ωχ̂)− r3

2
Ω−1 /∇3(rΩ2α), X2 = r /D∗2r /divX1 +

r4Ω2

4
(Ω−1 /∇3)2(rΩ2α). (15.3.34)

Note that term term involving α on the right hand side of the equation in the /∇4 direction satisfied by
X2 (see Proposition 15.1.9), involves only two derivatives, in contrast to the commuted equation (1.2.6) for
(r /∇)4Ωχ̂ which involves four derivatives of Ω2α.

The estimates of Proposition 15.3.47 are most relevant for the top order quantity (r /∇)NΩχ̂. A better
estimate for lower order derivatives will be obtained in Proposition 15.3.48. First, estimates for the difference
quotient Duf (Ωχ̂) are obtained.

Proposition 15.3.46 (Estimate for Duf (Ωχ̂) on Su,v). For k ≤ N , for any v−1 ≤ v ≤ v(R2, uf ), and any
max{u0, u(R2, v)} ≤ u ≤ uf ,

‖Duf

(
(r /∇)kΩχ̂

)
‖2Su,v . v

δ(ε2
0 + ε3) +

∑
l1+l2≤k−1

l2≤2

‖Duf

(
(r /∇)l1(Ω−1 /∇3)l2(Ω2α)

)
‖2Su,v .

Proof. The proof proceeds by considering the quantity X2. See equation (15.3.34) above. Suppose k ≥ 4
(the case k ≤ 4 will follow from Propositions 9.3.3 and 9.3.4). By Proposition 15.1.9 and Lemma 3.3.1,

Ω /∇4(r /∇)k−4X2 − 2(Ωω̂)◦(r /∇)k−4X2 = L[(r /∇)k−4X2] + E [(r /∇)k−4X2],
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where the linear term L[(r /∇)k−4X2] takes the form

L[(r /∇)k−4X2] =
∑

l1+l2≤k−2
l2≤2

H l1l2 · (r /∇)l1(Ω−1 /∇3)l2(rΩ2α)

and the nonlinear error E [(r /∇)k−4X2] has the schematic form,

E [(r /∇)k−4X2] = Ek−1 + (Hk,1 · Φ) · (r /∇)k(Ωχ̂) + (Hk,2 · Φ) · (r /∇)kΩω̂,

for some vectors of admissible coefficient functions (see (3.2.1)) H l1l2 , Hk,1, Hk,2.
The proof will follow from Lemma 15.1.7. First note that the initial condition, at v = v−1, is controlled by

Proposition 15.3.39. Now, to control the term on {u = uf} arising from applying Lemma 15.1.7, Proposition
15.3.7 gives

‖(r /∇)k−2X1‖2Cuf (v) .
ε2

0 + ε3

v
,

for all v−1 ≤ v ≤ v(R2, uf ) and so, for any v−1 ≤ v ≤ v(R2, uf ),∫ v

v−1

(v′)1− δ2
∥∥(r /∇)k−2X1

∥∥2

Suf ,v′
dv′ . ε2

0 + ε3, hence,

∫ v

v−1

(v′)1+ δ
2

∥∥(r /∇)k−2X1

∥∥2

Suf ,v′
dv′ . vδ

(
ε2

0 + ε3
)
.

Theorem C.4 then implies that,∫ v

v−1

(v′)1+ δ
2

∥∥(r /∇)k−4X2

∥∥2

Suf ,v′
dv′ . vδ

(
ε2

0 + ε3
)
.

For the remaining terms arising from applying Lemma 15.1.7 first note that Lemma 15.1.5 implies that, for
Dγ = (r /∇)l1(Ω−1 /∇3)l2 for some l1 + l2 ≤ k − 2,∫ v

v−1

(v′)1+ δ
2 ‖DufD

γα‖2Su,v′dv
′ . sup

u≤u′≤uf

∫ v

v−1

(v′)1+ δ
2 (‖Ω−1 /∇3D

γα‖2Su,v′ + ‖Dγα‖2Su,v′ )dv
′ . vδ(ε2

0 + ε3),

by Theorem C.4.
The nonlinear error terms arising from the first collection of nonlinear terms in E [(r /∇)k−4X2] are esti-

mated using Lemma 15.1.5 and Proposition 15.2.1.
For the second collection of nonlinear terms in E [(r /∇)k−4X2], write

Duf

(
Φ · (r /∇)k(Ωχ̂)

)
(u, v) = DufΦ(u, v) · (r /∇)k(Ωχ̂)(uf , v) +Duf (r /∇)k(Ωχ̂)(u, v) · Φ(u, v).

The first resulting term can be estimated exactly as the first collection of nonlinear terms are above. For
the second,∫ v

v−1

(v′)1+ δ
2

∫
S2

|Duf

(
(r /∇)kΩχ̂

)
|2 |Φ|2 dθdv′ .

∑
k≤2

∫ v

v−1

(v′)1+ δ
2

∫
S2

∣∣(r /∇)kΦ
∣∣2 dθ ∫

S2

|Duf

(
(r /∇)kΩχ̂

)
|2dθdv′,

by the Sobolev inequality, Proposition 9.1.1. The nonlinear error terms arising from the third collection of
nonlinear terms in E [(r /∇)k−4X2] are estimated in Proposition 15.2.8.

Lemma 15.1.7 then implies that

‖Duf

(
(r /∇)k−4X2

)
‖2Su,v . v

δ(ε2
0 + ε3) +

∑
Φ,k≤2

∫ v

v−1

(v′)1+ δ
2

∫
S2

∣∣(r /∇)kΦ
∣∣2 dθ ∫

S2

|Duf

(
(r /∇)k(Ωχ̂)

)
|2dθdv′.

Using the definition of X2 (see equation (15.3.34)), it follows that,

‖Duf

(
(r /∇)k−4(r2 /D∗2 /div)2(r2Ωχ̂)

)
‖2Su,v . v

δ
(
ε2

0 + ε3
)

+
∑

l1+l2≤k−1
l2≤2

‖Duf

(
(r /∇)l1(Ω−1 /∇3)l2(Ω2α)

)
‖2Su,v

+
∑

Φ,k≤2

∫ v

v−1

(v′)1+ δ
2

∫
S2

∣∣(r /∇)kΦ
∣∣2 dθ ∫

S2

|Duf

(
(r /∇)k(Ωχ̂)

)
|2dθdv′.
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The result then follows from the Grönwall inequality and Propositions 9.3.3 and 9.3.4 since∫ v

v−1

(v′)1+ δ
2

∫
S2

∣∣(r /∇)kΦ
∣∣2 dθdv′ . ε2

for all Φ and k ≤ 2.

The following proposition provides weak control over (r /∇)kΩχ̂ for k ≤ N . Better estimates for lower
order angular derivatives of Ωχ̂ are obtained in Proposition 15.3.48 and Proposition 15.3.49 below.

Proposition 15.3.47 (Estimate for Ωχ̂ on Su,v and Cv). For k ≤ N , for any v−1 ≤ v ≤ v(R2, uf ), and
any max{u0, u(R2, v)} ≤ u ≤ uf ,

‖(r /∇)k(Ωχ̂)‖2Su,v + ‖(r /∇)k(Ωχ̂)‖2Cv . v
δ(ε2

0 + ε3).

Proof. From Proposition 15.3.46 it follows that

‖(r /∇)k(Ωχ̂)‖2Su,v ≤ Ω◦(u, v)2‖Duf

(
(r /∇)k(Ωχ̂)

)
‖2Su,v + ‖(r /∇)k(Ωχ̂)‖2Suf ,v

. vδ(ε2
0 + ε3) +

∑
|γ|≤k−1

Ω◦(u, v)2‖Duf

(
Dγ(Ω2α)

)
‖2Su,v + ‖(r /∇)k(Ωχ̂)‖2Suf ,v . v

δ(ε2
0 + ε3),

by Theorem C.4 and Proposition 15.3.25.

Estimates for Ωχ̂, Ω−1 /∇3(Ωχ̂) and angular derivatives up to order N − 1

The /∇4 equation for Ω−1 /∇3(Ωχ̂) is noshifted (see the k1 = 1 case of Proposition 15.1.12) and so, in order
to obtain the best estimates for Ω−1 /∇3(Ωχ̂) and its angular derivatives up to order N − 1, it is again
convenient to consider the difference quotient Duf

(
Ω−1 /∇3(Ωχ̂)

)
. As in the proof of Proposition 15.3.46, the

renormalised quantity X2 is again considered.

Proposition 15.3.48 (Estimate for Ω−1 /∇3(Ωχ̂)). For s = 0, 1, 2 and k1 = 0, 1, k2 ≤ N − 1 − s, for any
v−1 ≤ v ≤ v(R2, uf ), and any max{u0, u(R2, v)} ≤ u ≤ uf , if ε is sufficiently small,

‖(Ω−1 /∇3)k1(r /∇)k2(Ωχ̂)‖2Su,v + ‖(Ω−1 /∇3)k1(r /∇)k2(Ωχ̂)‖2Cu(v) .
ε2

0 + ε3

vs
,

and

‖(Ω−1 /∇3)k1(r /∇)k2(Ωχ̂)‖2Cv + ‖(Ω−1 /∇3)k1(r /∇)k2(Ωχ̂)‖2DH+ (v)
.
ε2

0 + ε3

vs
.

Proof. Consider some l ≤ N−5−s. Proposition 15.1.9 and Lemma 3.3.1 imply that Ω−1 /∇3(r /∇)lX2 satisfies
the noshifted equation

Ω /∇4Ω−1 /∇3(r /∇)lX2 = −2ρ◦(r /∇)lX2 + L[Ω−1 /∇3(r /∇)lX2] + E [Ω−1 /∇3(r /∇)lX2],

where the linear term L[Ω−1 /∇3(r /∇)lX2] takes the form

L[Ω−1 /∇3(r /∇)lX2] =
∑

l1+l2≤l+3
l2≤3

H l1l2 · (r /∇)l1(Ω−1 /∇3)l2(rΩ2α)

and the nonlinear error E [Ω−1 /∇3(r /∇)lX2] has the schematic form,

E [Ω−1 /∇3(r /∇)lX2] = E l+4 +(Hk,1 ·Φ) ·(r /∇)l+5(Ωχ̂)+(Hk,1 ·Φ) ·Ω−1 /∇3(r /∇)l+4(Ωχ̂)+(Hk,3 ·Φ) ·(r /∇)l+5Ωω̂,

for some vectors of admissible coefficient functions (see (3.2.1)) H l1l2 , Hk,1, Hk,2, Hk,3, where the second
equation of (1.2.15) has been used.
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The proof then follows that of Lemma 15.1.6. Since, for any Φ,

Duf

(
Φ · Ω−1 /∇3(r /∇)l+4(Ωχ̂)

)
(u, v)

= DufΦ(u, v) · Ω−1 /∇3(r /∇)l+4(Ωχ̂)(uf , v) +Duf

(
Ω−1 /∇3(r /∇)l+4(Ωχ̂)

)
(u, v) · Φ(uf , v),

it follows that, for any v−1 ≤ v1 < v2 ≤ v(R2, u),

‖DufΩ−1 /∇3(r /∇)lX2‖2Su,v2 +

∫ v2

v1

‖DufΩ−1 /∇3(r /∇)lX2‖2Su,vdv . ‖DufΩ−1 /∇3(r /∇)lX2‖2Su,v1

+

∫ v2

v1

‖(r /∇)lX2‖2Suf ,v + ‖Duf (r /∇)lX2‖2Su,v + ‖DufL‖2Su,v + ‖Ê‖2Su,v + ε2‖DufΩ−1 /∇3(r /∇)l+4Ωχ̂‖2Su,vdv,

where L = L[Ω−1 /∇3(r /∇)lX2] and

Ê(u, v) = Duf E l+4(u, v) +Duf

(
(Hk,1 · Φ) · (r /∇)l+5(Ωχ̂) + (Hk,3 · Φ) · (r /∇)l+5Ωω̂

)
(u, v)

+
(
Duf (Hk,1 · Φ)

)
(u, v) · Ω−1 /∇3(r /∇)l+4(Ωχ̂)(uf , v).

Note that the term Duf

(
Ω−1 /∇3(r /∇)l+4(Ωχ̂)

)
(u, v) · Φ(uf , v) in Duf E [Ω−1 /∇3(r /∇)lX2] is considered sepa-

rately. Now, since

DufΩ−1 /∇3(r2 /D∗2 /div)2(r /∇)lΩχ̂ = (r2 /D∗2 /div)2DufΩ−1 /∇3(r /∇)lΩχ̂+Duf [Ω−1 /∇3, (r
2 /D∗2 /div)2](r /∇)lΩχ̂,

it follows form Proposition 9.3.3 and Proposition 9.3.4 that∑
l′≤l+4

‖DufΩ−1 /∇3(r /∇)l
′
Ωχ̂‖2Su,v . ‖DufΩ−1 /∇3(r2 /D∗2 /div)2(r /∇)lΩχ̂‖2Su,v

+
ε2

v2

∑
l1+l2≤l+2

l1≤1

‖(Ω−1 /∇3)l1(r /∇)l2Ωχ̂‖2Su,v ,

and hence, by Theorem C.4, if ε is sufficiently small, for l ≤ l′ ≤ l + 4,

∑
l′≤l+4

‖DufΩ−1 /∇3(r /∇)l
′
Ωχ̂‖2Su,v2 +

∫ v2

v1

‖DufΩ−1 /∇3(r /∇)l
′
Ωχ̂‖2Su,vdv .

∑
l′≤l+4

‖DufΩ−1 /∇3(r /∇)l
′
Ωχ̂‖2Su,v1

+

∫ v2

v1

∑
l′≤l

(
‖(r /∇)l

′
X2‖2Suf ,v + ‖Duf (r /∇)l

′
Ωχ̂‖2Su,v

)
+ ‖DufL‖2Su,v + ‖Ê‖2Su,vdv +

ε2
0 + ε3

vs1
.

It then follows, as in the proof of Lemma 15.1.6, using Propositions 15.3.25 and 15.3.41, that, for l′ ≤ l + 4
and i = 0, 1,

‖(Ω−1 /∇3)i(r /∇)l
′
Ωχ̂‖2Su,v + ‖(Ω−1 /∇3)i(r /∇)l

′
Ωχ̂‖2Cu(v) + ‖(Ω−1 /∇3)i(r /∇)l

′
Ωχ̂‖2Cv

+ ‖(Ω−1 /∇3)i(r /∇)l
′
Ωχ̂‖2DH+ (v)

.
ε2

0 + ε3

vs
+ ‖DufL‖2Cu(v−1∨v/2) + ‖Ê‖2Cu(v−1∨v/2) + ‖DufL‖2DH+ (v−1∨v/2)

+ ‖Ê‖2DH+ (v−1∨v/2)
,

where v−1 ∨ v/2 := max{v−1, v/2}. To control the first DufL term note that, by Lemma 15.1.5, for

Dγ = (r /∇)l1(Ω−1 /∇3)l2 with l1 + l1 ≤ l − 2,

∥∥Duf

(
Dγ(Ω2α)

)∥∥2

Cu(v−1∨v/2)
. sup
u≤u′≤uf

∑
k=0,1

∥∥(Ω−1 /∇3)kDγ(Ω2α)
∥∥2

Cu′ (v−1∨v/2)
.
ε2

0 + ε3

vs
,
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by Theorem C.4. The term ‖DufL‖2DH+ (v−1∨v/2)
is controlled similarly. For the first nonlinear term in Ê ,

Lemma 15.1.5 and Proposition 15.2.1 imply that∥∥Duf E l+4
∥∥2

Cu(v−1∨v/2)
.
ε4

vs
.

The nonlinear term in Ê arising from the nonlinear term involving (r /∇)l+5(Ωω̂ −Ωω̂◦) in E is controlled by
Proposition 15.2.8. For the nonlinear terms involving Ωχ̂, for any Φ write

Duf

(
Φ · (r /∇)l+5(Ωχ̂)

)
(u, v) = DufΦ(u, v) · (r /∇)l+5(Ωχ̂)(uf , v) +Duf

(
(r /∇)l+5(Ωχ̂)

)
(u, v) · Φ(u, v).

For the first term it follows exactly as above, using Lemma 15.1.5 and Proposition 15.2.1, that∥∥(r /∇)l+5(Ωχ̂) ·DufΦ
∥∥2

Cu(v−1∨v/2)
.
ε4

vs
.

If l ≤ N − 6 then the second term can be estimated similarly. For the remaining case, Proposition 15.3.46
implies that,

∥∥Φ ·Duf

(
(r /∇)N (Ωχ̂)

)∥∥2

Cu(v−1∨ v2 )
.
∫ v(R2,u)

v−1∨v/2

ε4

(v′)2−δ dv
′

+
∑

l1+l2≤N−1
l2≤2

ε2

v2

∥∥Duf

(
(r /∇)l1(Ω−1 /∇3)l2(Ω2α)

)∥∥2

Cu(v−1∨ v2 )
.

ε4

v1−δ ,

where the last inequality follows from Lemma 15.1.5 and Theorem C.4. The remaining nonlinear term in Ê
is estimated similarly, and the Proposition follows.

All remaining derivatives of Ωχ̂

In this section the remaining derivatives of Ωχ̂ are estimated. The top order angular derivatives of Ωχ̂ only
satisfy the weaker estimates of Propositions 15.3.47 above and hence are excluded from the results of this
section.

Recall that, given k1, k2, k3 ≥ 0, D(k1,k2,k3) = (r /∇)k1(Ω−1 /∇3)k2(rΩ /∇4)k3 .

Proposition 15.3.49 (Estimate for remaining derivatives of Ωχ̂ in DH+

). For s = 0, 1, 2 and k1 +k2 +k3 ≤
N − s, k1 ≤ N − 1− s, for any v−1 ≤ v ≤ v(R2, uf ), and any max{u0, u(R2, v)} ≤ u ≤ uf ,

‖Dk(Ωχ̂)‖2Su,v + ‖Dk(Ωχ̂)‖2Cu(v) + ‖Dk(Ωχ̂)‖2Cv + ‖Dk(Ωχ̂)‖2DH+ (v)
.
ε2

0 + ε3

vs
,

where k = (k1, k2, k3).

Proof. Consider first the region 2Mf ≤ r ≤ r0, and suppose first that k3 = 0. The proof proceeds by
induction on k2. Note that, when k2 = 0 and k2 = 1, the proposition reduces to Proposition 15.3.48.
Suppose then that the result holds for some 1 ≤ k2 ≤ N − 1 − s. Proposition 15.1.12 and Lemma 15.1.2
then imply that

‖(r /∇)k1(Ω−1 /∇3)k2+1Ωχ̂1‖2
CH

+
v

+ ‖(r /∇)k1(Ω−1 /∇3)k2+1Ωχ̂1‖2DH+ (v)
.

1

vs
‖(r /∇)k1(Ω−1 /∇3)k2+1Ωχ̂1‖2

CH
+

v−1

+

k2∑
l1+l2=0

‖(r /∇)l1(Ω−1 /∇3)l2Ωχ̂1‖2DH+ (v−1∨v/2)
+

k1+k2+1∑
l1+l2=0

‖(r /∇)l1(Ω−1 /∇3)l2Ω2α1‖2DH+ (v−1∨v/2)
+
ε4

vs
,

where 1 = 1r≤r0 and the nonlinear terms are controlled using Propositions 15.2.1 and 15.2.4. It then follows
from Proposition 15.3.34, Theorem C.4 and the inductive hypothesis that

‖(r /∇)k1(Ω−1 /∇3)k2+1Ωχ̂1‖2
CH

+
v

+ ‖(r /∇)k1(Ω−1 /∇3)k2+1Ωχ̂1‖2DH+ (v)
.
ε2

0 + ε3

vs
.
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Similarly for ‖(r /∇)k1(Ω−1 /∇3)k2+1Ωχ̂‖2Su,v and ‖(r /∇)k1(Ω−1 /∇3)k2+1Ωχ̂1‖2
CH+
u (v)

. For the case that k3 ≥ 1

it then inductively follows from applying (r /∇)k1(Ω−1 /∇3)k2(Ω /∇4)k3−1 to (the appropriately normalised)
equation (1.2.6) that

‖DkΩχ̂‖2Su,v + ‖DkΩχ̂1‖2
CH+
u (v)

+ ‖DkΩχ̂1‖2
CH

+
v

+ ‖DkΩχ̂1‖2DH+ (v)
.
ε2

0 + ε3

vs
,

with k = (k1, k2, k3).
The region r ≥ r0 is simpler since Ω ∼ 1 and hence the redshift effect plays no role. One does, however,

have to take care with the degeneration of the integrated decay estimates for α at r = 3Mf . Consider again
first the case that k3 = 0. Note again that, when k2 = 0 and k2 = 1, the proposition reduces to Proposition
15.3.48. Let τ be a smooth cut off function such that τ(u, v) = 1 for r(u, v) ≥ r0 and τ(u, v) = 0 for

r(u, v) ≤ r0−2Mf

2 . Given k2 ≥ 1, from equation (1.2.6) it follows, by Lemma 3.3.1, that∣∣Ω /∇4(Ω−4τ ·R∗(Ω /∇3)k2−1(r /∇)k1Ωχ̂) + 2Ωω̂Ω−4τ ·R∗(Ω /∇3)k2−1(r /∇)k1Ωχ̂
∣∣

. |∂vτ ·R∗(Ω /∇3)k2−1(r /∇)k1Ωχ̂|+ |τ ·R∗(Ω /∇3)k2−1(r /∇)k1Ω2α|+ |E∗k1+k2 |,

where R∗ = Ω /∇4−Ω /∇3. Lemma 15.1.2 (now with r∗ = R2), Theorem C.4 and the above estimates in r ≤ r0

then imply that

‖R∗(Ω /∇3)k2−1(r /∇)k1Ωχ̂‖2
CH

+
v

+ ‖R∗(Ω /∇3)k2−1(r /∇)k1Ωχ̂‖2DH+ (v)
.
ε2

0 + ε3

vs
,

where Proposition 15.2.1 is used to control the nonlinear error terms. Similarly for ‖R∗(Ω /∇3)k2−1(r /∇)k1Ωχ̂‖2Su,v
and ‖R∗(Ω /∇3)k2−1(r /∇)k1Ωχ̂‖2

CH+
u (v)

. The estimates then hold for (Ω /∇3)k2(r /∇)k1Ωχ̂ after inserting equa-

tion (1.2.6). Combining with the above estimates in r ≤ r0 then gives the proposition in the case that
k3 = 0. The case k3 ≥ 1 then again follows inductively by applying (r /∇)k1(Ω−1 /∇3)k2(Ω /∇4)k3−1 to equation
(1.2.6).

15.3.4.3 Estimates for curvature components

In this section most of the remaining curvature components are estimated (though there are some derivatives
of Ωβ`≥2 and Ω−1β

`≥2
which are estimated in Section 15.3.4.4 after η`≥2 and η

`≥2
are estimated).

Recall, for an S-tensor ξ and u0 ≤ u ≤ uf , v ≥ v−1, the norm

‖ξ‖2DH+ (v),Cv,Cu(v),Su,v
:=‖R∗ξ‖2DH+ (v)

+ ‖ξ‖2DH+ (v)
+ ‖ξ‖2Su,v

+
∑
|γ|≤1

(
‖(1− 3Mf/r)D

γξ‖2DH+ (v)
+ ‖Dγξ‖2Cv + ‖Dγξ‖2Cu(v)

)
,

where R∗ = Ω /∇4 − Ω /∇3. Note that the norm ‖ξ‖2DH+ (v),Cv,Cu(v),Su,v
involves first order derivatives of ξ.

Estimates for Ωβ`≥2 and Ω−1β`≥2

The following two propositions control most derivatives of β and β. The exceptions are (Ω−1 /∇3)N (Ωβ) and

(Ω /∇4)N (Ω−1β), which will be controlled in Section 15.3.4.4 below after all derivatives of ρ`≥2 and η`≥2 and

η
`≥2

have been controlled. Recall again that, given k1, k2, k3 ≥ 0, D(k1,k2,k3) = (r /∇)k1(Ω−1 /∇3)k2(rΩ /∇4)k3 .

Proposition 15.3.50 (Estimate for Ωβ`≥2 in DH+

). For s = 0, 1, 2 and k = (k1, k2, k3) with k1 + k2 + k3 ≤
N − 1− s, k2 ≤ N − 2− s, for any u0 ≤ u ≤ uf and any v−1 ≤ v ≤ v(R2, u),

‖Dk(Ωβ)`≥2‖2DH+ (v),Cv,Cu(v),Su,v
.
ε2

0 + ε3

vs
.
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Proof. Consider a multi index k such that |k| ≤ N − 2− s. Equation (1.2.22) takes the schematic form

−2/D∗2Ωβ = Ω−1 /∇3(rΩ2α)− 6Mf

r3
Ωχ̂+ E0,

and so it follows from Lemma 9.3.3, Theorem C.4 and Proposition 15.3.49 that∑
l=0,1

‖(r /∇)lDk(Ωβ)`≥2‖2DH+ (v),Cv,Cu(v),Su,v
.
ε2

0 + ε3

vs
,

using Propositions 15.2.1, 15.2.2, 15.2.4 and 15.2.5 to control the nonlinear error terms. Similarly, it follows
from equation (1.2.23) that

‖DkrΩ /∇4(Ωβ)`≥2‖2DH+ (v),Cv,Cu(v),Su,v
.
ε2

0 + ε3

vs
.

Proposition 15.3.51 (Estimate for Ω−1β
`≥2

in DH+

). For s = 0, 1, 2 and k = (k1, k2, k3) with k1+k2+k3 ≤
N − 1− s, k3 ≤ N − 2− s, for any u0 ≤ u ≤ uf and any v−1 ≤ v ≤ v(R2, u),

‖Dk(Ω−1β)`≥2‖2DH+ (v),Cv,Cu(v),Su,v
.
ε2

0 + ε3

vs
.

Proof. The proof is similar to that of Proposition 15.3.50, using now equation (1.2.31) and equation (1.2.30).

Estimates for ρ`≥2

The following proposition provides control over all derivatives of ρ up to order N .

Proposition 15.3.52 (Estimate for ρ`≥2 in DH+

). For s = 0, 1, 2 and |γ| ≤ N − 1− s, for any u0 ≤ u ≤ uf
and any v−1 ≤ v ≤ v(R2, u),

‖Dγρ`≥2‖2DH+ (v),Cv,Cu(v),Su,v
.
ε2

0 + ε3

vs
.

Proof. Consider first the case Dγ = (r /∇)k for some k ≤ N − 1− s. After commuting the equality (3.4.2) by
(r /∇)k−2 (or not commuting if k ≤ 1) and using Theorem C.3 and Propositions 15.3.1, 15.3.44, 15.3.45 and
15.3.49 to control the linear terms, and Propositions 15.2.1, 15.2.2, 15.2.4 and 15.2.5 to control the nonlinear
error terms, it follows from Proposition 9.3.3 that∑

l≤k

‖(r /∇)lρ`≥2‖2DH+ (v),Cv,Cu(v),Su,v
.
ε2

0 + ε3

vs
.

Moreover, for |γ| ≤ N − 2− s, the estimates

‖DγΩ /∇4ρ`≥2‖2DH+ (v),Cv,Cu(v),Su,v
+ ‖DγΩ−1 /∇3ρ`≥2‖2DH+ (v),Cv,Cu(v),Su,v

.
ε2

0 + ε3

vs
,

follow from applying Dγ to equations (1.2.25) and (1.2.27) respectively. The proposition then follows.

15.3.4.4 Estimates for η`≥2 and η`≥2

In this section η`≥2 and η`≥2 are estimated.
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Estimates for η`≥2

Most of the derivatives of η can be estimated directly using the equation (1.2.8), which can be rewritten
schematically as,

/D∗2η = −1

2
Ω−1 /∇3(Ωχ̂) +

1

2r
Ωχ̂− Ω2

◦
2r

Ω−1χ̂+ E0. (15.3.35)

Proposition 15.3.53 (Estimate for /∇η`≥2 in DH+

). For s = 0, 1, 2 and |γ| ≤ N−1−s, for any u0 ≤ u ≤ uf
and any v−1 ≤ v ≤ v(R2, u),

∑
l=0,1

‖(r /∇)lDγη`≥2‖2Su,v + ‖(r /∇)lDγη`≥2‖2Cu(v) + ‖(r /∇)lDγη`≥2‖2Cv + ‖(r /∇)lDγη`≥2‖2DH+ (v)
.
ε2

0 + ε3

vs
.

Proof. After commuting equation (15.3.35) with Dγ , the proof follows from Proposition 9.3.3, Propositions
15.3.44, 15.3.45 and 15.3.49, and using Propositions 15.2.1, 15.2.2, 15.2.4 and 15.2.5 to control the nonlinear
error terms.

The remaining derivatives of η are estimated using the equation (1.2.12) and so it is first necessary to
estimate η and the remaining derivatives of Ωβ.

Estimates for η`≥2

Derivatives of /∇η will be controlled using the equation (1.2.9), which can be written schematically as,

/D∗2η = −1

2
Ω /∇4(Ω−1χ̂)−

(
1

4
(Ωtrχ)◦ + (Ωω̂)◦

)
Ω−1χ̂+

1

2r
Ωχ̂+ E0. (15.3.36)

Proposition 15.3.54 (Estimate for /∇η
`≥2

in DH+

). For s = 0, 1, 2 and |γ| ≤ N−1−s, for any u0 ≤ u ≤ uf
and any v−1 ≤ v ≤ v(R2, u),

∑
l=0,1

‖(r /∇)lDγη
`≥2
‖2Su,v + ‖(r /∇)lDγη

`≥2
‖2Cu(v) + ‖(r /∇)lDγη

`≥2
‖2Cv + ‖(r /∇)lDγη

`≥2
‖2DH+ (v)

.
ε2

0 + ε3

vs
.

Proof. The proof again follows from Proposition 9.3.3, Propositions 15.3.44, 15.3.45 and 15.3.49, now com-
muting equation (15.3.36) with Dγ .

The remaining derivatives of η are estimated using the equation (1.2.12). The case when one of the

derivatives is Ω−1 /∇3 can be estimated already.

Proposition 15.3.55 (Estimate for Ω−1 /∇3η`≥2
in DH+

). For s = 0, 1, 2 and |γ| ≤ N − 1 − s, for any

u0 ≤ u ≤ uf and any v−1 ≤ v ≤ v(R2, u),

‖DγΩ−1 /∇3η`≥2
‖2Su,v + ‖DγΩ−1 /∇3η`≥2

‖2Cu(v) + ‖DγΩ−1 /∇3η`≥2
‖2Cv + ‖DγΩ−1 /∇3η`≥2

‖2DH+ (v)
.
ε2

0 + ε3

vs
.

Proof. The proof follows from projecting (1.2.12) to ` ≥ 2, applying (Ω−1 /∇3)N−1 and using Proposition 9.4.4.
The linear terms involving β can be estimated using Proposition 15.3.50. The linear terms involving η can
be estimated using Proposition 15.3.53.

Remaining derivatives of Ωβ`≥2 and Ω−1β`≥2

Before estimating the remaining derivatives of η, it is first necessary (in particular for the (Ω−1 /∇3)N deriva-
tive) to control the remaining (Ω−1 /∇3)N−s derivatives of Ωβ, which it is now possible to do using Proposi-
tion 15.3.53 and the estimates for ρ and σ.
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Proposition 15.3.56 (Estimate for Ωβ`≥2 in DH+

). For s = 0, 1, 2 and |γ| ≤ N−1−s, for any u0 ≤ u ≤ uf
and any v−1 ≤ v ≤ v(R2, u),

‖Dγ(Ωβ)`≥2‖2DH+ (v),Cv,Cu(v),Su,v
.
ε2

0 + ε3

vs
.

Proof. In the case that Dγ = (Ω−1 /∇3)k, for some 1 ≤ k ≤ N − 1 − s, the proof follows from projecting
equation (1.2.24), which can be schematically rewritten as

Ω−1 /∇3(Ωβ) =
2

r
Ωβ + /∇ρ+ ∗ /∇σ − 6Mf

r3
η + E0,

to ` ≥ 2, applying (Ω−1 /∇3)k−1 and using Proposition 9.4.4, and using Propositions 15.3.50, 15.3.52, 15.3.1
and 15.3.53 to control the linear terms. The nonlinear terms are controlled using Propositions 15.2.1, 15.2.2,
15.2.4 and 15.2.5. In the remaining cases the proposition reduces to Proposition 15.3.50.

In order to estimate the remaining derivatives of η, it is similarly necessary to control the (Ω /∇4)N−s

derivatives of Ω−1β, which it is now possible to do using Proposition 15.3.54.

Proposition 15.3.57 (Estimate for Ω−1β
`≥2

in DH+

). For s = 0, 1, 2 and |γ| ≤ N − 1 − s, for any

u0 ≤ u ≤ uf and any v−1 ≤ v ≤ v(R2, u),

‖Dγ(Ω−1β)`≥2‖2DH+ (v),Cv,Cu(v),Su,v
.
ε2

0 + ε3

vs
.

Proof. The proof is similar to that of Proposition 15.3.56, using now equation (1.2.29), which can be schemat-
ically written

Ω /∇4(Ω−1β) = − ((Ωtrχ)◦ + 2(Ωω̂)◦) Ω−1β − /∇ρ+ ∗ /∇σ +
6Mf

r3
η + E0.

Remaining derivatives of η`≥2 and η`≥2

The remaining derivatives of η are estimated using the equation (1.2.12), which can schematically be written,

Ω /∇4(rη) = Ω2η − rΩβ + E0. (15.3.37)

Proposition 15.3.58 (Estimate for η`≥2 in DH+

). For s = 0, 1, 2 and |γ| ≤ N − s, for any u0 ≤ u ≤ uf
and any v−1 ≤ v ≤ v(R2, u),

‖Dγη`≥2‖2Su,v + ‖Dγη`≥2‖2Cu(v) + ‖Dγη`≥2‖2Cv + ‖Dγη`≥2‖2DH+ (v)
.
ε2

0 + ε3

vs
.

Proof. First, the case that Dγ = Dγ̃rΩ /∇4, for some |γ̃| ≤ |γ| − 1 follows from projecting equation (15.3.37)
to ` ≥ 2, applying Dγ̃ and using Proposition 9.4.4, Proposition 15.3.54 and Proposition 15.3.56.

Consider now the case that Dγ = (Ω−1 /∇3)k for some k ≤ N − s. The proof is similar to that of
Proposition 15.3.49 in which Ωχ̂ is estimated. The equation (15.3.37) is first projected to ` ≥ 2, commuted
with (Ω−1 /∇3)k and (noting that the resulting equation is redshifted) Lemma 15.1.2 is used, along with
Propositions 15.3.55 and 15.3.56 and Proposition 15.3.42 to control the term on v = v−1, to estimate
(Ω−1 /∇3)kη in the region r ≤ r0, where the integrated decay estimate for β does not degenerate. The
equation (15.3.37) is then commuted with R∗(Ω−1 /∇3)k−1 and Lemma 15.1.2 is again used, along with the
fact that the integrated decay estimate for R∗Ωβ of Proposition 15.3.56 does not degenerate at r = 3Mf , to

estimate R∗(Ω−1 /∇3)k−1η in DH+

.
The remaining cases follow from Proposition 15.3.53.

The remaining derivatives of η are estimated by commuting the equation (1.2.12).
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Proposition 15.3.59 (Estimate for η
`≥2

in DH+

). For s = 0, 1, 2 and |γ| ≤ N − s, for any u0 ≤ u ≤ uf

and any v−1 ≤ v ≤ v(R2, u),

‖Dγη
`≥2
‖2Su,v + ‖Dγη

`≥2
‖2Cu(v) + ‖Dγη

`≥2
‖2Cv + ‖Dγη

`≥2
‖2DH+ (v)

.
ε2

0 + ε3

vs
.

Proof. Suppose Dγ = (rΩ /∇4)k for some 1 ≤ k ≤ N − s. The proof follows from considering (1.2.12), which
can be schematically written

Ω /∇3(rη) = −Ω2η + Ω2rΩ−1β + Ω2E0,

projecting to ` ≥ 2 and commuting with (Ω /∇4)k−1R∗, and using Lemma 15.1.3 and Proposition 9.4.4. The
term at u = uf is controlled by Proposition 15.3.26, and the linear terms are controlled by Proposition
15.3.57 and Proposition 15.3.58. The result then follows from Proposition 15.3.55. The remaining cases
follow from Proposition 15.3.54 and Proposition 15.3.55.

15.3.4.5 Estimates for Ω−2
◦ Ω2

`≥2

Estimates for Ω2 can easily be obtained from the estimates for η and η using the equation

/∇ log Ω2 = η + η. (15.3.38)

Proposition 15.3.60 (Estimate for Ω−2
◦ Ω2

`≥2 in DH+

). For s = 0, 1, 2 and |γ| ≤ N−s, for any u0 ≤ u ≤ uf
and any v−1 ≤ v ≤ v(R2, u),∥∥∥Dγ(Ω−2

◦ Ω2
`≥2)

∥∥∥2

Su,v
+
∥∥∥Dγ(Ω−2

◦ Ω2
`≥2)

∥∥∥2

Cu(v)
+
∥∥∥Dγ(Ω−2

◦ Ω2
`≥2)

∥∥∥2

Cv

+
∥∥∥Dγ(Ω−2

◦ Ω2
`≥2)

∥∥∥2

DH+ (v)
.
ε2

0 + ε3

vs
.

Proof. The equation (15.3.38) implies that

/∇ log

(
Ω2

Ω2
◦

)
= η + η. (15.3.39)

The proof follows from Proposition 15.3.53 and Proposition 15.3.54 and the Poincaré inequality, Proposition
9.3.2, after projecting to ` ≥ 2 and commuting with Dγ .

Since Ω2 is a metric component, it is also possible to estimate more than N of its derivatives. Such
estimates will not be obtained here.

15.3.4.6 Estimates for (Ωω̂ − (Ωω̂)◦)`≥2 and Ω−2(Ωω̂ − (Ωω̂)◦)`≥2

The propagation equation (1.2.15) for Ωω̂ can be schematically rewritten as,

∂u (Ωω̂ − (Ωω̂)◦) = −Ω2(ρ− ρ◦) +
2Mf

r3

(
Ω2 − Ω2

◦
)

+ Ω2E0, (15.3.40)

and equation (1.2.13) can be schematically rewritten

2 /∇(Ωω̂) = Ω /∇4η + 2
Ω2

r
η − Ωβ + E0. (15.3.41)

Proposition 15.3.61 (Estimate for (Ωω̂)`≥2 in DH+

). For s = 0, 1, 2 and |γ| ≤ N − s, for any u0 ≤ u ≤ uf
and any v−1 ≤ v ≤ v(R2, u),

‖Dγ(Ωω̂)`≥2‖2Su,v + ‖Dγ(Ωω̂)`≥2‖2Cu(v) + ‖Dγ(Ωω̂)`≥2‖2Cv + ‖Dγ(Ωω̂)`≥2‖2DH+ (v)
.
ε2

0 + ε3

vs
.
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Proof. Consider first the case that Dγ = Dγ̃r /∇ for some |γ̃| = |γ| − 1. The proof follows from projecting
equation (15.3.41) to ` ≥ 2, applying Dγ̃ , using Proposition 15.3.56 and Proposition 15.3.59 to control the
linear terms, and Propositions 15.2.1, 15.2.2, 15.2.4 and 15.2.5 to control the nonlinear terms. Next, if
Dγ = Dγ̃Ω−1 /∇3 for some |γ̃| = |γ| − 1, the proof follows from dividing equation (15.3.40) by Ω2, projecting
to ` ≥ 2 and using Proposition 9.4.3, applying Dγ̃ and using Proposition 15.3.52 and Proposition 15.3.60.
Finally, suppose Dγ = (rΩ /∇4)k for some 1 ≤ k ≤ N − s. The proof then follows from projecting (15.3.40)
to ` ≥ 2, commuting with R∗(Ω /∇4)k−1 and using Lemma 15.1.3 and Proposition 9.4.3. The linear terms
are controlled using Proposition 15.3.52 and Proposition 15.3.60. The proof then follows from the previous
cases.

The propagation equation (1.2.15) for ω̂ can be rewritten as,

∂v
(
Ω−2 (Ωω̂ − (Ωω̂)◦)

)
+ 2Ωω̂Ω−2 (Ωω̂ − (Ωω̂)◦) = −(ρ− ρ◦) +

2Mf

r3

(
1− Ω2

◦
Ω2

)
+ E0. (15.3.42)

Equation (1.2.14) can be schematically written,

2 /∇(Ω−2(Ωω̂ − Ωω̂◦)) = Ω−1 /∇3η −
2

r
η + Ω−1β + E0. (15.3.43)

In the following, (ω̂)∗,`≥2 will denote the quantity

(ω̂)∗,`≥2 :=
(
Ω−2 (Ωω̂ − Ωω̂◦)

)
`≥2

.

Proposition 15.3.62 (Estimate for
(
Ω−2 (Ωω̂ − Ωω̂◦)

)
`≥2

in DH+

). For s = 0, 1, 2 and |γ| ≤ N − s, for

any u0 ≤ u ≤ uf and any v−1 ≤ v ≤ v(R2, u),

‖Dγ(ω̂)∗,`≥2‖2Su,v + ‖Dγ(ω̂)∗,`≥2‖2Cu(v) + ‖Dγ(ω̂)∗,`≥2‖2Cv + ‖Dγ(ω̂)∗,`≥2‖2DH+ (v)
.
ε2

0 + ε3

vs
.

Proof. In the cases that Dγ = Dγ̃r /∇ and Dγ = Dγ̃rΩ /∇4 for some |γ̃| = |γ| − 1 the proof follows from
respectively projecting (15.3.43) and (15.3.42) to ` ≥ 2 and applying Dγ̃ , using Propositions 9.4.3, 15.3.52,
15.3.56, 15.3.58, and 15.3.60. In the case that Dγ = (Ω−1 /∇3)k for some 1 ≤ k ≤ N − s the proof follows
the approach of Proposition 15.3.49. First equation (15.3.42) is inductively commuted with (Ω−1 /∇3)k for
all 1 ≤ k ≤ N − s, and Lemma 15.1.2 is used with r∗ = r0 to control (Ω−1 /∇3)k(ω̂)∗,`≥2 in the region
r ≤ r0. Then equation (15.3.42) is commuted with R∗(Ω /∇3)k−1 and Lemma 15.1.2 is used again to control
(Ω−1 /∇3)k(ω̂)∗,`≥2 in the region r0 ≤ r ≤ R2. Proposition 15.3.52 and Proposition 15.3.60 are used to control
the linear error terms, and Propositions 15.2.1 and 15.2.4 to control the nonlinear terms. The terms on the
initial hypersurface v = v−1 are controlled by Proposition 15.3.43.

15.3.4.7 Estimates for (Ωtrχ− Ωtrχ◦)`≥2 and (Ω−2(Ωtrχ− Ωtrχ◦))`≥2

In this section, the quantities (Ωtrχ− Ωtrχ◦)`≥2 and (Ω−2(Ωtrχ− Ωtrχ◦))`≥2 are estimated.

Equations

The equations satisfied by trχ and trχ are more convenient in the following renormalised forms. The Codazzi
equation (1.2.18) can be rewritten,

/∇ (Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦) = 2 /div(Ωχ̂) + (Ωtrχ)◦η + 2Ωβ + 2Ωχ̂ · η + (Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦) η

= 2 /div(Ωχ̂) + (Ωtrχ)◦η + 2Ωβ + E0. (15.3.44)

The Raychaudhuri equation for trχ, (1.2.7), can be rewritten

Ω /∇4 (Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦) = − ((Ωtrχ)◦ − 2(Ωω̂)◦) (Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦) +
4Ω2
◦
r

(Ωω̂ − (Ωω̂)◦)

− 1

2
(Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦)

2
+ 2 (Ωω̂ − (Ωω̂)◦) (Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦)− |Ωχ̂|2

= − ((Ωtrχ)◦ − 2(Ωω̂)◦) (Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦) +
4Ω2
◦
r

(Ωω̂ − (Ωω̂)◦) + E0. (15.3.45)
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The equation (1.2.10) can be rewritten,

Ω−1 /∇3 (Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦) = 2 /divη +
Ω2
◦

rΩ2
(Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦)−

Ω2
◦

rΩ2

(
Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦

)
+ 2

Ω2
◦

Ω2
(ρ− ρ◦)

− 4Mf

r3

(
1− Ω2

◦
Ω2

)
− 1

2Ω2

(
Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦

)
(Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦)

+ 2

(
1− Ω2

◦
Ω2

)
(ρ− ρ◦)− (Ω−1χ̂) · (Ωχ̂) + 2η · η

= 2 /divη +
Ω2
◦

rΩ2
(Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦)−

Ω2
◦

rΩ2

(
Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦

)
+ 2

Ω2
◦

Ω2
(ρ− ρ◦)

− 4Mf

r3

(
1− Ω2

◦
Ω2

)
+ E0. (15.3.46)

The Codazzi equation (1.2.19) can be rewritten,

/∇
(
Ω−2

(
Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦

))
= 2 /div(Ω−1χ̂)− 2

r

Ω2
◦

Ω2
η − 2Ω−1β + 2Ω−1χ̂ · (η + 2η)− Ω−2

(
Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦

)
η

= 2 /div(Ω−1χ̂)− 2

r
η − 2Ω−1β + E0. (15.3.47)

The Raychaudhuri equation for trχ, (1.2.7), can be rewritten

Ω−1 /∇3

(
Ω−2

(
Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦

))
=

2

r

Ω2
◦

Ω2
Ω−2

(
Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦

)
− 4

r

Ω2
◦

Ω2
Ω−2 (Ωω̂ − (Ωω̂)◦)

− 1

2

(
Ω−2

(
Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦

))2 − |Ω−1χ̂|2

=
2

r
Ω−2

(
Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦

)
− 4

r
Ω−2 (Ωω̂ − (Ωω̂)◦) + E0. (15.3.48)

The equation (1.2.11) can be rewritten,

Ω /∇4

(
Ω−2

(
Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦

))
= 2 /divη −

(
2(Ωω̂)◦ +

1

2
(Ωtrχ)◦

)
Ω−2

(
Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦

)
+

Ω2
◦

rΩ2
(Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦) + 2

Ω2
◦

Ω2
(ρ− ρ◦)−

4Mf

r3

(
1− Ω2

◦
Ω2

)
− (Ω−1χ̂) · (Ωχ̂)

− 1

2Ω2

(
Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦

)
(Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦) + 2

(
1− Ω2

◦
Ω2

)
(ρ− ρ◦) + 2η · η

= 2 /divη −
(

2(Ωω̂)◦ +
1

2
(Ωtrχ)◦

)
Ω−2

(
Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦

)
+

1

r
(Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦)

+ 2(ρ− ρ◦)−
4Mf

r3

(
1− Ω2

◦
Ω2

)
+ E0. (15.3.49)

Estimates for Ωtrχ`≥2

Most of the derivatives of (Ωtrχ)`≥2 can immediately be estimated. The quantity (r /∇)N (Ωtrχ)`≥2 only
satisfies the weaker estimate of Proposition 15.3.64 below. The quantity (Ω−1 /∇3)N (Ωtrχ)`≥2 is estimated
in Proposition 15.3.66, after derivatives of (Ωtrχ)`≥2 have been estimated.

Recall again that D(k1,k2,k3) = (r /∇)k1(Ω−1 /∇3)k2(rΩ /∇4)k3 .

Proposition 15.3.63 (Estimate for Ωtrχ`≥2 in DH+

). For s = 0, 1, 2 and k1 + k2 + k3 ≤ N − s, k1 + k2 ≤
N − 1− s, for any v−1 ≤ v ≤ v(R2, uf ), and any max{u0, u(R2, v)} ≤ u ≤ uf ,

‖Dk(Ωtrχ)`≥2‖2Su,v + ‖Dk(Ωtrχ)`≥2‖2Cu(v) + ‖Dk(Ωtrχ)`≥2‖2Cv + ‖Dk(Ωtrχ)`≥2‖2DH+ (v)
.
ε2

0 + ε3

vs
,

where k = (k1, k2, k3).
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Proof. Suppose first that k1 + k2 + k3 ≤ N − 1 − s. The proof follows from projecting equation (15.3.44)
to ` ≥ 2, commuting with (r /∇)k1−1(Ω−1 /∇3)k2(rΩ /∇4)k3 (or with (Ω−1 /∇3)k2(rΩ /∇4)k3 if k1 = 0) and using
Propositions 15.3.49, 15.3.56 and 15.3.59, and Propositions 15.2.1, 15.2.2, 15.2.4 and 15.2.5 to control the
nonlinear terms. The case that Dk = (rΩ /∇4)k3 for some 1 ≤ k3 ≤ N − s follows inductively from applying
(Ω /∇4)k3−1 to equation (15.3.45) (after projecting to ` ≥ 2 and using Proposition 9.4.3) and using Proposition
15.3.61.

The top order quantity (r /∇)N (Ωtrχ)`≥2 satisfies the following weaker estimate.

Proposition 15.3.64 (Estimate for (r /∇)N (Ωtrχ)`≥2 in DH+

). For any k ≤ N , u0 ≤ u ≤ uf and any
v−1 ≤ v ≤ v(R2, u),

‖(r /∇)k(Ωtrχ)`≥2‖2Su,v + ‖(r /∇)k(Ωtrχ)`≥2‖2Cv . v
δ(ε2

0 + ε3).

Proof. The proof follows from Propositions 15.3.47, 15.3.56 and 15.3.59 after applying (r /∇)k−1 to equation
(15.3.44).

Estimates for (Ω−2(Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦))`≥2

In the following, (trχ)∗,`≥2 will denote the quantity

(trχ)∗,`≥2 :=
(
Ω−2

(
Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦

))
`≥2

.

Proposition 15.3.65 (Estimate for (Ω−2(Ωtrχ − (Ωtrχ)◦))`≥2 in DH+

). For s = 0, 1, 2 and |γ| ≤ N − s,
for any v−1 ≤ v ≤ v(R2, uf ), and any max{u0, u(R2, v)} ≤ u ≤ uf ,

‖Dγ(trχ)∗,`≥2‖2Su,v + ‖Dγ(trχ)∗,`≥2‖2Cu(v) + ‖Dγ(trχ)∗,`≥2‖2Cv + ‖Dγ(trχ)∗,`≥2‖2DH+ (v)
.
ε2

0 + ε3

vs
.

Proof. The proof for γ = 0 follows from equation (15.3.47), the Poincaré inequality, Proposition 9.3.2, and
Propositions 15.3.44, 15.3.45, 15.3.57 and 15.3.58. The proof for |γ| ≥ 1 follows from inductively considering
some γ̃ with |γ̃| = |γ| − 1 and applying Dγ̃ to either equation (15.3.47), (15.3.48) or (15.3.49) and using
Propositions 15.3.44, 15.3.45, 15.3.52, 15.3.57, 15.3.58, 15.3.59, 15.3.60, 15.3.62 and 15.3.63.

Estimates for remaining derivatives of (Ωtrχ)`≥2

The remaining derivatives of (Ωtrχ)`≥2 can now be estimated.

Proposition 15.3.66 (Estimate for Ωtrχ`≥2 in DH+

). For s = 0, 1, 2 and k1+k2+k3 ≤ N−s, k1 ≤ N−1−s,
for any v−1 ≤ v ≤ v(R2, uf ), and any max{u0, u(R2, v)} ≤ u ≤ uf ,

‖Dk(Ωtrχ)`≥2‖2Su,v + ‖Dk(Ωtrχ)`≥2‖2Cu(v) + ‖Dk(Ωtrχ)`≥2‖2Cv + ‖Dk(Ωtrχ)`≥2‖2DH+ (v)
.
ε2

0 + ε3

vs
,

where k = (k1, k2, k3).

Proof. By Proposition 15.3.63 the only remaining case to show is when Dk = (Ω−1 /∇3)k2 for some 1 ≤ k2 ≤
N−s. The proof then follows from Propositions 15.3.52, 15.3.58, 15.3.60, 15.3.63 and 15.3.65 after projecting
equation (15.3.46) to ` ≥ 2, applying (Ω−1 /∇3)k2−1 and using Proposition 9.4.3.

15.3.5 Estimates for quantities on Cuf and Cv−1
: the ` = 0, 1 modes

In this section, the defining conditions of the H+ gauge are exploited to estimate the ` = 0, 1 modes of
the geometric quantities on Cuf and Cv−1

. Recall that, restricted to their ` = 0, 1 modes, the geometric
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quantities in the H+ gauge satisfy the gauge conditions

b`=0,1(uf , v, θ) = 0 on Cuf ; (15.3.50)

(Ω(uf , v, θ)− Ω◦(uf , v))`=0,1 = 0 on Cuf ; (15.3.51)

∂u
(
r3( /divη)`=1 + r3ρ`=1

)
(u, v−1, θ) = 0 for all u0 ≤ u ≤ uf , θ ∈ S2; (15.3.52)

(Ω(u, v−1)− Ω◦(u, v−1))`=0 = 0 for all u0 ≤ u ≤ uf ; (15.3.53)

(f3
H+,I+)`=0,1(uf , v(R, uf ), θ) = 0 for all θ ∈ S2; (15.3.54)

µ∗`=1(uf , v(R, uf ), θ) = 0 for all θ ∈ S2; (15.3.55)

(Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦)`=0 (uf , v(R, uf ), θ) = 0 for all θ ∈ S2; (15.3.56)(
Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦

)
`=0,1

(uf , v−1, θ) = 0 for all θ ∈ S2; (15.3.57)

where

µ∗ = /divη + (ρ− ρ◦)−
3

2r
(Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦) .

Recall the reference linearised Kerr solution from Section 1.4.3 and Section 2.3.3. The estimates of the
following sections will be shown to hold for the solution minus this reference linearised Kerr solution, as the
linearised Kerr solution itself does not satisfy the estimates.

The fact that. if ξ is an S-tangent symmetric trace free (0, 2) tensor,

( /div /divξ)`=0,1 = ( /curl /divξ)`=0,1 = 0

will be used throughout this section.

15.3.5.1 Estimates for ` = 1 modes of quantities on the final hypersurface Cuf

In this section the ` = 1 modes are estimated on Cuf . Note that that the gauge condition (15.3.54) implies,

by Theorem 10.6.1 and Theorem C.5, that /div(Ωβ)`=1 satisfies the estimate

∣∣ /div(Ωβ)`=1(uf , v(R, uf ))
∣∣2 . ε2

0 + ε3

v(R, uf )4−2δ
, (15.3.58)

and moreover, by the definition of the H+ linearised Kerr solution,

/curl
(
(Ωβ)`=1 − ΩβKerr

)
(uf , v(R, uf ), θ) = 0 for all θ ∈ Suf ,v(R,uf ). (15.3.59)

Proposition 15.3.67 (Estimate for (Ωβ)`=1 − ΩβKerr on Cuf ). On the final hypersurface u = uf , for any
v−1 ≤ v ≤ v(R2, uf ), for k ≤ N − s, s = 0, 1, 2,

∥∥(Ω /∇4)k(Ωβ − ΩβKerr)`=1

∥∥2

Suf ,v
+
∥∥(Ω /∇4)k(Ωβ − ΩβKerr)`=1

∥∥2

Cuf (v)
.

ε2
0 + ε3

v2−2δ+s
.

Moreover, for k ≤ N − 1− s, s = 0, 1, 2,

∥∥(Ω /∇4)k( /divΩβ)`=1

∥∥2

Suf ,v
+
∥∥(Ω /∇4)k( /divΩβ)`=1

∥∥2

Cuf (v)
.

ε2
0 + ε3

v2−2δ+s
.

Proof. The Bianchi equation (1.2.23) implies

Ω /∇4

(
r4
(
Ωβ − ΩβKerr

))
`=1
− 2(Ωω̂)◦r

4
(
(Ωβ)`=1 − ΩβKerr

)
= E0

`=1, (15.3.60)

where the error term has the correct structure to use Proposition 15.2.7. The proof of the first estimate, for
k = 0, then follows from Lemma 15.1.1, the “final condition” (15.3.58) and (15.3.59), and Proposition 15.2.7,
using also Proposition 9.4.3. For k ≥ 1 the proof follows inductively from applying (Ω /∇4)k−1 to (15.3.60).
The second estimate, for ( /divΩβ)`=1, is similar.
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Proposition 15.3.68 (Equations for /curlη`=1). The quantity /curlη`=1 satisfies the equations

Ω /∇3(r4 /curlη`=1) = Ω2E1, Ω /∇4(r4 /curlη`=1) = E1, (15.3.61)

where the nonlinear errors contain no quadratic terms which are both non-vanishing in the reference linearised
Kerr solution, i.e. no terms of the form

Dl1Φ(1) ·Dl2Φ(2), Φ(1),Φ(2) ∈ {η, η, σ,Ω−1β,Ωβ}.

Proof. From equation (1.2.13) it follows that

Ω /∇4(r3 /curlη) = r3 /curl(Ωβ) + E1.

The Codazzi equation equation (1.2.18) implies that

(Ωtrχ)◦
2

/curlη`=1 = − /curl(Ωβ)`=1 + E1,

and the equation for Ω /∇4(r4 /curlη`=1) follows after noting that /curlη = − /curlη. The Ω /∇3 equation is obtained
similarly.

Proposition 15.3.69 (Estimate for /curlη`=1− /curlηKerr on Cuf ). On the final hypersurface u = uf , for any
v−1 ≤ v ≤ v(R2, uf ), for k ≤ N − s, s = 0, 1, 2,∥∥(Ω /∇4)k

(
/curlη`=1 − /curlηKerr

)∥∥2

Suf ,v
.

ε2
0 + ε3

v2−2δ+s
.

Proof. Consider first the case k = 0. The Codazzi equation (1.2.18) projected to ` = 1 together with
(15.3.59) implies that, on Cuf .

| /curlη`=1 − /curlηKerr|2 .
ε2

0 + ε3

v4−2δ
.

For k ≥ 1 the proof follows from Proposition 15.3.67 after applying (Ω /∇4)k−1 to the latter of (15.3.61) and
using the error estimate of Proposition 15.2.2.

Proposition 15.3.70 (Estimate for σ`=1 − σKerr on Cuf ). On the final hypersurface u = uf , for any
v−1 ≤ v ≤ v(R2, uf ), for k ≤ N − s, s = 0, 1, 2,∥∥(Ω /∇4)k (σ`=1 − σKerr)

∥∥2

Suf ,v
.

ε2
0 + ε3

v2−2δ+s
.

Proof. The proof follows from Proposition 15.3.69 and equation (1.2.17).

Recall that µ∗`=1 was estimated on Cuf in Proposition 15.3.10.

Proposition 15.3.71 (Estimate for µ∗`=1 on Cuf ). On the final hypersurface u = uf , for any v−1 ≤ v ≤
v(R2, uf ), for k ≤ N − s, s = 0, 1, 2, ∥∥(Ω /∇4)kµ∗`=1

∥∥2

Suf ,v
.

ε4

vs+1
.

Proof. See Proposition 15.3.10.

Proposition 15.3.72 (Preliminary estimate for (Ωtrχ)`=1 on Cuf ). On the final hypersurface u = uf , for
any v−1 ≤ v ≤ v(R2, uf ),

‖(Ωtrχ)`=1‖2Suf ,v .
ε2

0 + ε3

v4−2δ
+ Ω2

◦
∥∥( /divη)`=1

∥∥2

Suf ,v
,

and, for any v−1 ≤ v ≤ v(r0, uf ),∫ v(r0,uf )

v

∫
S2

|(Ωtrχ)`=1|2 dθdv(uf ) .
ε2

0 + ε3

v4−2δ
+

∫ v(r0,uf )

v

Ω2
◦

∫
S2

∣∣( /divη)`=1

∣∣2 dθdv′(uf ).
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Proof. The Codazzi equation (1.2.18) implies

( /∆Ωtrχ)`=1 = 2( /divΩβ)`=1 +
2Ω2
◦
r

( /divη)`=1 + E1
`=1.

Proposition 9.4.5 implies that

|( /∆Ωtrχ)`=1 − /∆(Ωtrχ`=1)| . ε2

v2

The proof then follows from Proposition 15.3.67, Proposition 15.2.7 and the fact that η = −η on Cuf .

Proposition 15.3.73 (Preliminary estimate for ρ`=1 on Cuf ). On the final hypersurface u = uf , for any
v−1 ≤ v ≤ v(R2, uf ),

‖ρ`=1‖2Suf ,v .
ε2

0 + ε3

v4−2δ
+ Ω2

◦

(∥∥( /divη)`=1

∥∥2

Suf ,v
+
∥∥Ω−2(Ωtrχ)`=1

∥∥2

Suf ,v

)
,

and, for any v−1 ≤ v ≤ v(r0, uf ),∫ v(r0,uf )

v

∫
S2

|ρ`=1|2 dθdv(uf ) .
ε2

0 + ε3

v4−2δ
+

∫ v(r0,uf )

v

Ω2
◦

∫
S2

∣∣( /divη)`=1

∣∣2 +
∣∣Ω−2(Ωtrχ)`=1

∣∣2 dθdv′(uf ).

Proof. The Gauss equation (1.2.20) can be schematically written,

ρ− ρ◦ =
Ω2
◦
r2

(
Ω2
◦

Ω2
− 1

)
+

1

2r
(Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦)−

Ω2
◦

2r
Ω−2

(
Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦

)
− (K −K◦) + E0,

and so Proposition 9.4.6 implies that,

ρ`=1 =
1

2r
(Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦)`=1 −

Ω2
◦

2r
Ω−2

(
Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦

)
`=1

+ E0,

since Ω = Ω◦ on {u = uf}. The proof then follows from Proposition 15.3.72.

Proposition 15.3.74 (Preliminary estimate for ( /divη)`=1 on Cuf ). On the final hypersurface u = uf , if r0

is sufficiently small then, for any v−1 ≤ v ≤ v(r0, uf ),

∥∥( /divη)`=1

∥∥2

Suf ,v
.
ε2

0 + ε3

v3
+ Ω2

◦
∥∥Ω−2(Ωtrχ)`=1

∥∥2

Suf ,v
.

Proof. The proof follows from Propositions 15.3.71, 15.3.72 and 15.3.73 after taking r0, and hence Ω◦ in
r ≤ r0, sufficiently small.

In what follows the equation (1.2.29) for β will be used, which can be schematically written,

Ω /∇4(r2Ω−1β) + 2r2Ωω̂Ω−1β = −r2 /∇ρ+ r2∗ /∇σ +
6Mf

r
η + E0. (15.3.62)

Proposition 15.3.75 (Preliminary estimate for ( /divΩ−1β)`=1 on Cuf ). On the final hypersurface u = uf
for r ≤ r0, i.e. for any v−1 ≤ v ≤ v(r0, uf ),

∫
S2

∣∣( /divΩ−1β)`=1

∣∣2 dθ(uf , v) +

∫ v(r0,uf )

v

∫
S2

∣∣( /divΩ−1β)`=1

∣∣2 dθdv′(uf )

.
ε2

0 + ε3

v3
+

∫ v(r0,uf )

v

Ω2
◦

∫
S2

∣∣Ω−2(Ωtrχ)`=1

∣∣2 dθdv′(uf ).
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Proof. First note that, by the Codazzi equation,

( /divΩ−1β)`=1 = −1

r
( /divη)`=1 − /∆

(
Ω−2(Ωtrχ− Ωtrχ◦)

)
`=1

+ E1
`=1,

on {u = uf} and Proposition 15.3.74 and the gauge condition (15.3.57), it follows that, on the sphere Suf ,v−1
,∥∥( /divΩ−1β)`=1

∥∥2

Suf ,v−1

. ε2
0 + ε3.

The equation (15.3.62) implies,

Ω /∇4

(
r3( /divΩ−1β)`=1

)
+ 2r3Ωω̂◦( /divΩ−1β)`=1 = −r3( /∆ρ)`=1 + 6Mf ( /divη)`=1 + E1

`=1.

The result then follows from Lemma 15.1.2, Proposition 9.4.5 and Propositions 15.3.73, 15.3.74.

Proposition 15.3.76 (Preliminary estimate for Ω−2(Ωtrχ)`=1 on Cuf ). On the final hypersurface u = uf
for r ≤ r0, i.e. for any v−1 ≤ v ≤ v(r0, uf ),∫

S2

∣∣Ω−2(Ωtrχ)`=1

∣∣2 dθ(uf , v) +

∫ v(r0,uf )

v

∫
S2

∣∣Ω−2(Ωtrχ)`=1

∣∣2 dθdv′(uf ) .
ε2

0 + ε3

v3
.

Proof. The Codazzi equation (1.2.19) implies that(
/∆Ω−2(Ωtrχ)

)
`=1

= −2

r
( /divη)`=1 − 2( /divΩ−1β)`=1 + E1

`=1.

Proposition 9.4.5 implies that ∣∣( /∆Ω−2(Ωtrχ)
)
`=1
− /∆Ω−2(Ωtrχ)`=1

∣∣ . ε2

v2
,

and so the result follows from Propositions 15.3.74 and 15.3.75 after taking r0 − 2Mf , and hence Ω2
◦ in

{r ≤ r0}, sufficiently small.

Proposition 15.3.77 (Estimate for Ωtrχ`=1 on Cuf ). On the final hypersurface u = uf , for any v−1 ≤ v ≤
v(R2, uf ), for k ≤ N − s, s = 0, 1, 2,∥∥(Ω /∇4)k(Ωtrχ)`=1

∥∥2

Suf ,v
+
∥∥(Ω /∇4)k(Ωtrχ)`=1

∥∥2

Cuf (v)
.
ε2

0 + ε3

vs+1
.

Proof. First consider the case k = 0. By Propositions 15.3.72, 15.3.74 and 15.3.76 it suffices to consider
the case v ≥ v(r0, uf ). For such v, the redshift plays no role and the Raychaudhuri equation (1.2.7) can be
normalised with a bad Ω weight to give

Ω /∇4

(
r2Ω−4 (Ωtrχ)

)
+ 2r2(Ωω̂)◦Ω

−4(Ωtrχ) = Ω−4E0, (15.3.63)

since Ωω̂ = (Ωω̂)◦ on {u = uf}. The result then follows from Lemma 15.1.2 after projecting to ` = 1 and
using Proposition 9.4.3. For k ≥ 1 the proof follows inductively from applying (Ω /∇4)k−1 to (15.3.63), again
after projecting to ` = 1 and using Proposition 9.4.3.

Proposition 15.3.78 (Estimate for /divη`=1 on Cuf ). On the final hypersurface u = uf , for any v−1 ≤ v ≤
v(R2, uf ), for k ≤ N − s, s = 0, 1, 2,∥∥(Ω /∇4)k( /divη)`=1

∥∥2

Suf ,v
.
ε2

0 + ε3

vs+1
,

∥∥(Ω /∇4)k( /divη)`=1

∥∥2

Cuf (v)
.
ε2

0 + ε3

vs
.

Proof. First suppose k = 0. Again, by Propositions 15.3.74 and 15.3.76 it suffices to assume v ≥ v(r0, uf ).
Equation (1.2.12) implies that,

Ω /∇4(Ω−2r3 /divη) + 2Ωω̂Ω−2r3 /divη = −Ω−2r3 /divΩβ + Ω−2E1, (15.3.64)

since η = −η on {u = uf}. The proof then follows from Lemma 15.1.2 and Proposition 15.3.67, since
the Ω weights are irrelevant in the region r0 ≤ r ≤ R2, after projecting to ` = 1 and using Proposition
9.4.3. For k ≥ 1 the proof follows inductively from Proposition 15.3.67 after applying (Ω /∇4)k−1 to the
equation (15.3.64).
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Proposition 15.3.79 (Estimate for η`=1 − ηKerr on Cuf ). On the final hypersurface u = uf , for any
v−1 ≤ v ≤ v(R2, uf ), for k ≤ N − s, s = 0, 1, 2,

∥∥(Ω /∇4)k (η`=1 − ηKerr)
∥∥2

Suf ,v
.
ε2

0 + ε3

vs+1
,

∥∥(Ω /∇4)k (η`=1 − ηKerr)
∥∥2

Cuf (v)
.
ε2

0 + ε3

vs
.

Proof. The result for k = 0 follows from Proposition 9.3.4 and Propositions 15.3.69 and 15.3.78. For k ≥ 1
the proof follows inductively from Proposition 15.3.67 after applying (Ω /∇4)k−1 to equation (1.2.12) which
can be schematically rewritten,

Ω /∇4(r2η)`=1 = −r2(Ωβ)`=1 + E0,

and using Proposition 9.4.4.

Proposition 15.3.80 (Estimate for ρ`=1 on Cuf ). On the final hypersurface u = uf , for any v−1 ≤ v ≤
v(R2, uf ), for k ≤ N − s, s = 0, 1, 2,

∥∥(Ω /∇4)kρ`=1

∥∥2

Suf ,v
.
ε2

0 + ε3

vs+1
,

∥∥(Ω /∇4)kρ`=1

∥∥2

Cuf (v)
.
ε2

0 + ε3

vs
.

Proof. The proof follows from Propositions 15.3.71, 15.3.77 and 15.3.78.

Proposition 15.3.81 (Estimate for (Ω−1β)`=1 − Ω−1β
Kerr

on Cuf ). On the final hypersurface u = uf , for
any v−1 ≤ v ≤ v(R2, uf ), for k ≤ N − s, s = 0, 1, 2,∥∥∥(Ω /∇4)k

(
(Ω−1β)`=1 − Ω−1β

Kerr

)∥∥∥2

Suf ,v
+
∥∥∥(Ω /∇4)k

(
(Ω−1β)`=1 − Ω−1β

Kerr

)∥∥∥2

Cuf (v)
.
ε2

0 + ε3

vs
.

Proof. First suppose k = 0. The Codazzi equation (1.2.19) gives

(Ω−1β)`=1 = −1

r
η`=1 − /∇

(
Ω−2

(
Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦

)
`=1

)
+ E0,

and hence, on the initial sphere Suf ,v−1
,

‖(Ω−1β)`=1 − Ω−1β
Kerr
‖2Suf ,v−1

. ε2
0 + ε3

by Proposition 15.3.79 and the gauge condition (15.3.57). The proof then follows from Lemma 15.1.2 and
Propositions 15.3.70, 15.3.79 and 15.3.80, using the equation (15.3.62) projected to ` = 1. For k ≥ 1 the
proof follows inductively from applying (Ω /∇4)k−1 directly to the equation (15.3.62) projected to ` = 1 and
using Proposition 9.4.4.

Proposition 15.3.82 (Estimate for Ω−1 /∇3(Ωβ − ΩβKerr)`=1 on Cuf ). On the final hypersurface u = uf ,
for any v−1 ≤ v ≤ v(R2, uf ),

∥∥Ω−1 /∇3(Ωβ − ΩβKerr)`=1

∥∥2

Suf ,v
.
ε2

0 + ε3

vs+1
,

∥∥Ω−1 /∇3(Ωβ − ΩβKerr)`=1

∥∥2

Cuf (v)
.
ε2

0 + ε3

vs
.

Proof. The proof follows from the Bianchi equation (1.2.24), which can be schematically written,

Ω−1 /∇3

(
r2(Ωβ − ΩβKerr)

)
`=1

= r2 /∇ρ`=1 + r2∗ /∇ (σ`=1 − σKerr)−
6Mf

r
(η`=1 − ηKerr) + E0

`=1,

and Propositions 15.3.70, 15.3.79 and 15.3.80.
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15.3.5.2 Estimates for ` = 1 modes of quantities on the initial hypersurface Cv−1

In this section the ` = 1 modes of quantities on Cv−1
are estimated. Since the estimates of this section do

not involve decay, it is not necessary to subtract the H+ linearised Kerr solution in this section.

Proposition 15.3.83 (Estimate for (Ω−1β)`=1 on Cv−1
). On the initial hypersurface v = v−1, for any

u0 ≤ u ≤ uf , for k ≤ N ,∥∥(Ω−1 /∇3)k(Ω−1β)`=1

∥∥2

Su,v−1

+
∥∥(Ω−1 /∇3)k(Ω−1β)`=1

∥∥2

Cv−1

. ε2
0 + ε3.

Proof. By equation (1.2.30),
Ω /∇3

(
r4(Ω−1β)

)
`=1

= Ω2E0
`=1. (15.3.65)

The proof for k = 0 then follows from Lemma 15.1.3 and Proposition 9.4.4, using Proposition 15.3.81 to
control the final condition. For k ≥ 1 the proof follows inductively by applying (Ω−1 /∇3)k−1 to (15.3.65).

Proposition 15.3.84 (Estimate for σ`=1 on Cv−1
). On the initial hypersurface v = v−1, for any u0 ≤ u ≤

uf , for k ≤ N , ∥∥(Ω−1 /∇3)kσ`=1

∥∥2

Su,v−1

+
∥∥(Ω−1 /∇3)kσ`=1

∥∥2

Cv−1

. ε2
0 + ε3.

Proof. Equations (1.2.28), (1.2.17) and (1.2.19) imply that

Ω /∇3

(
r4σ
)
`=1

= Ω2E1
`=1.

The proof when k = 0 then follows from Lemma 15.1.3 and Proposition 9.4.4, using Proposition 15.3.70 to
control the final condition. For k ≥ 1, the proof follows inductively from Proposition 15.3.83 by applying
(Ω−1 /∇3)k−1 to (1.2.28), which can be written,

Ω−1 /∇3

(
r3σ
)
`=1

= −r3( /curlΩ−1β)`=1 + E0
`=1.

Proposition 15.3.85 (Estimate for η`=1 on Cv−1
). On the initial hypersurface v = v−1, for any u0 ≤ u ≤

uf , for k ≤ N , ∥∥(Ω−1 /∇3)kη`=1

∥∥2

Su,v−1

+
∥∥(Ω−1 /∇3)kη`=1

∥∥2

Cv−1

. ε2
0 + ε3.

Proof. Since /∇(Ωω̂)`=1 = 0 on {v = v−1}, equation (1.2.14) implies

Ω /∇3

(
r2η
)
`=1

= −Ω2r2(Ω−1β)`=1 + Ω2E0
`=1. (15.3.66)

The proof when k = 0 then follows from Lemma 15.1.3, Proposition 9.4.4 and Proposition 15.3.83, using
Proposition 15.3.79 to control the final condition. When k ≥ 1, the proof follows inductively from Proposition
15.3.83 by dividing (15.3.66) by Ω2 and applying (Ω−1 /∇3)k−1.

Proposition 15.3.86 (Estimate for Ω−2(Ωtrχ)`=1 on Cv−1
). On the initial hypersurface v = v−1, for any

u0 ≤ u ≤ uf , for k ≤ N ,∥∥(Ω−1 /∇3)kΩ−2(Ωtrχ)`=1

∥∥2

Su,v−1

+
∥∥(Ω−1 /∇3)kΩ−2(Ωtrχ)`=1

∥∥2

Cv−1

. ε2
0 + ε3.

Proof. By the Raychaudhuri equation (1.2.7) and the gauge condition (15.3.53),

Ω /∇3

(
r2Ω−2(Ωtrχ)

)
`=1

= Ω2E0
`=1, (15.3.67)

and the proof, when k = 0, follows from Lemma 15.1.3 and the gauge condition (15.3.57). For k ≥ 1 the
proof follows from applying (Ω−1 /∇3)k−1 to (15.3.67) and using Proposition 9.4.3.
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Proposition 15.3.87 (Estimate for ρ`=1 on Cv−1
). On the initial hypersurface v = v−1, for any u0 ≤ u ≤

uf , for k ≤ N , ∥∥(Ω−1 /∇3)kρ`=1

∥∥2

Su,v−1

+
∥∥(Ω−1 /∇3)kρ`=1

∥∥2

Cv−1

. ε2
0 + ε3.

Proof. The equation (1.2.27) gives,

Ω /∇3(r3ρ)`=1 = 3MΩ2Ω−2(Ωtrχ)`=1 − Ω2r3( /divΩ−1β)`=1 + Ω2E1
`=1,

and the result follows from Lemma 15.1.3, Proposition 9.4.3, and Propositions 15.3.83 and 15.3.86.

Proposition 15.3.88 (Estimate for (Ωβ)`=1 on Cv−1
). On the initial hypersurface v = v−1, for any u0 ≤

u ≤ uf , for k ≤ N , ∥∥(Ω−1 /∇3)k(Ωβ)`=1

∥∥2

Su,v−1

+
∥∥(Ω−1 /∇3)k(Ωβ)`=1

∥∥2

Cv−1

. ε2
0 + ε3.

Proof. Equation (1.2.24) implies

Ω /∇3

(
r3( /divΩβ)

)
`=1

= Ω2r3( /∆ρ)`=1 − 6MΩ2( /divη)`=1 + Ω2E0
`=1,

and the proof then follows from Lemma 15.1.3, Proposition 9.4.3, and Propositions 15.3.85 and 15.3.87.

15.3.5.3 Estimates for ` = 0 modes of quantities on the final hypersurface Cuf

This section concerns estimates for the ` = 0 modes of the Ricci coefficients and curvature components
on Cuf .

Recall the quantity

Υ =

(
1− 3Mf

r

)
(ρ− ρ◦) +

3Mf

2r2
(Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦)−

3MfΩ2
◦

2r2
Ω−2

(
Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦

)
.

Proposition 10.6.1 and Theorem C.5 imply that, at Suf ,v(R,uf ),

|Υ`=0(uf , v(R, uf ))|2 . ε2
0 + ε3

v(R, uf )4−2δ
. (15.3.68)

Proposition 15.3.89 (Estimate for (Ωtrχ − (Ωtrχ)◦)`=0 on Cuf ). On the final hypersurface u = uf , for
any v−1 ≤ v ≤ v(R2, uf ), for k ≤ N − s, s = 0, 1, 2,

∥∥(Ω /∇4)k(Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦)`=0

∥∥2

Suf ,v
+
∥∥(Ω /∇4)k(Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦)`=0

∥∥2

Cuf (v)
.
ε2

0 + ε3

v2+s
.

Proof. The gauge condition (15.3.51) and the equation (1.2.7) (see (15.3.45)) imply that (Ωtrχ−(Ωtrχ)◦)`=0

satisfies the blueshifted equation

Ω /∇4

(
r2(Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦)

)
`=0
− 2(Ωω̂)◦r

2(Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦)`=0 = E0
`=0. (15.3.69)

The proof for k = 0 follows from Lemma 15.1.1 and Proposition 9.4.3, using the gauge condition (15.3.56).
The nonlinear error terms are controlled by Proposition 15.2.4. For k ≥ 1 the proof follows inductively from
applying (Ω /∇4)k−1 directly to the equation (15.3.69).

Proposition 15.3.90 (Estimate for Υ`=0 on Cuf ). On the final hypersurface u = uf , for any v−1 ≤ v ≤
v(R2, uf ), for k ≤ N − s, s = 0, 1, 2,

∥∥(Ω /∇4)kΥ`=0

∥∥2

Suf ,v
.

ε4

vs+1
.
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Proof. The equations (15.3.45), (15.3.49) and (1.2.25), along with the gauge condition (15.3.51), imply that
Υ`=0 on {u = uf} satisfies the noshifted equation

∂v(r
3Υ)`=0 = E0

`=0 − 3MfrΩ
2
◦|η|2,

where the nonlinear error E0 has the correct structure to apply Proposition 15.2.7. The proof then follows
as in Proposition 15.3.10, using also the fact that(∫

Cu(v)

Ω2
◦|η|2dθdv′

)2

.
ε4

v4
.

Proposition 15.3.91 (Preliminary estimate for Ω−2(Ωtrχ−(Ωtrχ)◦)`=0 on Cuf ). On the final hypersurface
u = uf for r ≤ r0, i.e. for any v−1 ≤ v ≤ v(r0, uf ), if r0 − 2Mf is sufficiently small,

∥∥Ω−2(Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦)`=0

∥∥2

Suf ,v
+

∫ v(r0,uf )

v

∥∥Ω−2(Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦)`=0

∥∥2

Suf ,v′
dv′ .

ε2
0 + ε3

v2
.

Proof. On u = uf , Ωtrχ
`=0

satisfies the redshifted equation

Ω /∇4

( r

Ω2
(Ωtrχ−(Ωtrχ)◦)

)
`=0

+2(Ωω̂)◦
r

Ω2

(
Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦

)
`=0

= (Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦)`=0+2(ρ−ρ◦)`=0+E0
`=0.

(15.3.70)
The proof then follows, after taking r0−2Mf , and hence Ω2

◦ in r ≤ r0, sufficiently small, from Lemma 15.1.2,
Proposition 9.4.3 and Propositions 15.3.89 and 15.3.90 after noting that, in r ≤ r0,

|(ρ− ρ◦)`=0| . |(Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦)`=0|+ |Υ`=0|+ Ω2
◦|Ω−2(Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦)`=0|.

Proposition 15.3.92 (Estimate for (ρ− ρ◦)`=0 on Cuf ). On the final hypersurface u = uf , for any v−1 ≤
v ≤ v(R2, uf ), for k ≤ N − s, s = 0, 1, 2,

∥∥(Ω /∇4)k(ρ− ρ◦)`=0

∥∥2

Suf ,v
+
∥∥(Ω /∇4)k(ρ− ρ◦)`=0

∥∥2

Cuf (v)
.
ε2

0 + ε3

vs
.

Proof. Suppose first that k = 0. In the region r ≤ r0 the proof follows from Propositions 15.3.89, 15.3.90
and 15.3.91, and the fact that, in r ≤ r0,

|(ρ− ρ◦)`=0| . |(Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦)`=0|+ |Υ`=0|+ Ω2
◦|Ω−2(Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦)`=0|.

In the region r0 ≤ r ≤ R2, the redshift plays no role and so the Bianchi equation (1.2.25) can be normalised
with a bad Ω weight to give

Ω /∇4(Ω−2r3(ρ− ρ◦))`=0 + 2(Ωω̂)◦Ω
−2r3(ρ− ρ◦)`=0 = 3MfΩ−2(Ωtrχ− Ωtrχ◦) + Ω−2E0

`=0.

The proof then follows from Lemma 15.1.2, Proposition 9.4.3 and Proposition 15.3.89. For k ≥ 1 the proof
follows from Proposition 15.3.89 after applying (Ω /∇4)k−1 to (1.2.25).

Proposition 15.3.93 (Estimate for Ω−2(Ωtrχ − (Ωtrχ)◦)`=0 on Cuf ). On the final hypersurface u = uf ,
for any v−1 ≤ v ≤ v(R2, uf ), for k ≤ N − s, s = 0, 1, 2,

∥∥(Ω /∇4)kΩ−2(Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦)`=0

∥∥2

Suf ,v
+
∥∥(Ω /∇4)kΩ−2(Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦)`=0

∥∥2

Cuf (v)
.
ε2

0 + ε3

vs
.

Proof. For k = 0, the proof follows as in Proposition 15.3.91, using now Proposition 15.3.92. For k ≥ 1 the
proof follows from applying (Ω /∇4)k−1 to equation (15.3.70), and using Proposition 15.3.89 and Proposition
15.3.92.
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Proposition 15.3.94 (Estimate for Ω−1 /∇3(Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦)`=0 on Cuf ). On the final hypersurface u = uf ,
for any v−1 ≤ v ≤ v(R2, uf ),

∥∥Ω−1 /∇3(Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦)`=0

∥∥2

Suf ,v
+
∥∥Ω−1 /∇3(Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦)`=0

∥∥2

Cuf (v)
.
ε2

0 + ε3

v2
.

Proof. The proof follows directly from Propositions 15.3.89, 15.3.92 and 15.3.93 using equation (1.2.10)
which, after projecting to ` = 0, on u = uf takes the form

Ω−1 /∇3 (Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦)`=0 = r−1 (Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦)`=0 − r
−1
(
Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦

)
`=0

+ 2(ρ− ρ◦)`=0 + E0
`=0.

15.3.5.4 Estimates for ` = 0 modes of quantities on the initial hypersurface Cv−1

This section concerns estimates for the ` = 0 modes of the Ricci coefficients and curvature components on
Cv−1

.

Proposition 15.3.95 (Estimate for Ω−2(Ωtrχ−(Ωtrχ)◦)`=0 on Cv−1
). On the initial hypersurface v = v−1,

for any u0 ≤ u ≤ uf , for k ≤ N ,∥∥(Ω−1 /∇3)kΩ−2(Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦)`=0

∥∥2

Su,v−1

+
∥∥(Ω−1 /∇3)kΩ−2(Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦)`=0

∥∥2

Cv−1

. ε2
0 + ε3.

Proof. The gauge condition (15.3.53) and the equation (1.2.7) (see (15.3.48)) imply that, on {v = v−1},
(Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦)`=0 satisfies

Ω /∇3

(
r2Ω−2(Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦)

)
`=0

= Ω2E0
`=0. (15.3.71)

The proof for k = 0 follows from Lemma 15.1.3, Proposition 9.4.3 and the gauge condition (15.3.57). For
k ≥ 1 the proof follows inductively after dividing the equation (15.3.71) by Ω2 and applying (Ω−1 /∇3)k−1.

Proposition 15.3.96 (Estimate for (ρ − ρ◦)`=0 on Cv−1
). On the initial hypersurface v = v−1, for any

u0 ≤ u ≤ uf , for k ≤ N ,∥∥(Ω−1 /∇3)k(ρ− ρ◦)`=0

∥∥2

Su,v−1

+
∥∥(Ω−1 /∇3)k(ρ− ρ◦)`=0

∥∥2

Cv−1

. ε2
0 + ε3.

Proof. The equation (1.2.27) implies

Ω /∇3

(
r3(ρ− ρ◦)

)
`=0

= −3

2
Ω2ρ◦Ω

−2
(
Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦

)
`=0

+ Ω2E0
`=0, (15.3.72)

and the proof for k = 0 follows from Lemma 15.1.3, Proposition 9.4.3, Proposition 15.3.95 and Proposition
15.3.92. For k ≥ 1 the proof follows inductively after dividing the equation (15.3.72) by Ω2 and applying
(Ω−1 /∇3)k−1.

Proposition 15.3.97 (Estimate for (Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦)`=0 on Cv−1
). On the initial hypersurface v = v−1, for

any u0 ≤ u ≤ uf , for k ≤ N ,∥∥(Ω−1 /∇3)k(Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦)`=0

∥∥2

Su,v−1

+
∥∥(Ω−1 /∇3)k(Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦)`=0

∥∥2

Cv−1

. ε2
0 + ε3.

Proof. Equation (1.2.10) (see also (15.3.46)) implies

Ω /∇3 (r(Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦))`=0 = −Ω2(Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦)`=0 + 2Ω2r(ρ− ρ◦)`=0 + Ω2E0
`=0, (15.3.73)

and the proof for k = 0 follows from Lemma 15.1.3, Proposition 9.4.3, Proposition 15.3.95, Proposition
15.3.96 and Proposition 15.3.89. For k ≥ 1 the proof follows inductively after dividing the equation (15.3.73)
by Ω2 and applying (Ω−1 /∇3)k−1.
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15.3.6 Estimates for quantities in DH+
: the ` = 0, 1 modes

In this section the estimates for the ` = 0, 1 modes of the geometric quantities on Cuf and Cv−1
obtained in

Section 15.3.5 are exploited to estimate the ` = 0, 1 modes of the geometric quantities in DH+

. The main
results of this section are Proposition 15.3.3 and Proposition 15.3.4.

15.3.6.1 Estimates for ` = 1 modes in DH+

The main result of this section is the following proposition.

Theorem 15.3.3 (Improving bootstrap assumptions for energies of ` = 1 modes). The energies defined in
(15.3.2), (15.3.5), (15.3.8), (15.3.11) satisfy,

EN`=1[DH
+

] + EN`=1[CH
+

] + EN`=1[CH
+

] + EN`=1[SH
+

] . ε2
0 + ε3.

Proof. The proof is a direct consequence of the estimate for Ω−1β
`=1

of Proposition 15.3.98, the estimate for
Ωβ`=1 of Proposition 15.3.99, the estimate for σ`=1 of Proposition 15.3.100, the estimate for ρ`=1 of Propo-
sition 15.3.106, the estimate for Ω`=1 of Proposition 15.3.107, the estimates for (Ωω̂)`=1 and Ω−2(Ωω̂)`=1 of
Proposition 15.3.108, the estimates for η`=1 and η

`=1
of Proposition 15.3.109, and the estimates for (Ωtrχ)`=1

and Ω−2(Ωtrχ)`=1 of Proposition 15.3.110.

Recall that, for k1, k2 ≥ 0, D(0,k1,k2) = (Ω−1 /∇3)k1(rΩ /∇4)k2 .

Estimates for (Ω−1β)`=1

To begin, Ω−1β can immediately be estimated by integrating the Bianchi equation (1.2.30) backwards from
u = uf . Compare with Proposition 15.3.44 and Proposition 15.3.45.

Proposition 15.3.98 (Estimate for (Ω−1β)`=1 in DH+

). Define B = (Ω−1β)`=1 − Ω−1β
Kerr

. For k =
(0, k1, k2), with k1 + k2 ≤ N − s, for s = 0, 1, 2, for any v−1 ≤ v ≤ v(R2, uf ), and any max{u0, u(R2, v)} ≤
u ≤ uf ,

‖DkB‖2Su,v + ‖DkB‖2Cu(v) + ‖DkB‖2Cv + ‖DkB‖2DH+ (v)
.
ε2

0 + ε3

vs
.

Proof. The equation (1.2.29), after projecting to ` = 1, can schematically be written

Ω /∇3(Ω−1β − Ω−1β
Kerr

)`=1 −
4Ω2

r
(Ω−1β − Ω−1β

Kerr
)`=1 = Ω2E0

`=1.

The proof then inductively follows, after commuting the equation, from Lemma 15.1.3 and Proposition
15.3.81, using Proposition 9.4.3 and Propositions 15.2.1 and 15.2.5 to control the nonlinear error terms.

Estimates for (Ωβ)`=1

In order to estimate Ωβ, since the Bianchi equation (1.2.23) is blueshifted (recall the nomenclature of Section
15.1.1.1) it is first commuted twice with Ω−1 /∇3 so that the resulting equation satisfied by (Ω−1 /∇3)2Ωβ is
redshifted.

By Lemma 3.3.1, for any k ≥ 0, (Ωβ)`=1 satisfies the commuted equation

Ω /∇4

(
(Ω−1 /∇3)kr4Ωβ

)
`=1

+2(k−1)Ωω̂(Ω−1 /∇3)kr4(Ωβ)`=1 =

k−1∑
l=0

Hl · (Ω−1 /∇3)l(Ωβ)`=1 +Ek`=1. (15.3.74)

for some admissible coefficient functions (see (3.2.1)) H1, . . . ,Hk−1.
Compare the following proposition with Proposition 15.3.48.
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Proposition 15.3.99 (Estimate for (Ωβ)`=1 in DH+

). Define B = (Ωβ)`=1 − ΩβKerr. For k = (0, k1, k2),
with k1 + k2 ≤ N − s, for s = 0, 1, 2, for any v−1 ≤ v ≤ v(R2, uf ), and any max{u0, u(R2, v)} ≤ u ≤ uf ,

‖DkB‖2Su,v + ‖DkB‖2Cu(v) + ‖DkB‖2Cv + ‖DkB‖2DH+ (v)
.
ε2

0 + ε3

vs
.

Proof. Consider first the case k2 = 0. The proof, for k1 = 0, 1 follows from equation (15.3.74) and Lemma
15.1.6, using Lemma 15.1.5 and Proposition 15.2.4 to control the nonlinear error term

‖Duf E1‖2Cu(v) .
ε2

0 + ε3

v2
,

and Propositions 15.3.81, 15.3.82 and 15.3.88. For k1 ≥ 2 the proof proceeds by induction, using Lemma
15.1.2 and the fact that equation (15.3.74) is redshifted, using Propositions 15.2.1 and 15.2.4 to control
the nonlinear error terms. For k2 ≥ 1 the proof proceeds inductively by applying (Ω−1 /∇3)k1(Ω /∇4)k2−1 to
equation (15.3.74).

Estimates for σ`=1

The Bianchi equation (1.2.28), the /curl of the Codazzi equation (1.2.19) projected to ` = 1 and (1.2.17)
imply that σ`=1 satisfies

Ω /∇3(σ − σKerr)`=1 − 4
Ω2
◦
r

(σ`=1 − σKerr) = Ω2E1
`=1. (15.3.75)

Similarly, equations (1.2.26) and (1.2.18) imply that

Ω /∇4(σ − σKerr)`=1 + 4
Ω2
◦
r

(σ`=1 − σKerr) = E1
`=1. (15.3.76)

These equations are used to obtain the following estimates for σ`=1.

Proposition 15.3.100 (Estimate for σ`=1 in DH+

). Define S = σ`=1 − σKerr. For k = (0, k1, k2), with
k1 + k2 ≤ N − s, for s = 0, 1, 2, for any v−1 ≤ v ≤ v(R2, uf ), and any max{u0, u(R2, v)} ≤ u ≤ uf ,

‖DkS‖2Su,v + ‖DkS‖2Cu(v) + ‖DkS‖2Cv + ‖DkS‖2DH+ (v)
.
ε2

0 + ε3

vs
.

Proof. Consider first the case that k2 = 0. The result for k1 = 0 follows, using equation (15.3.75) from
Lemma 15.1.3, Proposition 9.4.3, Proposition 15.3.70 and Propositions 15.2.1 and 15.2.5. For k1 ≥ 1 the
proof follows from dividing (15.3.75) by Ω2 and applying (Ω−1 /∇3)k1−1. For k2 ≥ 1 the proof follows from
applying (Ω−1 /∇3)k1(Ω /∇4)k2 to (15.3.76).

Estimates for η`=1 and η`=1

The quantities η`=1 and η
`=1

and most of their derivatives can now be estimated. Define

E = η`=1 − ηKerr, E = η
`=1
− η

Kerr
.

First a preliminary estimate for the difference η`=1 − η`=1
is obtained.

Proposition 15.3.101 (Estimate for η`=1 − η`=1
in DH+

). For k = (0, k1, k2), with k1 + k2 ≤ N − 1 − s,
for s = 0, 1, 2, for any v−1 ≤ v ≤ v(R2, uf ), and any max{u0, u(R2, v)} ≤ u ≤ uf ,

‖Dk(E − E)‖2Su,v + ‖Dk(E − E)‖2Cu(v) + ‖Dk(E − E)‖2Cv + ‖Dk(E − E)‖2DH+ (v)
.
ε2

0 + ε3

vs
.
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Proof. Adding together equations (1.2.24) and (1.2.29) gives

6Mf

r
(η − ηKerr − η + η

Kerr
) = 2r2∗ /∇(σ − σKerr)− Ω−1 /∇3(r2(Ωβ − ΩβKerr))

− Ω /∇4(r2(Ω−1β − Ω−1β
Kerr

))− 2r2Ωω̂(Ω−1β − Ω−1β
Kerr

) + E0.

The proof the follows from Propositions 15.3.98, 15.3.99 and 15.3.100 after projecting to ` = 1 and applying
(Ω /∇4)k1(Ω−1 /∇3)k2 .

Most of the derivatives of η
`=1

can now be estimated.

Proposition 15.3.102 (Estimate for η
`=1

in DH+

). For k = (0, k1, k2), with k1+k2 ≤ N−s, k2 ≤ N−1−s,
for s = 0, 1, 2, for any v−1 ≤ v ≤ v(R2, uf ), and any max{u0, u(R2, v)} ≤ u ≤ uf ,

‖DkE‖2Su,v + ‖DkE‖2Cu(v) + ‖DkE‖2Cv + ‖DkE‖2DH+ (v)
.
ε2

0 + ε3

vs
.

Proof. Equation (1.2.12) implies,

Ω /∇3(r−1(η − η
Kerr

))− Ω2
◦
r
r−1(η − η

Kerr
) =

Ω2

r

(
r−1(η − η

Kerr
− η + ηKerr) + Ω−1β − Ω−1β

Kerr
+ E0

)
.

Consider first the case that k2 = 0. The proof follows inductively, after projecting the above equation to
` = 1 and using Proposition 9.4.4, from Lemma 15.1.3 and Propositions 15.3.79, 15.3.98, 15.3.101 after
commuting with (Ω /∇4)k1 . For k2 ≥ 1, the proof follows inductively from Propositions 15.3.98 and 15.3.101
after projecting the above equation to ` = 1, dividing by Ω2, and applying (Ω /∇4)k1(Ω−1 /∇3)k2−1.

Most of the derivatives of η`=1 are now estimated. The remaining derivatives of η`=1 and η
`=1

are
estimated in Proposition 15.3.109 below.

Proposition 15.3.103 (Estimate for η`=1 in DH+

). For k = (0, k1, k2), with k1 + k2 ≤ N − 1 − s, for
s = 0, 1, 2, for any v−1 ≤ v ≤ v(R2, uf ), and any max{u0, u(R2, v)} ≤ u ≤ uf ,

‖DkE‖2Su,v + ‖DkE‖2Cu(v) + ‖DkE‖2Cv + ‖DkE‖2DH+ (v)
.
ε2

0 + ε3

vs
.

Proof. The proof is an immediate consequence of Proposition 15.3.101 and Proposition 15.3.102.

Estimates for (Ωtrχ)`=1 and Ω−2(Ωtrχ)`=1

The Codazzi equations now yield the following estimates for (Ωtrχ)`=1 and Ω−2(Ωtrχ)`=1.

Proposition 15.3.104 (Estimate for (Ωtrχ)`=1 in DH+

). For k = (0, k1, k2), with k1 + k2 ≤ N − 1− s, for
s = 0, 1, 2, for any v−1 ≤ v ≤ v(R2, uf ), and any max{u0, u(R2, v)} ≤ u ≤ uf ,

‖Dk(Ωtrχ)`=1‖2Su,v + ‖Dk(Ωtrχ)`=1‖2Cu(v) + ‖Dk(Ωtrχ)`=1‖2Cv + ‖Dk(Ωtrχ)`=1‖2DH+ (v)
.
ε2

0 + ε3

vs
.

Proof. The proof follows from the Codazzi equation (1.2.18) projected to ` = 1 and Propositions 15.3.99 and
15.3.103.

Proposition 15.3.105 (Estimate for Ω−2(Ωtrχ)`=1 in DH+

). For k = (0, k1, k2), with k1 + k2 ≤ N − 1− s,
for s = 0, 1, 2, for any v−1 ≤ v ≤ v(R2, uf ), and any max{u0, u(R2, v)} ≤ u ≤ uf ,

‖Dk
(
Ω−2(Ωtrχ)`=1

)
‖2Su,v + ‖Dk

(
Ω−2(Ωtrχ)`=1

)
‖2Cu(v) + ‖Dk

(
Ω−2(Ωtrχ)`=1

)
‖2Cv

+ ‖Dk
(
Ω−2(Ωtrχ)`=1

)
‖2DH+ (v)

.
ε2

0 + ε3

vs
.

Proof. The proof follows from the Codazzi equation (1.2.19) projected to ` = 1 and Propositions 15.3.98 and
15.3.102.
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Estimates for ρ`=1

Using the Bianchi equations (1.2.25) and (1.2.27), ρ`=1 can now be estimated.

Proposition 15.3.106 (Estimate for ρ`=1 in DH+

). For k = (0, k1, k2), with k1 +k2 ≤ N−s, for s = 0, 1, 2,
for any v−1 ≤ v ≤ v(R2, uf ), and any max{u0, u(R2, v)} ≤ u ≤ uf ,

‖Dkρ`=1‖2Su,v + ‖Dkρ`=1‖2Cu(v) + ‖Dkρ`=1‖2Cv + ‖Dkρ`=1‖2DH+ (v)
.
ε2

0 + ε3

vs
.

Proof. The equation (1.2.27) gives,

Ω /∇3(r3ρ)`=1 = 3Mf

(
Ωtrχ

)
`=1
− r3Ω2( /divΩ−1β)`=1 + E0

`=1,

and the result for k1 = k2 = 0 follows from Lemma 15.1.3, Proposition 9.4.3, Proposition 15.3.80 and
Propositions 15.3.98 and 15.3.105. The result for k1 ≥ 1, k2 = 0 follows inductively from dividing the
above equation by Ω2 and applying (Ω−1 /∇3)k1−1. For k2 ≥ 0 the proof follows similarly from applying
(Ω−1 /∇3)k1(Ω /∇4)k2−1 to the projection of equation (1.2.25) and using Propositions 15.3.99 and 15.3.104.

Estimates for (Ωω̂)`=1 and Ω−2(Ωω̂)`=1

The quantities (Ω−2
◦ Ω2)`=1, (Ωω̂)`=1 and Ω−2(Ωω̂)`=1 can now be estimated.

Proposition 15.3.107 (Estimate for (Ω−2
◦ Ω2)`=1 in DH+

). For any v−1 ≤ v ≤ v(R2, uf ), and any
max{u0, u(R2, v)} ≤ u ≤ uf ,

‖(Ω−2
◦ Ω2)`=1‖2Su,v + ‖(Ω−2

◦ Ω2)`=1‖2Cu(v) + ‖(Ω−2
◦ Ω2)`=1‖2Cv + ‖(Ω−2

◦ Ω2)`=1‖2DH+ (v)
.
ε2

0 + ε3

vs
.

Proof. The proof follows from Propositions 15.3.102 and 15.3.103, Proposition 9.3.2 and the fact that

/∇ log

(
Ω2

Ω2
◦

)
= η + η.

Proposition 15.3.108 (Estimates for (Ωω̂)`=1 and Ω−2(Ωω̂)`=1 in DH+

). For k = (0, k1, k2), with k1+k2 ≤
N − s, for s = 0, 1, 2, for any v−1 ≤ v ≤ v(R2, uf ), and any max{u0, u(R2, v)} ≤ u ≤ uf ,

‖Dk(Ωω̂)`=1‖2Su,v + ‖Dk(Ωω̂)`=1‖2Cu(v) + ‖Dk(Ωω̂)`=1‖2Cv + ‖Dk(Ωω̂)`=1‖2DH+ (v)
.
ε2

0 + ε3

vs
, (15.3.77)

and

‖DkΩ−2(Ωω̂)`=1‖2Su,v + ‖DkΩ−2(Ωω̂)`=1‖2Cu(v) + ‖DkΩ−2(Ωω̂)`=1‖2Cv + ‖DkΩ−2(Ωω̂)`=1‖2DH+ (v)
.
ε2

0 + ε3

vs
.

(15.3.78)

Proof. Consider first the estimate (15.3.77) in the case that k1 = k2 = 0. Equation (1.2.15) implies that,

Ω /∇3

(
r−1(Ωω̂)

)
`=1
− Ω2

◦
r2

(Ωω̂)`=1 =
Ω2

r

(
−ρ◦(Ω−2

◦ Ω2)`=1 − ρ`=1 + E0
`=1

)
,

and the proof follows from Lemma 15.1.3, Proposition 9.4.3, and Propositions 15.3.106 and 15.3.107 after
recalling that (Ωω̂)`=1 = 0 on {u = uf}. Consider now the estimate (15.3.78) in the case that k1 = k2 = 0.
Equation (1.2.15) implies,

Ω /∇4(Ω−2(Ωω̂))`=1 + 2(Ωω̂)◦Ω
−2(Ωω̂)`=1 = −ρ◦(Ω−2

◦ Ω2)`=1 − ρ`=1 + E0
`=1,

and the proof follows from Lemma 15.1.2, Proposition 9.4.3, and Propositions 15.3.106 and 15.3.107, after
recalling that (Ωω̂)`=1 = 0 on {v = v−1}.
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For k1+k2 ≥ 1, the proofs follow inductively by commuting the equations with either (Ω−1 /∇3)k1(Ω /∇4)k2−1

or (Ω−1 /∇3)k1−1(Ω /∇4)k2 and using the fact that

Ω−1 /∇3

(
Ω−2
◦ Ω2

)
= 2Ω−2 (Ωω̂ − (Ωω̂)◦) + 2

(
Ω−2
◦ Ω2 − 1

)
Ω−2 (Ωω̂ − (Ωω̂)◦) ,

and
Ω /∇4

(
Ω−2
◦ Ω2

)
= 2 (Ωω̂ − (Ωω̂)◦) + 2

(
Ω−2
◦ Ω2 − 1

)
(Ωω̂ − (Ωω̂)◦) .

Estimates for top order derivatives of η`=1, η`=1, (Ωtrχ)`=1 and Ω−2(Ωtrχ)`=1

The following proposition gives estimates for all Ω−1 /∇3 and Ω /∇4 derivatives of η`=1 and η
`=1

up to order
N , meaning that the estimates of Proposition 15.3.102 and Proposition 15.3.103 in fact hold for all k1 +k2 ≤
N − s, s = 0, 1, 2.

Proposition 15.3.109 (Estimates for η`=1 and η
`=1

in DH+

). For k = (0, k1, k2), with k1 + k2 ≤ N − s,
for s = 0, 1, 2, for any v−1 ≤ v ≤ v(R2, uf ), and any max{u0, u(R2, v)} ≤ u ≤ uf ,

‖DkE‖2Su,v + ‖DkE‖2Cu(v) + ‖DkE‖2Cv + ‖DkE‖2DH+ (v)
.
ε2

0 + ε3

vs
,

and

‖DkE‖2Su,v + ‖DkE‖2Cu(v) + ‖DkE‖2Cv + ‖DkE‖2DH+ (v)
.
ε2

0 + ε3

vs
,

where E = η`=1 − ηKerr and E = η
`=1
− η

Kerr
.

Proof. When k1 + k2 ≤ N − 1− s the proposition reduces to Proposition 15.3.102 and Proposition 15.3.103.
For the remaining cases the proofs follow from commuting equations (1.2.12), (1.2.13), (1.2.14) with either
(Ω−1 /∇3)k1(Ω /∇4)k2−1 or (Ω−1 /∇3)k1−1(Ω /∇4)k1 and using Propositions 15.3.98, 15.3.99 and 15.3.108.

The following proposition gives estimates for all Ω−1 /∇3 and Ω /∇4 derivatives of (Ωtrχ)`=1 and Ω−2(Ωtrχ)`=1

up to order N , meaning that the estimates of Proposition 15.3.104 and Proposition 15.3.105 in fact hold for
all k1 + k2 ≤ N − s, s = 0, 1, 2.

Proposition 15.3.110 (Estimate for (Ωtrχ)`=1 and Ω−2(Ωtrχ)`=1 in DH+

). For k = (0, k1, k2), with
k1 + k2 ≤ N − s, for s = 0, 1, 2, for any v−1 ≤ v ≤ v(R2, uf ), and any max{u0, u(R2, v)} ≤ u ≤ uf ,

‖Dk(Ωtrχ)`=1‖2Su,v + ‖Dk(Ωtrχ)`=1‖2Cu(v) + ‖Dk(Ωtrχ)`=1‖2Cv + ‖Dk(Ωtrχ)`=1‖2DH+ (v)
.
ε2

0 + ε3

vs
,

and

‖Dk
(
Ω−2(Ωtrχ)`=1

)
‖2Su,v + ‖Dk

(
Ω−2(Ωtrχ)`=1

)
‖2Cu(v) + ‖Dk

(
Ω−2(Ωtrχ)`=1

)
‖2Cv

+ ‖Dk
(
Ω−2(Ωtrχ)`=1

)
‖2DH+ (v)

.
ε2

0 + ε3

vs
.

Proof. When k1 + k2 ≤ N − 1− s the proposition reduces to Proposition 15.3.104 and Proposition 15.3.105.
For the remaining cases the proofs follow from commuting equations (1.2.7), (1.2.10), (1.2.11) with either
(Ω−1 /∇3)k1(Ω /∇4)k2−1 or (Ω−1 /∇3)k1−1(Ω /∇4)k2 and using Propositions 15.3.106, 15.3.109 and 15.3.108.

15.3.6.2 Estimates for ` = 0 modes in DH+

This section concerns estimates for the ` = 0 modes of the Ricci coefficients and curvature components on
DH+

. The main result is the following Proposition.

Theorem 15.3.4 (Improving bootstrap assumptions for energies of ` = 0 modes). The energies defined in
(15.3.3), (15.3.6), (15.3.9), (15.3.12) satisfy,

EN`=0[DH
+

] + EN`=0[CH
+

] + EN`=0[CH
+

] + EN`=0[SH
+

] . ε2
0 + ε3.
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Proof. The proof is a direct consequence of Proposition 15.3.117 below.

The quantities are estimated separately in the region r ≤ r0, where the smallness of Ω2
◦ can be exploited,

and the region r0 ≤ r ≤ R2, where a softer argument is sufficient.

Estimates for ` = 0 modes in the region r ≤ r0

The goal of this section is to estimate the ` = 0 modes of the geometric quantities in the region r ≤ r0

by exploiting the smallness of r0. The main difficulty is in estimating the lower order derivatives. See
Propositions 15.3.111–15.3.115. Once the lower order derivatives have been estimated the higher order
derivatives are estimated in Proposition 15.3.116.

By Lemma 3.3.1 and the Raychaudhuri equation (1.2.7) (see also (15.3.45)), for any k ≥ 1, (Ωtrχ −
(Ωtrχ)◦)`=0 satisfies the commuted equation

Ω /∇4

(
(Ω−1 /∇3)kr2(Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦)`=0

)
+ 2(k − 1)Ωω̂(Ω−1 /∇3)kr2(Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦)`=0

= Ω2
◦

k∑
l=0

H1
l · (Ω−1 /∇3)l (Ωω̂ − (Ωω̂)◦)`=0 +

k−1∑
l=0

H2
l · (Ω−1 /∇3)l(Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦)`=0 + E∗k, (15.3.79)

for some admissible coefficient functions (see (3.2.1)) H1
0 , . . . ,H

1
k , H

2
0 , . . . ,H

2
k−1. Note that the terms involv-

ing (Ωω̂ − (Ωω̂)◦)`=0 in (15.3.79) involve a smallness factor of Ω2
◦.

Define

F2[(Ωω̂ − (Ωω̂)◦)`=0](v) := (r0 − 2Mf ) sup
u(r0,v)≤u≤uf

2∑
l=0

( 1

v2

∫ v(r0,u)

v−1

∥∥(Ω−1 /∇3)l(Ωω̂ − (Ωω̂)◦)`=0

∥∥2

Su,v′
dv′

+
1

v

∫ v(r0,u)

v
4∨v−1

∥∥(Ω−1 /∇3)l(Ωω̂ − (Ωω̂)◦)`=0

∥∥2

Su,v′
dv′ +

∫ v(r0,u)

v

∥∥(Ω−1 /∇3)l(Ωω̂ − (Ωω̂)◦)`=0

∥∥2

Su,v′
dv′
)
,

where v
4 ∨ v−1 = max{v−1, v/4}. Note the smallness factor of r0−2Mf . This quantity arises in Propositions

15.3.111 and 15.3.112 below, before (Ωω̂ − (Ωω̂)◦)`=0 itself is estimated. The quantity is then eventually, in
Proposition 15.3.113, absorbed by exploiting the smallness factor. Similarly define

F1[Ω−2(Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦)`=0](v) := (r0 − 2Mf ) sup
u(r0,v)≤u≤uf

1∑
l=0

( 1

v2

∫ v(r0,u)

v−1

∥∥(Ω−1 /∇3)lT `=0

∥∥2

Su,v′
dv′

+
1

v

∫ v(r0,u)

v
4∨v−1

∥∥(Ω−1 /∇3)lT `=0

∥∥2

Su,v′
dv′ +

∫ v(r0,u)

v

∥∥(Ω−1 /∇3)lT `=0

∥∥2

Su,v′
dv′
)
,

where T `=0 = Ω−2(Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦)`=0.

Proposition 15.3.111 (Estimate for (Ωtrχ − (Ωtrχ)◦)`=0 for r ≤ r0). For any u(r0, v−1) ≤ u ≤ uf and
any v−1 ≤ v ≤ v(r0, u), for k = 0, 1, 2, provided r0 is sufficiently small,

‖(Ω−1 /∇3)kT`=0‖2Su,v + ‖(Ω−1 /∇3)kT`=01‖2Cu(v) + ‖(Ω−1 /∇3)kT`=01‖2Cv + ‖(Ω−1 /∇3)kT`=01‖2DH+ (v)

.
ε2

0 + ε3

v2
+ F2[(Ωω̂ − (Ωω̂)◦)`=0](v),

where T = Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦ and 1 = 1r≤r0 .

Proof. Consider some v−1 ≤ v1 < v2 ≤ v(r0, u). Integrating backwards from u = uf , Propositions 15.3.89
and 15.3.94 imply∫ v2

v1

‖(Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦)`=0‖2Su,v + ‖Ω−1 /∇3(Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦)`=0‖2Su,vdv

.
ε2

0 + ε3

v2
1

+ (r0 − 2Mf )2

∫ v2

v1

‖(Ω−1 /∇3)2(Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦)`=0‖2Cvdv.
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Now by equation (15.3.79) (with k = 2) it follows, from Proposition 9.4.3 and Proposition 15.3.97 that,

‖(Ω−1 /∇3)2(Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦)`=0‖2Su,v1 +

∫ v2

v1

‖(Ω−1 /∇3)2(Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦)`=0‖2Su,vdv

. ‖(Ω−1 /∇3)2(Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦)`=0‖2Su,v2 +
ε2

0 + ε3

v2
1

+

∫ v2

v1

1∑
l=0

‖(Ω−1 /∇3)l(Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦)`=0‖2Su,v +

2∑
l=0

‖(Ω−1 /∇3)l(Ωω̂ − (Ωω̂)◦)`=01‖2Su,vdv,

and so

2∑
k=0

‖(Ω−1 /∇3)k(Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦)`=0‖2Su,v1 +

2∑
k=0

∫ v2

v1

‖(Ω−1 /∇3)k(Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦)`=0‖2Su,vdv

. ‖(Ω−1 /∇3)2(Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦)`=0‖2Su,v2 +
ε2

0 + ε3

v2
1

+

2∑
l=0

∫ v2

v1

‖(Ω−1 /∇3)l(Ωω̂ − (Ωω̂)◦)`=0‖2Su,vdv.

The proof then follows as in that of Lemma 15.1.2.

Proposition 15.3.112 (Estimate for (ρ − ρ◦)`=0 for r ≤ r0). For any u(r0, v−1) ≤ u ≤ uf and any
v−1 ≤ v ≤ v(r0, u), for k = 0, 1, 2, provided r0 is sufficiently small,

‖(Ω−1 /∇3)k(ρ− ρ◦)`=0‖2Su,v + ‖(Ω−1 /∇3)k(ρ− ρ◦)`=01‖2Cu(v) + ‖(Ω−1 /∇3)k(ρ− ρ◦)`=01‖2Cv

+ ‖(Ω−1 /∇3)k(ρ− ρ◦)`=01‖2DH+ (v)
.
ε2

0 + ε3

v2
+ F2[(Ωω̂ − (Ωω̂)◦)`=0](v),

where 1 = 1r≤r0 .

Proof. The proof follows, as in the proof of Proposition 15.3.111, using now equation (1.2.25), which implies,

Ω /∇4(r3(ρ− ρ◦)) = r3 /divβ + 3Mf (Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦) + E0,

after projecting to ` = 0, using Proposition 9.4.3 and the fact that ( /divβ)`=0, by Proposition 15.3.111 and
Proposition 15.3.96.

Equations (1.2.10) (see also (15.3.46)) and (1.2.15) imply

Ω /∇3

(
(Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦) + (Ωω̂ − (Ωω̂)◦)

)
`=0

=
Ω2

r
(Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦)`=0 −

Ω4

r
Ω−2(Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦)`=0 + Ω2E0

`=0. (15.3.80)

Note the smallness factor of Ω2 accompanying the Ω−2(Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦)`=0 term.

Proposition 15.3.113 (Estimate for (Ωω̂ − (Ωω̂)◦)`=0 for r ≤ r0). For any u(r0, v−1) ≤ u ≤ uf and any
v−1 ≤ v ≤ v(r0, u), for k = 0, 1, 2, provided r0 is sufficiently small,

‖(Ω−1 /∇3)k(Ωω̂ − (Ωω̂)◦)`=01‖2Cu(v) + ‖(Ω−1 /∇3)k(Ωω̂ − (Ωω̂)◦)`=01‖2DH+ (v)

.
ε2

0 + ε3

v2
+ (r0 − 2Mf )

1∑
l=0

sup
u0≤u≤uf

‖(Ω−1 /∇3)lΩ−2(Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦)`=01‖2Cu(v), (15.3.81)

and

‖(Ω−1 /∇3)k(Ωω̂ − (Ωω̂)◦)`=0‖2Su,v + ‖(Ω−1 /∇3)k(Ωω̂ − (Ωω̂)◦)`=01‖2Cv

.
ε2

0 + ε3

v2
+ (r0 − 2Mf )

1∑
l=0

sup
u0≤u′≤uf

‖(Ω−1 /∇3)lΩ−2(Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦)`=01‖2Su′,v , (15.3.82)

where 1 = 1r≤r0 .
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Proof. Setting
ξ = (Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦)`=0 + (Ωω̂ − (Ωω̂)◦)`=0,

it follows as in Lemma 15.1.3, using equation (15.3.80) (or rather the corresponding equation for r−1ξ) that

‖ξ1‖2Cu(v) + ‖ξ1‖2DH+ (v)
.
ε2

0 + ε3

v2
+ F2[(Ωω̂ − (Ωω̂)◦)`=0](v)

+ (r0 − 2Mf ) sup
u0≤u≤uf

‖Ω−2(Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦)`=01‖2Cu(v),

by Proposition 15.3.89, Proposition 15.3.111 and the fact that (Ωω̂− (Ωω̂)◦)`=0 = 0 on u = uf . It moreover
follows from the equation (15.3.80) directly, and from applying Ω−1 /∇3 to (15.3.80) that

2∑
k=0

(
‖(Ω−1 /∇3)kξ1‖2Cu(v) + ‖(Ω−1 /∇3)kξ1‖2DH+ (v)

)
.
ε2

0 + ε3

v2
+ F2[(Ωω̂ − (Ωω̂)◦)`=0](v)

+ (r0 − 2Mf )

1∑
l=0

sup
u0≤u≤uf

‖(Ω−1 /∇3)lΩ−2(Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦)`=01‖2Cu(v), (15.3.83)

and, by Proposition 15.3.111, the estimate (15.3.83) holds with (Ωω̂ − (Ωω̂)◦)`=0 in place of ξ. The proof
of (15.3.81) then follows by taking r0 sufficiently small and exploiting the Ω2

◦ smallness factor in F2[(Ωω̂ −
(Ωω̂)◦)`=0]. The proof of (15.3.82) follows similarly.

Now (Ω−2
◦ Ω2 − 1)`=0 can be estimated in the region r ≤ r0.

Proposition 15.3.114 (Estimate for (Ω−2
◦ Ω2 − 1)`=0 for r ≤ r0). For any u(r0, v−1) ≤ u ≤ uf and any

v−1 ≤ v ≤ v(r0, u), for k = 0, 1, provided r0 is sufficiently small,

‖(Ω−1 /∇3)k
(Ω2

Ω2
◦
− 1
)
`=0
‖2Su,v + ‖(Ω−1 /∇3)k

(Ω2

Ω2
◦
− 1
)
`=0

1‖2Cu(v) + ‖(Ω−1 /∇3)k
(Ω2

Ω2
◦
− 1
)
`=0

1‖2Cv

+ ‖(Ω−1 /∇3)k
(Ω2

Ω2
◦
− 1
)
`=0

1‖2DH+ (v)
.
ε2

0 + ε3

v2
+ F1[Ω−2(Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦)`=0](v),

where 1 = 1r≤r0 .

Proof. The proof is similar to that of Proposition 15.3.111, using now Proposition 15.3.113 and equation
(1.2.21), which implies that,

Ω /∇4(Ω−2
◦ Ω2 − 1)`=0 = 2 (Ωω̂ − (Ωω̂)◦)`=0 + E0

`=0,

along with the gauge conditions (15.3.51) and (15.3.53).

Similarly, Ω−2(Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦)`=0 can be estimated for r ≤ r0.

Proposition 15.3.115 (Estimate for Ω−2(Ωtrχ − (Ωtrχ)◦)`=0 for r ≤ r0). For any u(r0, v−1) ≤ u ≤ uf
and any v−1 ≤ v ≤ v(r0, u), for k = 0, 1, provided r0 is sufficiently small,

‖(Ω−1 /∇3)kΩ−2(Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦)`=0‖2Su,v + ‖(Ω−1 /∇3)kΩ−2(Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦)`=01‖2Cu(v)

+ ‖(Ω−1 /∇3)kΩ−2(Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦)`=01‖2Cv + ‖(Ω−1 /∇3)kΩ−2(Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦)`=01‖2DH+ (v)
.
ε2

0 + ε3

v2
,

where 1 = 1r≤r0 .

Proof. Equation (1.2.7) (see also equation (15.3.48)) implies

Ω−1 /∇3

(
Ω−2

(
Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦

)
`=0

)
− 2

r
Ω−2

(
Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦

)
`=0

= −4

r
Ω−2 (Ωω̂ − (Ωω̂)◦)`=0 + E0.

(15.3.84)
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Using Lemma 15.1.3 and Proposition 15.3.93 for k = 0, and the equation (15.3.84) directly for k = 1, it
follows from Proposition 15.3.114 that

‖(Ω−1 /∇3)kΩ−2(Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦)`=01‖2Cu(v)

+ ‖(Ω−1 /∇3)kΩ−2(Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦)`=01‖2DH+ (v)
.
ε2

0 + ε3

v2
+ F1[Ω−2(Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦)`=0](v),

since
2Ω−2 (Ωω̂ − (Ωω̂)◦)`=0 = Ω−1 /∇3(Ω−2

◦ Ω2 − 1)`=0 + E0.

The estimate for the ‖ · ‖Cu(v) and ‖ · ‖DH+ (v) norms follow after taking r0 sufficiently small. The estimate

for the ‖ · ‖Cv and ‖ · ‖Su,v norms are similar.

Estimates for the higher order derivatives of the ` = 0 modes of the quantities now easily follow.

Proposition 15.3.116 (Estimate for higher order derivatives in r ≤ r0). For

Φ`=0 = (Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦)`=0,Ω
−2(Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦)`=0,

(
Ω2

Ω2
◦
− 1

)
`=0

, (Ωω̂ − (Ωω̂)◦)`=0 ,

Ω−2 (Ωω̂ − (Ωω̂)◦)`=0 , (ρ− ρ◦)`=0, σ`=0,

for any u(r0, v−1) ≤ u ≤ uf and any v−1 ≤ v ≤ v(r0, u), for k = (0, k1, k2) with k1 + k2 ≤ N − s and
s = 0, 1, 2,

‖DkΦ`=0‖2Su,v + ‖DkΦ`=01‖2Cu(v) + ‖DkΦ`=01‖2Cv + ‖DkΦ`=01‖2DH+ (v)
.
ε2

0 + ε3

vs
,

where 1 = 1r≤r0 .

Proof. For Φ`=0 = σ`=0, the equation (1.2.17) projected to ` = 0 takes the schematic form

σ`=0 = E0
`=0,

and proof follows from applying (Ω−1 /∇3)k1(Ω /∇4)k2 .
For the remaining quantities, consider first the case that k2 = 0. The proof for Φ`=0 = (Ωtrχ −

(Ωtrχ)◦)`=0, (Ωω̂ − (Ωω̂)◦)`=0 , (ρ− ρ◦)`=0 for k1 ≤ 2, k2 = 0 follows from Propositions 15.3.111–15.3.115, as

does the proof for Φ`=0 = Ω−2(Ωtrχ − (Ωtrχ)◦)`=0,
(

Ω2

Ω2
◦
− 1
)
`=0

for k1 ≤ 1, k2 = 0. For k1 = 0, the proof

for Ω−2 (Ωω̂ − (Ωω̂)◦)`=0 follows from Proposition 15.3.114 and the fact that

2Ω−2 (Ωω̂ − (Ωω̂)◦)`=0 = Ω−1 /∇3(Ω−2
◦ Ω2 − 1)`=0 + E0

`=0.

The proof then follows inductively after applying (Ω−1 /∇3)k1−1 to equations (1.2.7), (1.2.10), (1.2.15), (1.2.27)
projected to ` = 0, and commuting equation (1.2.15), which takes the schematic form

∂v
(
Ω−2 (Ωω̂ − (Ωω̂)◦)

)
`=0

+ 2Ωω̂Ω−2 (Ωω̂ − (Ωω̂)◦)`=0 = −(ρ− ρ◦)`=0 +
2Mf

r3

(
1− Ω2

◦
Ω2

)
`=0

+ E0
`=0,

with (Ω−1 /∇3)k1 and using Lemma 15.1.2.
For k2 ≥ 1, the proof again follows inductively from applying (Ω−1 /∇3)k1(Ω /∇4)k2−1 to the equations

(1.2.7), (1.2.11), (1.2.15), (1.2.25) projected to ` = 0 and commuting equation (1.2.15) with (Ω−1 /∇3)k1(Ω /∇4)k2

and using Lemma 15.1.3.

Estimates for ` = 0 modes in the region r0 ≤ r ≤ R2

The results of the previous section, namely Proposition 15.3.116, can be extended to the region r0 ≤ r ≤ R2.
The smallness of Ω2

◦ can no longer be exploited, however the proof of Proposition 15.3.117 below is much
simpler than that of Proposition 15.3.116 since, for each u, the difference v(R2, u) − v(r0, u) is uniformly
bounded independently of u.
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Proposition 15.3.117 (Estimates for ` = 0 modes in DH+

). For

Φ`=0 = (Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦)`=0,Ω
−2(Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦)`=0,

(
Ω2

Ω2
◦
− 1

)
`=0

, (Ωω̂ − (Ωω̂)◦)`=0 ,

Ω−2 (Ωω̂ − (Ωω̂)◦)`=0 , (ρ− ρ◦)`=0, σ`=0,

for any u0 ≤ u ≤ uf and any max{v−1, v(r0, u)} ≤ v ≤ v(R2, u), for k = (0, k1, k2) with k1 + k2 ≤ N − s
and s = 0, 1, 2,

‖DkΦ`=0‖2Su,v + ‖DkΦ`=0‖2Cu(v) + ‖DkΦ`=0‖2Cv + ‖DkΦ`=0‖2DH+ (v)
.
ε2

0 + ε3

vs
.

Proof. Define

(3)

Φ `=0 = (Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦)`=0,Ω
−2(Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦)`=0,

(
Ω2

Ω2
◦
− 1

)
`=0

, (Ωω̂ − (Ωω̂)◦)`=0 , (ρ− ρ◦)`=0, σ`=0,

and

(4)

Φ `=0 = (Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦)`=0,Ω
−2(Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦)`=0,

(
Ω2

Ω2
◦
− 1

)
`=0

,

Ω−2 (Ωω̂ − (Ωω̂)◦)`=0 , (ρ− ρ◦)`=0, σ`=0.

For each
(3)

Φ `=0 and
(4)

Φ `=0, by the equations (1.2.7), (1.2.11), (1.2.10), (1.2.15), (1.2.21), (1.2.25), (1.2.26),
(1.2.27), (1.2.28) there is some function h(3)

Φ
(r) and h(4)

Φ
(r) respectively, both comparable to 1 in the region

r0 ≤ r ≤ R2, such that

Ω /∇3

(
h(3)

Φ
(r)

(3)

Φ `=0

)
=
∑
(4)

Φ

h ·
(4)

Φ `=0 + Ω2E0, and Ω /∇4

(
h(4)

Φ
(r)

(4)

Φ `=0

)
=
∑
(3)

Φ

h ·
(3)

Φ `=0 + E0.

Consider first the case that k1 = k2 = 0. For any λ > 0, the first equations can be renormalised to give

Ω /∇3

(
r−λh(3)

Φ
(r)

(3)

Φ `=0

)
− λΩ2

◦
r
r−λh(3)

Φ
(r)

(3)

Φ `=0 = r−λ
∑
(4)

Φ

h ·
(4)

Φ `=0,

and so, after contracting with r−λh(3)

Φ
(r)

(3)

Φ `=0,

∣∣∣∣∂u(∣∣∣r−λh(3)

Φ
(r)

(3)

Φ `=0

∣∣∣2)− λΩ2
◦

r

∣∣∣r−λh(3)

Φ
(r)

(3)

Φ `=0

∣∣∣2∣∣∣∣ .∑
(4)

Φ

∣∣∣r−λ(4)

Φ `=0

∣∣∣2 + |E0|2, (15.3.85)

and similarly,∣∣∣∣∂v(∣∣∣r−λh(4)

Φ
(r)

(4)

Φ `=0

∣∣∣2)+
λΩ2
◦

r

∣∣∣r−λh(4)

Φ
(r)

(4)

Φ `=0

∣∣∣2∣∣∣∣ .∑
(3)

Φ

∣∣∣r−λ(3)

Φ `=0

∣∣∣2 + |E0|2, (15.3.86)

where the constant implicit in . is independent of λ. Integrating over the spacetime region u ≤ u′ ≤ uf and
any v ≤ v′ ≤ v(R2, u) and summing, Propositions 15.3.89–15.3.97 give

λ
∑
Φ

∥∥r−λΦ`=0

∥∥2

DH+ (v)
+
∑
(4)

Φ

∥∥r−λ(4)

Φ `=0

∥∥2

Cv
+
∑
(3)

Φ

∥∥r−λ(3)

Φ `=0

∥∥2

Cu(v)
. Cλ

ε2
0 + ε3

v2
+
∑
Φ

∥∥r−λΦ`=0

∥∥2

DH+ (v)
,
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where Proposition 15.3.116 is used, after averaging, to estimate the boundary terms on r = r0. After taking
λ sufficiently large, it follows that,∑

Φ

‖Φ`=0‖2DH+ (v) +
∑
(4)

Φ

∥∥(4)

Φ `=0

∥∥2

Cv
+
∑
(3)

Φ

∥∥(3)

Φ `=0

∥∥2

Cu(v)
.
ε2

0 + ε3

v2
,

Integrating the estimates (15.3.85) over u ≤ u′ ≤ uf and integrating (15.3.86) over v−1 ≤ v′ ≤ v it follows

that, for each
(3)

Φ `=0 and
(4)

Φ `=0 respectively,∥∥(3)

Φ `=0

∥∥2

Su,v
+
∥∥(4)

Φ `=0

∥∥2

Su,v
.
ε2

0 + ε3

v2
,

which completes the proof for k1 = k2 = 0 (note that, for each u0 ≤ u ≤ uf , |v(R2, u)− v(r0, u)| . 1 and so
the estimates on the outgoing null hypersurfaces follow from the estimates on spheres). For k1 + k2 ≥ 1 the
proof follows inductively from commuting equations (1.2.15) to control Ωω̂−(Ωω̂)◦ and Ω−2(Ωω̂−(Ωω̂)◦), and
using the equations directly to control the remaining quantities, as in the proof of Proposition 15.3.116.

15.3.7 Estimates for metric components in DH+

The main result of this section is the following estimate for the metric components.

Theorem 15.3.5 (Improving bootstrap assumptions for energy of metric components). The energy for the
metric components, defined in Section 6.1.7, satisfies,

EN [gH
+

] . ε2
0 + ε3.

Proof. The proof is a direct consequence of the estimates for b of Proposition 15.3.118, the estimates for /g−r2γ̊

of Proposition 15.3.119, and the estimates for the mode differences Y 1
m − Y̊ 1

m of Proposition 15.3.120.

First, the metric component b is estimated.

Proposition 15.3.118 (Estimate for b−bKerr in DH+

). For s = 0, 1, 2 and |γ| ≤ N−s, for any u0 ≤ u ≤ uf
and any v−1 ≤ v ≤ v(R2, u),

‖Ω−2Dγ(b− bKerr)‖2Su,v + ‖Dγ(b− bKerr)‖2Cv .
ε2

0 + ε3

vs
,

and

‖Dγ(b− bKerr)‖2Cu(v) + ‖Dγ(b− bKerr)‖2DH+ (v)
.
ε2

0 + ε3

vs
.

Proof. Equation (1.2.16) implies that

∂u(bA − bAKerr) = 2Ω2
(
ηA − ηA

)
− 2Ω2

◦(η
A
Kerr − ηAKerr

)

The proof then follows from Lemma 15.1.3, Propositions 15.3.58, 15.3.59 and 15.3.109, and the fact that
b ≡ 0 on u = uf . The Ω−2 factor in the first estimate can indeed be included by using the fact that, for
example,

‖Dγ(η − ηKerr)‖2Cv(u) . sup
u≤u′≤uf

‖Dγ(η − ηKerr)‖2Su′,v

∫ uf

u

Ω(u′, v)2du′ . Ω(u, v)2 ε
2
0 + ε3

vs
.

Next, the difference between the induced metric on Su,v and the round metric, /g − r2γ, is estimated.

Proposition 15.3.119 (Estimate for /g − r2γ̊ in DH+

). For any |γ| ≤ N , for any u0 ≤ u ≤ uf and any
v−1 ≤ v ≤ v(R2, u),

‖Dγ(/g − r2γ̊)‖2Su,v + ‖Dγ(/g − r2γ̊)‖2Cv .
ε2

0 + ε3

v
.
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Proof. Proposition 10.6.1, Theorem C.5 and Propositions 15.3.49, 15.3.52, 15.3.106, 15.3.117 imply that, on
the sphere Suf ,v(R,uf ), for k ≤ N ,

‖(r /∇)k(/g − r2γ̊)‖2Suf ,v(R,uf )
. v(R, uf )−1(ε2

0 + ε3).

Now, on u = uf ,
Ω /∇4(/g − r2γ̊) = (Ωtrχ− Ωtrχ◦)r

2γ̊ + Ωχ̂× r2γ̊ + r2γ̊ × Ωχ̂,

(recalling the notation of Section 1.1.4) and so, in the notation of Lemma 3.3.1,

Ω /∇4(tr(/g − r2γ̊)) = 2(Ωtrχ− Ωtrχ◦) + tr
(

(Ωtrχ− Ωtrχ◦)(r
2γ̊ − /g) + Ωχ̂× (r2γ̊ − /g) + (r2γ̊ − /g)× Ωχ̂

)
,

Ω /∇4

(
r2 /div /div(/g − r2γ̊) + 2r2ρ

)
= r2 /div /div

(
(Ωtrχ− Ωtrχ◦)r

2γ̊ − Ωχ̂× (/g − r2γ̊) + (/g − r2γ̊)× Ωχ̂
)

− 2rΩ2
◦ /divη + r2 /∆Ωtrχ− r2Ωtrχρ+ E1 + trF4[r /div(/g − r2γ̊)] + r /divtrF4[/g − r2γ̊],

and

Ω /∇4

(
r2 /curl /div(/g − r2γ̊)− 2r2σ

)
= r2 /curl /div

(
(Ωtrχ− Ωtrχ◦)r

2γ̊ − Ωχ̂× (/g − r2γ̊) + (/g − r2γ̊)× Ωχ̂
)

− 2rΩ2
◦ /curlη + r2Ωtrχσ + E1 + trF4[r /curl(/g − r2γ̊)] + r /curltrF4[/g − r2γ̊].

Note that, for any ξ,

‖ξ‖L1(Suf ,v) . ‖ξ‖L1(Suf ,v(R,uf )) +

∫ v(R2,uf )

v

‖Ω /∇4ξ‖L1(Suf ,v′
)dv
′.

Proposition 15.3.77, Proposition 15.3.89 and the sharper estimate of Proposition 15.3.17 imply that,

∑
k≤N

(∫ v(R2,uf )

v

‖(r /∇)k(Ωtrχ− Ωtrχ◦)‖L1(Suf ,v′
)dv
′
)2

.
ε2

0 + ε3

v(R, uf )

(∫ v(R2,uf )

v

Ωdv′
)2

+
ε2

0 + ε3

v
.
ε2

0 + ε3

v
,

and so it follows that ∑
k≤N

‖(r /∇)ktr(/g − r2γ̊)‖2Suf ,v .
ε2

0 + ε3

v
.

Note now that, for any ξ and any δ > 0,

‖ξ‖2Suf ,v . ‖ξ‖
2
Suf ,v(R,uf )

+ v−δ
∫ v(R2,uf )

v

(v′)1+δ‖Ω /∇4ξ‖2Suf ,v′dv
′.

Propositions 15.3.18, 15.3.79, 15.3.1, 15.3.100, 15.3.16, 15.3.80 and 15.3.117 imply that∫ v(R2,uf )

v

(v′)1+δ
( ∑
k≤N−1

‖(r /∇)kη‖2Suf ,v′ +
∑

k≤N−2

(
‖(r /∇)kρ‖2Suf ,v′ + ‖(r /∇)kσ‖2Suf ,v′

))
dv′ .

ε2
0 + ε3

v1−δ ,

and so∑
k≤N−2

(∥∥∥(r /∇)k
(
r2 /div /div(/g − r2γ̊) + 2r2ρ

)∥∥∥2

Suf ,v
+
∥∥∥(r /∇)k

(
r2 /curl /div(/g − r2γ̊)− 2r2σ

)∥∥∥2

Suf ,v

)
.
ε2

0 + ε3

v
.

It then follows from Propositions 9.3.3 and 9.3.4, and Propositions 15.3.1, 15.3.100, 15.3.16, 15.3.80 and 15.3.117
that, on Cuf , ∑

k≤N

‖(r /∇)k(/g − r2γ̊)‖2Suf ,v .
ε2

0 + ε3

v
.
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The proof, when Dγ = (r /∇)k, then follows from commuting the equation

Ω /∇3(/g − r2γ̊) = (Ωtrχ− Ωtrχ◦)r
2γ̊ + Ωχ̂× r2γ̊ + r2γ̊ × Ωχ̂, (15.3.87)

and integrating backwards from Cuf , using Lemma 15.1.3 and Propositions 15.3.45, 15.3.65, 15.3.110 and
15.3.117. The proof for Dγ otherwise follows from directly using the equations (15.3.87) and

Ω /∇4(/g − r2γ̊)AB = (Ωtrχ−Ωtrχ◦)r
2γ̊AB + Ωχ̂A

C · r2γ̊CB + Ωχ̂B
C · r2γ̊CA − eA(bC)r2γ̊CB − eB(bC)r2γ̊AC .

Proposition 15.3.119 and Proposition 9.4.1 immediately yield the following estimate on Y 1
m − Y̊ 1

m.

Proposition 15.3.120 (Estimates for Y 1
m− Y̊ 1

m). For all u−1 ≤ u ≤ uf , v−1 ≤ v ≤ v(R2, u), the differences

Y 1
m − Y̊ 1

m satisfy, for m = −1, 0, 1,

N+1∑
k=0

‖(r /∇)k(Y 1
m − Y̊ 1

m)‖Su,v .
ε2

0 + ε3

v
.

Proposition 15.3.120 completes the proof of Proposition 15.3.5 and hence of Theorem C.6.
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Part D

Finishing the proof of the main
theorem
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In this final part of the paper, we shall obtain the final subtheorems necessary to complete the proof of
Theorem 6.1.
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In Chapter 16, we shall at last address the issue of the existence of the teleological gauges necessary
to complete the openness argument. In Chapter 17, we shall obtain the final subtheorems of the proof of
Theorem 6.1, concerning the existence of the limiting gauges, and the properties of the event horizon H+

and future null infinity I+.

This part may in principle be read independently of Part C, though some of the proofs will refer back to
arguments from there. Chapters 16 and 17 may be read completely independently of one another.
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Chapter 16

The construction of the teleological
gauges and higher order estimates

This chapter is concerned with the proofs of Theorem 16.1, Theorem 16.2 and Theorem 16.3, first stated in
Sections 7.4 and 7.5.

Contents
16.1 Existence of anchored ûf + δ normalised gauges: the proof of Theorem 16.1 . . . . . . . . 414

16.1.1 Extended ûf normalised gauges . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 415

16.1.2 Existence of ûf + δ normalised I+ gauge . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 417

16.1.2.1 Foliations of null hypersurfaces . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 419

16.1.2.2 Existence of a new good sphere and mass: the proof of Theorem 16.1.2 435

16.1.3 Existence of ûf + δ normalised H+ gauge . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 458

16.1.3.1 Foliations of null hypersurfaces . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 458

16.1.3.2 Existence of a new good sphere: the proof of Theorem 16.1.3 . . . . . . 468

16.2 Monotonicity properties of R(ûf + δ): the proof of Theorem 16.2 . . . . . . . . . . . . . 485

16.3 Higher order estimates: the proof of Theorem 16.3 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 488

In Section 16.1, we give the proof of Theorem 16.1, on the existence of ûf + δ normalised gauges. We
then give in Section 16.2 the proof of Theorem 16.2, concerning the monotonicity properties of the set
R(ûf + δ). Finally, in Section 16.3, we give the proof of Theorem 16.3, concerning estimates for higher
order derivatives.

The three sections of this chapter may be read independently, although Section 16.2 will refer to some
estimates from Section 16.1. For the construction of Section 16.1, the reader should compare with the
construction of the future normalised pure gauge solutions in [DHR] through solving of elliptic equations on
spheres and transport equations. Here, a very analogous linear analysis must be supplemented with a nonlinear
iteration. For the convenience of the reader, we will explicitly distill the analogous purely linear statements
in the language of [DHR] in Remarks 16.1.5 and 16.1.22. These will in particular prove Propositions 2.2.6
and 2.3.8 from Chapter 2. We will also explain how to distill the proof of Theorem 5.7.1 of Chapter 5 in
Remarks 16.1.6 and 16.1.23.

16.1 Existence of anchored ûf + δ normalised gauges: the proof of
Theorem 16.1

The main result of this section is Theorem 16.1, on the existence of the teleological gauges, which we restate
here.
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Theorem 16.1 (Existence of anchored ûf + δ normalised gauges). For ε̂0(Minit) sufficiently small, let
0 < ε0 ≤ ε̂0, S0 Lε0S0

, (M(λ), g(λ)) be as in the beginning of Section 7.1, and let B be the set defined by
Definition 7.1.1.

Let ûf ∈ B. Then there exists a δ0 > 0 such that for all δ ∈ [0, δ0], and all λ ∈ R(ûf ), with the gauges
as defined above, we have the following:

There exists a function
Mf : [ûf , ûf + δ0]×R(ûf )→ R (7.4.1)

satisfying (7.1.3), and anchored I+ and H+ normalised gauges with respect to ûf + δ, v∞ = v∞(ε0, ûf + δ)
and Mf (ûf +δ, λ) 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 := ûf + δ.

The function Mf defined by (7.4.1) is continuous and coincides with the previously defined Mf at δ = 0.
Finally, one may define the map J(ûf + δ, λ) by (7.1.7) as a map

J : [ûf , ûf + δ0]×R(ûf )→ R3 (7.4.2)

and (7.4.2) is a continuous map (i.e. continuous in both λ and δ) and coincides with the previously defined
map for δ = 0.

The proof relies first on, for any given ûf in the bootstrap set B, extending the ûf -normalised I+ and
H+ gauges. In Section 16.1.1 the definition of such extended gauges is given, and a theorem on the
existence of such extensions is stated. In Section 16.1.2, the part of the proof of Theorem 16.1 concerning
the existence of ûf + δ normalised I+ gauges is given, along with the properties of the functions Mf and
J. In Section 16.1.3 the proof of the existence of ûf + δ normalised H+ gauges is given, thus completing
the proof of Theorem 16.1. (Note that δ will here be used as a variable and thus in this section δ no longer
denotes (1.3.20).)

16.1.1 Extended ûf normalised gauges

This section is concerned with Theorem 16.1.1, stated below, which guarantees that the ûf -normalised I+

and H+ gauges can be extended for some small time. First, definitions of appropriate extensions of the
ûf -normalised I+ and H+ gauges are stated.

Recall the definition of the set WI+ from Chapter 2 (see (2.2.2)). For general ũf and ε0, let us define
v∞(ũf , ε0) = ε−2

0 (ũf )100. Given uf , ε0, and Mf , for δ1 ≥ 0, define

WI+(uf , δ1) = {u−1 − δ1 ≤ u ≤ uf + δ1} ∩ {v(R−2, u) ≤ v ≤ v∞(uf + δ1)}, (16.1.1)

and define the corresponding domain

ZI+(uf , δ1) :=WI+(uf , δ1)× S2. (16.1.2)

(Here v(R−2, u) is defined with respect to Mf . These sets depend in addition on our choice of Mf and ε0

but we suppress this from the notation.) Note that WI+(uf , 0) = WI+(uf ) and ZI+(uf , 0) = ZI+(uf ).
The following definition extends Definition 2.2.1 of a uf -normalised I+ gauge to allow for a larger domain
WI+(uf , δ1) with δ1 > 0.

Definition 16.1.1. Given uf , Mf , ε0 and δ1 ≥ 0, let WI+(uf , δ1) and ZI+(uf , δ1) be defined by (16.1.1)
and (16.1.2) respectively. We say that a metric g in the form (1.2.32) defined on the domain ZI+(uf , δ1) and
solving the Einstein vacuum equations (1.2.1) is expressed in δ1 extended uf normalised I+ gauge if
for all (u, v) ∈ WI+(uf , δ1), the induced metric on the spheres Su,v, satisfies the roundness condition (1.4.3)
with ψ = 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:

• 1
2 (r3ρ`=0)(uf , v∞(uf )) = −Mf ;

• b(u, v∞, θ) = 0 for all u ∈ [u−1 − δ1, uf + δ1], θ ∈ S2;

• (Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦)` 6=1 (uf , v∞(uf ), θ) = 0 for all θ ∈ S2;
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•
(
/divΩβ

)
`=1

(uf , v∞(uf ), θ) = 0 for all θ ∈ S2;

•
(
Ω−1trχ− (Ω−1trχ)◦

)
(uf , v∞(uf ), θ) = 0 for all θ ∈ S2;

• µ`≥1(u, v∞(uf ), θ) = 0 for all u ∈ [u−1 − δ1, uf + δ1], θ ∈ S2;

• µ†
`≥1

(u−1, v, θ) = 0 for all v ∈ [v(R−2, u−1), v∞(uf + δ1)], θ ∈ S2;

•
(
Ω2 − Ω2

◦
)
`=0

(u, v∞(uf )) = 0 for all u ∈ [u−1 − δ1, uf + δ1];

• (Ωω̂ − (Ωω̂)◦)`=0(u−1, v) = F (u−1)
Ω2
◦
r3 (u−1, v) for all v ∈ [v(R−2, u−1), v∞(uf + δ1)], where

F (u) :=
1

2

∫ uf

u

∫ uf

ū

r3(Ωχ̂, α)`=0 (û, v∞(uf )) dûdū,

where µ† is defined in (2.2.4).

Note that Definition 16.1.1 coincides with Definition 2.2.1 if δ1 = 0.
The following definition similarly extends Definition 2.3.1 of a uf -normalised H+ gauge to allow for a

larger domain. Recall the definition of WH+ from Chapter 2 (see (2.3.1)). Given uf , Mf , for δ1 ≥ 0 define

WH+(uf , δ1) = {u0 ≤ u ≤ uf + δ1} ∩ {v−1 − δ1 ≤ v ≤ v(R2 + δ1, u)}, (16.1.3)

and the corresponding domain
ZH+(uf , δ1) =WH+(uf , δ1)× S2. (16.1.4)

Again, these domains depend also on Mf to define v(R2 + δ1, u) but we omit this dependence from the
notation.

Definition 16.1.2. Given uf , Mf and δ1 ≥ 0, let WH+(uf , δ1) and ZH+(uf , δ1) be defined by (16.1.3) and
(16.1.4) respectively. We say that a metric g in the form (1.1.4) defined on the domain ZH+(uf , δ1) and
solving the Einstein vacuum equations (1.2.1) is expressed in δ1 extended uf normalised H+ gauge if
for all (u, v) ∈ WH+(uf , δ1), the induced metric on the spheres Su,v, satisfies the roundness condition (1.4.3)
with ψ = 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:

• b(uf , v, θ) = 0 for all v ∈ [v−1 − δ1, v(R2, uf + δ1)], θ ∈ S2;

• µ∗`≥1(uf , v(R, uf ), θ) = 0 for all θ ∈ S2;

• (Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦)`=0 (uf , v(R, uf )) = 0;

•
(
Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦

)
(uf , v−1, θ) = 0 for all θ ∈ S2;

• Ω(uf , v, θ) = Ω◦(uf , v, θ) for all v ∈ [v−1 − δ1, v(R2, uf + δ1)], θ ∈ S2;

• ∂u
(
r3( /divη)`≥1 + r3ρ`≥1

)
(u, v−1, θ) = 0 for all u ∈ [u0, uf + δ1], θ ∈ S2;

• Ω(u, v−1)`=0 = Ω◦(u, v−1) for all u ∈ [u0, uf + δ1],

where µ∗ is defined in (2.3.3).

The following theorem guarantees that the ûf -normalised I+ and H+ gauges can be indeed extended for
some small time δ1.

Theorem 16.1.1 (Extension of the ûf normalised gauges). Under the assumptions of Theorem 7.4.1, for
all λ ∈ R(ûf ), the following holds:

There exists some small δ1 > 0 and δ1 extensions of the ûf -normalised I+ and H+ gauges, in the sense
of Definition 16.1.1 and Definition 16.1.2 respectively, with ε0 as in the statement of Theorem 7.4.1 and
Mf = Mf (ûf , λ) given by Definition 7.1.1, satisfying the anchoring conditions of Definition 5.6.1, where,
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in place of the inclusions (5.6.8) and (5.6.9), the domains DH+

= DH+

ûf+δ1
and DI+

= DI+

ûf+δ1
of the δ1

extensions of the ûf -normalised I+ and H+ gauges satisfy the inclusions,

DH
+

r≥R−1
⊂ DI

+

r≥R− 7
4

, (16.1.5)

DI
+

r≤R1
∩ J+(SH

+

u0,v0
) ⊂ DH

+

r≤R 7
4

. (16.1.6)

Moreover, the null cones of the δ1 extensions of the ûf -normalised I+ and H+ gauges satisfy⋃
v−1≤v≤v2

CH
+

v ⊂ DK(V3) ∩ {V−1 − 2Cε ≤ Vdata ≤ V−1 + 2Cε} ∩ {U0 − 2Cε ≤ Udata ≤ 2Cε}, (16.1.7)

⋃
u−1≤u≤u2

CI
+

u ⊂ DEF (u3) ∩ {u−1 − 2Cε ≤ udata ≤ u2 + 2Cε}, (16.1.8)

where the constant C is as in Theorem C, and the geometric quantities of the ûf normalised I+ gauge and
the ûf normalised H+ gauge satisfy

sup
DH+

ûf+δ1

|r−2
/g
H+

−γ̊ |̊γ+ sup
DI+

ûf+δ1

r|r−2
/g
I+

−γ̊ |̊γ+ sup
DH+

ûf+δ1

|Ω−2
◦ Ω2

H+−1|+ sup
DI+

ûf+δ1

|r(Ω−2
◦ Ω2

I+−1)| ≤ 3

4

√
ε, (16.1.9)

EN−2
ûf+δ1

[PH+ , PH+ ] + EN−2
ûf+δ1

[PI+ , P̌ I+ ] + ENûf+δ1 [αH+ , αI+ ] + ENûf+δ1 [αH+ , αI+ ]

+ ENûf+δ1,H+ + ENûf+δ1,I+ ≤
3

4
ε2, (16.1.10)

EN+2
ûf+δ1

[fH+,I+ ] + Eûf+δ1 [fd,H+ ] + Eûf+δ1 [fd,I+ ] ≤ 2ε2. (16.1.11)

Note that the inclusions (16.1.5)–(16.1.8) guarantee that all of the diffeomorphism functions in (16.1.11) are
indeed well defined.

Proof. The estimates (7.3.3), (7.3.4) guarantee that the cones CI
+

u−1
, CI

+

v∞ , CH
+

ûf
, and CH

+

v−1
can be extended

as regular cones for some small time δ1 and, following Propositions 16.1.9, 16.1.11, 16.1.28, 16.1.26 below, the
relevant gauge conditions concerning the foliations of these cones by spheres can be extended. By compactness

of the domains WI+(ûf , δ1) and WH+(ûf , δ1) these extended foliations of the extended cones CI
+

u−1
, CI

+

v∞ ,

CH
+

ûf
, and CH

+

v−1
define regular extensions of the spacetime double null parametrisations iI+ : WI+(ûf , δ1)→

M and iH+ : WH+(ûf , δ1) →M. The definitions (1.3.21), (1.3.22) and (1.3.28) of u3, V3 and U5 guarantee
that the initial data regions DEF (u3) and DK(V3) are large enough so that the improved inclusions (7.3.7)–
(7.3.8) imply that the inclusions (16.1.7)–(16.1.8) hold. The inclusions (16.1.5), (16.1.6) similarly follow
from the improved inclusions (7.3.5), (7.3.6). The inequalities (16.1.9), (16.1.10) and (16.1.11) follow from
the compactness of the domains WI+(ûf ) and WH+(ûf ), Theorem C, and the fact that the norms depend
continuously on δ1.

16.1.2 Existence of ûf + δ normalised I+ gauge

In this section, and in Section 16.1.3, the proof of Theorem 16.1 is given. This section concerns the following
theorem on the existence of ûf + δ normalised I+ gauges.

Theorem 16.1.2 (Existence of ûf + δ normalised I+ gauge). There exists δ0 > 0 and a function

Mf : [ûf , ûf + δ0]×R(ûf )→ R

satisfying (7.1.3) such that, if ε̂0 is sufficiently small, for all δ ∈ [0, δ0] and all λ ∈ R(ûf ), there exists a
smooth ûf + δ normalised I+ gauge with respect to Mf (ûf + δ, λ)

iδ : ZI+(ûf + δ)→M,
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where ZI+(ûf + δ) is defined in (2.2.3), satisfying the anchoring conditions (5.6.14) and (5.6.17) and the
overlap relation (5.6.12), and such that the map

iδ|(ûf+δ,v∞)×S2 : (ûf + δ, v∞)× S2 → Sûf+δ,v∞ ⊂M, (16.1.12)

thought of as a map S2 → Sûf+δ,v∞ , is the unique map determined by Proposition 4.4.1 with h = r−2/g

(and p ∈ Sûf+δ,v∞ and v ∈ TpSûf+δ,v∞ chosen so that (5.6.17) holds). The energies EN−2
ûf+δ[PI+ , P̌ I+ ],

ENûf+δ[αI+ , αI+ ], ENûf+δ,I+ of the geometric quantities of the ûf + δ normalised I+ gauge with respect to

Mf (ûf + δ, λ), and the associated diffeomorphism energies Eûf+δ[fd,I+ ], depend continuously on δ. The
function Mf satisfies

|Mf (ûf + δ, λ)−Mf (ûf , λ)| . εδ

ûf
. (16.1.13)

If δ1 is sufficiently small, then each ûf + δ normalised I+ gauge can be extended to a smooth δ1 extended
ûf + δ normalised I+ gauge

iδ : ZI+(ûf + δ, δ1)→M,

in the sense of Definition 16.1.1. For any 0 ≤ δ′ < δ ≤ δ0, define

Fδ′,δ = i−1
δ′ ◦ iδ : ZI+(ûf + δ)→ i−1

δ′ (iδ(ZI+(ûf + δ′, δ1))),

and define f3
δ′,δ, f

4
δ′,δ, ∂u6fδ′,δ, ∂v 6fδ′,δ in terms of Fδ′,δ by (4.2.3). These diffeomorphism functions satisfy,

for all u−1 ≤ u ≤ ûf + δ, the estimates∑
|γ|≤4

(
‖Dγ∂u6fδ′,δ‖Su,v∞ + ‖Dγ∂v 6fδ′,δ‖Su,v∞ + ‖Dγ∂uf

4
δ′,δ‖Su,v∞ + r‖Dγ∂vf

3
δ′,δ‖Su,v∞

)
+
∑
|γ|≤5

(
‖Dγf3

δ′,δ‖Su,v∞ + r−1‖Dγf4
δ′,δ‖Su,v∞

)
.
ε(δ − δ′)
ûf + δ′

, (16.1.14)

and, for all ûf + δ′ ≤ u ≤ ûf + δ,

sup
θ∈S2

distγ(θ, /F δ′,δ(u, v∞, θ)) .
ε(δ − δ′)
ûf + δ′

, (16.1.15)

where v∞ = v∞(ûf + δ) and /F δ′,δ(u, v∞, θ) = πS2 ◦ Fδ′,δ(u, v∞, θ), where πS2 is the projection to the S2

argument.
Finally, one may extend the map J(ûf + δ, λ) defined by (7.1.7) as a map

J : [ûf , ûf + δ0]×R(ûf )→ R3. (16.1.16)

The map (16.1.16) is continuous in both λ and δ and coincides with the previously defined map for δ = 0.

Remark 16.1.3. It is manifest from the proof of Theorem 16.1.2 that, for fixed λ ∈ R(ûf ) and fixed
0 ≤ δ ≤ δ0, the mass Mf (ûf + δ, λ) and the ûf + δ normalised I+ gauge with respect to Mf (ûf + δ, λ)
are unique amongst all such nearby masses and gauges, satisfying the anchoring conditions (5.6.14) and
(5.6.17), such that the map (16.1.12), thought of as a map S2 → Sûf+δ,v∞ , is the unique map determined by
Proposition 4.4.1 with h = r−2/g (and p and v chosen so that (5.6.17) holds).

Remark 16.1.4. For 0 < δ ≤ δ0 the proof of Theorem 16.1.2 involves proving suitable a priori estimates
for the diffeomorphism functions f0,δ. Weaker estimates than (16.1.14) and (16.1.15) suffice for the proof,
where the δ factor provides sufficient smallness and the decay factor of (ûf )−1 is not necessary. The stronger
estimates, with the decay factor of (ûf )−1, and the more general estimates for δ′ 6= 0, are used in the proof
of Theorem 16.2.

Remark 16.1.5. For any uf , the existence of the analogue of a uf normalised I+ gauge in linear theory,
namely the proof of Proposition 2.2.6, can be inferred from (a considerable simplification of) the proof of
Theorem 16.1.2. We will explicitly distill this proof in Remarks 16.1.12 and 16.1.17 below.
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Remark 16.1.6. Recall the double null parametrisation (5.5.6) of Theorem 5.5.2, and let u0
f be as defined in

Section 1.3.5. The proof of Theorem 16.1.2 can readily be adapted to give the existence of a mass Mf (u0
f , λ)

and a u0
f normalised I+ gauge with respect to Mf (u0

f , λ), satisfying the anchoring conditions (5.6.14) and

(5.6.17), and such that the map (16.1.12), thought of as a map S2 → Sûf+δ,v∞ , is the unique map determined
by Proposition 4.4.1 with h = r−2/g (and p and v chosen so that (5.6.17) holds) (cf. the proof of Theorem
5.7.1) by replacing the role of the δ1 extended ûf normalised I+ gauge of Theorem 16.1.1 with the double
null parametrisation (5.5.6) of Theorem 5.5.2, and replacing any invocation of the smallness of δ0 with the
smallness of ε̂0. In fact, the existence of u0

f normalised I+ gauge is much simpler than the proof of Theorem

16.1.2 in view of the fact that ε̂0 can be chosen to be small with respect to u0
f . Moreover, it is implicit from

the construction that this mass and gauge are unique amongst all such nearby masses and gauges (cf. Remark
16.1.3). See Remarks 16.1.13 and 16.1.18 below for further discussion.

The proof of Theorem 16.1.2 is divided into two parts. For a fixed δ ∈ [0, δ0], the first part of the
proof involves showing that, for any sphere suitably close to the sphere Sûf+δ,v∞(ûf+δ) of the extended ûf
normalised gauge and for any mass M suitably close to Mf , there exist certain foliations of the corresponding
null hypersurfaces defined by the sphere. The foliations attain a subset of the defining conditions of the ûf+δ
normalised I+ gauge with mass M . The existence of such foliations is addressed in Section 16.1.2.1. See
Proposition 16.1.7. The second part of the proof of Theorem 16.1.2 involves finding an appropriate sphere
and mass such that, in the double null foliation arising from the foliations of the resulting cones of Proposition
16.1.7, the remaining defining conditions of the ûf + δ normalised I+ gauge are attained. The existence of
such a sphere and mass is addressed in Section 16.1.2.2, along with the properties of the map (16.1.16)
and the diffeomorphsims Fδ′,δ.

16.1.2.1 Foliations of null hypersurfaces

Throughout this section λ ∈ R(ûf ) is fixed and the dependence of quantities on λ is suppressed. Recall that
the boundary components of the causal future and causal past of any spacelike 2-sphere are null hypersurfaces.
Suppose S is any sphere suitably close to Sûf+δ,v∞(ûf+δ). Let C̃v∞(ûf+δ) denote the incoming component of

the boundary of the causal past of S. Suppose a foliation of C̃v∞(ûf+δ) by spheres is given, described by the

level hypersurfaces of a function ũ. This foliation defines a sphere S̃, the sphere of the foliation at parameter
time u−1. Let C̃u−1

denote the outgoing component of the boundary of the causal past of S̃. Any foliation

of C̃u−1
by spheres then defines a spacetime double null foliation by considering the outgoing components of

the boundaries of the causal past of the spheres of the foliation of C̃v∞(ûf+δ), and the incoming components

of the boundaries of the causal future of the spheres of the foliation of C̃u−1 . Under suitable smallness
conditions, this spacetime double null foliation will be regular in the image of the domain of the extended
ûf normalised I+ gauge, iI+(ZI+(ûf , δ1)). The first step in the proof of Theorem 16.1.2 is the following
proposition which states that, given any such sphere suitably close to Sûf+δ,v∞(ûf+δ), and any mass M
suitably close to Mf = Mf (ûf ), there exist foliations of the two corresponding null hypersurfaces defined by
this sphere such that, in the corresponding spacetime double null foliation, a subset of the defining properties
of the ûf + δ normalised I+ gauge are satisfied with mass M . Recall that

µ†
M

= /divη + ρ− ρ◦,M −
1

2
χ̂ · χ̂+

Ω2
◦,M

2rM

(
trχ

Ω
−

(Ωtrχ)◦,M

Ω2
◦,M

)
.

Proposition 16.1.7 (Foliation of cones corresponding to any sphere close to Sûf+δ,v∞(ûf+δ)). Let S be a
sphere defined, in the (uI+ , vI+ , θI+) coordinate system of the extended ûf normalised I+ gauge, by smooth
functions s3, s4 : S2 → R,

S = {iI+(ûf + δ + s3(θ), v∞(ûf + δ) + s4(θ), θ) | θ ∈ S2}.

Suppose that s3 and s4 satisfy ∑
k≤5

(
‖(r /∇)ks3‖S2 + ‖(r /∇)ks4‖S2

)
≤ τ,
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for some τ sufficiently small, so that S is appropriately close to the sphere Sûf+δ,v∞(ûf+δ). Let also M > 0
denote any mass which is close to the mass Mf = Mf (ûf ) in the sense that

|M −Mf | ≤ τ.

Then, if δ0 and τ are sufficiently small with respect to ûf and ε̂0 is sufficiently small (independent of ûf ),

there exists a smooth foliation of the past incoming cone, C̃v∞(ûf+δ), of S and a smooth foliation of the past

outgoing cone, C̃u−1
, of the sphere S̃u−1,v∞(ûf+δ) (defined to be the sphere at parameter time u−1 − (ûf + δ)

in the past of S along C̃v∞(ûf+δ)) such that the geometric quantities of the associated spacetime double null
foliation satisfy

µ`≥1(u, v∞(ûf + δ), θ) = 0 for all u ∈ [u−1, ûf + δ], θ ∈ S2; (16.1.17)

µ†
`≥1

(u−1, v, θ) = 0 for all v ∈ [v(R−2, u−1), v∞(ûf + δ)], θ ∈ S2; (16.1.18)(
Ω2 − Ω2

◦,M
)
`=0

(u, v∞(ûf + δ)) = 0 for all u ∈ [u−1, ûf + δ]; (16.1.19)

(Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦,M )`=0 (ûf + δ, v∞(ûf + δ), θ) = 0 for all θ ∈ S2; (16.1.20)

and

(Ωω̂ − (Ωω̂)◦,M )`=0(u−1, v) = F (u−1)
Ω2
◦,M

r3
(u−1, v) for all v ∈ [v(R−2, u−1), v∞(ûf + δ)], (16.1.21)

where

F (u) :=
1

2

∫ ûf+δ

u

∫ ûf+δ

ū

r3(Ωχ̂, α)`=0 (û, v∞) dûdū.

Instead of showing Proposition 16.1.7 directly, it will first be shown that, for any sphere close to
Su−1,v∞(ûf+δ) (rather than the sphere Sûf+δ,v∞(ûf+δ)), the desired foliations of its corresponding cones
can be found. It will then afterwards be shown that any sphere close to Sûf+δ,v∞(ûf+δ) can be attained

by an appropriate choice of sphere close to Su−1,v∞(ûf+δ). It will therefore be supposed that S̃ is a sphere
defined, in the (uI+ , vI+ , θI+) coordinate system, by smooth functions j3, j4,

S̃ = {iI+(u−1 + j3(θ), v∞(ûf + δ) + j4(θ), θ) | θ ∈ S2}. (16.1.22)

The functions j3 and j4 will be assumed to satisfy∑
k≤5

(
‖(r /∇)kj3‖S2 + ‖(r /∇)kj4‖S2

)
≤ τ,

so that S̃ is appropriately close to the sphere Su−1,v∞(ûf+δ). For such an S̃, let C̃v∞(ûf+δ) be the incoming

component of the causal future of S̃ and let C̃u−1
be the outgoing component of the causal past of S̃. Note

that, provided τ is suitably small, the sphere S̃ is contained in the image of the domain of the extended ûf
normalised I+ gauge, S̃ ⊂ iI+(ZI+(ûf , δ1)), and the cones C̃v∞(ûf+δ) and C̃u−1 are arbitrarily close to the

cones Cv∞(ûf+δ) and Cu−1
respectively of the extended ûf normalised I+ gauge. In particular, C̃v∞(ûf+δ)

and C̃u−1 , when restricted to iI+(ZI+(ûf , δ1)), are regular null hypersurfaces. The cones C̃v∞(ûf+δ) and

C̃u−1
will each be foliated in such a way that the relevant regions of the cones also live in the region

iI+(ZI+(ûf , δ1)) covered by the extended ûf normalised I+ gauge.

Foliations of the incoming null hypersurface C̃v∞(ûf+δ)

Consider an incoming null hypersurface C in (M, g) foliated by spheres described by the level hypersurfaces
of a function u : C → R. Consider the null generator L of C satisfying L(u) = 1. There exists a unique
conjugate null vector field L′ on C satisfying

g(L,L′) = −2.
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If C is an incoming null hypersurface of a given spacetime double null foliation, and its foliation by
spheres coincides with that obtained by intersecting C with the outgoing null hypersurfaces of the spacetime
double null foliation, then the vectors of the double null frame e3, e4 are related to L, L′ by

L = Ωe3, L′ = Ω−1e4.

It follows that many of the Ricci coefficients and curvature components of the spacetime double null foliation
can be expressed entirely in terms of L and L′. For example, if X is a vector field tangent to the level
hypersurfaces of u,

η(X) = −1

2
g(∇LX,L′), ρ =

1

4
R(L′, L, L′, L). (16.1.23)

Though the same is not true of Ricci coefficients such as ω̂ and χ̂, certain Ω rescaled quantities can also be
expressed entirely in terms of L and L′. For example, if X and Y are tangential to the level hypersurfaces
of u,

Ωω̂ =
1

4
g(∇LL′, L), Ω−1χ(X,Y ) = g(∇XL′, Y ), Ωχ(X,Y ) = g(∇XL, Y ), (16.1.24)

Ω−1χ̂(X,Y ) = Ω−1χ(X,Y )− Ω−1trχ/g(X,Y ), Ωχ̂(X,Y ) = Ωχ(X,Y )− Ωtrχ/g(X,Y ), (16.1.25)

and
Ω2α(X,Y ) = R(X,L, Y, L), (16.1.26)

The following proposition relates certain geometric quantities associated to two different foliations of the
incoming null hypersurface C̃v∞(ûf+δ).

Proposition 16.1.8 (Change of foliation relations on incoming cones). For a given sphere S̃ as in (16.1.22),
let u denote the restriction to C̃v∞(ûf+δ) of the u coordinate of the extended ûf normalised gauge. Consider

another foliation of C̃v∞(ûf+δ) by spheres, described by the level hypersurfaces of a function ũ. Suppose u
and ũ are related by

u = ũ+ f3(ũ, θ), (16.1.27)

for some function f3 : [u−1, ûf + δ1]× S2 → R. Then the corresponding geometric quantities µ and Ωω̂ are
related by

/̃∆ log(1 + ∂ũf
3(ũ, θ)) = µ̃(ũ, θ)− µ(ũ+ f3, θ) + Fµ( /̃∇f3, /̃∇2f3, ∂ũf

3, /̃∇∂ũf3),

and
1

2
∂ũ log(1 + ∂ũf

3)(ũ, θ) = Ω̃ω̂(ũ, θ)− (1 + ∂ũf
3(ũ, θ))Ωω̂(ũ+ f3, θ).

Here /̃∇ denotes the Levi-Civita connection of the induced metric on the level hypersurfaces of ũ, and Fµ is
a function which satisfies

r2|Fµ( /̃∇f3, /̃∇2f3, ∂ũf
3, /̃∇∂ũf3)| .

(
|r̃ /∇f3|+|(r̃ /∇)2f3|+|∂ũf3|+|r̃ /∇∂ũf3|+ 1

r

)
|r̃ /∇f3|+|(r̃ /∇)2f3|. (16.1.28)

In particular, if |r̃ /∇f3|+ |(r̃ /∇)2f3|+ |∂ũf3|+ |r̃ /∇∂ũf3| . 1, then Fµ satisfies

r2|Fµ( /̃∇f3, /̃∇2f3, ∂ũf
3, /̃∇∂ũf3)| . |r̃ /∇f3|+ |(r̃ /∇)2f3|.

Proof. Let L and L̃ denote the null generators of C̃v∞(ûf+δ) which satisfy

L(u) = 1, L̃(ũ) = 1,

respectively. Clearly L̃ = aL for some a and, by applying to the relation (16.1.27), it follows that

L̃ = (1 + ∂ũf
3)L.
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Now defining eA = ∂θA in the (u, θ) coordinate system for C̃v∞(ûf+δ), and ẽA = ∂̃θA in the (ũ, θ) coordinate

system, it follows again from (16.1.27) that

ẽA = eA + ∂θAf
3L.

In particular, /̃gAB = g(ẽA, ẽB) = g(eA, eB) = /gAB . If now L′ and L̃′ denote the conjugate null vectors to L

and L̃ respectively, satisfying g(L′, L) = g(L̃′, L̃) = −2, it follows, after writing L̃′ = aL′ + bL + cAeA and

using the fact that g(L̃′, L̃′) = 0, g(L̃′, L̃) = −2 and g(L̃′, ẽA) = 0 to compute a, b and cA, that

L̃′ = (1 + ∂ũf
3)−1

[
L′ + | /̃∇f3|2L+ 2/g

AB∂θAf
3eB

]
,

where | /̃∇f3|2 = /g
AB∂θAf

3∂θBf
3.

From the above relations, it follows that

−2η̃(ẽA) = g(∇L̃ẽA, L̃
′)

= (1 + ∂ũf
3)−1∂ũ∂θAf

3g(L,L′) + g(∇LeA + ∂θAf
3∇LL,L′ + | /̃∇f3|2L+ 2/g

BC∂θBf
3eC)

= −2(1 + ∂ũf
3)−1∂ũ∂θAf

3 − 2η(eA) + Ωχ
A
B∂θBf

3 − 4Ωω̂∂θAf
3.

Similarly,

ρ̃− ρ = /̃∇f3 ⊗ /̃∇f3 · Ω2α− 2 /̃∇f3 · Ωβ,

where
/̃∇f3 ⊗ /̃∇f3 · Ω2α = /g

AB
/g
CD∂θAf

3∂θCf
3Ω2αBD, /̃∇f3 · Ωβ = /g

AB∂θAf
3Ωβ

B
.

Moreover,

Ω̃χ(ẽA, ẽB) = (1 + ∂ũf
3)Ωχ(eA, eB),

Ω̃−1χ(ẽA, ẽB) = (1 + ∂ũf
3)−1

[
2 /̃∇2

A,Bf
3 + Ω−1χ(eA, eB) + 2(ηA∂θBf

3 + ηB∂θAf
3) + 4Ωω̂∂θAf

3∂θBf
3

+ | /̃∇f3|2Ωχ
AB
− 2∂θCf

3(ΩχC
A
∂θBf

3 + ΩχC
A
∂θBf

3)− 2(∂θA log(1 + ∂ũf
3)∂θBf

3 + ∂θB log(1 + ∂ũf
3)∂θAf

3)
]
.

After recalling that µ = /divη + ρ − 1
2 χ̂ · χ̂, these relations combine to give the expression for µ̃ − µ. The

expression involving Ω̃ω̂ can be computed similarly, using the fact that

Ωω̂ =
1

4
g(∇LL′, L).

We finally note also that

Ω̃2α(ẽA, ẽB) = (1 + ∂ũf
3)2Ω2α(eA, eB).

Rather than foliate the incoming cone C̃v∞(ûf+δ) directly by the condition that (Ω2−Ω2
◦)`=0 = 0, which

is not a condition which can be expressed entirely in terms of the vectors L and L′, it is first shown that the
incoming cone can be foliated by certain conditions which involve only the above quantities Ωω̂ and Ωtrχ,
which can be expressed entirely in terms of L and L′ (see (16.1.24) and (16.1.25)). The foliation achieving
the condition (Ω2 − Ω2

◦)`=0 = 0 will be shown to exist simultaneously with the foliation of C̃u−1 achieving
the conditions (16.1.18) and (16.1.21) in the proof of Proposition 16.1.7 below.

In order to motivate the foliations constructed in Proposition 16.1.9 below, note first that, in a given
spacetime double null foliation,

∂u
(
Ω−1
◦ Ω`=0 − 1

)
= Ωω̂`=0 − Ωω̂◦ −F , (16.1.29)

where

F = −
(
Ω−1
◦ Ω`=0 − 1

)(
Ωω̂`=0 − Ωω̂◦

)
−
(
Ω−1
◦ Ω`≥1(Ωω̂)`≥1

)
`=0
−
(
Ω−1
◦ Ω(Ωtrχ)`≥1

)
`=0

.
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Equation (1.2.21) implies that,

Ω−1
◦ Ω(u, v∞, θ) = Ω−1

◦ Ω(u−1, v∞, θ)e
∫ u
u−1

(Ωω̂−Ωω̂◦)(u
′,v∞,θ)du

′

, (16.1.30)

and so F can be viewed as a function of u, for any given Ωω̂ − Ωω̂◦, Ωtrχ − Ωtrχ◦, and Ω−1
◦ Ω(u−1, v∞, ·),

i.e., abusing notation,

F = F(Ωω̂ − Ωω̂◦,Ωtrχ− Ωtrχ◦,Ω
−1
◦ Ω(u−1, v∞, ·)) : [u−1, ûf + δ]→ R.

Proposition 16.1.9 (Foliations of the incoming cone C̃v∞(ûf+δ)). Let S̃ be a sphere defined, in the coordinate

system of the extended ûf normalised I+ gauge, by smooth functions j3, j4,

S̃ = {iI+(u−1 + j3(θ), v∞(ûf + δ) + j4(θ), θ) | θ ∈ S2}.

such that j3 and j4 satisfy ∑
k≤5

(
‖(r /∇)kj3‖S̃ + ‖(r /∇)kj4‖S̃

)
≤ τ.

Consider also a mass M satisfying the smallness assumption of Proposition 16.1.7, a constant A ∈ R, and
a smooth function q : S2 → R satisfying

|A|+ sup
θ∈S2

|q(θ)| ≤ τ.

Then, provided τ and δ0 are sufficiently small, there exists a smooth foliation of the incoming cone, C̃v∞(ûf+δ),

of S̃ such that, on C̃v∞(ûf+δ), the geometric quantities µ and Ωω̂ of this foliation satisfy

µ`≥1(ũ, θ) = 0, (Ωω̂ − Ωω̂◦,M )`=0(ũ) = F [Ωω̂ − Ωω̂◦,M ,Ωtrχ− Ωtrχ◦,M , q](ũ),

for all ũ ∈ [u−1, ûf + δ], θ ∈ S2, and,
∂ũf

3
`=0(u−1) = A,

where f3 is the diffeomorphism which relates this foliation of C̃v∞(ûf+δ) to the foliation of C̃v∞(ûf+δ) obtained
by intersecting with the outgoing cones Cu, for u−1 ≤ u ≤ ûf + δ1, of the extended ûf normalised gauge, so
that u = ũ+ f3(ũ, θ).

Proof. Let µ, Ωω̂, Ωtrχ denote the geometric quantities of the foliation of C̃v∞(ûf+δ) obtained by intersecting

C̃v∞(ûf+δ) with the outgoing hypersurfaces of the extended ûf normalised gauge. Note that, by continuity
and compactness, these quantities are sufficiently close to their values in the extended ûf normalised gauge if
τ and δ are sufficiently small. By Proposition 16.1.8, the goal is to construct a function f3 : [u−1, ûf+δ]×S2 →
R satisfying

/̃∆ log(1 + ∂ũf
3(ũ, θ)) =

[
− µ(ũ+ f3, θ) + Fµ( /̃∇f3, /̃∇2f3, ∂ũf

3, /̃∇∂ũf3)
]
˜̀≥1

,

and
1

2

[
∂ũ log(1 + ∂ũf

3)(ũ, ·)
]̃
`=0

= F̊(ũ) +
[
Ωω̂◦,M (ũ)− (1 + ∂ũf

3(ũ, ·))Ωω̂(ũ+ f3(ũ, ·), ·)
]̃
`=0

,

along with the initial conditions,

f3(u−1, ·) = j3, ∂ũf
3
`=0(u−1) = A,

where

F̊ = F(Ωω̂◦,M +
1

2
∂ũ log(1 + ∂ũf

3) + (1 + ∂ũf
3)Ωω̂f3 ,Ωtrχ◦,M + (1 + ∂ũf

3)Ωtrχ
f3 , q),

and
Ωω̂f3(ũ, θ) = Ωω̂(ũ+ f3(ũ, θ), θ), Ωtrχ

f3(ũ, θ) = Ωtrχ(ũ+ f3(ũ, θ), θ).
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Here `̃ ≥ 1 and `̃ = 0 denote the mode projections with respect to the spheres defined as the level hyper-
surfaces of ũ, where u = ũ + f3(ũ, θ). Define, therefore, f[0] = 0 and, for n ≥ 1, iterates f[n] as solutions
of

/∆[n−1] log(1 + ∂uf
3
[n](u, θ)) =

[
− µ(u+ f3

[n−1], θ) + Fµ( /∇f3
[n−1], /∇

2
f3

[n−1], ∂uf
3
[n−1], /∇∂uf

3
[n−1])

]
(`≥1)[n−1]

,

(16.1.31)
and

1

2

[
∂u log(1+∂uf

3
[n])(u, ·)

]
(`=0)[n−1]

= F [n−1](u)+
[
Ωω̂◦,M−(1+∂uf

3
[n−1](u, ·))Ωω̂(u+f3

[n−1](u, ·), ·)
]
(`=0)[n−1]

,

(16.1.32)
along with the initial conditions,

f3
[n](u−1, ·) = j3, ∂ũ(f3

[n])(`=0)[n−1]
(u−1) = A,

where

F [n−1] = F(Ωω̂◦,M +
1

2
∂u log(1 + ∂uf

3
[n−1]) + (1 + ∂uf

3
[n−1])Ωω̂f3

[n−1]
,Ωtrχ◦,M + (1 + ∂uf

3
[n−1])Ωtrχ

f3
[n−1]

, q),

where (` ≥ 1)[n−1] and (` = 0)[n−1] denote the mode projections with respect to the spheres defined as the
level hypersurfaces of u[n−1], where u[n−1] is defined implicitly by u = u[n−1] + f3

[n−1](u[n−1], θ).
Define

g[n] = log(1 + ∂uf
3
[n]),

so that

f3
[n](u, θ) = j3(θ) +

∫ u

u−1

eg[n](u
′,θ) − 1du′.

Consider some U > u−1. It follows, by induction, that, provided U − u−1 is sufficiently small,

sup
u−1≤u≤U

∑
k≤5

‖(r /∇)kf3
[n]‖Su,v∞ ≤ 2τ, sup

u−1≤u≤U

∑
k≤5

‖(r /∇)k∂uf
3
[n]‖Su,v∞ ≤ C1τ, (16.1.33)

for all n, for some constant C1 to be chosen. Indeed, suppose that (16.1.33) holds for some n ≥ 1. A standard
elliptic estimate for (16.1.31) and transport estimate for (16.1.32) gives, for all u−1 ≤ u ≤ U ,

sup
u−1≤u≤U

∑
k≤5

‖(r /∇)kg[n+1]‖Su,v∞ . sup
u−1≤u≤U

∑
k≤5

‖(r /∇)kf3
[n]‖Su,v∞ + (U − u−1) sup

u−1≤u≤U

∑
k≤4

‖(r /∇)k∂uf
3
[n]‖Su,v∞

+ |M −Mf |+ | log(1 +A)|+ (U − u−1) sup
θ∈S2

|q(θ)|.

Now
sup

u−1≤u≤U

∑
k≤5

‖(r /∇)k∂uf
3
[n+1]‖Su,v∞ . sup

u−1≤u≤U

∑
k≤5

‖(r /∇)kg[n+1]‖Su,v∞ ,

and

sup
u−1≤u≤U

∑
k≤5

‖(r /∇)kf3
[n+1]‖Su,v∞ ≤

∑
k≤5

‖(r /∇)kj3‖Su−1,v∞
+ C(U − u−1) sup

u−1≤u≤U

∑
k≤5

‖(r /∇)kg[n+1]‖Su,v∞ ,

and hence (16.1.33) holds with n + 1 in place of n if U − u−1 is sufficiently small, and C1 is chosen to be
sufficiently large.

Similarly, considering now the differences of the systems (16.1.31) and (16.1.32) for n+ 1 and n respec-
tively, and using the estimates (16.1.33), it follows from (16.1.33) that

sup
u−1≤u≤U

∑
k≤5

‖(r /∇)k(g[n+1] − g[n])‖Su,v∞ . sup
u−1≤u≤U

∑
k≤5

‖(r /∇)k(f3
[n] − f

3
[n−1])‖Su,v∞

+ (τ + (U − u−1)) sup
u−1≤u≤U

∑
k≤4

‖(r /∇)k(∂uf
3
[n] − ∂uf

3
[n−1])‖Su,v∞ ,
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and hence

sup
u−1≤u≤U

∑
k≤5

‖(r /∇)k(∂uf
3
[n+1] − ∂uf

3
[n])‖Su,v∞ . sup

u−1≤u≤U

∑
k≤5

‖(r /∇)k(f3
[n] − f

3
[n−1])‖Su,v∞

+ (τ + (U − u−1)) sup
u−1≤u≤U

∑
k≤4

‖(r /∇)k(∂uf
3
[n] − ∂uf

3
[n−1])‖Su,v∞ ,

and

sup
u−1≤u≤U

∑
k≤5

‖(r /∇)k(f3
[n+1] − f

3
[n])‖Su,v∞ . (U − u−1) sup

u−1≤u≤U

∑
k≤5

‖(r /∇)k(f3
[n] − f

3
[n−1])‖Su,v∞

+ (U − u−1)(τ + (U − u−1)) sup
u−1≤u≤U

∑
k≤4

‖(r /∇)k(∂uf
3
[n] − ∂uf

3
[n−1])‖Su,v∞ ,

from which it follows that

sup
u−1≤u≤U

∑
k≤5

‖(r /∇)k(f3
[n+1] − f

3
[n])‖Su,v∞ . (U − u−1) sup

u−1≤u≤U

∑
k≤5

‖(r /∇)k(f3
[n] − f

3
[n−1])‖Su,v∞ .

Hence, if U − u−1 is sufficiently small, the map which takes f3
[n] to f3

[n+1] is a contraction and the sequence

{f3
[n]} converges to a limit f3 on [u−1, U ] satisfying the estimate (16.1.33).

The proof then follows from dividing the interval [u−1, ûf + δ] into subintervals of size U − u−1 and
repeating the proof, using now the estimate (16.1.33) for f3 in place of the assumptions on j3 and A. The
desired smallness holds if τ is sufficiently small with respect to ûf + δ. The smoothness of the foliation
follows from the smoothness of the ambient spacetime, the smoothness of the ûf normalised I+ gauge, the
smoothness of the functions j3, j4 and q, and thus the smoothness of f3.

Foliations of the outgoing null hypersurface C̃u−1

Consider now an outgoing null hypersurface C in (M, g) foliated by spheres described by the level hyper-
surfaces of a function v : C → R. Consider the null generator L of C satisfying L(v) = 1. There exists a
unique conjugate null vector field L′ on C satisfying

g(L,L′) = −2.

If C is an outgoing null hypersurface of a given spacetime double null foliation, and its foliation by spheres
coincides with that obtained by intersecting C with the incoming null hypersurfaces of the spacetime double
null foliation, then the vectors of the double null frame e3, e4 are related to L, L′ by

L′ = Ω−1e3, L = Ωe4.

Again, many of the Ricci coefficients and curvature components of the spacetime double null foliation can be
expressed entirely in terms of L and L′. For example, if X is a vector field tangent to the level hypersurfaces
of v,

η(X) = −1

2
g(∇LX,L′), ρ =

1

4
R(L,L′, L, L′).

Moreover, certain Ω rescaled quantities can again also be expressed entirely in terms of L and L′. For
example, if X and Y are tangential to the level hypersurfaces of v,

Ωω̂ =
1

4
g(∇LL′, L), Ωχ(X,Y ) = g(∇XL, Y ), Ω−1χ(X,Y ) = g(∇XL′, Y ),

and
Ωχ̂(X,Y ) = Ωχ(X,Y )− Ωtrχ/g(X,Y ), Ω−1χ̂(X,Y ) = Ω−1χ(X,Y )− Ω−1trχ/g(X,Y ).

The following proposition relates certain geometric quantities associated to two different foliations of the
outgoing null hypersurface C̃u−1

.
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Proposition 16.1.10 (Change of foliation relations on outgoing cones). For a given sphere S̃ as in (16.1.22),
let v denote the restriction to C̃u−1 of the v coordinate of the extended ûf normalised gauge. Consider another

foliation of C̃u−1
by spheres, described by the level hypersurfaces of a function ṽ, and a mass M . Suppose v

and ṽ are related by
v = ṽ + f4(ṽ, θ),

for some function f4 : [v(R−2, u−1), v∞(ûf + δ)]× S2 → R. Then the corresponding geometric quantities µ†

and Ωω̂ are related by

/̃∆ log(1 + ∂ṽf
4(ṽ, θ)) =µ̃†

M
(ṽ, θ)− µ†

Mf
(ṽ + f4, θ) +

Ω2
◦

2r
Ω−1trχ(ṽ + f4, θ)

(
(1 + ∂ṽf

4(ṽ, θ))−1 − 1
)

+ Fµ†(f
4, /̃∇f4, /̃∇2f4, ∂ṽf

4, /̃∇∂ṽf4,M),

for a function Fµ† which, provided |f4|+ |r̃ /∇f4|+ |(r̃ /∇)2f4|+ |∂ṽf4|+ |r̃ /∇∂ṽf4| . 1, satisfies

r2|Fµ†(f4, /̃∇f4, /̃∇2f4, ∂ṽf
4, /̃∇∂ṽf4)| . |f4|+ |r̃ /∇f4|+ |(r̃ /∇)2f4|+ |M −Mf |,

and
1

2
∂ṽ log(1 + ∂ṽf

4)(ṽ, θ) = Ω̃ω̂(ṽ, θ)− (1 + ∂ṽf
4)Ωω̂(ṽ + f4, θ).

Here /̃∇ denotes the Levi-Civita connection of the induced metric on the level hypersurfaces of ṽ.

Proof. Let L and L denote the null generators of C which satisfy

L(v) = 1, L̃(ṽ) = 1,

respectively, and let L′ and L̃
′
denote the conjugate null vectors to L and L̃ respectively, satisfying g(L,L′) =

g(L̃, L̃
′
) = −2. Let eA = ∂θA in the (v, θ) coordinate system for C, and ẽA = ∂̃θA in the (ṽ, θ) coordinate

system. It follows, as in the proof of Proposition 16.1.8, that

L̃ = (1 + ∂ṽf
4)L,

L̃
′

= (1 + ∂ṽf
4)−1

[
L′ + | /̃∇f4|2L+ 2/g

AB∂θAf
4eB

]
,

ẽA = eA + ∂θAf
4L,

where | /̃∇f4|2 = /g
AB∂θAf

4∂θBf
3.

As in the proof of Proposition 16.1.8 one computes

η̃(ẽA) = (1 + ∂ṽf
4)−1∂ṽ∂θAf

4 + η(eA)− 1

2
ΩχA

B∂θBf
4 + 2Ωω̂∂θAf

4,

ρ̃ = ρ+ /̃∇f4 ⊗ /̃∇f4 · Ω2α− 2 /̃∇f4 · Ωβ,

Ω̃χ(ẽA, ẽB) = (1 + ∂ṽf
4)Ωχ(eA, eB),

and

Ω̃−1χ(ẽA, ẽB) = (1 + ∂ṽf
4)−1

[
2 /̃∇2

A,Bf
4 + Ω−1χ(eA, eB) + 2(η

A
∂θBf

4 + η
B
∂θAf

4) + 4Ωω̂∂θAf
4∂θBf

4

+ | /̃∇f4|2ΩχAB − 2∂θCf
4(ΩχCA∂θBf

4 + ΩχCB∂θAf
4)− 2(∂θA log(1 + ∂ṽf

4)∂θBf
4 + ∂θB log(1 + ∂ṽf

4)∂θAf
4)
]
.

The latter in particular implies that

Ω̃−1trχ = (1+∂ṽf
4)−1

[
Ω−1trχ+2 /̃∆f4+4η· /̃∇f4+(4Ωω̂+Ωtrχ)| /̃∇f4|2−4Ωχ· /̃∇f4⊗ /̃∇f4−4 /̃∇ log(1+∂ṽf

4)· /̃∇f4
]
.

The expression involving Ω̃ω̂ can be computed similarly, using the fact that,

Ωω̂ =
1

4
g(∇LL′, L).
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The proof then follows from the fact that

µ†
M

= /divη + ρ− ρ◦,M −
1

2
χ̂ · χ̂+

Ω2
◦,M

2rM

(
trχ

Ω
−

(Ωtrχ)◦,M

Ω2
◦,M

)
.

and

|ρ◦,M (ṽ, θ)− ρ◦,Mf
(ṽ + f4, θ)|+

∣∣∣ 1

rM
(Ωtrχ)◦,M (ṽ, θ)− 1

rMf

(Ωtrχ)◦,Mf
(ṽ + f4, θ)

∣∣∣ . |M −Mf |+ |f4|
r2
Mf

.

The following proposition shows that certain foliations of the cone C̃u−1
can be attained.

Proposition 16.1.11 (Foliations of the outgoing cone C̃u−1). Let S̃ be a sphere defined, in the (uI+ , vI+ , θI+)
coordinate system, by smooth functions j3, j4,

S̃ = {iI+(u−1 + j3(θ), v∞(ûf + δ) + j4(θ), θ) | θ ∈ S2}.

such that j3 and j4 satisfy ∑
k≤5

(
‖(r /∇)kj3‖S̃ + ‖(r /∇)kj4‖S̃

)
≤ τ.

Consider also a mass M satisfying the smallness assumption of Proposition 16.1.7, a constant B ∈ R, and
a smooth function F : [v(R−2, u−1), v∞(ûf + δ)]→ R satisfying

|B|+ sup
v(R−2,u−1)≤v≤v∞(ûf+δ)

|F(v)| ≤ τ.

Then, provided τ and δ0 are sufficiently small, there exists a smooth foliation of the past outgoing cone,
C̃u−1

, of S̃ such that, on C̃u−1
,

µ†
`≥1

(ṽ, θ) = 0, (Ωω̂ − Ωω̂◦,M )`=0(ṽ) = F(ṽ),

for all ṽ ∈ [v(R−2, u−1), v∞(ûf + δ)], θ ∈ S2. Moreover,

∂ṽf
4
`=0(u−1, v∞(ûf + δ)) = B,

where f4 is the diffeomorphism which relates this foliation of C̃u−1 to the foliation of C̃u−1 obtained by
intersecting with the incoming cones Cv, for v(R−2, u−1) ≤ v ≤ v∞(ûf + δ), of the extended ûf normalised
gauge, so that v = ṽ + f3(ṽ, θ).

Proof. The proof is similar to that of Proposition 16.1.9. By Proposition 16.1.10, the goal is to construct a
function f4 : [v(R−2, u−1), v∞(ûf + δ)]× S2 → R satisfying[
/̃∆ log(1+∂ṽf

4(ṽ, θ))+
1

r2
log(1+∂ṽf

4(ṽ, θ))
]
˜̀≥1

=
[
−µ†(ṽ+f4, θ)+F ′µ†(f

4, /̃∇f4, /̃∇2f4, ∂ṽf
4, /̃∇∂ṽf4)

]
˜̀≥1

,

and
1

2

[
∂ṽ log(1 + ∂ṽf

4)(ṽ, ·)
]̃
`=0

= F(ṽ) +
[
Ωω̂◦(ṽ)− (1 + ∂ṽf

4(ṽ, ·))Ωω̂(ṽ + f4(ṽ, ·), ·)
]̃
`=0

,

along with the final conditions,

f4(v∞(ûf + δ), ·) = j4, ∂ṽf
4
`=0(v∞(ûf + δ)) = B,

where

F ′µ†(f
4, /̃∇f4, /̃∇2f4, ∂ṽf

4, /̃∇∂ṽf4) = Fµ†(f
4, /̃∇f4, /̃∇2f4, ∂ṽf

4, /̃∇∂ṽf4)

+
Ω2
◦

2r
Ω−1trχ(ṽ + f4, θ)

(
(1 + ∂ṽf

4(ṽ, θ))−1 − 1
)

+
1

r2
log(1 + ∂ṽf

4(ṽ, θ)),

427



and µ† and Ωω̂ denote the quantities of the gauge obtained by intersecting C̃u−1 with the incoming hypersur-
faces of the extended ûf normalised gauge (which, again, are arbitrarily close to their values of the extended
ûf normalised gauge provided τ and δ are sufficiently small). Define, therefore, f[0] = 0 and, for n ≥ 1,
iterates f[n] as solutions of

[
/∆[n−1] log(1 + ∂vf

4
[n](v, θ)) +

1

r2
log(1 + ∂vf

4
[n](v, θ))

]
(`≥1)[n−1]

=
[
− µ†(v + f4

[n−1], θ)

+ F ′µ†(f
4
[n−1], /∇f

4
[n−1], /∇

2
f4

[n−1], ∂vf
4
[n−1], /∇∂vf

4
[n−1])

]
(`≥1)[n−1]

, (16.1.34)

and

1

2

[
∂v log(1 + ∂vf

4
[n])(v, ·)

]
(`=0)[n−1]

= F(v) +
[
Ωω̂◦(v)− (1 + ∂vf

4
[n−1](v, ·))Ωω̂(v + f4

[n−1](v, ·), ·)
]
(`=0)[n−1]

,

(16.1.35)
along with the initial conditions,

f4
[n](v∞(ûf + δ), ·) = j4, ∂ṽ(f

4
[n])(`=0)[n−1]

(v∞(ûf + δ)) = B,

where (` ≥ 1)[n−1] and (` = 0)[n−1] denote the mode projections with respect to the spheres defined as the
level hypersurfaces of v[n−1], where v[n−1] is defined implicitly by v = v[n−1] + f4

[n−1](v[n−1], θ).

Consider some V < v∞(ûf + δ). As in the proof of Proposition 16.1.9 it follows by induction, using
an elliptic estimate for (16.1.34) and transport estimate for (16.1.35), that, provided v∞(ûf + δ) − V is
sufficiently small,

sup
V≤v≤v∞(ûf+δ)

∑
k≤5

‖(r /∇)kf4
[n]‖Su−1,v

. τ, sup
V≤v≤v∞(ûf+δ)

∑
k≤5

‖(r /∇)k∂vf
4
[n]‖Su−1,v

. τ, (16.1.36)

for all n, provided τ , v∞(ûf + δ)− V and ε are sufficiently small, and moreover,

sup
V≤v≤v∞(ûf+δ)

∑
k≤5

‖(r /∇)k(f4
[n+1] − f

4
[n])‖Su−1,v

. (v∞ − V ) sup
V≤v≤v∞(ûf+δ)

∑
k≤5

‖(r /∇)k(f4
[n] − f

4
[n−1])‖Su−1,v

.

Hence, if v∞(ûf + δ) − V is sufficiently small, the map which takes f4
[n] to f4

[n+1] is a contraction and the

sequence {f4
[n]} converges to a limit f4 on [V, v∞(ûf + δ)] satisfying the estimate (16.1.36).

As in the proof of Proposition 16.1.9, the proof follows from dividing the interval [v(R−2, u−1), v∞(ûf+δ)]
into subintervals of size v∞ − V and repeating the proof, using now the estimate (16.1.36) for f4 in place of
the assumptions on j4 and B. The desired smallness holds if τ is sufficiently small with respect to ûf +δ.

The proof of Proposition 16.1.7: foliation of cones of any sphere close to Sûf+δ,v∞(ûf+δ)

The proof of Proposition 16.1.7 can now be given.

Proof of Proposition 16.1.7. Overview: It will first be shown that, for any sphere close to Su−1,v∞(ûf+δ)

(rather than the sphere Sûf+δ,v∞(ûf+δ)), the desired foliations of its corresponding cones can be found.

Suppose therefore that S̃ is a sphere defined, in the (uI+ , vI+ , θI+) coordinate system, by smooth functions
j3, j4,

S̃ = {iI+(u−1 + j3(θ), v∞(ûf + δ) + j4(θ), θ) | θ ∈ S2}, (16.1.37)

where j3 and j4 satisfy ∑
k≤5

(
‖(r /∇)kj3‖Su−1,v∞

+ ‖(r /∇)kj4‖Su−1,v∞

)
≤ τ, (16.1.38)

so that S̃ is appropriately close to the sphere Su−1,v∞(ûf+δ).

Let C̃v∞(ûf+δ) denote the incoming null hypersurface of the sphere S̃ and let C̃u−1
denote the outgoing

null hypersurface of S̃. Let S̃ be identified with the standard sphere so that the S2 part of the diffeomorphisms
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relating the new double null foliation to the extended ûf normalised gauge satisfy f1 = f2 = 0 on S̃. It then
follows that

f4(u−1, v∞(ûf + δ), θ) = j4(θ), f3(u−1, v∞(ûf + δ), θ) = j3(θ),

for all θ ∈ S2.
Throughout the proof v∞ = v∞(ûf + δ).

The goal is to choose A, B, F , q appropriately so that the corresponding foliations of C̃v∞(ûf+δ) and

C̃u−1
of Proposition 16.1.9 and Proposition 16.1.11 give rise to a resulting spacetime double null foliation

with the desired properties. The constants A and B will be chosen to achieve, in the resulting spacetime
double null foliation,

(Ω−2
◦,MΩ2 − 1)`=0(u−1, v∞) = 0, (16.1.39)

and
(Ωtrχ− Ωtrχ◦,M )`=0(ûf + δ, v∞) = 0. (16.1.40)

The function q will be chosen so that, in the resulting spacetime double null foliation, the function F of
Proposition 16.1.9 satisfies

F = ∂u
((

Ω2 − Ω2
◦,M
)
`=0

)
− (Ωω̂ − Ωω̂◦,M )`=0. (16.1.41)

The conditions (16.1.39) and (16.1.41) will then imply that

(Ω2 − Ω2
◦,M )`=0(u, v∞) = 0,

for all u−1 ≤ u ≤ ûf +δ (see equation (16.1.29)). Finally, F will be chosen so that, in the resulting spacetime
double null foliation,

F(v) =
Ω2
◦,M

r3
(u−1, v)

1

2

∫ ûf+δ

u−1

∫ ûf+δ

ū

r3(Ω−1χ̂,Ω2α)`=0 (û, v∞) dûdū, (16.1.42)

as desired.
The desired A and B will be obtained as solutions of two nonlinear equations. The change of spacetime

gauge relations (4.3.31)–(4.3.36) give a nonlinear equation for A and B, involving j3, j4 and quantities in
the extended ûf normalised gauge, which guarantees that the condition (16.1.39) will be achieved in the
resulting spacetime double null foliation. The corresponding relation required to achieve (16.1.40) is more
complicated, however, due to the fact that (16.1.40) is a condition at (ûf + δ, v∞), rather than at (u−1, v∞).
To arrive at such an equation then, consider some given spacetime double null foliation. Equation (1.2.10)
can be used to relate (Ωtrχ−Ωtrχ◦)`=0(ûf + δ, v∞) to (Ωtrχ−Ωtrχ◦)`=0(u−1, v∞). The right hand side of
the equation involves quantities such as ρ− ρ◦, Ω−1χ̂, etc., which can be related, by Proposition 16.1.8, to
the corresponding quantities in the extended ûf normalised gauge, f3, ∂uf

3, and also the quantity Ω−1
◦ Ω.

This latter quantity can be re-expressed, using equation (1.2.21), in terms of Ωω̂−Ωω̂◦, which can again be
expressed in terms of f3 by Proposition 16.1.8, and Ω−1

◦ Ω(u−1, v∞) (see equation (16.1.30)). Using again
the change of spacetime gauge relations (4.3.31)–(4.3.36), Ω−1

◦ Ω(u−1, v∞) can then be expressed in terms of
A, B, j3, j4 and quantities in the extended ûf normalised gauge.

Similarly, in order to achieve the condition (16.1.41) the fact that Ω−1
◦ Ω(u−1, v∞) can be expressed in

terms of A, B, j3, j4 and quantities in the extended ûf normalised gauge is used to define q appropriately.
The result is a closed system for A and B which involves the f3(u) and ∂uf

3(u), for all u−1 ≤ u ≤ ûf +δ,
arising from the foliation of Proposition 16.1.9. Sequences of iterates {A[n]} and {B[n]} are defined and are
shown to be bounded, uniformly in n, from which it follows that there exist convergent subsequences. One
then considers the foliation of C̃v∞(ûf+δ) defined by the limits and Proposition 16.1.9. Given this foliation

of C̃v∞(ûf+δ), the quantities in (16.1.42) are all defined and C̃u−1
can be foliated, according to Proposition

16.1.11, with this F .
Equations: Suppose that, for some given A, q, the cone C̃v∞(ûf+δ) is foliated according to Proposition

16.1.9 and, for some given B, F , the outgoing hypersurface C̃u−1 , is foliated according to Proposition 16.1.11.
Suppose that these foliations are described as the level hypersurfaces of functions ũ and ṽ respectively. The
resulting spacetime double null foliation, obtained by considering the outgoing null cones associated to the
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spheres of constant ũ in C̃v∞(ûf+δ) and the incoming null cones associated to the spheres of constant ṽ in

C̃u−1
, is related to the extended ûf normalised double null foliation by functions f3, f4 satisfying

u = ũ+ f3(ũ, ṽ, θ̃), v = ṽ + f4(ũ, ṽ, θ̃), θA = θ̃A + fA(ũ, ṽ, θ̃), (16.1.43)

where f3(·, v∞(ûf + δ), ·) agrees with f3 of Proposition 16.1.9, f4(u−1, ·, ·) agrees with f4 of Proposition
16.1.11, and f1, f2 are defined so that

fA(u−1, v∞(ûf + δ), ·) ≡ 0, A = 1, 2,

and the spacetime metric takes the standard double null form. In particular,

f3(u−1, v∞(ûf + δ), ·) = j3, f4(u−1, v∞(ûf + δ), ·) = j4.

The change of spacetime gauge relations (4.3.36) and (4.3.43) then imply that

( ˜Ωtrχ− ˜Ωtrχ◦,M )`=0(u−1, v∞)− 2

r
(Ω̃2 − Ω̃2

◦,M )`=0(u−1, v∞) = −2Ω2

r
A+

2Ω2

r2
(j3 − j4)`=0

+ (Ωtrχ− Ωtrχ◦,M )(u−1 + j3, v∞ + j4)`=0 −
2

r
(Ω2 − Ω2

◦,M )(u−1 + j3, v∞ + j4)`=0 + E1, (16.1.44)

and

(Ω̃−2
◦,M Ω̃2−1)`=0(u−1, v∞) = A+B− 2M

r2
(j3− j4)`=0 + (Ω−2

◦,MΩ2−1)(u−1 + j3, v∞+ j4)`=0 +E2, (16.1.45)

where v∞ = v∞(ûf + δ) and E1, E2 are nonlinearities, as determined by the relations of Proposition 4.3.1
and Proposition 4.3.2, which both take the schematic form

E1 =
( ∑

k≤1
|γ1|,|γ2|≤1

ΠS̃Φ · (r /̃∇)kD̃γ1f(x−1) + D̃γ1f · (r /̃∇)kD̃γ2f(x−1)
)
`=0

,

E2 =
( ∑
|γ1|,|γ2|≤1

ΠS̃Φ · D̃γ1f(x−1) + D̃γ1f · D̃γ2f(x−1)
)
`=0

,

with x−1 = (u−1, v∞(ûf + δ), ·), and Ω̃ and ˜Ωtrχ denote the values of Ω and Ωtrχ in the resulting spacetime
double null foliation.

Note that equation (1.2.10) can be rewritten

Ω−1 /∇3 (Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦) = 2 /divη +
Ω2
◦

rΩ2
(Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦)−

Ω2
◦

rΩ2

(
Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦

)
+ 2

Ω2
◦

Ω2
(ρ− ρ◦)

− 4M

r3

(
1− Ω2

◦
Ω2

)
− 1

2Ω2

(
Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦

)
(Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦)

+ 2

(
1− Ω2

◦
Ω2

)
(ρ− ρ◦)− (Ω−1χ̂) · (Ωχ̂) + 2η · η,

and so,

( ˜Ωtrχ− ˜Ωtrχ◦)(u−1, v∞) = ( ˜Ωtrχ− ˜Ωtrχ◦)(ûf + δ, v∞) + G0(Ω̃−1
◦ Ω̃, ˜Ωtrχ− ˜Ωtrχ◦,

˜Ω−1χ̂, Ω̃χ̂, ρ̃, η̃),

for an appropriate function G0, which depends on the values of Ω̃−1
◦ Ω̃(u, v∞), ( ˜Ωtrχ − ˜Ωtrχ◦)(u, v∞), etc.

for all u−1 ≤ u ≤ ûf + δ. Recall equation (16.1.30) and note that, by Proposition 16.1.8, the quantities

Ω̃ω̂− Ω̃ω̂◦, ˜Ωtrχ− ˜Ωtrχ◦,
˜Ω−1χ̂, Ω̃χ̂, ρ̃, η̃ can be related to the corresponding quantities in the extended ûf

normalised gauge and f3 and its derivatives. It follows then that

( ˜Ωtrχ− ˜Ωtrχ◦,M )(u−1, v∞) = ( ˜Ωtrχ− ˜Ωtrχ◦,M )(ûf + δ, v∞)

+ G(Ω̃−1
◦,M Ω̃(u−1, v∞), f3, /∇f3, /∇2

f3, ∂uf
3, /∇∂uf3, /∇2

∂uf
3,M),

430



for some appropriate G, which depends on Ωω̂ − Ωω̂◦, Ωtrχ − Ωtrχ◦, etc. in the extended ûf normalised
gauge, and satisfies

v2
∞|G| .

ûf
v∞

sup
u−1≤u≤ûf+δ

∑
k≤2

(|(r /∇)kf3|+ |(r /∇)k∂uf
3|) + ûf sup

u−1≤u≤ûf+δ

∑
k≤2

(|(r /∇)kf3|2 + |(r /∇)k∂uf
3|2)

+
ûf
v∞
|Ω̃−1
◦ Ω̃(u−1, v∞)|+ ûf

v∞
|M −Mf |+

ûfε

v∞
. (16.1.46)

Moreover, the change of spacetime gauge relation (4.3.36) implies that

|Ω̃−1
◦,M Ω̃(u−1, v∞)− 1| .

∑
k≤1

(|(r /∇)kj3|+ |(r /∇)kj3|) + |∂uf3(u−1, v∞)|+ |∂vf3(u−1, v∞)|

+ |∂vf4(u−1, v∞)|+ |∂uf4(u−1, v∞)|+ |M −Mf |+ ε. (16.1.47)

The relations (4.3.31)–(4.3.36) moreover imply that, if τ and δ0 are sufficiently small,∑
k≤4

(
‖(r /∇)k∂uf

3‖Su−1,v∞
+ ‖(r /∇)k∂vf

3‖Su−1,v∞
+ ‖(r /∇)k∂uf

4‖Su−1,v∞
+ ‖(r /∇)k∂vf

4‖Su−1,v∞

)
.
∑
k≤5

(
‖(r /∇)kj3‖Su−1,v∞

+ ‖(r /∇)kj4‖Su−1,v∞

)
+ |A|+ |B|, (16.1.48)

since fA(u−1, v∞, ·) = 0 and b̃(u−1, v∞, ·) = 0.
The goal then is to find A and B such that

G(Ω̃−1
◦,M Ω̃(u−1, v∞), f3, /∇f3, /∇2

f3, ∂uf
3, /∇∂uf3, /∇2

∂uf
3,M) = −2Ω2

r
A+

2Ω2

r2
(j3 − j4)`=0

+ (Ωtrχ− Ωtrχ◦,M )(u−1 + j3, v∞ + j4)`=0 −
2

r
(Ω2 − Ω2

◦,M )(u−1 + j3, v∞ + j4)`=0 + E1,

and

0 = A+B − 2M

r2
(j3 − j4)`=0 + (Ω−2

◦,MΩ2 − 1)(u−1 + j3, v∞ + j4)`=0 + E2,

where f3 denotes the change of foliation of the cone arising from Proposition 16.1.9 with ∂uf
3
`=0(u−1, v∞) = A

and
q = Ω̃−1

◦,M Ω̃(u−1, v∞),

where Ω̃−1
◦,M Ω̃(u−1, v∞) can be computed from A, B, j3, j4 from the relations (4.3.31)–(4.3.36).

Definition of iterates: In order to begin the iteration, define first

A[1] = q = 0.

Consider the foliation of C̃v∞ arising from Proposition 16.1.9 with A = A[1] = 0 and q = q[1] = 0. This

foliation of C̃v∞ , described by the level hypersurfaces of a function u[1], is related to u by a function f3
[1] by

u = u[1] + f3
[1](u[1], θ).

The corresponding geometric quantities of this foliation of C̃v∞ , defined by (16.1.23)–(16.1.26), are denoted
η[1], Ωω̂[1] etc.

Define also

B[1] = 0, F[1](v) =
Ω2
◦,M

r3
(u−1, v)F[1](u−1),

F[1](u−1) =
1

2

∫ ûf+δ

u−1

∫ ûf+δ

ū

r3(Ω−1χ̂[1],Ω
2α[1])`=0 (û, v∞(ûf + δ)) dûdū,
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and consider the foliation of C̃u−1 arising from Proposition 16.1.11 with B = B[1] = 0 and F = F[1]. This

foliation of C̃u−1
, described by the level hypersurfaces of a function v[1], is related to v by a function f4

[1] by

v = v[1] + f4
[1](v[1], θ).

Similarly, for n ≥ 2, inductively define E1
[n−1] and E2

[n−1] by replacing f with f[n−1] in the definition of

E1 and E2 respectively. Schematically,

E1
[n−1] =

( ∑
k≤1

|γ1|,|γ2|≤1

ΠS̃Φ · ((r /∇)kDγ1f)[n−1](x−1) + (Dγ1f)[n−1] · ((r /∇)kDγ2f)[n−1](x−1)
)
`=0

.

E2
[n−1] =

( ∑
|γ1|,|γ2|≤1

ΠS̃Φ · (Dγ1f)[n−1](x−1) + (Dγ1f)[n−1] · (Dγ2f)[n−1](x−1)
)
`=0

.

Define moreover,

F1 =
1

r
(j3 − j4)`=0 +

r

2Ω2
◦,M

(Ωtrχ−Ωtrχ◦,M )(u−1 + j3, v∞ + j4)`=0 − (Ω−2
◦,MΩ2 − 1)(u−1 + j3, v∞ + j4)`=0,

F2 =
2M

r2
(j3 − j4)`=0 − (Ω−2

◦,MΩ2 − 1)(u−1 + j3, v∞ + j4)`=0,

A[n] = F1 +
r

2Ω2
◦,M

(
G[n−1] + E1

[n−1]

)
, q[n] = Ω−1

◦,MΩ[n−1](u−1, v∞),

where

G[n−1] = G(Ω−1
◦,MΩ[n−1](u−1, v∞), f3

[n−1], /∇f
3
[n−1], /∇

2
f3

[n−1], ∂uf
3
[n−1], /∇∂uf

3
[n−1], /∇

2
∂uf

3
[n−1],M).

Consider the foliation of C̃v∞ arising from Proposition 16.1.9 with A = A[n] and q = q[n]. This foliation of

C̃v∞ , described by the level hypersurfaces of a function u[n], is related to u by a function f3
[n] by

u = u[n] + f3
[n](u[n], θ).

The corresponding geometric quantities of this foliation of C̃v∞ , defined by (16.1.23)–(16.1.26), are denoted
η[n], Ωω̂[n] etc.

Define now

B[n] = F2 − E2
[n−1] −A[n], F[n](v) =

Ω2
◦,M

r3
(u−1, v)F[n](u−1),

F[n](u−1) =
1

2

∫ ûf+δ

u−1

∫ ûf+δ

ū

r3(Ω−1χ̂[n],Ω
2α[n])`=0 (û, v∞(ûf + δ)) dûdū.

Consider the foliation of C̃u−1
arising from Proposition 16.1.11 with B = B[n] and F = F[n]. This foliation

of C̃u−1 , described by the level hypersurfaces of a function v[n], is related to v by a function f4
[n] by

v = v[n] + f4
[n](v[n], θ).

Estimates and existence of limits: It will be shown, by induction, that

r2|G[n]| ≤ τ + ε, r2|E1
[n]|+ r|E2

[n]| ≤ τ +
ε

v∞
,

for all n. The estimate trivially holds for n = 0. Assume the estimate is true for some n− 1.
By definition,

|A[n]| . |F1|+ r

2Ω2
◦

(
|G[n−1]|+ |E1

[n−1]|
)
, |B[n]| . |F2|+ |E2

[n−1]|+ |F
1|+ r

2Ω2
◦

(
|G[n−1]|+ |E1

[n−1]|
)
,
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and so it follows, from the inductive hypothesis, that

r|A[n]|+ r|B[n]| . τ +
ε

v∞
. (16.1.49)

Proposition 16.1.8 implies that,

/∆[n] log(1 + ∂uf
3
[n](u, θ)) =

[
− µ(u+ f3

[n], θ) + Fµ( /∇f3
[n], /∇

2
f3

[n], ∂uf
3
[n], /∇∂uf

3
[n])
]
(`≥1)[n]

, (16.1.50)

where Fµ is as in Proposition 16.1.8, and

1

2

[
∂ũ log(1 + ∂uf

3
[n])
]
(`=0)[n]

(u) = F [n−1](u) + Ωω̂◦,M (u)−
[
(1 + ∂uf

3
[n](u, ·))Ωω̂(u+ f3

[n](u, ·), ·)
]
(`=0)[n]

,

(16.1.51)
where /∆[n] denotes the Laplacian, (` ≥ 1)[n] and (` = 0)[n] denote the appropriate mode projections, of the

spheres defined by the level hypersurfaces of u[n] in C̃v∞(ûf+δ), and

F [n−1] = F((Ωω̂ − Ωω̂◦,M )[n], (Ωtrχ− Ωtrχ◦,M )[n],Ω
−1
◦,MΩ[n−1](u−1, v∞, ·)).

The estimate (16.1.48) implies that, if τ is sufficiently small,∑
k≤4

(
‖(r /∇)k∂uf

3
[n]‖Su−1,v∞

+ ‖(r /∇)k∂vf
3
[n]‖Su−1,v∞

+ ‖(r /∇)k∂uf
4
[n]‖Su−1,v∞

+ ‖(r /∇)k∂vf
4
[n]‖Su−1,v∞

)
.
∑
k≤5

(
‖(r /∇)kj3‖Su−1,v∞

+ ‖(r /∇)kj4‖Su−1,v∞

)
+ |A[n]|+ |B[n]|,

from which it follows, using also (16.1.49), that

|E1
[n]| .

ε

r2
(τ + εv−1

∞ ) + τ2, |E2
[n]| .

ε

r
(τ + εv−1

∞ ) + τ2.

Recalling (16.1.28), an estimate for the system (16.1.50)–(16.1.51) gives

sup
u−1≤u≤ûf+δ

∑
k≤4

(
‖(r /∇)kf3

[n]‖Su,v∞ + ‖(r /∇)kf3
[n]‖Su,v∞

)
.
∑
k≤5

(
‖(r /∇)kj3‖Su−1,v∞

+ ‖(r /∇)kj4‖Su−1,v∞

)
+ |A[n]|+ |B[n]|+ |M −Mf |.

The estimates (16.1.46) and (16.1.47) then combine to give, provided ε̂0 and τ are sufficiently small,

v2
∞|G[n]| .

ûf
v∞

(∑
k≤5

(
‖(r /∇)kj3‖Su−1,v∞

+ ‖(r /∇)kj4‖Su−1,v∞

)
+ |A[n]|+ |B[n]|+ |M −Mf |+ ε

)
.

The induction is completed after inserting (16.1.49) and taking τ to be suitably small.
From (16.1.49) it follows that there exists a subsequences of {A[n]} and {B[n]} which converge to limits

A and B respectively, from which the desired foliations are constructed.
Achieving any final sphere: It remains to show that, for any final sphere S defined, in the extended ûf
normalised coordinate system, by functions s3, s4,

S = {iI+(ûf + δ + s3(θ), v∞(ûf + δ) + s4(θ), θ) | θ ∈ S2},

which satisfy ∑
k≤5

(
‖(r /∇)ks3‖S2 + ‖(r /∇)ks4‖S2

)
≤ τ,

the desired foliations of the corresponding null hypersurfaces exist. This fact is established by showing that
any such functions s3, s4 are attained by suitable functions j3, j4 as above. More precisely, this fact is
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established by showing that, for any such functions s3, s4, there exist functions j3, j4 such that, in the
above double foliation corresponding to the initial sphere (16.1.37) described by j3, j4 satisfying (16.1.38),
the functions f3 and f4 which relate this new double null foliation to the extended ûf normalised double
null foliation, (16.1.43), satisfy

f3(ûf + δ, v∞(ûf + δ), θ) = s3(θ), f4(ûf + δ, v∞(ûf + δ), θ) = s4(θ).

Indeed, for any such j3, j4 as above, one writes, with v∞ = v∞(ûf + δ),

f3(ûf + δ, v∞, θ) = j3(θ) +

∫ ûf+δ

u−1

∂uf
3(u, v∞, θ)du, f4(ûf + δ, v∞, θ) = j4(θ) +

∫ ûf+δ

u−1

∂uf
4(u, v∞, θ)du.

The result then follows, after taking τ and ε̂0 suitably small, from defining suitable iterates j3
[n] and j4

[n] and

using the fact that if j3
[n] and j4

[n] satisfy (16.1.38) then the corresponding diffeomorphism functions f3
[n] and

f4
[n] satisfy, ∫ ûf+δ

u−1

|∂uf3
[n](u, v∞)|du+

∫ ûf+δ

u−1

|∂uf4
[n](u, v∞)|du . ûf

( τ

v∞
+ τ2

)
.

Remark 16.1.12. In the linear setting of Proposition 2.2.6, one can distill from the proof of Proposi-
tion 16.1.7 an analogous linear statement, namely that, for any solution S̃ of the linearised equations
around Schwarzschild of mass Mf , there exist functions f3(u, θ), f4(v, θ), with f3(uf , ·) = 0, f4(v∞, ·) = 0,
which generate a pure gauge solution (see Section 6 of [DHR]), denoted Gfoliations, such that the solution
S̃ + Gfoliations of the linearised equations satisfies the linearised analogues of (16.1.17)–(16.1.21). Indeed, in
the notation of [DHR], by the linearised analogues of the relations of Proposition 16.1.8, Proposition 16.1.10
and the the relations (4.3.36) and (4.3.43), it suffices to find f3(u, θ) satisfying the equations

/∆∂uf
3
`≥1 +

1

r

(
1− 4Mf

r

)
/∆f3

`≥1 −
6MfΩ2

r4
f3
`≥1 = −

(
/div

(1)

η +
(1)

ρ
)S̃
`≥1

(·, v∞, ·),

1

2
∂2
uf

3
`=0 −

Mf

r2
∂uf

3
`=0 −

2MfΩ2

r3
f3
`=0 = − (1)

ωS̃
`=0(·, v∞),

and f4(v, θ) satisfying the equations

/∆∂vf
4
`≥1 +

Ω2

r2
∂vf

4
`≥1 +

2Mf

r2
/∆f4

`≥1 +
Ω2

r3

(
1 +

4Mf

r

)
f4
`≥1

= −
(
/div

(1)

η +
(1)

ρ+
1

2r

(1)(
Ωtrχ

)
+

Ω2

r2
2Ω−1

(1)

Ω
)S̃
`≥1

(uf , ·, ·),

1

2
∂2
vf

4
`=0 +

Mf

r2
∂vf

4
`=0 −

2MfΩ2

r3
f4
`=0 = − (1)

ωS̃
`=0(uf , ·),

along with the final conditions

f3(uf , ·) = f4(v∞, ·) = 0,

∂uf
3
`=0(uf ) + ∂vf

4
`=0(v∞) = −2Ω−1

(1)

ΩS̃
`=0(uf , v∞),

∂uf
3
`=0(uf ) =

( r

2Ω2

(1)

(Ωtrχ)− 2Ω−1
(1)

Ω
)S̃
`=0

(uf , v∞),

(the latter two being the linear analogues of (16.1.44) and (16.1.45)) where r = rMf
is defined by (1.3.2), /∆

now denotes the Laplacian of the round sphere of radius r, and ` ≥ 1 now denote projections with respect to
the spherical harmonics of the round sphere, etc. In this simplified linear setting, the proofs of Propositions
16.1.9, 16.1.11, and 16.1.7 reduce to showing the existence of functions f3(u, θ) and f4(v, θ) satisfying these
linear equations.
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Remark 16.1.13. Recall the double null parametrisation (5.5.6) of Theorem 5.5.2, and let u0
f be as defined

in Section 1.3.5. The proof of Proposition 16.1.7 can easily be adapted to yield the statement that, for any
sphere,

S = {iEF (u0
f + s3(θ), v∞(u0

f ) + s4(θ), θ) | θ ∈ S2}, (16.1.52)

defined by smooth functions s3, s4 : S2 → R, and any mass M > 0, satisfying∑
k≤5

(
‖(r /∇)ks3‖S2 + ‖(r /∇)ks4‖S2

)
+ |M −Minit| ≤ τ,

for some τ sufficiently small, then, if ε̂0 is sufficiently small, there exists a smooth foliation of the past in-
coming cone, C̃v∞(u0

f ), of S and a smooth foliation of the past outgoing cone, C̃u−1
, of the sphere S̃u−1,v∞(u0

f )

(defined to be the sphere at parameter time u−1−u0
f in the past of S along C̃v∞(u0

f )) such that the geometric

quantities of the associated spacetime double null foliation satisfy (16.1.17)–(16.1.21) with u0
f in place of

ûf + δ. Indeed, the proof is adapted by replacing the role of the δ1 extended ûf normalised I+ gauge of The-
orem 16.1.1 with the double null parametrisation (5.5.6) of Theorem 5.5.2, and exploiting only the smallness
of ε̂0 (which may depend on u0

f ) in place of the smallness of δ0.

16.1.2.2 Existence of a new good sphere and mass: the proof of Theorem 16.1.2

The remaining defining conditions of the ûf + δ normalised I+ gauge, namely,(
Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦,Mûf+δ

)
`≥2

(ûf + δ, v∞(ûf + δ), θ) = 0 for all θ ∈ S2; (16.1.53)(
/divΩβ

)
`=1

(ûf + δ, v∞(ûf + δ), θ) = 0 for all θ ∈ S2; (16.1.54)(
Ω−1trχ− (Ω−1trχ)◦,Mûf+δ

)
(ûf + δ, v∞(ûf + δ), θ) = 0 for all θ ∈ S2; (16.1.55)

1

2
(r3ρ`=0)(ûf + δ, v∞(ûf + δ)) = −Mûf+δ; (16.1.56)

b(u, v∞(ûf + δ), θ) = 0 for all u ∈ [u−1, ûf + δ], θ ∈ S2, (16.1.57)

for some Mûf+δ = Mf (ûf + δ, λ), along with the anchoring conditions of Definition 5.6.1 (using the notation
of Definition 5.6.1)

f3
d,I+(u−1, v∞(ûf + δ))`=0 = 0, (16.1.58)

fAd,I+(u−1, v∞(ûf + δ), θ1
0, θ

2
0) = 0, A = 1, 2, (16.1.59)

∂fAd,I+

∂θ1
(u−1, v∞(ûf + δ), θ1

0, θ
2
0) = 0, A = 1, 2, (16.1.60)

will be achieved by iteratively solving for a suitable sphere S̊ and considering the resulting spacetime double
null foliation generated by Proposition 16.1.7.

Note that the inclusion (5.6.12) is trivially satisfied, provided δ0 is sufficiently small, by continuity and
the improved bootstrap assumptions of Theorem C.

Proof of Theorem 16.1.2. Let λ ∈ R(ûf ) be fixed. Note that any two smooth functions h3, h4 : S2 → R and
a diffeomorphism /H : S2 → S2 define a new final sphere given (in the coordinate system of the extended ûf
normalised gauge) by

S̊ = {iI+(ûf + δ + h3(θ), v∞(ûf + δ) + h4(θ), /H(θ)) | θ ∈ S2}. (16.1.61)

Recall the domain (2.2.3). Any such sphere S̊ (provided h3 ◦ /H−1
and h4 ◦ /H−1

are sufficiently small) defines,

by Proposition 16.1.7 (with s3 = h3 ◦ /H−1
, s4 = h4 ◦ /H−1

), a unique double null parametrisation

ĩ : ZI+(ûf + δ)→M,
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such that the associated geometric quantities satisfy the gauge conditions of Proposition 16.1.7, (16.1.57)
holds, the image of S2 under ĩ(ûf + δ, v∞(ûf + δ), ·) is the sphere S̊, and

ĩ(ûf + δ, v∞(ûf + δ), ·) = ψ−1,

where ψ : S̊ → S2 is the canonical diffeomorphism of Proposition 4.4.1 arising from the normalised induced
metric r−2g|S̊ and p ∈ S̊, v ∈ TpS̊ chosen so that the diffeomorphisms relating this double null parametrisa-

tion to the initial Eddington–Finkelstein gauge (5.6.2) satisfies (16.1.59), (16.1.60). Note that, if δ, h3 ◦ /H−1

and h4 ◦ /H−1
are sufficiently small then ĩ(ZI+(ûf + δ)) ⊂ i(ZI+(ûf , δ1)) (recalling (16.1.2) and Theorem

16.1.1) where i (see (4.1.1)) is the local parametrisation of the extended ûf normalised I+ gauge, and, by
the compactness of the domain ZI+(ûf + δ), the parametrisation ĩ can be made arbitrarily close to the

parametrisation i. It follows that the inclusion (16.1.8) implies that the cones C̃I
+

u of the parametrisation ĩ
satisfy ⋃

u−1≤u≤u2

C̃I
+

u ⊂ DEF (u3) ∩ {u−1 − 3Cε ≤ udata ≤ u2 + 3Cε},

and in particular the diffeomophism functions appearing in (16.1.57), (16.1.59), (16.1.60) are well defined.
The goal is to find appropriate h3, h4, /H so that this double null foliation satisfies (16.1.53)–(16.1.56) and
(16.1.58).

Using the expressions (4.3.37), (4.3.38), (4.3.39), (4.3.40), (4.3.43), (4.3.44), (4.3.49) for how geometric
quantities change under a change of gauge, along with the gauge conditions (16.1.17), (16.1.18), (16.1.19) of
Proposition 16.1.7 (with M = Mûf+δ), it follows that the goal is to find Mûf+δ and functions h3, h4 : S2 → R
and a diffeomorphism /H : S2 → S2 such that

[
2 /̃∆ /̃∆h3(θ) +

2

r2

(
3− 8Mf

r

)
/̃∆h3(θ)−

2Ω2
◦,Mf

r2
/̃∆h4(θ) + a1(Mf ,Mûf+δ, r, r̃)

]
`≥2

(16.1.62)

=
[
− Ω−2

◦,Mf
/∆Ωtrχ(xδ + f(xδ))− r−2(Ωtrχ− Ωtrχ◦,Mf

)(xδ + f(xδ))− 2r−1m + E1
]
`≥2

,[6Mf

r3

(
1− 2Mf

r

)
/̃∆h3(θ)

]
`=1

=
[
/divΩβ(xδ + f(xδ)) + E2

]
`=1

, (16.1.63)[
2 /̃∆ /̃∆h4(θ) +

4

r2

(
1− 3Mf

r

)
/̃∆h4(θ) + a3(Mf ,Mûf+δ, r, r̃)

]
`≥1

(16.1.64)

=
[
− /∆Ω−1trχ(xδ + f(xδ))−

2

r
m−

Ω2
◦,Mf

r2

(
Ω−1trχ− Ω−1trχ◦,Mf

)
(xδ + f(xδ)) + E3

]
`≥1

,[
a4(Mf ,Mûf+δ, r, r̃)

]
`=0

(16.1.65)

=
[
−
(
Ω−1trχ− Ω−2

◦,Mf
(Ωtrχ)◦,Mf

)
(xδ + f(xδ)) + Ω−2

◦,Mf

(
Ωtrχ− Ωtrχ◦,Mf

)
(xδ + f(xδ)) + E4

]
`=0

,

h3
`=0(ûf + δ, v∞(ûf + δ)) =

∫ ûf+δ

u−1

∂u
(
f3
`=0

)
(u, v∞(ûf + δ))du, (16.1.66)

1

2
(r̃3ρ̃`=0)(ûf + δ, v∞(ûf + δ)) = −Mûf+δ, (16.1.67)

where /̃∆ is the Laplacian of the new sphere S̊, and the mode projections refer to the modes of the new sphere
S̊, and such that, if ψ : S̊ → S2 denotes the canonical diffeomorphism of Proposition 4.4.1 arising from the
sphere defined by (16.1.61) with the normalised induced metric r−2g|S̊ and p ∈ S̊, v ∈ TpS̊ chosen so that
(16.1.59), (16.1.60) are satisfied, then

ψ ◦ i(ûf + δ + h3(θ), v∞(ûf + δ) + h4(θ), /H(θ)) = θ, (16.1.68)

for all θ ∈ S2, where i (see (4.1.1)) is the local parametrisation of the extended ûf normalised I+ gauge.
Here xδ = xδ(θ) denotes the point xδ = (ûf + δ, v∞(ûf + δ), θ),

xδ + f(xδ) = (ûf + δ + f3(ûf + δ, v∞, θ), v∞ + f4(ûf + δ, v∞, θ), /F (ûf + δ, v∞, θ)),
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where v∞ = v∞(ûf + δ), and E1, E2, E3 are nonlinearities determined by the appropriate nonlinearities in
the relations (4.3.37), (4.3.38), (4.3.39), (4.3.40), (4.3.43), (4.3.44), (4.3.49). The functions f1, f2, f3, f4

denote the diffeomorphisms relating the new double null foliation defined by the sphere S̊ (whose double
null coordinates are denoted (ũ, ṽ, θ̃)), to the extended ûf normalised I+ double null foliation, so that

u = ũ+ f3(ũ, ṽ, θ̃), v = ṽ + f4(ũ, ṽ, θ̃), θA = /F
A

(ũ, ṽ, θ̃) = θ̃A + fA(ũ, ṽ, θ̃). (16.1.69)

Note that the condition (16.1.68) guarantees that

h3(θ) = f3(ûf + δ, v∞, θ), h4(θ) = f4(ûf + δ, v∞, θ), /H(θ) = /F (ûf + δ, v∞, θ),

with v∞ = v∞(ûf + δ). The quantity m is defined by

m = /̃∆∂vf
4 +

Ω2
◦,Mf

r2
∂vf

4 +
2Mf

r2
/̃∆h4 −

Ω2
◦,Mf

r
/̃∆h3 + a(Mf ,Mûf+δ, r, r̃),

where a is a smooth function, determined from the relations (4.3.37), (4.3.38), (4.3.40), (4.3.44) and (4.3.49),
such that

|a(Mf ,Mûf+δ, r, r̃) +
Ω2
◦,Mf

r3

(
1 +

4Mf

r

)
(h3 − h4)| . |h|2 + |Mf −Mûf+δ|2.

Note that µ̃†(xδ) = µ†(xδ + f(xδ)) + m(xδ) +O(ε2). The functions ai are smooth for each i and satisfy

∣∣a1(Mf ,Mûf+δ, r, r̃)−
4Ω2
◦,Mf

r4
(h3(θ)− h4(θ))

∣∣ . |h|2 + |Mf −Mûf+δ|2,∣∣a3(Mf ,Mûf+δ, r, r̃)−
12MfΩ2

◦,Mf

r5
(h3(θ)− h4(θ))

∣∣ . |h|2 + |Mf −Mûf+δ|2,∣∣a4(Mf ,Mûf+δ, r, r̃) +
4

r2

(
1− 3Mf

r

)
(h3(θ)− h4(θ))

∣∣ . |h|2 + |Mf −Mûf+δ|.

The function r̃ is the rM (see (1.3.2)) associated to the ĩ double null parametrisation and mass M = Mûf+δ,
and r is the rM associated to the extended ûf normalised I+ double null gauge, with mass M = Mf . In
particular, in the coordinates associated to the ĩ double null parametrisation,

r̃(u, v, θ) = rMûf+δ
(u, v), r(u, v, θ) = rMf

(u+ f3(u, v, θ), v + f4(u, v, θ)).

Schematically, the nonlinear terms take the form, for i = 1, 2, 3, 4,

Ei(θ) =
∑

|γ1|,|γ2|≤4

ΠS̃ΦMf
·Dγ1f(xδ) + Dγ1f ·Dγ2f(xδ). (16.1.70)

The quantities /∆Ωtrχ, µ†, Φ etc. refer to the quantities in the extended ûf normalised gauge.
Indeed, given a solution to the system (16.1.62)–(16.1.67), it follows from the expressions (4.3.31)–(4.3.50)

for how geometric quantities change under a change of gauge, together with the fact that the gauge conditions
(16.1.17), (16.1.18), (16.1.19) of Proposition 16.1.7 already hold, that the gauge conditions (16.1.53)–(16.1.56)
hold in the spacetime double null foliation obtained from Proposition 16.1.7 using the new sphere defined

by the functions s3 = h3 ◦ /H−1
, s4 = h4 ◦ /H−1

.
Consider the following sequence of iterates. Let h[0] = /H [0] = f[0] = 0, ρ[0] = ρ. For n ≥ 1, M[n], h[n]

and f[n] are defined inductively as follows. Given ρ[n−1], let

M[n−1] := −1

2
(r3ρ`=0)[n−1](ûf + δ, v∞(ûf + δ)),
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and, given h[n−1] and f[n−1], consider the equations,[
2 /∆[n−1] /∆[n−1]h

3
[n](θ) +

2

r2
[n−1]

(
3− 8Mf

r[n−1]

)
/∆[n−1]h

3
[n](θ)−

2

r2
[n−1]

(
1− 2Mf

r[n−1]

)
/∆[n−1]h

4
[n](θ)

+
4

r4
[n−1]

(
1− 2Mf

r[n−1]

)
(h3

[n](θ)− h
4
[n](θ))

]
(`≥2)[n−1]

=
[
G1

[n−1] + E1
[n−1] +A1

[n−1]

]
(`≥2)[n−1]

, (16.1.71)[ 6Mf

r3
[n−1]

(
1− 2Mf

r[n−1]

)
/∆[n−1]h

3
[n](θ)

]
(`=1)[n−1]

=
[
G2

[n−1] + E2
[n−1] +A2

[n−1]

]
(`=1)[n−1]

, (16.1.72)

2 /∆[n−1] /∆[n−1]h
4
[n](θ) +

4

r2
[n−1]

(
1− 3Mf

r[n−1]

)
/∆[n−1]h

4
[n](θ) +

12Mf

r5
[n−1]

(
1− 2Mf

r[n−1]

)
(h3

[n](θ)− h
4
[n](θ))

=
[
G3

[n−1] + E3
[n−1] +A3

[n−1]

]
(`≥1)[n−1]

, (16.1.73)

− 4

r2
[n−1]

(
1− 3Mf

r[n−1]

)
(h3

[n](θ)− h
4
[n](θ)) =

[
G4

[n−1] + E4
[n−1] +A4

[n−1]

]
(`=0)[n−1]

, (16.1.74)

(h3
`=0)[n](ûf + δ, v∞(ûf + δ)) =

∫ ûf+δ

u−1

∂u
(
f3
`=0

)
[n]

(u, v∞(ûf + δ))du, (16.1.75)

where, /∆ = /∆[n−1] is the Laplacian of the sphere defined by h[n−1] (see (16.1.77) below), the notation
(` ≥ 1)[n−1] is used for the projection to ` ≥ 1 associated the spheres of the double foliation defined by
h[n−1], and, schematically,

Ei[n−1](θ) =
∑

|γ1|,|γ2|≤4

ΠS[n−1]
ΦMf

·Dγ1f[n−1](xδ) + Dγ1f[n−1] ·Dγ2f[n−1](xδ).

Again,

xδ + f[n−1](xδ) = (ûf + δ+ f3
[n−1](ûf + δ, v∞, θ), v∞+ f4

[n−1](ûf + δ, v∞, θ), /F [n−1](ûf + δ, v∞, θ)), (16.1.76)

where v∞ = v∞(ûf + δ). The functions Gi[n−1] are defined by

G1
[n−1] =− Ω−2

◦,Mf
/∆Ωtrχ(xδ + f[n−1](xδ))− r−2(Ωtrχ− Ωtrχ◦)(xδ + f[n−1](xδ))− 2r−1m[n−1](xδ),

G2
[n−1] = /divΩβ(xδ + f[n−1](xδ)),

G3
[n−1] =− /∆Ω−1trχ(xδ + f[n−1](xδ))− Ω2

◦,Mf
r−2
(
Ω−1trχ− Ω−1trχ◦,Mf

)
(xδ + f[n−1](xδ))− 2r−1m[n−1](xδ),

G4
[n−1] =−

(
Ω−1trχ− Ω−2

◦,Mf
(Ωtrχ)◦,Mf

)
(xδ + f[n−1](xδ)) + Ω−2

◦,Mf

(
Ωtrχ− Ωtrχ◦,Mf

)
(xδ + f[n−1](xδ)),

where

m[n−1] = /∆[n−1]∂vf
4
[n−1] +

Ω2
◦,Mf

r2
∂vf

4
[n−1] +

2Mf

r2
/∆[n−1]h

4
[n−1]−

Ω2
◦,Mf

r
/∆[n−1]h

3
[n−1] +a(Mf ,M[n−1], r, r[n−1]),
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and the functions Ai[n−1] are defined by

A1
[n−1] =

[ 2

r2
[n−1]

(
3− 8Mf

r[n−1]

)
− 2

r2

(
3− 8Mf

r

)]
/∆[n−1]h

3
[n−1](θ) +

4

r4
[n−1]

(
1− 2Mf

r[n−1]

)
(h3

[n−1](θ)− h
4
[n−1](θ))

−
[ 2

r2
[n−1]

(
1− 2Mf

r[n−1]

)
− 2

r2

(
1− 2Mf

r

)]
/∆[n−1]h

4
[n−1](θ)− a1(Mf ,M[n−1], r, r[n−1]),

A2
[n−1] =

[ 6Mf

r3
[n−1]

(
1− 2Mf

r[n−1]

)
− 6Mf

r3

(
1− 2Mf

r

)]
/∆[n−1]h

3
[n−1](θ),

A3
[n−1] =

[ 4

r2
[n−1]

(
1− 3Mf

r[n−1]

)
− 4

r2

(
1− 3Mf

r

)]
/∆[n−1]h

4
[n−1](θ)

+
12Mf

r5
[n−1]

(
1− 2Mf

r[n−1]

)
(h3

[n−1](θ)− h
4
[n−1](θ))− a3(Mf ,M[n−1], r, r[n−1]),

A4
[n−1] =− a4(Mf ,M[n−1], r, r[n−1]) +

4

r2
[n−1]

(
1− 3Mf

r[n−1]

)
(h3

[n−1](θ)− h
4
[n−1](θ)),

r[n−1] is the rM (see (1.3.2)) associated to the i[n−1] double null parametrisation and mass M = M[n−1], and
r is the rM associated to the extended ûf normalised I+ double null gauge, with mass M = Mf , so that, in
the coordinates associated to the i[n−1] double null parametrisation,

r[n−1](ûf + δ, v∞, θ) = rM[n−1]
(ûf + δ, v∞),

r(ûf + δ, v∞, θ) = rMf
(ûf + δ + f3

[n−1](ûf + δ, v∞, θ), v + f4
[n−1](ûf + δ, v∞, θ)),

with v∞ = v∞(ûf + δ).
It follows from standard elliptic theory that there exist unique solutions h3

[n], h
4
[n] of the linear elliptic

system (16.1.71), (16.1.72), (16.1.73) which are supported on (` ≥ 1)[n−1]. Moreover the unique solutions
h3

[n], h
4
[n] of (16.1.74), (16.1.75) are supported on (` = 0)[n−1]. Define, therefore

h3
[n] = (h3

[n])(`=0)[n−1]
+ (h3

[n])(`≥1)[n−1]
, h4

[n] = (h4
[n])(`=0)[n−1]

+ (h4
[n])(`≥1)[n−1]

,

where the functions (h3
[n])(`≥1)[n−1]

, (h4
[n])(`≥1)[n−1]

are the unique solutions of the system (16.1.71), (16.1.72),

(16.1.73) and the functions (h3
[n])(`=0)[n−1]

, (h4
[n])(`=0)[n−1]

are the unique solutions of (16.1.74), (16.1.75).

Such solutions h3
[n], h

4
[n], together with the “previous” spherical diffeomorphism /H [n−1], define an “n-th”

sphere S[n], expressed in the (uI+ , vI+ , θI+) coordinate system of the extended ûf normalised I+ gauge by

S[n] = {iI+(ûf + δ + h3
[n](θ), v∞(ûf + δ) + h4

[n](θ), /H [n−1](θ)) | θ ∈ S2}. (16.1.77)

Each such sphere S[n] defines (provided h3
[n] ◦ /H

−1
[n−1] and h4

[n] ◦ /H
−1
[n−1] are sufficiently small), by Proposition

16.1.7 (with s3 = h3
[n] ◦ /H

−1
[n−1], s

4 = h4
[n] ◦ /H

−1
[n−1]), a unique double null parametrisation

i[n] : ZI+(ûf + δ)→M,

such that the associated geometric quantities satisfy the gauge conditions of Proposition 16.1.7, (16.1.57)
holds, the image of S2 under i[n](ûf + δ, v∞(ûf + δ), ·) is the sphere S[n], and

i[n](ûf + δ, v∞(ûf + δ), ·) = ψ−1
[n] ,

where ψ[n] : S[n] → S2 is the canonical diffeomorphism of Proposition 4.4.1 arising from the normalised

induced metric r−2
[n] g|S[n]

and p ∈ S[n], v ∈ TpS[n] chosen so that the diffeomorphisms relating this double null

parametrisation to the initial Eddington–Finkelstein gauge (5.6.2) satisfies, using the notation of Definition
5.6.1,

(f[n])
A
d,I+(u−1, v∞(ûf + δ), θ1

0, θ
2
0) = ∂θ1(f[n])

A
d,I+(u−1, v∞(ûf + δ), θ1

0, θ
2
0) = 0, A = 1, 2.
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Let (u[n], v[n], θ[n]) denote the coordinates of the local representation which define this n-th double null
foliation, and define f[n] to be the diffeomorphism functions which relate this “n-th” double null foliation to
the extended ûf normalised double null foliation,

u = u[n] + f3
[n](u[n], v[n], θ[n]), v = v[n] + f4

[n](u[n], v[n], θ[n]),

θA = /F
A
[n](u[n], v[n], θ[n]) = θA[n] + fA[n](u[n], v[n], θ[n]),

and define ρ[n] etc. to be the geometric quantities of this “n-th” double null foliation (schematically denoted
Φ[n]). Define also the diffeomorphism F[n] by

(u, v, θ) = F[n](u[n], v[n], θ[n]).

Let /H [n] be defined by the relation

ψ[n] ◦ i(ûf + δ + h3
[n](θ), v∞(ûf + δ) + h4

[n](θ), /H [n−1](θ)) = /H
−1
[n] ◦ /H [n−1](θ),

for all θ ∈ S2, where i (see (4.1.1)) is the local parametrisation of the extended ûf normalised I+ gauge. It
follows that

(i[n])
−1 ◦ i(ûf + δ + h3

[n](θ), v∞(ûf + δ) + h4
[n](θ), /H [n−1](θ)) = (ûf + δ, v∞(ûf + δ), /H

−1
[n] ◦ /H [n−1](θ)),

hence

f3
[n](ûf + δ, v∞, θ) = h3

[n] ◦ /H
−1
[n−1] ◦ /H [n](θ), f4

[n](ûf + δ, v∞, θ) = h4
[n] ◦ /H

−1
[n−1] ◦ /H [n](θ), (16.1.78)

and
/H [n](θ) = /F [n](ûf + δ, v∞, θ),

for all θ ∈ S2, with v∞ = v∞(ûf + δ).
In order to show that the sequence {h[n]} converges it is first necessary to estimate the iterates f[n] and

their derivatives.
In what follows x will be used to denote a value x = (u, v, θ). For fixed (u, v) the geometric quantities

Φ(u, v) and Φ[n](u, v) can be viewed, via the identifications (4.1.1) and (4.2.1), as tensor fields on the sphere
S2. When the quantities Φ and Φ[n] are compared, they will be sometimes be identified using the values of
their respective coordinate functions, i.e. Φ(u, v) and Φ[n](u, v) will be identified, in this way, as tensor fields
on S2, in which case we write Φ(x) − Φ[n](x). They will also be considered at the same spacetime point,
as in the relations of Propositions 4.3.1, 4.3.2 and 4.3.3, in which case we write ΠS[n]

Φ − Φ[n], where the
projection ΠS[n]

is as in (4.3.29). For example, for Φ = ρ, the difference (ΠS[n]
ρ − ρ[n]) at the spacetime

point (u[n], v[n], θ[n]) = (u, v, θ) takes the form

(ΠS[n]
ρ− ρ[n])(u, v, θ) = ρ(F[n](u, v, θ))− ρ[n](u, v, θ) = ρ(x+ f[n](x))− ρ[n](x),

and for Φ = α, the difference takes the form

(ΠS[n]
α− α[n])(u, v, θ) =

(
α(F[n](u, v, θ))CD∂θA

[n]
FC[n]∂θB[n]

FD[n] − α[n](u, v, θ)AB

)
dθA[n]dθ

B
[n].

The difference α(u, v, θ)− α[n](u, v, θ), on the other hand, takes the form

α(u, v, θ)− α[n](u, v, θ) =
(
α(u, v, θ)AB − α[n](u, v, θ)AB

)
dθA[n]dθ

B
[n].

Similarly, for fixed (u, v), α and ΠS[n]
α can be identified as tensor fields on S2 and we write α(u, v, θ) −

ΠS[n]
α(u, v, θ) to mean

α(u, v, θ)−ΠS[n]
α(u, v, θ) =

(
α(u, v, θ)AB − α(F[n](u, v, θ))CD∂θA

[n]
FC[n]∂θB[n]

FD[n]

)
dθA[n]dθ

B
[n]. (16.1.79)
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For some given u−1 ≤ u ≤ ûf + δ and k ≥ 1, define the norm on diffeomorphisms f ,∑
|γ|≤k

‖Dγf‖Su,v∞ =
∑
|γ|≤k

(
‖Dγf3‖Su,v∞ + r−1‖Dγf4‖Su,v∞

)
(16.1.80)

+
∑
|γ|≤k−1

(
‖Dγ∂u6f‖Su,v∞ + ‖Dγ∂v 6f‖Su,v∞ + ‖Dγ∂uf

4‖Su,v∞ + r‖Dγ∂vf
3‖Su,v∞

)
,

with, for example,

‖Dγf3‖2Su,v∞ =

∫
S2

|Dγf3(u, v∞, θ)|2r2γ

√
det γ(θ)dθ.

Define also
∑
|γ|≤k ‖Dγf`≥1‖Su,v∞ by replacing f3 and f4 with f3

`≥1 and f4
`≥1 respectively in (16.1.80).

The following will be used in the proof of Lemma 16.1.15.

Lemma 16.1.14 (Estimates for differences between S tensors with pullback by /F [n]). Let v∞ = v∞(ûf +δ),
and recall the norm (16.1.80). Suppose that, in each coordinate chart U ⊂ S2, with associated coordinates
(θ1, θ2), ∑

k1+k2≤5

∑
A=1,2

‖∂k1

θ1 ∂
k2

θ2 ( /H
A
[n](θ)− θA)1U‖S2 + sup

u−1≤u≤ûf+δ

∑
|γ|≤5

‖Dγf[n]‖Su,v∞ . 1.

Then, for any u−1 ≤ u ≤ ûf + δ,

|h(u, v∞, θ)− h(u, v∞, /F [n](u, v∞, θ))| . sup
Su,v∞

|r /∇h|/g[n]

(εδ
r

+ sup
u−1≤u≤ûf+δ

∑
|γ|≤3

‖Dγf[n]‖Su,v∞
)
, (16.1.81)

for all functions h, and∣∣(ω − (/F [n](u, v∞, ·))∗ω
)
(u, v∞, θ)

∣∣
/g[n]

. sup
Su,v∞

(|ω|/g[n]
+ |r /∇ω|/g[n]

)
(εδ
r

+ sup
u−1≤u≤ûf+δ

∑
|γ|≤3

‖Dγf[n]‖Su,v∞
)
.

(16.1.82)
for any S-tangent (0, k) tensor ω. Moreover,∑

k≤3

‖(r /∇)k+2 /H [n]‖S2 .
εδ

r
+ sup
u−1≤u≤ûf+δ

∑
|γ|≤5

‖Dγf[n]‖Su,v∞ . (16.1.83)

Similarly,

|h(ûf + δ, v∞, /F [n+1](ûf + δ, v∞, θ))− h(u, v∞, /F [n](u, v∞, θ))|

. sup
Su,v∞

|r /∇h|/g[n]
sup

u−1≤u≤ûf+δ

∑
|γ|≤3

‖Dγf[n+1] −Dγf[n]‖Su,v∞ , (16.1.84)

for all functions h, and∣∣((/F [n+1](u, v∞, ·))∗ω − (/F [n](u, v∞, ·))∗ω
)
(u, v∞, θ)

∣∣
/g[n]

. sup
Su,v∞

(|ω|/g[n]
+ |r /∇ω|/g[n]

) sup
u−1≤u≤ûf+δ

∑
|γ|≤3

‖Dγf[n+1] −Dγf[n]‖Su,v∞ . (16.1.85)

for any S-tangent (0, k) tensor ω. Finally,∑
k≤3

‖(r /∇)k+2 /H
−1
[n] ◦ /H [n+1]‖S2 . sup

u−1≤u≤ûf+δ

∑
|γ|≤5

‖Dγf[n+1] −Dγf[n]‖Su,v∞ . (16.1.86)

Proof. Let (θ1, θ2) be the local coordinates of some coordinate chart on S2, and let i denote the parametri-
sation of the extended ûf normalised I+ gauge. In what follows the identification

πS2 ◦ i−1 : S
[n]
ûf+δ,v∞

→ S2, (16.1.87)
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i(ûf + δ + h3
[n] ◦ /H

−1
[n−1](θ), v∞ + h4

[n] ◦ /H
−1
[n−1](θ), θ) 7→ θ (16.1.88)

will be used, where πS2 denotes the projection onto the S2 argument. Consider Proposition 4.4.1, in
particular equations (4.4.6), (4.4.7) and (4.4.8), with S = S2, p = (1, 0, 0), v = (0, 1, 0) ∈ TpS2, h =

i∗(r−2/g)(ûf , v∞(ûf ), ·) and ĥ = R∗g where

g = r[n](ûf + δ, v∞)−2(i∗g)(ûf + δ + h3
[n] ◦ /H

−1
[n−1](·), v∞ + h4

[n] ◦ /H
−1
[n−1](·), ·),

is the (r−2
[n] normalised) induced metric on the sphere S

[n]
ûf+δ,v∞

in the parametrisation of the extended ûf

normalised I+ gauge (i.e. viewed as a metric on S2 via the identification (16.1.87), (16.1.88)), v∞ = v∞(ûf+δ)
and R : S2 → S2 is the unique rotation which satisfies

R(1, 0, 0) = πS2 ◦ i−1 ◦ j[n] ◦ (πEFS2 |S[n]
u−1,v∞

)−1(1, 0, 0),

R∗(0, 1, 0) = (πS2)∗ ◦ (i−1)∗ ◦ (j[n])∗ ◦ (πEFS2 |S[n]
u−1,v∞

)−1
∗ (0, L−1, 0),

where j[n] : S
[n]
u−1,v∞ → S

[n]
ûf+δ,v∞

is the natural null flow diffeomorphism of the n-th double null foliation (see

(5.6.16)) and
L =

∣∣(πS2)∗ ◦ (i−1)∗ ◦ (j[n])∗ ◦ (πEFS2 |S[n]
u−1,v∞

)−1
∗ (0, 1, 0)

∣∣̊
γ
.

Now, in order to estimate the right hand sides of equations (4.4.6), (4.4.7) and (4.4.8), for k = 0, 1, 2, in view
of the S2 identification of the extended ûf normalised I+ double null parametrisation,

‖∇kψ∗hψ∗(h− ĥ)‖S2 = ‖(r /∇)k(r−2
/g(ûf , v∞(ûf ), ·)−R∗g)‖S2 (16.1.89)

. ‖(r /∇)k(r−2
/g(ûf , v∞(ûf ), ·)−R∗(r−2

/g)(ûf , v∞(ûf ), ·))‖S2 + ‖(r /∇)k(R∗(r−2
/g)(ûf , v∞(ûf ), ·))−R∗g)‖S2 .

It follows from the relation (4.3.28) that

‖(r /∇)k(r−2
/g(ûf , v∞(ûf ), ·)− g)‖S2 .

εδ

r
+ r−1

∑
k̃≤k+1

(
‖(r /∇)k̃(h3

[n] ◦ /H
−1
[n−1])‖S2 + ‖(r /∇)k̃(h4

[n] ◦ /H
−1
[n−1])‖S2

)
.

(16.1.90)
Now, for any (0, k) tensor field ω on S2,∑
l≤k

‖∇̊l(ω −R∗ω)‖S2 .
∑
l≤k+1

‖∇̊lω‖S2

∑
A=1,2

(
|R(x[n])

A − xA[n]|+ |(R∗∂θ1 |R(x[n]))
A − (∂θ1 |x[n]

)A|
)
, (16.1.91)

where
x[n] = (ûf + δ + f3

[n](ûf + δ, v∞, /H
−1
[n] (θ0)), v∞ + f4

[n](ûf + δ, v∞, /H
−1
[n] (θ0)), θ0),

which, recall, is identified with the point θ0 ∈ S2 via (16.1.87), (16.1.88). Before proceeding to esti-
mate the terms on the right hand side of (16.1.91), first note that the diffeomorphism j[n] has the prop-

erty that, for a point q = iI+(u(q), v(q), θ(q)) ∈ S
[n]
u−1,v∞ , its image under j[n] takes the form j[n](q) =

iI+(u(j[n]q), v(j[n]q), θ(j[n]q)) ∈ S
[n]
ûf+δ,v∞

with coordinates satisfying

|u(j[n]q)− (ûf + δ)− u(q) + u−1| . sup
θ∈S2

(
|f3

[n](ûf + δ, v∞, θ)|+ |f3
[n](u−1, v∞, θ)|

)
, (16.1.92)

|v(j[n]q)− v(q)| . sup
θ∈S2

(
|f4

[n](ûf + δ, v∞, θ)|+ |f4
[n](u−1, v∞, θ)|

)
, (16.1.93)

∑
A=1,2

|θA(j[n]q)− θA(q)| . sup
θ∈S2

∫ ûf+δ

u−1

r−1|∂u6f [n](u, v∞)|du. (16.1.94)

Moreover, if a vector w ∈ TqS[n]
u−1,v∞ takes the form w = wA∂θA+wu∂u+wv∂v with respect to the coordinate

frame of the extended ûf normalised I+ gauge, then its image (j[n])∗w ∈ Tj[n](q)S
[n]
ûf+δ,v∞

takes the form
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(j[n])∗w = ((j[n])∗w)A∂θA + ((j[n])∗w)u∂u + ((j[n])∗w)v∂v, where the components satisfy

|((j[n])∗w)u − wu| . sup
θ∈S2

(
|wA∂θA( /H

−1
[n] )

B(θ)∂θBf
3
[n](u−1, v∞, θ)|+ |wA∂θA( /H

−1
[n] )

B(θ)∂θBf
3
[n](ûf + δ, v∞, θ)|

)
(16.1.95)

|((j[n])∗w)v − wv| . sup
θ∈S2

(
|wA∂θA( /H

−1
[n] )

B(θ)∂θBf
4
[n](u−1, v∞, θ)|+ |wA∂θA( /H

−1
[n] )

B(θ)∂θBf
4
[n](ûf + δ, v∞, θ)|

)
(16.1.96)

|((j[n])∗w)A − wA| . |wB∂θB ( /H
−1
[n] )

C(θ)|
∫ ûf+δ

u−1

|∂θC∂u6fA[n](u, v∞)|du. (16.1.97)

Indeed, (16.1.92)–(16.1.94) follow from the fact that any such q takes the form

q = iI+(u−1 + f3
[n](u−1, v∞, /H

−1
[n] (θ)), v∞ + f4

[n](u−1, v∞, /H
−1
[n] (θ)), /F [n](u−1, v∞, /H

−1
[n] (θ))),

for some θ ∈ S2 and then

j[n] ◦ iI+(u−1 + f3
[n](u−1, v∞, /H

−1
[n] (θ)), v∞ + f4

[n](u−1, v∞, /H
−1
[n] (θ)), /F [n](u−1, v∞, /H

−1
[n] (θ)))

= iI+(ûf + δ + f3
[n](ûf + δ, v∞, /H

−1
[n] (θ)), v∞ + f4

[n](ûf + δ, v∞, /H
−1
[n] (θ)), θ),

along with the fact that

|/FA[n](u−1, v∞, /H
−1
[n] (θ))− θA| .

∫ ûf+δ

u−1

|∂u6fA[n](u, v∞, /H
−1
[n] (θ))|du,

and
|∂ufA[n]| . |∂u6f [n]||dθA|/g . r−1|∂u6f [n]|.

Similarly, (16.1.95) and (16.1.96) follow from the fact that any w ∈ TqS[n]
u−1,v∞ can be written

w = wA
(
∂θBf

3
[n](u−1, v∞, /H

−1
[n] (θ))∂θA( /H

−1
[n] )

B(θ)∂u + ∂θBf
4
[n](u−1, v∞, /H

−1
[n] (θ))∂θA( /H

−1
[n] )

B(θ)∂v

+ ∂θB /F
C
[n](u−1, v∞, /H

−1
[n] (θ))∂θA( /H

−1
[n] )

B(θ)∂θC
)
,

and so (j[n])∗w takes the form

(j[n])∗w = wA
(
∂θBf

3
[n](ûf + δ, v∞, /H

−1
[n] (θ))∂θA( /H

−1
[n] )

B(θ)∂u

+ ∂θBf
4
[n](ûf + δ, v∞, /H

−1
[n] (θ))∂θA( /H

−1
[n] )

B(θ)∂v + ∂θA
)
.

The terms on the right hand side of (16.1.91) are estimated as follows. The rotation R has the property

that (recalling the identification (16.1.87), (16.1.88) of S
[n]
ûf+δ,v∞

with S2)

R(ûf + δ + f3
[n](ûf + δ, v∞, /H

−1
[n] (θ0)), v∞ + f4

[n](ûf + δ, v∞, /H
−1
[n] (θ0)), θ0) = j[n](u∗, v∗, /F I+,d(u∗, v∗, θ0)),

and
R∗∂θ1 = L−1(j[n])∗(ΠS

[n]
u−1,v∞

∂θ1
EF

)

for some u∗, v∗ satisfying

u∗ = u−1 + f3
[n](u−1, v∞, θ∗), v∗ = v∞ + f4

[n](u−1, v∞, θ∗), (16.1.98)

and θ∗ satisfying
/F I+,d(u∗, v∗, θ0) = /F [n](u−1, v∞, θ∗),
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so that indeed
i(u∗, v∗, /F I+,d(u∗, v∗, θ0)) ∈ S[n]

u−1,v∞ ,

where /F I+,d = πS2 ◦ i−1
I+ ◦ iEF and iEF is the initial Eddington–Finkelstein parametrisation (5.6.2), iI+ is

the parametrisation of the extended ûf normalised I+ gauge, and πS2 denotes the projection onto the S2

argument. To estimate |R(x[n])
A − xA[n]|, note that (16.1.94) implies that

∣∣(R(x[n])
A − xA[n]

)
−
(
/F I+,d(u∗, v∗, θ0)A − θA0

)∣∣ . sup
θ∈S2

∫ ûf+δ

u−1

r−1|∂u6f [n](u, v∞)|du.

Recall now that /F I+,d(u−1, v∞(ûf ), θ0) = θ0 and so

|/F I+,d(u∗, v∗, θ0)A − θA0 | .
∫ u∗

u−1

|∂u6fAI+,d(u, v∗, θ0)|du+

∫ v∗

v∞(ûf )

|∂v 6fAI+,d(u−1, v, θ0)|dv

.
1

r

(
εδ + ε sup

θ∈S2

(
|f3

[n](u−1, v∞(ûf + δ), θ)|+ |f4
[n](u−1, v∞(ûf + δ), θ)|

))
,

by (16.1.98), since |v∞(ûf )− v∞(ûf + δ)| . δ. Hence, for A = 1, 2,

∣∣R(x[n])
A−xA[n]

∣∣ . εδ

r
+r−1 sup

θ∈S2

(
|f3

[n](u−1, v∞(ûf +δ))|+ |f4
[n](u−1, v∞(ûf +δ))|+

∫ ûf+δ

u−1

|∂u6f [n](u, v∞)|du
)
.

(16.1.99)
Note now that

Π
S

[n]
u−1,v∞

∂θ1
EF

= ∂θ1
EF

+
1

2
g(∂θ1

EF
, e

[n]
4 )e

[n]
3 +

1

2
g(∂θ1

EF
, e

[n]
3 )e

[n]
4 .

With respect to the double null frame of the extended I+ gauge,

∂θ1
EF

= ∂θ1FAI+,deA + Ω∂θ1f3
I+,de3 + Ω∂θ1f4

I+,de4 − ∂θ1f3
I+,db,

e
[n]
3 = Ω

(
1 + ∂uf

3
[n]

)
e3 + Ω∂uf

4
[n]e4 + ∂uf

A
[n]eA −

(
1 + ∂uf

3
[n]

)
b,

e
[n]
4 = Ω

(
1 + ∂vf

4
[n]

)
e4 + Ω∂vf

3
[n]e3 + ∂vf

A
[n]eA − ∂vf

3
[n]b,

since b[n] ≡ 0 and Ω[n] ≡ 1 on S
[n]
u−1,v∞ , and so it follows that

Π
S

[n]
u−1,v∞

∂θ1
EF

= UA∂θA + Uu∂u + Uv∂v,

where the components satisfy∑
A=1,2

|UA(x0)− ∂θ1 /F
A
I+,d(u∗, v∗, θ0)|+ |Uu(x0)− /gAB(x0)∂v /F

A
[n](u−1, v∞, /H

−1
[n] (θ))∂θ1 /F

B
I+,d(u∗, v∗, θ0)|

+ |Uv(x0)− /gAB(x0)∂u /F
A
[n](u−1, v∞, /H

−1
[n] (θ))∂θ1 /F

B
I+,d(u∗, v∗, θ0)|

. sup
θ∈S2

(
|∂u6f [n](u−1, v∞)|+ |∂v 6f [n](u−1, v∞)|+ |∂uf3

[n](u−1, v∞)|+ |∂vf3
[n](u−1, v∞)|+ |∂uf4

[n](u−1, v∞)|

+ |∂vf4
[n](u−1, v∞)|

)
, (16.1.100)

using the relation (4.3.23) and the estimates (16.1.11), which easily yield appropriate estimates for the fI+,d

diffeomorphism functions, where
x0 = (u∗, v∗, /F I+,d(u∗, v∗, θ0)).

It follows from (16.1.97) and (16.1.100) that, for A = 1, 2,∣∣((R∗∂θ1 |R(x[n]))
A − (∂θ1 |x[n]

)A
)
−
(
∂θ1 /F

A
I+,d(u∗, v∗, θ0)− δA1

)∣∣
. sup
θ∈S2

( ∫ ûf+δ

u−1

r−1|r /∇∂u6f [n](u, v∞)|du+ |∂u6f [n](u−1, v∞)|+ |∂v 6f [n](u−1, v∞)|+ |∂uf3
[n](u−1, v∞)|

+ |∂vf3
[n](u−1, v∞)|+ |∂uf4

[n](u−1, v∞)|+ |∂vf4
[n](u−1, v∞)|

)
.
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Now recall that
∂θ1 /F

A
I+,d(u−1, v∞(ûf ), θ0) = δA1 ,

and so

|∂θ1 /F
A
I+,d(u∗, v∗, θ0)− δA1 | .

1

r

(
εδ + ε sup

θ∈S2

(
|f3

[n](u−1, v∞(ûf + δ), θ)|+ |f4
[n](u−1, v∞(ûf + δ), θ)|

))
.

Hence∣∣(R∗∂θ1 |R(x[n]))
A − (∂θ1 |x[n]

)A
∣∣ . εδ

r
+ ε sup

θ∈S2

(
r−1
(
|f3

[n](u−1, v∞(ûf + δ), θ)|+ |f4
[n](u−1, v∞(ûf + δ), θ)|

)
+

∫ ûf+δ

u−1

r−1|r /∇∂u6f [n](u, v∞)|+ |∂u6f [n](u−1, v∞)|+ |∂v 6f [n](u−1, v∞)|+ |∂uf3
[n](u−1, v∞)|

+ |∂vf3
[n](u−1, v∞)|+ |∂uf4

[n](u−1, v∞)|+ |∂vf4
[n](u−1, v∞)|

)
. (16.1.101)

The estimates (16.1.89), (16.1.90), (16.1.91), (16.1.99), (16.1.101), together with the Sobolev inequality
(Proposition 9.1.1) and the fact that ûfr(ûf , v∞)−1 ≤ 1, then imply that, for any 2 ≤ k ≤ 4,∑

l≤k

‖∇lψ∗hψ∗(h− ĥ)‖S2 .
εδ

r
+ sup
u−1≤u≤ûf+δ

∑
|γ|≤k+1

‖Dγf[n]‖Su,v∞ . (16.1.102)

Equation (4.4.6) and the estimate (16.1.102) imply that

|/FA[n](ûf + δ, v∞, θ)− θA| .
εδ

r
+ sup
u−1≤u≤ûf+δ

∑
|γ|≤3

‖Dγf[n]‖Su,v∞ , (16.1.103)

for A = 1, 2. Hence, for any u−1 ≤ u ≤ ûf + δ,

|/FA[n](u, v∞, θ)− θA| .
εδ

r
+ sup
u−1≤u≤ûf+δ

∑
|γ|≤3

‖Dγf[n]‖Su,v∞ +

∫ ûf+δ

u

|∂ufA[n](u
′, v∞, θ)|du′.

Now (16.1.81) follows from the fact that

|h(u, v∞, θ)− h(u, v∞, /F [n](u, v∞, θ))| .
(

sup
Su,v∞

|r /∇h|/g[n]

) 2∑
A=1

|/FA[n](u, v∞, θ)− θA|,

and
|∂ufA[n]| . |∂u6f [n]||dθA|/g . r−1|∂u6f [n]|.

For (16.1.82) note that, in the (θ1, θ2) coordinate chart,(
ω − (/F [n](u, v∞, ·))∗ω

)
(u, v∞, θ)

=
(
ωA1...Ak(u, v∞, θ)− ωB1...Bk(u, v∞, /F [n](u, v, θ))∂θA1

[n]

/F
B1

[n] . . . ∂θAk
[n]

/F
Bk
[n]

)
dθA1

[n] . . . dθ
Ak
[n] .

Proposition 4.4.1, in particular equation (4.4.7), and the estimate (16.1.102) imply that

|∂θB /F
A
[n](ûf + δ, v∞, θ)− δAB | .

εδ

r
+ sup
u−1≤u≤ûf+δ

∑
|γ|≤3

‖Dγf[n]‖Su,v∞ ,

for A,B = 1, 2. Hence, for any u−1 ≤ u ≤ ûf + δ,

|∂θB /F
A
[n](u, v∞, θ)− δAB | .

εδ

r
+ sup
u−1≤u≤ûf+δ

∑
|γ|≤3

‖Dγf[n]‖Su,v∞ +

∫ ûf+δ

u

|∂θB∂ufA[n](u
′, v∞, θ)|du′.
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Moreover, ∣∣(ωA1...Ak(u, v∞, θ)− ωA1...Ak(u, v∞, /F [n](u, v, θ))
)
dθA1

[n] . . . dθ
Ak
[n]

∣∣
. rk

(
sup
Su,v∞

|r /∇ω|/g[n]

) 2∑
A=1

|/FA[n](u, v∞, θ)− θA||dθ
A1

[n] |/g[n]
. . . |dθAk[n] |/g[n]

.
(

sup
Su,v∞

|r /∇ω|/g[n]

) 2∑
A=1

|/FA[n](u, v∞, θ)− θA|.

It follows that

∣∣(ω − (/F [n](u, v∞, ·))∗ω
)
(u, v∞, θ)

∣∣ .∫ ûf+δ

u

2∑
A,B=1

|∂θB∂ufA[n](u
′, v∞, θ)|du′

+
εδ

r
+ sup
u−1≤u≤ûf+δ

∑
|γ|≤3

‖Dγf[n]‖Su,v∞ .

The proof of (16.1.82) then follows from the fact that

|∂θB∂ufA[n]| . | /∇∂u6f [n]|.

The estimate (16.1.83) similarly follows from (4.4.8) and (16.1.102).
For the estimates (16.1.84), (16.1.85) and (16.1.86), consider Proposition 4.4.1, in particular equations

(4.4.6), (4.4.7) and (4.4.8), with S = S2, p = (1, 0, 0), v = (0, 1, 0) ∈ TpS2,

h = r[n](ûf + δ, v∞)−2(i∗g)(ûf + δ + h3
[n] ◦ /H

−1
[n−1] ◦ /H [n](·), v∞ + h4

[n] ◦ /H
−1
[n−1] ◦ /H [n](·), /H [n](·))

ĥ = r[n+1](ûf + δ, v∞)−2(R∗[n+1]i
∗g)(ûf + δ + h3

[n+1] ◦ /H
−1
[n] (·), v∞ + h4

[n+1] ◦ /H
−1
[n] (·), ·),

where R[n+1] : S2 → S2 is the unique rotations which satisfies

R[n+1](1, 0, 0) = πS2 ◦ i−1
[n] ◦ j[n+1] ◦ (πEFS2 |SI+

u−1,v∞
)−1(1, 0, 0),

(R[n+1])∗(0, 1, 0) = (πS2)∗ ◦ (i−1
[n] )∗ ◦ (j[n+1])∗ ◦ (πEFS2 |SI+

u−1,v∞
)−1
∗ (0, 1, 0).

As in the proof of (16.1.102), it follows that, for any 2 ≤ k ≤ 4,∑
l≤k

‖∇lψ∗hψ∗(h− ĥ)‖S2 . sup
u−1≤u≤ûf+δ

∑
|γ|≤k+1

‖Dγf[n+1] −Dγf[n]‖Su,v∞ . (16.1.104)

For (16.1.84), Proposition 4.4.1, in particular equation (4.4.6), and (16.1.104) imply that

|/FA[n+1](ûf + δ, v∞, θ)− /F
A
[n](ûf + δ, v∞, θ)| . sup

u−1≤u≤ûf+δ

∑
|γ|≤3

‖Dγf[n+1] −Dγf[n]‖Su,v∞ , (16.1.105)

for A = 1, 2. The estimate (16.1.84) then follows as in the proof of (16.1.81), using now the fact that

|h(u, v∞, /F [n+1](u, v∞, θ))−h(u, v∞, /F [n](u, v∞, θ))| .
(

sup
Su,v∞

|r /∇h|/g[n]

) 2∑
A=1

|/FA[n+1](u, v∞, θ)−/F
A
[n](u, v∞, θ)|.

Similarly for (16.1.85), using the fact that Proposition 4.4.1, in particular equation (4.4.7), implies that

|∂θB /F
A
[n+1](ûf + δ, v∞, θ)−∂θB /F

A
[n](ûf + δ, v∞, θ)| . sup

u−1≤u≤ûf+δ

∑
|γ|≤3

‖Dγf[n+1]−Dγf[n]‖Su,v∞ , (16.1.106)

for A,B = 1, 2. The estimate (16.1.86) follows similarly from (4.4.8).
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Estimates for the iterates f[n] can now be given.

Lemma 16.1.15 (Estimates for iterates). Provided ε̂0 is sufficiently small (independent of ûf ) and δ0 is
sufficiently small (with respect to ûf ), for all n ≥ 1 the diffeomorphisms f[n] satisfy, for all u−1 ≤ u ≤ ûf +δ,
the estimates ∑

|γ|≤5

‖Dγf[n]‖Su,v∞ + |M[n] −Mf | .
εδ

ûf
,

where v∞ = v∞(ûf + δ) and the norm ‖Dγf[n]‖Su,v∞ is defined in (16.1.80).

Proof. The diffeomorphisms Dγf[n] are estimated inductively. Suppose n ≥ 1 is such that

sup
u−1≤u≤ûf+δ

∑
|γ|≤5

‖Dγf[n−1]‖Su,v∞ + |M[n−1] −Mf | ≤
C1εδ

ûf
,

for some appropriate C1, to be chosen, where the norm
∑
|γ|≤5 ‖Dγf[n−1]‖Su,v∞ is defined in (16.1.80). Under

this assumption, the estimates for f[n] and M[n] are divided into several steps.
Define

S[n] =
∑
k≤3

[
r2
∥∥[(r /∇)k(Ωtrχ− Ωtrχ◦,M[n]

)
[n]
6̀=1 − (r /∇)k(Ωtrχ− Ωtrχ◦,Mf

)` 6=1

]
(ûf + δ, v∞)

∥∥
Sûf+δ,v∞

+ r2
∥∥[(r /∇)k(Ω−1trχ− Ω−1trχ◦,M[n]

)[n] − (r /∇)k(Ω−1trχ− Ω−1trχ◦,Mf
)
]
(ûf + δ, v∞)

∥∥
Sûf+δ,v∞

]
+ r5‖

[
( /divΩβ)

[n]
`=1 − ( /divΩβ)`=1

]
(ûf + δ, v∞)‖Sûf+δ,v∞

to be the sum of the difference between the values of (Ωtrχ − Ωtrχ◦,M[n]
)
[n]
` 6=1(ûf + δ, v∞) and (Ωtrχ −

Ωtrχ◦,Mf
) 6̀=1(ûf+δ, v∞), and (Ω−1trχ−Ω−1trχ◦,M[n]

)[n](ûf+δ, v∞) and (Ω−1trχ−Ω−1trχ◦,Mf
)(ûf+δ, v∞),

along with the differences of their angular derivatives up to order 3, and the difference between the ` = 1

modes ( /divΩβ)
[n]
`=1(ûf + δ, v∞) and ( /divΩβ)`=1(ûf + δ, v∞).

Estimates for Ricci coefficients of iterates Φ[n]: The first step is to obtain the following estimates for

the Ricci coefficients of the n-th gauge, schematically denoted Φ[n], along with non-sharp estimates for the
diffeomorphisms f[n] and their derivatives, and the mass difference M[n] −Mf :∑

|γ|≤4

‖rpDγΦ[n]
p ‖Su,v∞(ûf+δ)

+
∑
|γ|≤6

‖Dγf[n]‖Su,v∞(ûf+δ)
+ |M[n] −Mf | . ε, (16.1.107)

for all n ≥ 1. Since this is similar to, but less involved than, the main part of the proof, the estimates are
only sketched. The estimates for f[n] and M[n] −Mf are non-sharp, and much easier to obtain than the
sharp estimates, as they do not exploit the fact that the differences Φ[n](x) − Φ(x) can be estimated by δ,
but only that Φ[n](x) and Φ(x) can individually be estimated by ε.

First one estimates α[n](u, v∞(ûf + δ)) and α[n](u, v∞(ûf + δ)) and their derivatives up to order 4, for
u−1 ≤ u ≤ ûf +δ. The estimates are obtained, as in the proof of Proposition 10.5.1, in terms of nonlinearities
involving Φ and the diffeomorphisms f[n], and linear terms involving ΠS[n]

α and ΠS[n]
α and their derivatives

up to order 4 (see, for example, equation (4.3.46)). One then uses, for example, the fact that∑
k≤4

r‖ΠS[n]
(r /∇)kα‖Su,v∞ . ε

(
1 + sup

u−1≤u≤ûf+δ

∑
|γ|≤3

‖Dγf[n]‖Su,v∞
)
,

using the estimates on α and its derivatives up to order 6 (see the expression (16.1.79)) and Lemma 16.1.14.
Next one estimates, as in the proof of Proposition 10.1.10, the diffeomorphisms f[n](u, v∞(ûf + δ)) and

their derivatives, along with M[n] −Mf , in terms of Φ[n], Φ and their derivatives. One then revisits the
estimates of Chapter 14 (or rather the part of Chapter 14 involving the estimates on the hypersurface
v = v∞) and estimates Φ[n](u, v∞(ûf +δ)) and their derivatives up to order 4 in terms of α[n](u, v∞(ûf +δ)),
α[n](u, v∞(ûf + δ)), and their derivatives, and∑

k≤4

r2‖(r /∇)k(Ωtrχ− Ωtrχ◦,M[n]
)[n]‖Sûf+δ,v∞

+ r2‖(r /∇)k(Ω−1trχ− Ω−1trχ◦,M[n]
)[n]‖Sûf+δ,v∞

.
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A simple induction argument, using the change of gauge relations (4.3.37), (4.3.38), (4.3.39), (4.3.40),
(4.3.43), (4.3.44), (4.3.49) and the equations (16.1.71)–(16.1.75), then completes the proof of the estimate
(16.1.107).
Estimates for differences of Ricci coefficients Φ[n] − Φ: Now the differences between the n-th Ricci

coefficients and curvature components and those of the extended ûf normalised I+ gauge, Φ[n](x) − Φ(x),
identified by the values of their respective coordinate functions, are estimated.

Considering the equations for the differences Φ[n](x)−Φ(x), revisiting the estimates of Chapter 14, and
using the estimates (16.1.107) for Φ[n], it follows that, if v∞ is sufficiently large, for any u−1 ≤ u ≤ ûf + δ,∑
|γ|≤3

rp‖DγΦ[n]
p (x)−DγΦp(x)‖Su,v∞+ ‖(r

pΦ[n]
p )`=0(x)− (rpΦp)`=0(x)‖L1(Cv∞ ) . S[n] +

εδ

ûf
+ ε

ûf
v∞
|M[n] −Mf |

+
∑
|γ|≤2

‖r5Dγ /∇3α[n](x)− r5Dγ /∇3α(x)‖S,Cv∞ +
∑
|γ|+k≤3
k≤2

‖Dγ(r2 /∇4)krα[n](x)−Dγ(r2 /∇4)krα(x)‖S,Cv∞ ,

(16.1.108)

where

‖F‖L1(Cv∞ ) =

∫ ûf

u−1

∫
Su,v∞(ûf+δ)

|F |dθdu, ‖F‖S,Cv∞ = sup
u−1≤u≤ûf+δ

‖F‖Su,v∞(ûf+δ)
+ ‖F‖Cv∞(ûf+δ)

.

Clearly also, by the Gauss equation (1.2.20) and the estimates for K,∥∥(r2K)(ûf , v∞(ûf ), ·)−(r2K)[n](ûf+δ, v∞, ·)
∥∥
S2 .

∑
|γ|≤3

rp‖DγΦ[n]
p (x)−DγΦp(x)‖Sûf+δ,v∞

+
εδ

ûf
. (16.1.109)

The difference between the metrics, /g(x)−/g[n]
(x), are similarly be estimated. The estimate (4.4.5) implies

that

|r−2
/g(ûf , v∞(ûf ), θ)− (r−2

/g)[n](ûf + δ, v∞, θ)|γ . ‖r2K(ûf , v∞(ûf ), ·)− (r2K)[n](ûf + δ, v∞, ·)‖S2

. ‖r2K(ûf + δ, v∞, ·)− (r2K)[n](ûf + δ, v∞, ·)‖S2 +
εδ

ûf
,

from which it follows that

|/g(ûf + δ, v∞, θ)− /g[n]
(ûf + δ, v∞, θ)|/g .

εδ

rûf
+
|f3

[n](ûf + δ, v∞, θ)|+ |f4
[n](ûf + δ, v∞, θ)|

r

+ |M[n] −Mf |+ r‖K(ûf + δ, v∞, ·)−K[n](ûf + δ, v∞, ·)‖Sûf+δ,v∞
, (16.1.110)

with v∞ = v∞(ûf + δ). The difference /g(x)− /g[n]
(x) is then estimated as in Chapter 14, using this estimate

in place of where the estimate (4.4.4) is used (see Section 14.3.7.1).
Estimates for differences α[n] − α and α[n] − α: Next, the differences α[n](x)− α(x) and α[n](x)− α(x)

are estimated. The relation (4.3.46) implies that, schematically,

r(α[n] −ΠS[n]
α) = ΠS[n]

rpΦp ·Df[n] + (Df[n])
2,

and so by the Sobolev inequality,

‖rα[n] −ΠS[n]
rα‖S,Cv∞ . ε sup

u−1≤u≤ûf+δ

∑
|γ|≤1

‖Dγf[n]‖Su,v∞ +
( ∑
|γ|≤1

‖Dγf[n]‖S,Cv∞
)2
.

where the norm
∑
|γ|≤1 ‖Dγf[n]‖Su,v∞ is defined in (16.1.80), and the norm

∑
|γ|≤1 ‖Dγf[n]‖S,Cv∞ is similarly

defined, in the obvious way. Moreover (recall (16.1.79)),

‖ΠS[n]
rα(x)− rα(x)‖S,Cv∞ . ε

(δ
r

+ sup
u−1≤u≤ûf+δ

∑
|γ|≤3

‖Dγf[n]‖Su,v∞
)
,
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where Lemma 16.1.14 has been used. Similarly for higher order derivatives and for α (note that the estimates
for derivatives with better r weights, e.g. for r2 /∇4rα[n] −ΠS[n]

r2 /∇4rα, follow as in the proof of Proposition
10.5.1). It therefore follows, using (16.1.109), that∑
|γ|≤2

‖r5Dγ /∇3α[n](x)− r5Dγ /∇3α(x)‖S,Cv∞ +
∑
|γ|+k≤3
k≤2

‖Dγ(r2 /∇4)k(rα[n])(x)−Dγ(r2 /∇4)k(rα)(x)‖S,Cv∞

.
ε2δ

ûf
+ε

∑
|γ|≤3

rp‖DγΦ[n]
p (x)−DγΦp(x)‖Su,v∞+ε sup

u−1≤u≤ûf+δ

∑
|γ|≤5

‖Dγf[n]‖Su,v∞+
( ∑
|γ|≤4

‖Dγf[n]‖S,Cv∞
)2
.

(16.1.111)

Estimates for diffeomorphisms of iterates f[n]: Consider now the entire system (4.3.31)–(4.3.50), each

equation of which takes the schematic form

D2f[n] = Φ[n] −ΠS[n]
Φ +

∑
1≤|γ1|,|γ2|≤2

(
ΠS[n]

Φ ·Dγ1f[n] + Dγ1f[n] ·Dγ2f[n]

)
. (16.1.112)

Exploiting the reductive structure of the left hand sides, as in the proof of Proposition 10.1.10, and using
the fact that, for each Φ,

rp‖DγΦp(x)−ΠS[n]
DγΦp(x)‖Su,v∞ .

∑
|γ̃|≤|γ|+1

sup
Su,v∞

|Dγ̃Φp|
(εδ
r

+ sup
u−1≤u≤ûf+δ

∑
|γ|≤3

‖Dγf[n]‖Su,v∞
)
,

by Lemma 16.1.14, it follows that the ` ≥ 1 modes of Dγf[n] satisfy, for |γ| ≤ 5,

‖Dγf
[n]
`≥1‖Su,v∞ .

∑
|γ̃|≤|γ|−2

rp‖Dγ̃Φ[n]
p (x)−Dγ̃Φp(x)‖Su,v∞ + ε

∑
|γ̃|≤|γ|

‖Dγ̃f[n]‖Su,v∞ +
ε2δ

ûf
, (16.1.113)

where (16.1.109) has been used. For the ` = 0 modes, a similar argument to that of Proposition 10.1.10
gives

|(f3
[n] − f

4
[n])`=0|+

∑
1≤|γ|≤2

|(Dγf[n])`=0| . rp|(Φ[n]
p (x)− Φp(x))`=0|

+ rp|Φp|
∑
|γ|≤2

|Dγf[n]|+ (
∑
|γ|≤2

|Dγf[n]|)2 +
ε2δ

ûf
, (16.1.114)

and, using the analogue of (10.1.23), (10.1.24), (10.1.25) for r and r[n], along with the fact that M[n] +
1
2 (r3ρ`=0)(ûf + δ, v∞(ûf + δ))[n] = 0 and |Mf + 1

2 (r3ρ`=0)(ûf + δ, v∞(ûf + δ))| . εδ(ûf )−1,

|M[n] −Mf | .
εδ

ûf
+

1

r
rp|(Φ[n]

p (x)− Φp(x))`=0|+ rp|Φp|
∑
|γ|≤2

|Dγf[n]|+ (
∑
|γ|≤2

|Dγf[n]|)2, (16.1.115)

and moreover, equation (16.1.75) implies

|(f3
`=0)[n](u, v∞)| ≤

∫ u

u−1

|∂u
(
f3
`=0

)
[n]

(u′, v∞)|du′

.
∫ u

u−1

rp|(Φ[n]
p (x)− Φp(x))`=0|+ rp|Φp|

∑
|γ|≤2

|Dγf[n]|+ (
∑
|γ|≤2

|Dγf[n]|)2du′ +
ε2δ

ûf
.

Estimate for S[n]: Consider now S[n]. The change of gauge relations (4.3.37), (4.3.38), (4.3.40), (4.3.43),
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(4.3.44), (4.3.49), the expressions (16.1.78), and equation (16.1.71) imply that[
Ω−2
◦,Mf

/∆Ωtrχ[n](xδ) + r−2(Ωtrχ− Ωtrχ◦)[n](xδ)
]

(`≥2)[n−1]

=
[
Ω−2
◦,Mf

/∆Ωtrχ(xf[n]
) + r−2(Ωtrχ− Ωtrχ◦)(xf[n]

)

+ 2 /∆ /∆
(
h3

[n](θ[n])
)

+
2

r2

(
3− 8Mf

r

)
/∆
(
h3

[n](θ[n])
)
−

2Ω2
◦,Mf

r2
/∆
(
h4

[n](θ[n])
)

+
4Ω2
◦,Mf

r4
(h3

[n](θ[n])− h4
[n](θ[n])) +

2

r

(
µ†

[n]
(x)− µ†(xf[n]

)
)
− E1

[n](θ)−A
1
[n](θ)

]
(`≥2)[n−1]

=
[
Ω−2
◦,Mf

/∆Ωtrχ(xf[n]
) + r−2(Ωtrχ− Ωtrχ◦)(xf[n]

)− Ω−2
◦,Mf

/∆Ωtrχ(x[n−1])− r−2(Ωtrχ− Ωtrχ◦)(x[n−1])

+
2

r

(
µ†

[n]
(x)− µ†(xf[n]

)
)
− 2

r

(
µ†

[n−1]
(x)− µ†(x[n−1])

)
− E1

[n](θ) + E1
[n−1](θ[n])

−A1
[n](θ) +A1

[n−1](θ[n]) + H[n](θ)
]

(`≥2)[n−1]

,

where xδ = xδ(θ) = (ûf + δ, v∞(ûf + δ), θ),

θ[n] = /H
−1
[n−1] ◦ /H [n](θ),

xf[n]
= xδ + f[n](xδ) is as defined in (16.1.76), and

x[n−1] = (ûf + δ + f3
[n−1](ûf + δ, v∞, /H

−1
[n−1] ◦ /H [n](θ)), v∞ + f4

[n−1](ûf + δ, v∞, /H
−1
[n−1] ◦ /H [n](θ)), /H [n](θ)),

and H[n] is given by

H[n](θ) = 2 /∆ /∆
(
h3

[n](θ[n])
)
− 2
(
/∆ /∆h3

[n]

)
(θ[n]) +

2

r2

(
3− 8Mf

r

)(
/∆
(
h3

[n](θ[n])
)
−
(
/∆h3

[n]

)
(θ[n])

)
−

2Ω2
◦,Mf

r2

(
/∆
(
h4

[n](θ[n])
)
−
(
/∆h4

[n]

)
(θ[n])

)
.

Note that
1∑
k=0

‖(r /∇)kr4H[n]‖Sûf+δ,v∞
. ε sup

u−1≤u≤ûf+δ

∑
|γ|≤5

‖Dγf[n] −Dγf[n−1]‖Su,v∞ ,

by Lemma 16.1.14 (in particular the estimates (16.1.86), (16.1.105) and (16.1.106)). An elliptic estimate,
together with the fact that

r3‖µ†
[n]

(x)− µ†(x)‖Sûf+δ,v∞
. ûfv

−1
∞ sup

u−1≤u≤ûf+δ
rp‖Φ[n]

p (x)− Φp(x)‖Su,v∞ ,

then gives, for k ≤ 3,

r2‖(r /∇)k(Ωtrχ− Ωtrχ◦,Mf
)
[n]
`≥2(ûf + δ, v∞)‖Sûf+δ,v∞

. εδû−1
f + |M[n−1] −Mf |2

+

n∑
l=n−1

[ ∑
|γ|≤5

ε‖Dγf[l]‖Sûf+δ,v∞
+ ε sup

u−1≤u≤ûf+δ
rp‖Φ[l]

p (x)− Φp(x)‖Su,v∞
]
.

Note that this estimate exploits the fact that each term of the form ΠS̃Φ·Dγ1f appearing in E1, see (16.1.70),
has the property that

r4
∑
|γ|≤3

∥∥Dγ
(
ΠS̃Φ ·Dγ1f

)∥∥
Sûf+δ,v∞

.
∑
|γ|≤5

rp‖DγΦp‖Sûf+δ,v∞

∑
|γ|≤5

‖Dγf‖Sûf+δ,v∞
,

where the norm of Dγf is defined in (16.1.80). Equation (16.1.73) gives a similar estimate for (Ω−1trχ −
Ω−1trχ◦,Mf

)
[n]
`≥1(ûf + δ, v∞), and equation (16.1.74) similarly gives

r2|(Ω−1trχ− Ω−1trχ◦,Mf
)
[n]
`=0(ûf + δ, v∞)| . εδû−1

f + |M[n−1] −Mf |

+

n∑
l=n−1

[ ∑
|γ|≤5

ε‖Dγf[l]‖Sûf+δ,v∞
+ ε sup

u−1≤u≤ûf+δ
rp‖Φ[l]

p (x)− Φp(x)‖Su,v∞
]
,
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and equation (16.1.72) gives

r5‖( /divΩβ)
[n]
`=1(ûf + δ, v∞, ·)‖Sûf+δ,v∞

. εδû−1
f + |M[n−1] −Mf |2

+

n∑
l=n−1

[ ∑
|γ|≤5

ε‖Dγf[l]‖Sûf+δ,v∞
+ ε sup

u−1≤u≤ûf+δ
rp‖Φ[l]

p (x)− Φp(x)‖Su,v∞
]
,

exploiting similar structure in the terms of the form ΠS̃Φ ·Dγ1f appearing in E2, E3 and E4 respectively. The
estimates for (Ω−1trχ − Ω−1trχ◦,Mf

)[n] rely on the fact that the change of gauge relation (cf. Proposition

4.3.2) takes the form(
Ω̃−1trχ− ˜(Ω−1trχ)◦,M̃

)
−
(
Ω−1trχ− (Ω−1trχ)◦,M

)
= (Ω−1trχ)◦,M − ˜(Ω−1trχ)◦,M̃ + 2 /̃∆f4 − Ω−1trχ∂ṽf

4 − 2 /̃∇∂ũf3 · /̃∇f4 + Ω−1trχ∂ũf
3∂ṽf

4 + E2,0
Df ,2,

so that all of the nonlinear terms which have the worst r behaviour are nonlinear in the diffeomorphism

functions. Since (Ωtrχ− Ωtrχ◦,Mf
)
[n]
`=0(ûf + δ, v∞) = 0 and

∑
k≤3

[
r2‖(r /∇)k(Ωtrχ− Ωtrχ◦,Mf

) 6̀=1‖Sûf+δ,v∞
+ r2‖(r /∇)k(Ω−1trχ− Ω−1trχ◦,Mf

)‖Sûf+δ,v∞

]
+ r5‖( /divΩβ)`=1‖Sûf+δ,v∞

.
εδ

ûf
,

it then follows that

S[n] . εδû
−1
f + |M[n−1]−Mf |+

n∑
l=n−1

[ ∑
|γ|≤5

ε‖Dγf[l]‖S+ε sup
u−1≤u≤ûf+δ

rp‖Φ[l]
p (x)−Φp(x)‖Su,v∞

]
. (16.1.116)

The completion of the proof: Provided C1 is chosen to be sufficiently large, the estimates (16.1.108),
(16.1.111), (16.1.113), (16.1.114), (16.1.115), (16.1.116) now combine to give

sup
u−1≤u≤ûf+δ

∑
|γ|≤5

‖Dγf[n]‖Su,v∞ + |M[n] −Mf | ≤
C1εδ

ûf
,

provided δ0 and ε̂0 are sufficiently small, thus completing the induction.

The next part of the proof involves showing that the map which takes the n-th sphere to n+ 1-th sphere
is a contraction.

Lemma 16.1.16 (Estimates for differences of iterates). Provided ε̂0 is sufficiently small (independent of
ûf ) and δ0 is sufficiently small (with respect to ûf ), the diffeomorphisms f[n] and masses M[n] satisfy, for
all n ≥ 1 and all u−1 ≤ u ≤ ûf + δ, the estimates

|M[n+1] −M[n]|+
∑
|γ|≤5

‖Dγf[n+1] −Dγf[n]‖Su,v∞ ≤ 2−n,

where v∞ = v∞(ûf + δ) and the norm
∑
|γ|≤5 ‖Dγf[n+1] − Dγf[n]‖Su,v∞ is as in (16.1.80). In particular,

h3
[n], h

4
[n] satisfy∑

k≤5

(
‖(r /∇)kh3

[n+1] − (r /∇)kh3
[n]‖Su,v∞ + ‖(r /∇)kh4

[n+1] − (r /∇)kh4
[n]‖Su,v∞

)
≤ 2−n.
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Proof. The proof is similar to the proof of Lemma 16.1.15. The proof is divided into several steps, which
follow closely the corresponding steps of Lemma 16.1.15. Define now, for n ≥ 1,

s[n] =
∑
k≤3

[
r2‖
[
(r /∇)k(Ωtrχ− Ωtrχ◦,M[n]

)[n] − (r /∇)k(Ωtrχ− Ωtrχ◦,M[n−1]
)[n−1]

]
(ûf + δ, v∞)‖Sûf+δ,v∞

+ r2‖
[
(r /∇)k(Ω−1trχ− Ω−1trχ◦,M[n]

)[n] − (r /∇)k(Ω−1trχ− Ω−1trχ◦,M[n−1]
)[n−1]

]
(ûf + δ, v∞)‖Sûf+δ,v∞

]
+ r5‖

[
( /divΩβ)[n] − ( /divΩβ)[n−1]

]
(ûf + δ, v∞)‖Sûf+δ,v∞

.

Estimates for differences of Ricci coefficients Φ[n+1] − Φ[n]: Considering the equations satisfied by the

differences Φ[n+1](x) − Φ[n](x) and revisiting the estimates of Chapter 14, it follows from Lemma 16.1.15
that ∑

|γ|≤3

rp‖DγΦ[n+1]
p (x)−DγΦ[n]

p (x)‖Su,v∞ + ‖(rpΦ[n+1]
p )`=0(x)− (rpΦ[n]

p )`=0(x)‖L1(Cv∞ ) (16.1.117)

. s[n+1] + ε
ûf
v∞
|M[n+1] −M[n]|+

∑
|γ|≤2

‖r5Dγ /∇3α[n+1](x)− r5Dγ /∇3α[n](x)‖S,Cv∞

+
∑
|γ|+k≤3
k≤2

‖Dγ(r2 /∇4)krα[n+1](x)−Dγ(r2 /∇4)krα[n](x)‖S,Cv∞ ,

where the norms ‖ · ‖L1(Cv∞ ) and ‖ · ‖S,Cv∞ are as in the proof of Lemma 16.1.15. The Gauss equation

(1.2.20) implies that,∥∥(r2K)[n+1](ûf + δ, v∞, ·)− (r2K)[n](ûf + δ, v∞, ·)
∥∥
S2 .

∑
|γ|≤3

rp‖DγΦ[n+1]
p (x)−DγΦ[n]

p (x)‖Sûf+δ,v∞
.

(16.1.118)
The difference between the metrics, /g(x)− /g[n]

(x), are similarly be estimated. The estimate (4.4.5) implies

that

|(r−2
/g)[n+1](ûf +δ, v∞, θ)−(r−2

/g)[n](ûf +δ, v∞, θ)|γ .
∥∥(r2K)[n+1](ûf +δ, v∞, ·)−(r2K)[n](ûf +δ, v∞, ·)

∥∥
S2 ,

from which it follows that

|/g[n+1]
(ûf + δ, v∞(ûf + δ), θ)− /g[n]

(ûf + δ, v∞(ûf + δ), θ)|/g . |M[n+1] −M[n]|

+ r
∥∥K[n+1](ûf + δ, v∞, ·)−K[n](ûf + δ, v∞, ·)

∥∥
S2 ,

with v∞ = v∞(ûf + δ). The difference /g[n+1]
(x) − /g[n]

(x) is then estimated as in Chapter 14, using this

estimate in place of where the estimate (4.4.4) is used (see Section 14.3.7.1).
Estimates for differences α[n+1] − α[n] and α[n+1] − α[n]: Consider now the differences α[n+1](x)−α[n](x)

and α[n+1](x)− α[n](x). The relation (4.3.45) implies that, schematically,

α[n+1](x)− α[n](x) = ΠS[n+1]
α(x)−ΠS[n]

α(x)

+ ΠS[n+1]
Φ ·Df[n+1](x)−ΠS[n]

Φ ·Df[n](x) + Df[n+1] ·Df[n+1](x)−Df[n] ·Df[n](x).

For each Φ, using Lemma 16.1.14 (in particular (16.1.85)),∣∣ΠS[n+1]
Φ(x)−ΠS[n]

Φ(x)
∣∣ . sup

θ

(
|Φ|+ |DΦ|

)
sup

u−1≤u≤ûf+δ

∑
|γ|≤3

‖Dγf[n+1] −Dγf[n]‖Su,v∞ ,

and so it follows that∑
|γ|≤3

‖Dγrα[n+1](x)−Dγrα[n](x)‖S,Cv∞ . ε sup
u−1≤u≤ûf+δ

∑
|γ|≤5

‖Dγf[n+1](x)−Dγf[n](x)‖Su,v∞ ,

452



where the norm
∑
|γ|≤5 ‖Dγf[n+1] − Dγf[n]‖Su,v∞ is as in (16.1.80). Similarly for (r2 /∇4)krα[n+1](x) −

(r2 /∇4)krα[n](x), for k = 1, 2, and for α[n+1](x)− α[n](x), as in the proof of Lemma 16.1.15, and so∑
|γ|≤2

‖r5Dγ /∇3α[n+1](x)− r5Dγ /∇3α[n](x)‖S,Cv∞ +
∑
|γ|+k≤3
k≤2

‖Dγ(r2 /∇4)k(rα)[n+1](x)−Dγ(r2 /∇4)k(rα)[n](x)‖S,Cv∞

. ε sup
u−1≤u≤ûf+δ

∑
|γ|≤5

‖Dγf[n+1](x)−Dγf[n](x)‖Su,v∞ . (16.1.119)

Estimates for differences of diffeomorphisms f[n+1](x)− f[n](x): The next step involves estimating

the differences Dkf[n+1]−Dkf[n]. Considering the system (4.3.31)–(4.3.50) which, recall, takes the schematic
form (16.1.112), it follows that, schematically,

D2f[n+1](x)−D2f[n](x) = Φ[n+1](x)− Φ[n](x) + ΠS[n+1]
Φ(x)−ΠS[n]

Φ(x)

+
∑

1≤|γ1|,|γ2|≤2

(
ΠS[n+1]

Φ ·Dγ1f[n+1](x)−ΠS[n]
Φ ·Dγ1f[n](x)

+ Dγ1f[n+1] ·Dγ2f[n+1](x)−Dγ1f[n] ·Dγ2f[n](x)
)
.

Each Φp satisfies,

rp‖ΠS[n+1]
DγΦp(x)−ΠS[n]

DγΦp(x)‖Su,v∞
.

∑
|γ̃|≤|γ|+1

sup
Su,v∞

|Dγ̃Φp| sup
u−1≤u≤ûf+δ

∑
|γ|≤3

‖Dγf[n+1] −Dγf[n]‖Su,v∞ ,

by Lemma 16.1.14 and so, again using the reductive structure of Proposition 10.1.10, if ε is sufficiently small,
for u−1 ≤ u ≤ ûf + δ,∑
|γ|≤5

∥∥(Dγf[n+1](x)−Dγf[n](x)
)
`≥1

∥∥
Su,v∞

.
∑
|γ|≤3

rp‖DγΦ[n+1]
p (x)−DγΦ[n]

p (x)‖Su,v∞

+
∑
|γ|≤3

(rp‖DγΦp‖Su,v∞ + ‖Dγf[n+1]‖Su,v∞ + ‖Dγf[n]‖Su,v∞ )
∑
|γ|≤5

‖Dγf[n+1](x)−Dγf[n](x)‖Su,v∞ ,

(16.1.120)

where the norms are again as in (16.1.80) and (16.1.118) has been used. Similarly, as in the proof of Lemma
16.1.15,

|(f3
[n+1] − f

4
[n+1] − f

3
[n] + f4

[n])`=0|+
∑

1≤|γ|≤2

|(Dγf[n+1] −Dγf[n])`=0| . rp|(Φ[n+1]
p (x)− Φ[n]

p (x))`=0|

+
∑
|γ|≤2

(rp|DγΦp|+ |Dγf[n+1]|+ |Dγf[n]|)
∑
|γ|≤2

|Dγf[n+1](x)−Dγf[n](x)|, (16.1.121)

|M[n+1] −M[n]| .
1

r
rp|(Φ[n+1]

p (x)− Φ[n]
p (x))`=0| (16.1.122)

+
∑
|γ|≤2

(rp|DγΦp|+ |Dγf[n+1]|+ |Dγf[n]|)
∑
|γ|≤2

|Dγf[n+1](x)−Dγf[n](x)|,

and moreover, equation (16.1.75) implies

|(f3
[n+1] − f

3
[n])`=0(u, v∞)| ≤

∫ u

u−1

∣∣(∂u(f3
`=0

)
[n+1]

− ∂u
(
f3
`=0

)
[n]

)
(u′, v∞)

∣∣du′. (16.1.123)

Estimate for s[n+1]: As in the proof of Lemma 16.1.15, using now the fact that

r3‖µ†
[n+1]

(x)− µ†
[n]

(x)‖Sûf+δ,v∞
. ûfv

−1
∞ sup

u−1≤u≤ûf+δ
rp‖Φ[n+1]

p (x)− Φ[n]
p (x)‖Su,v∞ ,
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it follows that,

s[n+1] . |M[n] −M[n−1]|+
n∑

l=n−1

[
ε
∑
|γ|≤5

‖Dγf[l+1](x)−Dγf[l](x)‖Sûf+δ,v∞

+ ε sup
u−1≤u≤ûf+δ

rp‖Φ[l+1]
p (x)− Φ[l]

p (x)‖Su,v∞
]
. (16.1.124)

The completion of the proof: The result then follows from the estimates (16.1.117)–(16.1.124) if ε̂0 is
sufficiently small (independent of ûf ).

It follows from Lemma 16.1.16 that the sequences {h3
[n]} and {h4

[n]} converges to limits h3 and h4 respec-

tively, sequence of masses {M[n]} converges to some limit Mûf+δ, and, moreover, the diffeomorphisms { /H [n]}
converge (for example, in given coordinate charts for S2) to a limiting diffeomorphism /H (see (16.1.105) and
Lemma 16.1.16). The limit is the unique solution of the system (16.1.62)–(16.1.67). The expressions (4.3.37),
(4.3.38), (4.3.39), (4.3.40), (4.3.43), (4.3.44), (4.3.49) then imply that the spacetime double null foliation de-

fined by the sphere (16.1.61) and Proposition 16.1.7 (with s3 = h3 ◦ /H−1
, s4 = h4 ◦ /H−1

) is the desired
gauge. The smoothness of the gauge follows from the smoothness of the ambient spacetime, the smoothness
of the ûf normalised I+ gauge and thus the smoothness of h3, h4 and /H solving (16.1.62)–(16.1.67).

The functions

Mf : [ûf , ûf + δ0]×R(ûf )→ R, J : [ûf , ûf + δ0]×R(ûf )→ R3,

are defined by fixing λ ∈ R(ûf ) as above and setting, for 0 ≤ δ ≤ δ0,

Mf (ûf + δ, λ) := Mûf+δ, J(ûf + δ, λ) := (J−1
I+ (ûf + δ, λ), J0

I+(ûf + δ, λ), J1
I+(ûf + δ, λ)),

where one recalls (see Proposition 1.4.3) that Ωβ can be decomposed as

Ωβ(u, v, θ) = r /∇h1,Ωβ(u, v, θ) + r∗ /∇h2,Ωβ(u, v, θ),

for two functions h1,Ωβ , h2,Ωβ , and JmI+(ûf + δ, λ) are defined, for m = −1, 0, 1, by the relation

(r3h2,Ωβ)`=1(ûf +δ, v∞(ûf +δ), θ) = 3Ω2
◦,Mf

(ûf +δ, v∞(ûf +δ))

1∑
m=−1

JmI+(ûf +δ, λ)Y 1
m(ûf +δ, v∞(ûf +δ), θ).

The continuity of Mf and J, in both δ and λ, follows softly from Cauchy stability for the system (16.1.62)–
(16.1.67). Similarly for the continuity in δ of the energies EN−2

ûf+δ[PI+ , P̌ I+ ], ENûf+δ[αI+ , αI+ ], ENûf+δ,I+ of

the geometric quantities of the ûf +δ normalised I+ gauge with respect to Mf (ûf +δ, λ), and the associated
diffeomorphism energies Eûf+δ[fd,I+ ]. The estimate (16.1.13) follows from Lemma 16.1.15. The estimate
(7.1.3) follows from the improved estimate (7.3.2) and continuity, provided δ0 is sufficiently small.

The fact that each ûf + δ normalised I+ gauge can be extended to a ûf + δ normalised I+ gauge

iδ : ZI+(ûf + δ, δ1)→M,

in the sense of Definition 16.1.1, follows as in the proof of Theorem 16.1.1 if δ1 is sufficiently small. The
estimates (16.1.14), (16.1.15) for the diffeomorphisms when δ′ = 0 follow from Lemma 16.1.15 (for (16.1.15)
see (16.1.103)). For δ′ > 0 the estimates are obtained similarly, following the proof of Lemma 16.1.15 and
considering now the differences of the geometric quantities in the ûf + δ normalised I+ gauge with those of
the ûf + δ′ normalised I+ gauge.

Remark 16.1.17. From the proof of Theorem 16.1.2, one can again distill arguments to the linear setting
(where matters simplify considerably) so as to complete the proof of Proposition 2.2.6 as follows. Recall again
the notation of [DHR].
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Recall that the linearised Schwarzschild solution satisfies

(1)

ρKm,0,0,0 = −2Mf

r3
·m, 2Ω−1

(1)

ΩKm,0,0,0 = −m,
(1)

(Ωtrχ)
Km,0,0,0 =

(1)(
Ωtrχ

)Km,0,0,0
= 0.

Now, any two functions h3, h4 : S2 → R give rise to functions f3(u, θ) = h3(θ) for all u and f4(v, θ) =
h4(θ) for all v, which generate a pure gauge solution, denoted Gsphere. In view of the linearised analogues
of the relations (4.3.36), (4.3.40), (4.3.43), (4.3.44), (4.3.47), (4.3.49), and in anticipation of the linearised
analogues of the gauge normalisations, in order to realise the linearised analogues of the gauge normalisations
(16.1.53)–(16.1.56) one considers the solution S + Km,0,0,0 + Gsphere arising from h3, h4, m which satisfy
the linearised analogues of equations (16.1.62)–(16.1.65), (16.1.67), namely the elliptic system

2 /∆ /∆h3
`≥2 +

2

r2

(
3− 8Mf

r

)
/∆h3

`≥2 −
2Ω2

r2
/∆h4

`≥2 +
4Ω2

r4
(h3
`≥2 − h4

`≥2)

= −
(
Ω−2 /∆

(1)

(Ωtrχ) + r−2
(1)

(Ωtrχ) +
2

r
/div

(1)

η +
2

r

(1)

ρ+
1

r2

(1)(
Ωtrχ

)
+

2Ω2

r3
2Ω−1

(1)

Ω
)S
`≥2

(uf , v∞, ·),

6Mf

r3

(
1− 2Mf

r

)
/∆h3

`=1 = ( /divΩ
(1)

β)S
`=1(uf , v∞, ·),

2 /∆ /∆h4
`≥1 +

4

r2

(
1− 3Mf

r

)
/∆h4

`≥1 +
12MfΩ2

r5
(h3
`≥1 − h4

`≥1)

= −
(
Ω−2 /∆

(1)(
Ωtrχ

)
+

2

r
/∆2Ω−1

(1)

Ω +
2

r
/div

(1)

η +
2

r

(1)

ρ+
2

r2

(1)(
Ωtrχ

)
+

4Ω2

r3
2Ω−1

(1)

Ω
)S
`≥1

(uf , v∞, ·),

− 4

r2

(
1− 3Mf

r

)
(h3
`=0 − h4

`=0)− 2m

r
= −

(
Ω−2

(1)(
Ωtrχ

)
+

2

r
2Ω−1

(1)

Ω− Ω−2
(1)

(Ωtrχ)
)S
`=0

(uf , v∞),

2Mf

r3
m +

6MfΩ2

r4
(h3
`=0 − h4

`=0) =
(1)

ρS
`=0(uf , v∞).

(Note that the linearised analogue of the condition
(
Ω−1trχ− (Ω−1trχ)◦

)
(uf , v∞, ·) = 0 is the condition(

Ω−2
(1)(

Ωtrχ
)

+ 2
r2Ω−1

(1)

Ω
)
(uf , v∞, ·) = 0.) The proof of Theorem 16.1.2 in this linearised setting reduces to

showing the existence of h3, h4, m satisfying this elliptic system. Note that the solution is not unique in view
of the fact that, for any solution h3, h4, m, the functions h3 +λ, h4 +λ together with m are also a solution for
any λ ∈ R (this non-uniqueness could be broken by imposing a linearised analogue of the anchoring condition
(5.6.14), cf. equation (16.1.66)). Given such a solution h3, h4, m, the solution S + Km,0,0,0 + Gsphere of the
linearised equations satisfies(

Ω−2 /∆
(1)

(Ωtrχ) + r−2
(1)

(Ωtrχ) +
2

r
/div

(1)

η +
2

r

(1)

ρ+
1

r2

(1)(
Ωtrχ

)
+

2Ω2

r3
2Ω−1

(1)

Ω
)S +Km,0,0,0+Gsphere

`≥2
(uf , v∞, ·) = 0,

(16.1.125)(
Ω−2 /∆

(1)(
Ωtrχ

)
+

2

r
/∆2Ω−1

(1)

Ω +
2

r
/div

(1)

η +
2

r

(1)

ρ+
2

r2

(1)(
Ωtrχ

)
+

4Ω2

r3
2Ω−1

(1)

Ω
)S +Km,0,0,0+Gsphere

`≥1
(uf , v∞, ·) = 0,

(16.1.126)

and

( /divΩ
(1)

β)
S +Km,0,0,0+Gsphere

`=1 (uf , v∞, ·) = 0, (16.1.127)(
Ω−2

(1)(
Ωtrχ

)
+

2

r
2Ω−1

(1)

Ω− Ω−2
(1)

(Ωtrχ)
)S +Km,0,0,0+Gsphere

`=0
(uf , v∞) = 0, (16.1.128)

(1)

ρ
S +Km,0,0,0+Gsphere

`=0 (uf , v∞) = 0. (16.1.129)

Recall now Remark 16.1.12. Adding the pure gauge solution Gfoliations arising from S̃ = S + Km,0,0,0 +
Gsphere, the solution S +Km,0,0,0 +Gsphere +Gfoliations then, in view of the fact that f3(uf , ·) = f4(v∞, ·) = 0
for the functions generating this pure gauge solution, still satisfies the relations (16.1.125)–(16.1.129) and,
in view of the fact that this solution satisfies the linearised analogues of (16.1.17)–(16.1.21), thus moreover
achieves the linearised analogues of the gauge normalisations (16.1.53)–(16.1.56) (the linear analogue of
(16.1.56) being the condition

(1)

ρ`=0(uf , v∞) = 0).
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Finally, the linearised analogue of the gauge condition (16.1.57) can be achieved by adding an appropriate
pure gauge solution Gtheta generated by functions q1(u, θ) and q2(u, θ) (see Lemma 6.1.3 of [DHR] and note
that the difference in the position of the torsion means that here q1 and q2 are indeed functions of (u, θ),
rather than (v, θ) as in [DHR]) satisfying

−r2 /∇∂uq1(u, θ) + r2∗ /∇∂uq2(u, θ) = −bS +Km,0,0,0+Gsphere+Gfoliations(u, v∞, θ),

for all u and θ ∈ S2 (along with f3 ≡ 0, f4 ≡ 0). The solution

S + Km,0,0,0 + Gsphere + Gfoliations + Gtheta,

is then normalised as desired.
Note again that G = Gsphere + Gfoliations + Gtheta is not the unique pure gauge solution which achieves

these normalisations in view of the absence of any linearised analogues of the anchoring condition (5.6.14)
and the anchoring condition of Definition 5.6.1 concerning the sphere diffeomorphism of the I+ gauge in
Proposition 2.2.6.

Remark 16.1.18. Recall the double null parametrisation (5.5.6) of Theorem 5.5.2, and let u0
f be as defined

in Section 1.3.5. The proof of Theorem 16.1.2 given in this section can easily be adapted to give a proof of the
existence of a u0

f normalised I+ gauge satisfying the anchoring condition (5.6.14) and the anchoring condition

of Definition 5.6.1 concerning the sphere diffeomorphism of the I+ gauge (cf. Theorem 5.7.1). Indeed, the
existence of such a gauge reduces to finding smooth functions h3, h4 : S2 → R, a diffeomorphism /H : S2 → S2

and a mass Mf satisfying the system (16.1.62)–(16.1.67) with ûf + δ replaced by u0
f , the geometric quantities

of the extended ûf normalised I+ gauge replaced by the corresponding geometric quantities of the iEF gauge
of Theorem 5.5.2, and the diffeomorphism functions f replaced by the diffeomorphism functions relating the

new double null foliation arising from Remark 16.1.13 with the sphere (16.1.52) defined by s3 = h3 ◦ /H−1
,

s4 = h4 ◦ /H−1
, together with the condition that

ψ ◦ iEF (u0
f + h3(θ), v∞(u0

f ) + h4(θ), /H(θ)) = θ,

where ψ is the canonical diffeomorphism of Proposition 4.4.1 and p, v chosen so that (16.1.59) and (16.1.60)
hold. The existence of such h3, h4, /H and Mf can easily be established by defining a suitable sequence of
iterates and following the proof of Theorem 16.1.2.

This section is ended with the following estimate for the differences between the ` = 1 modes of the ûf +δ
normalised I+ gauge, which will be used in the proof of Theorem 16.2 in Section 16.2 below.

Proposition 16.1.19 (Estimate for difference between ` = 1 modes of ûf + δ′ and ûf + δ normalised I+

gauges). Let λ ∈ R(ûf ) be fixed and consider some 0 ≤ δ′ < δ ≤ δ0. Let (Y 1
m)δ and (Y 1

m)δ
′

denote the
` = 1 modes of the ûf + δ and ûf + δ′ normalised I+ gauges of Theorem 16.1.2 respectively. One can view

(Y 1
m)δ(ûf + δ′, v∞(ûf + δ′), ·) and (Y 1

m)δ
′
(ûf + δ′, v∞(ûf + δ′), ·) as functions on S2 via the identifications iδ

and iδ′ respectively. The differences satisfy, for m = −1, 0, 1,

‖(Y 1
m)δ(ûf + δ′, v∞(ûf + δ′), ·)− (Y 1

m)δ
′
(ûf + δ′, v∞(ûf + δ′), ·)‖Su,v

+ ‖(r2 /∆Y 1
m)δ(ûf + δ′, v∞(ûf + δ′), ·)− (r2 /∆Y 1

m)δ
′
(ûf + δ′, v∞(ûf + δ′), ·)‖Su,v .

ε(δ − δ′)
ûf + δ′

.

Proof. Consider first the case that δ′ = 0. Define Y 1
m := (Y 1

m)0 and Ỹ 1
m := (Y 1

m)δ
′
, and similarly let /g and

/̃g denote the induced metrics of the extended ûf normalised I+ gauge and the ûf + δ normalised I+ gauge

respectively. Via the identifications i0 and iδ, one can view /g(ûf , v∞(ûf ), ·) and /̃g(ûf , v∞(ûf ), ·) as two
metrics on the sphere S2. Given a function h on S2, let h`=0, h`=1 and h`≥2 denote the mode projections
with respect to the metric /g, and let h˜̀=0

, h˜̀=1
and h˜̀≥2

denote the mode projections with respect to the

metric /̃g. Let also ‖ · ‖Su,v and ‖ · ‖S̃u,v denote the L2 norms on S2 with respect to /g(u, v) and /̃g(u, v)

respectively.
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Recall now that, for m = −1, 0, 1, Y 1
m is defined in terms of Y̆ 1

m = ΠY1 Y̊ 1
m (see Section 1.4.2.3). It follows

that Y̆ 1
m = (Y̊ 1

m)`=1, and similarly
˜̆
Y 1
m = (Y̊ 1

m)̃
`=1

, and so

(Y̆ 1
m)̃

`=1
− (
˜̆
Y 1
m)`=1 =

((
Y̊ 1
m − Y̊ 1

m

)
`=1

)̃
`=1

= 0.

Hence, for Y̆ 1
m = Y̆ 1

m(u, v, θ) and
˜̆
Y 1
m =

˜̆
Y 1
m(u, v, θ),

Y̆ 1
m −

˜̆
Y 1
m = (

˜̆
Y 1
m)`=0 + (

˜̆
Y 1
m)`≥2 − (Y̆ 1

m)̃
`=0
− (Y̆ 1

m)̃
`≥2

.

Now

(Y̆ 1
m)̃

`=0
(u, v) = (

∫ √
det /̃g(u, v, θ)dθ1dθ2)−1

∫
Y̆ 1
m(u, v, θ)

√
det /̃g(u, v, θ)dθ1dθ2,

and ∫
Y̆ 1
m(u, v, θ)

√
det /g(u, v, θ)dθ1dθ2 = 0,

hence
|(Y̆ 1

m)̃
`=0

(u, v)| . sup
θ∈S2

|/̃g(u, v, θ)− /g(u, v, θ)|.

Moreover, by Proposition 9.3.3,

2∑
k=0

‖ /̃∇k(Y̆ 1
m)̃

`≥2
‖S̃u,v . ‖ /̃D

∗
2 /̃∇Y̆ 1

m‖S̃u,v = ‖( /̃D∗2 /̃∇− /D∗2 /∇)Y̆ 1
m‖S̃u,v

. ‖/g(u, v, ·)− /̃g(u, v, ·)‖S̃u,v + ‖/Γ(u, v, ·)− /̃Γ(u, v, ·)‖S̃u,v , (16.1.130)

since

( /̃D∗2 /̃∇− /D∗2 /∇)Y̆ 1
m = (/Γ− /̃Γ) · /∇Y̆ 1

m +
1

2
( /∆− /̃∆)Y̆ 1

m · /̃g +
1

2
(/g − /̃g) /∆Y̆ 1

m.

The terms ‖( ˜̆Y 1
m)`=0‖S̃u,v and ‖( ˜̆Y 1

m)`≥2‖S̃u,v can be estimated similarly. Hence

‖Y̆ 1
m −

˜̆
Y 1
m‖S̃u,v . sup

θ∈S2

|/̃g(u, v, θ)− /g(u, v, θ)|+ ‖/Γ(u, v, ·)− /̃Γ(u, v, ·)‖S̃u,v .

Now,

Y 1
−1 = ‖Y̆ 1

−1‖−1
S Y̆ 1

−1, Ỹ 1
−1 = ‖ ˜̆Y 1

−1‖−1

S̃

˜̆
Y 1
−1,

and so

‖ ˜̆Y 1
−1(u, v, ·)− Y̆ 1

−1(u, v, ·)‖S̃u,v . ‖Y̆
1
−1 −

˜̆
Y 1
−1‖S̃u,v .

Similarly for Y 1
0 − Ỹ 1

0 and Y 1
1 − Ỹ 1

1 . The proof of the estimate for Ỹ 1
m − Y 1

m then follows from estimates for

/g(u, v, θ)− /̃g(u, v, θ) and /Γ(u, v, θ)− /̃Γ(u, v, θ) which arise from Lemma 16.1.15 (see, for example (16.1.110)).

The estimate for /∆Y 1
m − /̃∆Ỹ 1

m follows from the fact that

/∆Y 1
m − /̃∆Ỹ 1

m = ( /∆− /̃∆)Y 1
m + /̃∆

(
(Y 1

m − Ỹ 1
m)̃

`=1
+ (Y 1

m)̃
`≥2

)
,

and so ∥∥ /∆Y 1
m − /̃∆Ỹ 1

m

∥∥
S̃u,v
. ‖/g − /̃g‖S̃u,v + ‖/Γ− /̃Γ‖S̃u,v + ‖Y 1

m − Ỹ 1
m‖S̃u,v ,

by (16.1.130).

The proof when δ′ > 0 is similar. Defining /g
δ and /g

δ′ to be the induced metrics of the ûf + δ and ûf + δ′

normalised I+ gauges respectively, one uses now appropriate estimates for /g
δ(ûf + δ′, v∞, θ) − /g

δ′(ûf +
δ′, v∞, θ), which follow as in the proof of Lemma 16.1.15 by considering now the differences of the geometric
quantities in the ûf + δ normalised I+ gauge with those of the ûf + δ′ normalised I+ gauge.
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16.1.3 Existence of ûf + δ normalised H+ gauge

This section concerns the proof of the following theorem, which establishes the existence of ûf +δ normalised
H+ gauges. Recall the function Mf : [ûf , ûf + δ0]×R(ûf )→ R from Theorem 16.1.2.

Theorem 16.1.3 (Existence of ûf+δ normalised H+ gauge). There exists δ0 > 0 such that, for all δ ∈ [0, δ0]
and all λ ∈ R(ûf ), if ε̂0 is sufficiently small, there exists a smooth ûf + δ normalised H+ gauge with respect
to Mf (ûf + δ, λ) satisfying the anchoring conditions of Definition 5.6.1 with the ûf + δ normalised I+ gauge
of Theorem 16.1.2. Moreover the energies EN−2

ûf+δ[PH+ , PH+ ], ENûf+δ[αH+ , αH+ ], ENûf+δ,H+ of the geometric

quantities of the ûf+δ normalised H+ gauge with respect to Mf (ûf+δ, λ), and the associated diffeomorphism
energies EN+2

ûf+δ[fH+,I+ ] and Eûf+δ[fd,H+ ], depend continuously on δ.

The fact that the energies of the geometric quantities and the relevant diffeomorphism functions of the
ûf + δ normalised gauges all depend continuously on δ, as stated in Theorem 16.1.2 and Theorem 16.1.3,
ensures that, provided δ0 is suitably small, the estimates (7.1.4), (7.1.5) and (7.1.6) hold with uf := ûf + δ.
Theorem 16.1.2 and Theorem 16.1.3 thus complete the proof of Theorem 16.1.

Remark 16.1.20. It is again manifest from the proof of Theorem 16.1.3 that, for fixed λ ∈ R(ûf ) and fixed
0 ≤ δ ≤ δ0, the ûf + δ normalised H+ gauge with respect to Mf (ûf + δ, λ) is unique amongst all such nearby
gauges which satisfy the anchoring conditions (5.6.10) and (5.6.15).

Remark 16.1.21. For each 0 ≤ δ′ < δ ≤ δ0, the diffeomorphisms relating the ûf + δ normalised and
the (appropriately extended) ûf + δ′ normalised H+ gauges satisfy appropriate estimates, similar to the
estimates (16.1.14) and (16.1.15) relating the different I+ gauges. Since such estimates are not used later
(unlike (16.1.14) and (16.1.15)) they are not stated explicitly as part of Theorem 16.1.3.

Remark 16.1.22. For any uf , the existence of the analogue of a uf normalised H+ gauge in linear theory,
namely the proof of Proposition 2.3.8, can again be inferred from (a considerable simplification of) the proof
of Theorem 16.1.3. We will explicitly distill such a proof in Remarks 16.1.29 and 16.1.37 below.

Remark 16.1.23. Recall the double null parametrisation iK of Theorem 5.2.1 and Theorem 5.5.1, and let u0
f

be as defined in Section 1.3.5. The proof of Theorem 16.1.3 can readily be adapted to give the existence of a
u0
f normalised H+ gauge (cf. the proof of Theorem 5.7.1), anchored (in the sense of Definition 5.6.1) with the

u0
f normalised I+ gauge discussed in Remark 16.1.6, by replacing the role of the δ1 extended ûf normalised

H+ gauge of Theorem 16.1.1 with the double null parametrisation iK, and replacing any invocation of the
smallness of δ0 with the smallness of ε̂0. Again, the existence of u0

f normalised H+ gauge is much simpler

than the proof of Theorem 16.1.3 in view of the fact that ε̂0 can be chosen to be small with respect to u0
f . It

is again implicit from the construction that this gauge is unique amongst all such nearby gauges. See also
the discussion in Remarks 16.1.13 and 16.1.18 concerning the u0

f normalised I+ gauge.

Throughout this section λ ∈ R(ûf ) is considered fixed, and hence the dependence of quantities on λ is
suppressed, and

Mûf+δ = Mf (ûf + δ, λ).

The proof of Theorem 16.1.3 is divided into two parts. The first part involves showing that, for any
sphere suitably close to the sphere Sûf+δ,v−1 of the extended ûf normalised H+ gauge, there exist certain
foliations of the corresponding null hypersurfaces defined by the sphere. The foliations attain a subset of the
defining conditions of the ûf + δ normalised H+ gauge with mass Mûf+δ. The existence of such foliations
is addressed in Section 16.1.3.1. See Proposition 16.1.24. The second part of the proof of Theorem 16.1.3
involves finding an appropriate sphere with the property that, in the double null foliation arising from the
foliations of the resulting cones of Proposition 16.1.24, the remaining defining conditions of the ûf + δ
normalised H+ gauge are attained. The existence of such a sphere is addressed in Section 16.1.3.2.

16.1.3.1 Foliations of null hypersurfaces

Throughout this section λ ∈ R(ûf ) is fixed and the dependence of quantities on λ is again suppressed.

Suppose S̊ is any sphere suitably close to Sûf+δ,v−1
. Let C̃v−1

denote the incoming component of the
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boundary of the causal past of S̊, and let C̃ûf+δ denote the outgoing component of the boundary of the

causal future of S̃. Any foliations of C̃v−1
and C̃ûf+δ by spheres define a spacetime double null foliation by

considering the outgoing components of the boundaries of the causal future of the spheres of the foliation of
C̃v−1

, and the incoming components of the boundaries of the causal past of the spheres of the foliation of

C̃ûf+δ. Under suitable smallness conditions, this spacetime double null foliation will be regular in the image
of the domain of the extended ûf normalised H+ gauge, iH+(ZH+(ûf , δ1)).

Following the proof of Theorem 16.1.2, the first step in the proof of Theorem 16.1.3 is to show that, given
any such sphere suitably close to Sûf+δ,v−1

, there exist foliations of the two corresponding null hypersurfaces
defined by this sphere such that, in the corresponding spacetime double null foliation, a subset of the defining
properties of the ûf + δ normalised H+ gauge are satisfied. This statement is the content of Proposition
16.1.24. Recall the quantity

µ∗ = /divη + (ρ− ρ◦)−
3

2r
(Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦)

Proposition 16.1.24 (Foliation of cones corresponding to any sphere close to Sûf+δ,v−1
). Let S̊ be a sphere

defined, in the (uH+ , vH+ , θH+) coordinate system of the extended ûf normalised H+ gauge, by smooth
functions s3, s4,

S̊ = {iH+(ûf + δ + s3(θ), v−1 + s4(θ), θ) | θ ∈ S2}. (16.1.131)

Suppose that s3 and s4 satisfy ∑
k≤5

(
‖(r /∇)ks3‖S̊ + ‖(r /∇)ks4‖S̊

)
≤ τ,

for some τ sufficiently small, so that S̊ is appropriately close to the sphere Sûf+δ,v−1
. Then, provided τ and

δ0 are suitably small, there exists a smooth foliation of the outgoing cone, C̃ûf+δ, of S̊ and a smooth foliation

of the incoming cone, C̃v−1
, of the sphere S̊ such that the geometric quantities of the associated spacetime

double null foliation satisfy,

Ω2 − Ω2
◦,Mûf+δ

= 0 on C̃H
+

ûf+δ ∩ {rI+ ≤ R2}; (16.1.132)

∂u
(
r3( /divη)`≥1 + r3ρ`≥1

)
(u, v0, θ) = 0 for all u0 ≤ u ≤ ûf , θ ∈ S2; (16.1.133)

Ω(u, v0)2
`=0 − Ω◦,Mûf+δ

(u, v0)2 = 0 for all u0 ≤ u ≤ ûf ; (16.1.134)

µ∗`≥1(ûf + δ, v(R, ûf + δ), θ) = 0 for all θ ∈ S2; (16.1.135)(
Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦,Mûf+δ

)
`=0

(ûf + δ, v−1) = 0. (16.1.136)

Given a sphere S̊ as in (16.1.131), let C̃ûf+δ denote the outgoing component of the boundary of the

causal future of S̊, and let C̃v−1
denote the incoming component of the boundary of the causal past of S̊.

If τ is suitably small, the sphere S̊ is contained in the region covered by the extended ûf normalised H+

gauge, S̊ ⊂ iH+(ZH+(ûf , δ1)), and C̃ûf+δ and C̃v−1
are regular null hypersurfaces in iH+(ZH+(ûf , δ1)). The

cones C̃ûf+δ and C̃v−1
will each be foliated in such a way that the relevant regions of the cones also live in

the region iH+(ZH+(ûf , δ1)) covered by the extended ûf normalised H+ gauge.

Foliations of the outgoing null hypersurface C̃ûf+δ

The following proposition relates certain geometric quantities associated to two different foliations of the
outgoing null hypersurface C̃ûf+δ.

Proposition 16.1.25 (Change of foliation relations on outgoing cones). For any sphere S̊ as in (16.1.131),
let v denote the restriction to C̃ûf+δ of the v coordinate of the extended ûf normalised gauge. Consider

another foliation of C̃ûf+δ by spheres, described by the level hypersurfaces of a function ṽ. Suppose v and ṽ
are related by

v = ṽ + f4(ṽ, θ1, θ2),
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for some function f4. Then the corresponding Ωω̂ are related by

1

2
∂ṽ log(1 + ∂ṽf

4)(ṽ, θ) = Ω̃ω̂(ṽ, θ)− (1 + ∂ṽf
4)Ωω̂(ṽ + f4, θ).

Proof. The proof follows exactly as that of Proposition 16.1.10.

As in Section 16.1.2.1, rather than foliate the outgoing cone C̃ûf+δ directly by the condition that (Ω2 −
Ω2
◦) = 0, it is first shown that the incoming cone can be foliated by certain conditions which involve only

Ωω̂.
In order to motivate the foliations constructed in Proposition 16.1.26 below, note first that, in a given

spacetime double null foliation, equation (1.2.21) implies that,

Ω−1
◦ Ω(ûf + δ, v, θ) = Ω−1

◦ Ω(ûf + δ, v−1, θ)e
∫ v
v−1

(Ωω̂−Ωω̂◦)(ûf+δ,v′,θ)dv′

.

Proposition 16.1.26 (Foliations of outgoing cones). Let S̊ be a sphere defined, in the (uH+ , vH+ , θH+)
coordinate system of the extended ûf normalised gauge, by smooth functions s3, s4,

S̊ = {iH+(ûf + δ + s3(θ), v−1 + s4(θ), θ) | θ ∈ S2}.

such that s3 and s4 satisfy ∑
k≤5

(
‖(r /∇)ks3‖S̊ + ‖(r /∇)ks4‖S̊

)
≤ τ.

Consider also a smooth function p4 : S̊ → R satisfying

sup
θ∈S2

|p4(θ)| ≤ τ.

Then, provided τ and δ0 are sufficiently small, there exists a smooth foliation of the outgoing cone, C̃ûf+δ,

of S̊ such that, on C̃ûf+δ,
(Ωω̂ − Ωω̂◦,Mûf+δ

)(ṽ, θ) = 0,

for all ṽ ∈ [v−1, v(R2, ûf + δ)], θ ∈ S2, and,

∂ṽf
4(v−1, θ) = p4(θ),

where f4 is the diffeomorphism which relates this foliation of C̃ûf+δ to the foliation of C̃ûf+δ obtained by
intersecting with the incoming cones Cv, for v−1 ≤ u ≤ v(R2, ûf + δ1), of the extended ûf normalised H+

gauge.

Proof. The proof is similar to that of Proposition 16.1.11. By Proposition 16.1.25, the goal is to construct
a function f4 such that

1

2
∂ṽ log(1 + ∂ṽf

4)(ṽ, θ) = Ωω̂◦,Mûf+δ
(ṽ, θ)− (1 + ∂ṽf

4)Ωω̂(ṽ + f4, θ),

along with the initial conditions

f4(v−1, ·) = s4, ∂ṽf
4(v−1, ·) = p4,

where Ωω̂ denotes the quantity of the foliation of C̃ûf+δ obtained by intersecting with the incoming hy-
persurfaces of the extended ûf normalised gauge. Again, by continuity and compactness, this quantity is
sufficiently close to its value in the extended ûf normalised gauge if τ and δ are sufficiently small. Define
therefore the iterates f4

[0] = 0 and, for n ≥ 1, define f4
[n] to be the unique solution of the linear equation

1

2
∂ṽ log(1 + ∂ṽf

4
[n])(ṽ, θ) = Ωω̂◦,Mûf+δ

(ṽ, θ)− (1 + ∂ṽf
4
[n−1])Ωω̂(ṽ + f4

[n−1], θ), (16.1.137)
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with the initial conditions
f4(v−1, ·) = s4, ∂ṽf

4(v−1, ·) = p4.

As in the proof of Proposition 16.1.11 it follows inductively that each f4
[n] satisfies the estimates∑

k≤2

sup
v∈[v−1,V ],θ∈S2

|∂kv f4
[n](v, θ)| . τ,

on the interval [v−1, V ], provided V − v−1 is sufficiently small. It moreover follows that,∑
k≤2

sup
v∈[v−1,V ],θ∈S2

|∂kv (f4
[n+1] − f

4
[n])(v, θ)| . |V − v−1|

∑
k≤2

sup
v∈[v−1,V ],θ∈S2

|∂kv (f4
[n] − f

4
[n−1])(v, θ)|,

and so, provided V − v−1 is sufficiently small the sequence {f4
[n]} converges to a limit f4 on the interval

[v−1, V ], which satisfies the equation (16.1.137). As in the proof of Proposition 16.1.11, the proof follows
from dividing the interval [v−1, v(R2, ûf + δ)] into sub-intervals of size V − v−1 and repeating the proof.

Foliations of the incoming null hypersurface C̃v−1

The following proposition relates certain geometric quantities associated to two different foliations of the
incoming null hypersurface C̃v−1

.

Proposition 16.1.27 (Change of foliation relations on incoming cones). Let u denote the restriction to
C̃v−1

of the u coordinate of the extended ûf normalised gauge. Consider another foliation of C̃v−1
by spheres,

described by the level hypersurfaces of a function ũ. Suppose u and ũ are related by

u = ũ+ f3(ũ, θ1, θ2), (16.1.138)

for some function f3. Then the corresponding geometric quantities ∂u(r3 /divη + r3ρ), Ωtrχ and Ωω̂ are
related by

r̃3∂ũ /̃∆ log(1 + ∂ũf
3) = ∂ũ(r̃3 /̃divη + r̃3ρ̃)(ũ, θ)− ∂u(r3 /divη + r3ρ)(ũ+ f3, θ) + F ( /̃∇f3, /̃∇2f3, ∂ũf

3, /̃∇∂ũf3),

for a function F which, provided |r̃ /∇f3|+ |(r̃ /∇)2f3|+ |∂ũf3|+ |r̃ /∇∂ũf3| . 1, satisfies

|F ( /̃∇f3, /̃∇2f3, ∂ũf
3, /̃∇∂ũf3)| . |r̃ /∇f3|+ |(r̃ /∇)2f3|+ |∂ũf3|+ | /̃∇∂ũf3|,

and
1

2
∂ũ log(1 + ∂ũf

3)(ũ, θ) = Ω̃ω̂(ũ, θ)− (1 + ∂ũf
3(ũ, θ))Ωω̂(ũ+ f3, θ).

Proof. The proof follows exactly as that of Proposition 16.1.8, using now the fact that

∂ũ /̃divη − ∂u /divη = ∂ũ /̃∆ log(1 + ∂ũf
3) + ∂ũf

3 /divη + ∂ũ

(
/̃∇f3 · Ω /∇3η −

1

2
/̃div
(
Ωχ · /̃∇f3

)
+ 2 /̃div

(
Ωω̂ /̃∇f3

))
,

and,

∂ũρ̃− ∂uρ = ∂ũf
3ρ+ ∂ũ

(
/̃∇f3 ⊗ /̃∇f3 · Ω2α− 2 /̃∇f3 · Ωβ

)
,

and the fact that ∂u(r3ρ◦) = ∂ũ(r̃3ρ̃◦) = 0.

Again, rather than foliate the incoming cone C̃v−1
directly by the condition that (Ω2 − Ω2

◦)`=0 = 0, it
is first shown that the incoming cone can be foliated by certain conditions which involve only the above
quantities Ωω̂ and Ωtrχ.

Recall that, in a given spacetime double null foliation,

∂u
(
Ω−1
◦ Ω`=0 − 1

)
= Ωω̂`=0 − Ωω̂◦ −F ,
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where

F = −
(
Ω−1
◦ Ω`=0 − 1

)(
Ωω̂`=0 − Ωω̂◦

)
−
(
Ω−1
◦ Ω`≥1(Ωω̂)`≥1

)
`=0
−
(
Ω−1
◦ Ω(Ωtrχ)`≥1

)
`=0

,

and, since

Ω−1
◦ Ω(u, v−1, θ) = −Ω−1

◦ Ω(ûf + δ, v−1, θ)e
∫ ûf+δ
u (Ωω̂−Ωω̂◦)(u

′,v−1,θ)du
′
,

F can be viewed as a function of u, for any given Ωω̂ − Ωω̂◦, Ωtrχ − Ωtrχ◦, and Ω−1
◦ Ω(uûf+δ, v−1, ·), i.e.,

abusing notation,

F = F(Ωω̂ − Ωω̂◦,Ωtrχ− Ωtrχ◦,Ω
−1
◦ Ω(ûf + δ, v−1, ·)) : [u−1, ûf + δ]→ R.

In Proposition 16.1.24 a gauge will be constructed in which Ω−1
◦ Ω(ûf +δ, v−1, ·) ≡ 1, and so the following

proposition uses this value of 1 for Ω−1
◦ Ω(ûf + δ, v−1, ·).

Proposition 16.1.28 (Foliations of incoming cones). Let S̊ be a sphere defined, in the (uH+ , vH+ , θH+)
coordinate system of the extended ûf normalised H+ gauge, by smooth functions s3, s4,

S̊ = {iH+(ûf + δ + s3(θ), v−1 + s4(θ), θ) | θ ∈ S2}.

such that s3 and s4 satisfy ∑
k≤5

(
‖(r /∇)ks3‖S̊ + ‖(r /∇)ks4‖S̊

)
≤ τ.

Consider also a smooth function p3 : S̊ → R satisfying

sup
θ∈S2

|p3(θ)| ≤ τ.

Then, provided τ and δ0 are sufficiently small, there exists a smooth foliation of the incoming cone, C̃v−1
,

of S̊ such that, on C̃v−1
,

∂u(r3 /divη`≥1+r3ρ`≥1)(ũ, θ) = 0, (Ωω̂−Ωω̂◦,Mûf+δ
)`=0(ũ) = F [Ωω̂−Ωω̂◦,Mûf+δ

,Ωtrχ−Ωtrχ◦,Mûf+δ
, 1](ũ),

for all ũ ∈ [u−1, ûf + δ], θ ∈ S2, and,
∂ũf

3(ûf + δ, θ) = p3(θ),

where f3 is the diffeomorphism which relates this foliation of C̃v−1
to the foliation of C̃v−1

obtained by
intersecting with the outgoing cones Cu, for u−1 ≤ u ≤ ûf + δ1, of the extended ûf normalised gauge.

Proof. The proof is again similar to that of Propositions 16.1.9, 16.1.11 and 16.1.26. By Proposition 16.1.27,
the goal is to construct a function f3 : [u−1, ûf + δ]× S2 → R satisfying[

r̃3∂ũ /̃∆ log(1 + ∂ũf
3)
]
˜̀≥1

=
[
− ∂u(r3 /divη + r3ρ)(ũ+ f3, θ) + F ′

]
˜̀≥1

, (16.1.139)

and

1

2

[
∂ũ log(1 + ∂ũf

3)(ũ, ·)
]̃
`=0

= F(ũ) +
[
Ωω̂◦(ũ)− (1 + ∂ũf

3(ũ, ·))Ωω̂(ũ+ f3(ũ, ·), ·)
]̃
`=0

, (16.1.140)

along with the final conditions,

f3(ûf + δ, ·) = s3, ∂ũf
3(ûf + δ, ·) = p3, (16.1.141)

where

F ′ := F ( /̃∇f3, /̃∇2f3, ∂ũf
3, /̃∇∂ũf3) + (∂ũ(r̃3 /̃divη + r̃3ρ̃))̃

`≥1
− ∂ũ(r̃3 /̃divη + r̃3ρ̃)̃

`≥1
,
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and F is as in Proposition 16.1.27. Note that, by Proposition 9.4.1 and Proposition 9.4.3, for any function
h,

|(∂ũh)̃
`≥1
− ∂ũ(h˜̀≥1

)| . sup
θ∈S2

|h| ·
(
|Ω̃β|+ |η̃|+

∑
k≤1

(|(r̃ /∇)kΩ̃χ̂|+ |(r̃ /∇)k(Ω̃trχ− Ω̃trχ◦)|)
)
,

and so

|(∂ũ(r̃3 /̃divη + r̃3ρ̃))̃
`≥1
− ∂ũ(r̃3 /̃divη + r̃3ρ̃)̃

`≥1
| . ε

(
|r̃ /∇f3|+ |(r̃ /∇)2f3|+ |∂ũf3|+ | /̃∇∂ũf3|

)
,

by relating Ω̃β etc. to their values in the extended ûf normalised gauge (see Proposition 16.1.8 and Proposi-
tion 16.1.27). As in the proofs of Propositions 16.1.9, 16.1.11 and 16.1.26, the proof proceeds by considering
the iterates f3

[0] = 0, and inductively defining f3
[n] to be the solution of the linear system[

r3
[n−1]∂ũ /∆[n−1] log(1 + ∂ũf

3
[n])
]

(`≥1)[n−1]

=
[
− ∂u(r3 /divη + r3ρ)(ũ+ f3

[n−1], θ) + F ′[n−1]

]
(`≥1)[n−1]

,

and

1

2

[
∂ũ log(1+∂ũf

3
[n])(ũ, ·)

]
(`=0)[n−1]

= F [n−1](ũ)+
[
Ωω̂◦(ũ)−(1+∂ũf

3
[n−1](ũ, ·))Ωω̂(ũ+f3

[n−1](ũ, ·), ·)
]
(`=0)[n−1]

,

along with the final conditions,

f3(ûf + δ, ·) = s3, ∂ũf
3(ûf + δ, ·) = p3,

where

F [n−1] = F(Ωω̂◦ +
1

2
∂u log(1 + ∂uf

3
[n−1]) + (1 + ∂uf

3
[n−1])Ωω̂f3

[n−1]
,Ωtrχ◦ + (1 + ∂uf

3
[n−1])Ωtrχ

f3
[n−1]

, q),

and

F ′[n−1] = F ( /∇f3
[n−1], /∇

2
f3

[n−1], ∂uf
3
[n−1], /∇∂uf

3
[n−1])

+ (∂u((r3 /divη + r3ρ)[n−1]))(`≥1)[n−1]
− ∂u(((r3 /divη + r3ρ)[n−1])(`≥1)[n−1]

).

As in the proofs of Propositions 16.1.9, 16.1.11 and 16.1.26, one then shows that the sequence of iterates
{f3

[n]} converges to a limit f3 which solves (16.1.139)–(16.1.141) as desired.

The proof of Proposition 16.1.24: foliations of cones of any sphere close to Sûf+δ,v−1

The proof of Proposition 16.1.24 can now be given.

Proof of Proposition 16.1.24. Equations: The goal is to choose functions p3, p4 appropriately so that, in

the spacetime double null foliation arising from the foliations of C̃ûf+δ and C̃v−1
of Propositions 16.1.26 and

16.1.28 respectively,

Ω(ûf + δ, v−1, ·)2 − Ω◦,Mûf+δ
(ûf + δ, v−1)2 = 0, (16.1.142)

µ∗`≥1(ûf + δ, v(R, ûf + δ), ·) = 0, (16.1.143)(
Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦,Mûf+δ

)
`=0

(ûf + δ, v−1) = 0. (16.1.144)

The function q will then be chosen so that, in the resulting spacetime double null foliation, the function F
of Proposition 16.1.28 satisfies

F = ∂u
((

Ω2 − Ω2
◦,Mûf+δ

)
`=0

)
− (Ωω̂ − Ωω̂◦,Mûf+δ

)`=0.

Suppose that, for some given p4, the cone C̃ûf+δ is foliated according to Proposition 16.1.26 and, for

some given p3, q, the cone C̃v−1
, is foliated according to Proposition 16.1.28. Suppose that these foliations

are described as the level hypersurfaces of functions ṽ and ũ respectively. The resulting spacetime double
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null foliation, obtained by considering the outgoing null cones associated to the spheres of constant ũ in C̃v−1

and the incoming null cones associated to the spheres of constant ṽ in C̃ûf+δ, is related to the extended ûf
normalised double null foliation by functions f3, f4 satisfying

u = ũ+ f3(ũ, ṽ, θ̃), v = ṽ + f4(ũ, ṽ, θ̃), θA = θ̃A + fA(ũ, ṽ, θ̃),

where f3(·, v−1, ·) agrees with f3 of Proposition 16.1.28, f4(ûf +δ, ·, ·) agrees with f4 of Proposition 16.1.26,
and f1, f2 are defined so that

fA(ûf + δ, v−1, ·) ≡ 0, A = 1, 2,

and the spacetime metric takes the standard double null form with b̃ ≡ 0 on the cone C̃ûf+δ. In particular,

f3(ûf + δ, v−1, ·) = s3, f4(ûf + δ, v−1, ·) = s4.

The change of spacetime gauge relations (4.3.36), (4.3.39), (4.3.43), (4.3.44), (4.3.49) then imply that

(Ω̃−2
◦,M Ω̃2 − 1)(ûf + δ, v−1) = (Ω−1

◦,MΩ2 − 1)(ûf + δ + s3, v−1 + s4) + p3 + p4 − 2M

r2
(s3 − s4) + E1,

(
µ̃∗ + 3Ω̃2r̃−2(Ω̃−2

◦,M Ω̃2 − 1)
)
`≥1

(ûf + δ, v−1) =
(
µ∗ + 3Ω2r−2(Ω−2

◦,MΩ2 − 1)
)
(ûf + δ + s3, v−1 + s4)`≥1

+ /∆p3
`≥1 +

3Ω2

r2
p3
`≥1 −

2

r

(
1− M

r

)
/∆s3

`≥1 +
Ω2

r
/∆s4

`≥1 −
3Ω2

r3
(s3 − s4)`≥1 + E2,

and

Ω̃−2
◦,M ( ˜Ωtrχ− ˜Ωtrχ◦,M )`=0(ûf + δ, v−1) = Ω−2

◦ (Ωtrχ− Ωtrχ◦,M )(ûf + δ + s3, v−1 + s4)`=0

− 2

r
p3
`=0 −

2

r2

(
1− 4M

r

)
(s3 − s4)`=0 + E3,

where M = Mûf+δ and E1, E2, E3 are nonlinearities, as determined by the relations of Proposition 4.3.1
and Proposition 4.3.2, which take the schematic form

E1 =
∑

|γ1|,|γ2|≤1

ΠS̊Φ · D̃γ1f(x−1) + D̃γ1f · D̃γ2f(x−1),

E2 =
∑
k≤2

∑
|γ1|,|γ2|≤1

(
ΠS̊Φ · (r /̃∇)kD̃γ1f(x−1) + D̃γ1f · (r /̃∇)kD̃γ2f(x−1)

)
`≥1

,

E3 =
∑
k≤1

∑
|γ1|,|γ2|≤1

(
ΠS̊Φ · (r /̃∇)kD̃γ1f(x−1) + D̃γ1f · (r /̃∇)kD̃γ2f(x−1)

)
`=0

,

with x−1 = (ûf + δ, v−1, ·), and Ω̃ and ˜Ωtrχ denote the values of Ω and Ωtrχ in the resulting spacetime
double null foliation.

Under the assumption that the gauge condition (16.1.142) is satisfied, Proposition 15.1.11 in particular
implies that, after relating (see Proposition 16.1.10 or Proposition 16.1.25) the quantities ˜Ωtrχ− ˜Ωtrχ◦, Ω̃χ̂,

η, ˜Ω−1χ̂, ρ̃, Ω̃β, ˜Ω2α to the corresponding quantities in the extended ûf normalised gauge and f4 and its
derivatives,

µ∗`≥1(ûf + δ, v−1) = µ∗`≥1(ûf + δ, v(R, ûf + δ)) + G(f4, /∇f4, /∇2
f4, ∂vf

4, /∇∂vf4, /∇2
∂vf

4),

for some appropriate G, which depends on Ωtrχ−Ωtrχ◦, η, Ω2α, etc. in the extended ûf normalised gauge,
and satisfies

‖G‖S . ε2 + ûf sup
v−1≤v≤v(R,ûf+δ)

∑
k≤2

(‖(r /∇)kf4‖2Sûf+δ,v
+ ‖(r /∇)k∂vf

4‖2Sûf+δ,v
).
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The goal then is to find p3 and p4 such that

0 = (Ω−1
◦ Ω2 − 1)(ûf + δ + s3, v−1 + s4) + p3 + p4 − 2M

r2
(s3 − s4) + E1, (16.1.145)

G(f4, /∇f4, /∇2
f4, ∂vf

4, /∇∂vf4, /∇2
∂vf

4) =
(
µ∗ + 3r−2(Ω2 − Ω2

◦)
)
(ûf + δ + s3, v−1 + s4)`≥1

+ /∆p3
`≥1 +

3Ω2
◦

r2
p3
`≥1 −

2

r

(
1− M

r

)
/∆s3

`≥1 +
Ω2
◦
r
/∆s4

`≥1 −
3Ω2
◦

r3
(s3 − s4)`≥1 + E2, (16.1.146)

and

0 = Ω−2
◦ (Ωtrχ− Ωtrχ◦)(ûf + δ + s3, v−1 + s4)`=0 −

2

r
p3
`=0 −

2

r2

(
1− 4M

r

)
(s3 − s4)`=0 + E3, (16.1.147)

where f4 denotes the change of foliation of the cone arising from Proposition 16.1.26 with ∂vf
4(ûf +δ, v−1) =

p4 and f3 denotes the change of foliation of the cone arising from Proposition 16.1.28 with ∂uf
3(ûf+δ, v−1) =

p3.
Definition of iterates: Define first

p3
[1] = p4

[1] = 0,

and, for n ≥ 2 inductively define p3
[n] and p4

[n] as solutions of the system[
/∆[n−1]p

3
[n] + 3Ω2

◦r
−2p3

[n]

]
(`≥1)[n−1]

=
[
G[n−1] −

(
µ∗ + 3r−2(Ω2 − Ω2

◦)
)
(ûf + δ + s3, v−1 + s4)

+
2

r

(
1− M

r

)
/∆s3 − Ω2

◦
r
/∆s4 +

3Ω2
◦

r3
(s3 − s4)− E2

[n−1]

]
(`≥1)[n−1]

(16.1.148)

[
2r−1p3

[n]

]
(`=0)[n−1]

=
[
Ω−2
◦ (Ωtrχ−Ωtrχ◦)(ûf +δ+s3, v−1 +s4)− 2

r2

(
1− 4M

r

)
(s3−s4)+E3

[n−1]

]
(`=0)[n−1]

,

(16.1.149)
and

p4
[n] = −p3

[n] − (Ω−1
◦ Ω2 − 1)(ûf + δ + s3, v−1 + s4) +

2M

r2
(s3 − s4)− E1

[n−1], (16.1.150)

where
G[n−1] = G(f4

[n−1], /∇f
4
[n−1], /∇

2
f4

[n−1], ∂vf
4
[n−1], /∇∂vf

4
[n−1], /∇

2
∂vf

4
[n−1]),

and the errors E1
[n−1], E

2
[n−1] and E3

[n−1] are defined by replacing f with f[n−1] in the definition of E1, E2

and E3 respectively. Schematically,

E1
[n−1] =

∑
|γ1|,|γ2|≤1

ΠS̊Φ ·Dγ1f[n−1](x−1) + Dγ1f[n−1] ·Dγ2f[n−1](x−1),

and similarly for E2
[n−1] and E3

[n−1]. The diffeomorphisms f3
[n] and f4

[n] are inductively defined as follows.

Suppose n is such that p3
[n] and p4

[n] are defined. Consider the foliation of C̃v∞ arising from Proposition

16.1.28 with p3 = p3
[n]. This foliation of C̃v∞ , described by the level hypersurfaces of a function u[n], is

related to u by a function f3
[n] by

u = u[n] + f3
[n](u[n], θ).

Consider the foliation of Cu−1 arising from Proposition 16.1.26 with p4 = p4
[n]. This foliation of Cu−1 ,

described by the level hypersurfaces of a function v[n], is related to v by a function f4
[n] by

v = v[n] + f4
[n](v[n], θ).

Estimates and existence of limits: It follows from Proposition 16.1.25 that

1

2
∂ṽ log(1 + ∂ṽf

4
[n])(ṽ, θ) = Ωω̂◦,Mûf+δ

(ṽ)− (1 + ∂ṽf
4
[n])Ωω̂(ṽ + f4

[n], θ),
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for all n, and so

sup
v−1≤v≤v(R,ûf+δ)

∑
k1≤4

∑
k2≤3

‖(r /∇)k1∂k2
v f

4
[n]‖Sûf+δ,v

. C(ûf )(δ + τ +
∑
k≤4

‖(r /∇)kp4
[n]‖Sûf+δ,v−1

),

for a constant C(ûf ) which depends on ûf . The relations (4.3.31)–(4.3.36) moreover imply that, if τ and δ0
are sufficiently small,∑
k≤4

(
‖(r /∇)k∂uf

3
[n]‖Sûf+δ,v−1

+ ‖(r /∇)k∂vf
3
[n]‖Sûf+δ,v−1

+ ‖(r /∇)k∂uf
4
[n]‖Sûf+δ,v−1

+ ‖(r /∇)k∂vf
4
[n]‖Sûf+δ,v−1

)
.
∑
k≤5

(
‖(r /∇)ks3‖Sûf+δ,v−1

+ ‖(r /∇)ks4‖Sûf+δ,v−1

)
+
∑
k≤4

(
‖(r /∇)kp3

[n]‖Sûf+δ,v−1
+ ‖(r /∇)kp4

[n]‖Sûf+δ,v−1

)
,

since fA[n](u−1, v∞, ·) = 0 and b[n](u−1, v∞, ·) = 0.

It then follows, using a simple induction argument and an elliptic estimate for the system (16.1.148)–
(16.1.150), that, if δ and τ are sufficiently small,∑

k≤4

(‖(r /∇)kp3
[n]‖Sûf+δ,v−1

+ ‖(r /∇)kp4
[n]‖Sûf+δ,v−1

) . τ + δ + ε,

for all n. Similarly, by considering differences of the system (16.1.148)–(16.1.150), if τ , ε and δ are sufficiently
small,∑

k≤4

(‖(r /∇)k(p3
[n+1] − p

3
[n])‖Sûf+δ,v−1

+ ‖(r /∇)k(p4
[n+1] − p

4
[n])‖Sûf+δ,v−1

)

≤ 1

2

∑
k≤4

(‖(r /∇)k(p3
[n] − p

3
[n−1])‖Sûf+δ,v−1

+ ‖(r /∇)k(p4
[n] − p

4
[n−1])‖Sûf+δ,v−1

).

It follows that the sequences {p3
[n]}, {p

4
[n]} converge to limits p3, p4 respectively which solve the system

(16.1.145)–(16.1.147) as desired.

Remark 16.1.29. Note again (cf. Remark 16.1.12 concerning the linearised I+ gauge) that in the linear
setting of Proposition 2.3.8, one can distill from the proof of Proposition 16.1.24 the analogous linear state-
ment, namely that, for any solution S̃ of the linearised equations around Schwarzschild of mass Mf , there
exist functions f3(u, θ), f4(v, θ), with f3(uf , ·) = 0, f4(v∞, ·) = 0, which generate a pure gauge solution

Gfoliations, such that the solution S̃ + Gfoliations of the linearised equations satisfies the linearised analogues
of (16.1.132)–(16.1.136). Indeed, in the notation of [DHR], by the linearised analogues of the relations of
Proposition 16.1.25, Proposition 16.1.27 and the the relations (4.3.36), (4.3.39), (4.3.43), and (4.3.49), it
suffices to find f3(u, θ) satisfying the equations

∂u

(
r3 /∆∂uf

3
`≥1 +

(
1− 4Mf

r

)
r2 /∆f3

`≥1 + r2Ω2 /∆f4
`≥1 −

6MfΩ2

r
(f3
`≥1 − f4

`≥1)
)

= −
(
∂u(r3 /div

(1)

η + r3 (1)

ρ)
)S̃
`≥1

(·, v−1, ·),

1

2
∂2
uf

3
`=0 −

Mf

r2
∂uf

3
`=0 −

2MfΩ2
◦

r3
f3
`=0 = − (1)

ωS̃
`=0(·, v−1),

and f4(v, θ) satisfying the equation

1

2
∂2
vf

4 +
Mf

r2
∂vf

4 − 2MfΩ2
◦

r3
f4 = − (1)

ωS̃ (uf , ·, ·),

along with the final conditions

f3(uf , ·) = f4(v−1, ·) = 0,

∂uf
3(uf , ·) + ∂vf

4(v−1, ·) = −2Ω−1
(1)

ΩS̃ (uf , v−1, ·),

/∆∂uf
3
`≥1(uf , ·) +

3Ω2

r2
∂uf

3
`≥1(uf , ·) = −

(
/div

(1)

η +
(1)

ρ− 3

2r

(1)

(Ωtrχ) +
3Ω2

r2
2Ω−1

(1)

Ω
)S̃
`≥1

(uf , v∞, ·),

∂uf
3
`=0(uf ) =

r

2Ω2

(1)

(Ωtrχ)
S̃
`=0(uf , v∞),
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where the latter three are the linear analogues of (16.1.145), (16.1.146) and (16.1.147). In this simplified
linear setting, the proofs of Propositions 16.1.28, 16.1.26, and 16.1.24 reduce to showing the existence of
functions f3(u, θ) and f4(v, θ) satisfying these linear equations.

Recall the quantity

Υ =

(
1− 3Mf

r

)
(ρ− ρ◦) +

3Mf

2r2
(Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦)−

3MfΩ2
◦

2r2
Ω−2

(
Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦

)
.

The following lemma expresses
(
Ωtrχ − (Ωtrχ)◦

)
`=0

in terms of
(
Ωtrχ − (Ωtrχ)◦

)
`=0

, Υ`=0 and nonlinear
terms for any sphere as in Proposition 16.1.24, in the double null foliation of Proposition 16.1.24. This
expression will be used in the proof of Theorem 16.1.3.

Lemma 16.1.30 (Expression for trχ in gauge of Proposition 16.1.24). Given any sphere, as in Proposition
16.1.24, in the double null foliation of Proposition 16.1.24,(

Ωtrχ−(Ωtrχ)◦
)
`=0

(ûf+δ, v(R)) = A
(
Ωtrχ−(Ωtrχ)◦

)
`=0

(ûf+δ, v(R))+BΥ`=0(ûf+δ, v(R))+E, (16.1.151)

for some constants A, B (where A 6= 0 and A 6= 1) where v(R) = v(R, ûf + δ) and E is a nonlinear error
which satisfies

|E| .
∑
Φ

∫ v(R)

v−1

|Φ(ûf + δ, v)|2dv.

Moreover, in the extended ûf normalised H+ gauge,(
Ωtrχ−(Ωtrχ)◦

)
`=0

(ûf+δ, v(R)) = A
(
Ωtrχ−(Ωtrχ)◦

)
`=0

(ûf+δ, v(R))+BΥ`=0(ûf+δ, v(R))+F, (16.1.152)

where

|F| . |
(
Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦

)
`=0

(ûf + δ, v−1)|+
∫ v(R)

v−1

Ω2(|(1− Ω−2Ω2
◦)`=0|+ |(Ωω̂ − Ωω̂◦)`=0|)(ûf + δ, v)dv

+
∑
Φ

∫ v(R)

v−1

|Φ(ûf + δ, v)|2dv.

Proof. Consider first (16.1.151). Note that, on u = ûf + δ,

∂v

( r2

Ω2

(
Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦

)
`=0

)
= Ω−2E , ∂v(r

3µ∗`=0) = E ,

and

∂v

(
r
(
Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦

)
`=0

)
= 4Ω2 (Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦)`=0 + 2Ω2rµ∗`=0 + Ω2E

=
4Ω4

r2

r2

Ω2
(Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦)`=0 +

2Ω2

r2
r3µ∗`=0 + Ω2E .

Since
(
Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦

)
`=0

(v−1) = 0, it follows that

(
Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦

)
`=0

(v(R)) =

∫ v(R)

v−1

4Ω4

r2
dv

R

Ω2
(Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦)`=0 (v(R))+

∫ v(R)

v−1

2Ω2

r2
dvR2µ∗`=0(v(R))+E .

The proof then follows from rewriting µ∗`=0(v(R)) in terms of Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦, Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦ and Υ. The
constants A, B take the explict form,

A = C−1R
(

Ω(v(R))−2I1 −
3

2

(
1− 3Mf

R

)−1

I2

)
, B = C−1R2

(
1− 3Mf

R

)−1

I2,

C = 1− 3Mf

2

(
1− 3Mf

R

)−1

I2, I1 =

∫ v(R)

v−1

4Ω4

r2
dv, I2 =

∫ v(R)

v−1

2Ω2

r2
dv,

where v(R) = v(R, ûf + δ).
The equality (16.1.152) follows similarly. The fact that the defining conditions of the H+ gauge hold for

u = ûf , rather than ûf + δ, means there are extra contributions to the error F.
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16.1.3.2 Existence of a new good sphere: the proof of Theorem 16.1.3

The remaining defining conditions of the ûf + δ normalised H+ gauge, namely,(
Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦,Mûf+δ

)
`≥1

(ûf + δ, v−1) = 0 for all θ ∈ S2; (16.1.153)(
Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦,Mûf+δ

)
`=0

(ûf + δ, v(R, ûf + δ)) = 0; (16.1.154)

b(ûf + δ, v, θ) = 0 for all v ≥ v−1, θ ∈ S2; (16.1.155)

will be achieved by iteratively solving for a suitable sphere S̊ and considering the resulting spacetime dou-
ble null foliation generated by Proposition 16.1.24. Moreover, letting f̃I+,H+ denote the diffeomorphism
functions which relate the ûf + δ normalised H+ gauge to the ûf + δ normalised I+ gauge,

ũI+ = ũH+ + f̃3
I+,H+(ũH+ , ṽH+ , θ̃1

H+ , θ̃2
H+), ṽI+ = ṽH+ + f̃4

I+,H+(ũH+ , ṽH+ , θ̃1
H+ , θ̃2

H+),

θ̃1
I+ = θ̃1

H+ + f̃1
I+,H+(ũH+ , ṽH+ , θ̃1

I+ , θ̃2
H+), θ̃2

I+ = θ̃2
H+ + f̃2

I+,H+(ũH+ , ṽH+ , θ̃1
H+ , θ̃2

H+),

the anchoring conditions

f̃3
I+,H+(ûf + δ, v(R, ûf + δ), θ) = 0 for all θ ∈ S2; (16.1.156)

f̃AI+,H+(ûf + δ, v(R, ûf + δ), θ) = 0 for all θ ∈ S2, A = 1, 2, (16.1.157)

will also be achieved. The remaining relevant anchoring conditions of Definition 5.6.1 (in particular the
inclusion (5.6.11)) are trivially satisfied, provided δ0 is sufficiently small, by continuity and the improved
bootstrap assumptions of Theorem C.

Define f̂ to be the diffeomorphism functions which relate the extended ûf normalised H+ gauge to the
ûf + δ normalised I+ gauge,

ũI+ = uH+ + f̂3(uH+ , vH+ , θH+), ṽI+ = vH+ + f̂4(uH+ , vH+ , θH+), (16.1.158)

θ̃AI+ = /̂F
A

(uH+ , vH+ , θH+) = θAH+ + f̂A(uH+ , vH+ , θH+), A = 1, 2, (16.1.159)

defined on an appropriate subset of R2 × S2. The S2 part of this diffeomorphism in particular has the
property that

|h(ûf + δ, v, θ)− h(ûf + δ, v, /̂F (ûf + δ, v(R, ûf + δ), θ))| ≤ C(ûf )δ sup
Sûf+δ,v

|r /∇h|/g[n]
, (16.1.160)

for all functions h,∣∣(ω − ( /̂F (ûf + δ, v(R, ûf + δ), ·))∗ω
)
(ûf + δ, v(R, ûf + δ), θ)

∣∣
/g
≤ C(ûf )δ sup

Sûf+δ,v

(|ω|/g + |r /∇ω|/g), (16.1.161)

for any (0, k) S tensor ω, and∑
k≤3

‖(r /∇)k+2 /̂F (ûf + δ, v(R, ûf + δ), ·)‖S2 ≤ C(ûf )δ, (16.1.162)

for some constant C(ûf ) which depends on ûf . The estimates (16.1.160) and (16.1.161) can be viewed as

appropriate estimates for /̂F (ûf + δ, v(R, ûf + δ), ·) and /∇ /̂F (ûf + δ, v(R, ûf + δ), ·).
Let C̃H

+

ûf+δ denote the continuation of the cone C̃I
+

ûf+δ of the ûf+δ normalised gauge of Theorem 16.1.2. By

continuity, C̃H
+

ûf+δ is a regular cone if δ is sufficiently small and, moreover, in the (uH+ , vH+ , θH+) coordinates

of the extended ûf normalised H+ gauge,

{iH+(ûf + δ +K(v, θ), v, θ) | (v, θ) ∈ [v−1, v(R2, ûf + δ)]× S2} ⊂ C̃H
+

ûf+δ,
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for some smooth function K : [v−1, v(R2, ûf + δ)]× S2 → R satisfying

sup
v−1≤v≤v(R2,ûf+δ)

∑
k≤5

‖(r /∇)kK(v, ·)‖S2 ≤ C(ûf )δ, (16.1.163)

for some constant C(ûf ) which depends on ûf .
Recall the domain (2.3.1). Given a smooth function h4 : S2 → R and a diffeomorphism /H : S2 → S2,

provided K ◦ /H−1
and h4 ◦ /H−1

are sufficiently small, the sphere

S̃ = {iH+(ûf + δ +K(v−1, /H(θ)), v−1 + h4(θ), /H(θ)) | θ ∈ S2},

defines, by Proposition 16.1.24 (with s3 = K, s4 = h4 ◦ /H−1
), a unique smooth double null parametrisation

ĩ : ZH+(ûf + δ)→M,

such that the metric takes the double null form (1.1.4) in the associated coordinates, the associated geometric
quantities satisfy the gauge conditions of Proposition 16.1.24, (16.1.155) holds, the image of S2 under ĩ(ûf +

δ, v(R, ûf + δ), ·) is the sphere S̃, and

πS2 ◦ i−1 ◦ ĩ(ûf + δ, v−1, θ) = /H(θ),

where i is the parametrisation of the extended ûf normalised H+ gauge and πS2 : R2 × S2 → S2 is the

projection onto the S2 argument. Note that, if δ, K and h4◦ /H−1
are sufficiently small then ĩ(ZH+(ûf +δ)) ⊂

i(ZH+(ûf , δ1)) (recalling (16.1.4) and Theorem 16.1.1) where i (see (4.1.1)) is the local parametrisation of
the extended ûf normalised H+ gauge, and the parametrisation ĩ can be made arbitrarily close to the

parametrisation i. It follows that the inclusion (16.1.7) implies that the cones C̃H
+

v of the parametrisation ĩ
satisfy ⋃

v−1≤v≤v2

C̃H
+

v ⊂ DK(V3) ∩ {V−1 − 3Cε ≤ Vdata ≤ V−1 + 3Cε} ∩ {U0 − 3Cε ≤ Udata ≤ 3Cε},

In particular, U5 is large enough so that the region covered by the initial data gauge DK(V3) is not exhausted
and there is room to extend in u. Moreover the inclusions (16.1.5), (16.1.6) guarantee that the diffeomophism
functions appearing in (16.1.156), (16.1.157) are well defined.

In the proof of Theorem 16.1.3 below, equations will be solved for f4
`=0(ûf + δ, v(R, ûf + δ)) and

f4
`≥1(ûf + δ, v−1, ·). The following lemma guarantees that there indeed exists a double null parametrisa-

tion corresponding to such a prescription.

Lemma 16.1.31 (Existence of a double null parametrisation defined by f4
`=0(ûf + δ, v(R, ûf + δ)) and

f4
`≥1(ûf + δ, v−1, ·)). Consider τ > 0. Let h4 : S2 → R be a smooth function and let j4 be a constant such

that ∑
k≤5

‖(r /∇)kh4‖Sûf+δ,v−1
+ |j4| ≤ τ. (16.1.164)

If τ , ε̂0 and δ0 are sufficiently small, there exists a constant λ satisfying

|λ| . C(ûf )δ + τ,

and a diffeomorphism /H : S2 → S2 such that, in the above double null parametrisation arising from Proposi-
tion 16.1.24 and the sphere, in the (uH+ , vH+ , θH+) coordinates of the extended ûf normalised H+ gauge,

S̃ = {iH+(ûf + δ +K(v−1, /H(θ)), v−1 + h4(θ) + λ, /H(θ)) | θ ∈ S2}, (16.1.165)

the diffeomorphisms which relate the above double null parametrisation to the extended ûf normalised H+

gauge satisfy

f4
`=0(ûf + δ, v(R, ûf + δ)) = j4, /F (ûf + δ, v(R, ûf + δ), θ) = /̂F (ûf + δ, v(R, ûf + δ), θ), (16.1.166)

for all θ ∈ S2, where /̂F is defined in (16.1.158), (16.1.159).
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Proof. First note that any constant λ[n] and diffoemorphism /H [n−1] : S2 → S2 define a sphere, in the coor-
dinates of the extended ûf normalised H+ gauge,

S[n] = {iH+(ûf + δ +K(v−1, /H [n−1](θ)), v−1 + h4(θ) + λ[n], /H [n−1](θ)) | θ ∈ S2}. (16.1.167)

Provided K, h4 ◦ /H−1
[n−1], and λ[n] are suitably small, Proposition 16.1.24 defines a unique double null

parametrisation
i[n] : ZH+(ûf + δ)→M,

such that the metric in the associated coordinates takes the double null form (1.1.4), the associated double
null foliation is that of Proposition 16.1.24, the condition (16.1.155) holds, and

πS2 ◦ i−1 ◦ i[n](ûf + δ, v(R, ûf + δ), θ) = /̂F (ûf + δ, v(R, ûf + δ), θ),

for all θ ∈ S2, where i is the parametrisation of the extended ûf normalised H+ gauge. Let f[n] denote the
diffeomorphism functions which relate this double null parametrisation to the extended ûf normalised H+

double null parametrisation, so that

uH+ = u[n] + f3
[n](u[n], v[n], θ[n]), vH+ = v[n] + f4

[n](u[n], v[n], θ[n]),

θAH+ = /F
A
[n](u[n], v[n], θ[n]) = θA[n] + fA[n](u[n], v[n], θ[n]), A = 1, 2,

and let Φ[n] denote the appropriate geometric quantities of the this double null parametrisation. Note that

f3
[n](ûf + δ, v, θ) = K(v, /F [n](ûf + δ, v, θ)), /F [n](ûf + δ, v(R), θ) = /̂F (ûf + δ, v(R), θ),

for all v−1 ≤ v ≤ v(R2, ûf + δ), θ ∈ S2, where v(R) = v(R, ûf + δ). In such a double null parametrisation,
(f4

[n])`=0(ûf + δ, v(R)) and (f4
[n])`=0(ûf + δ, v−1) are related as follows. It follows from the relations (4.3.36),

(4.3.44), and (4.3.49) that, on u[n] = ûf + δ, using the gauge condition (16.1.132),

2

r
∂v(f

4
[n])`=0(x) = Ω−2

[n] (Ωtrχ− Ωtrχ◦)
[n]
`=0(x)− Ω−2(Ωtrχ− Ωtrχ◦)`=0(x+ f[n](x))

− 2

r

(Ω2

Ω2
◦
− 1
)
`=0

(x+ f[n](x))− r2

3Mf
(ρ− ρ◦)[n]

`=0(x) +
r2

3Mf
(ρ− ρ◦)`=0(x+ f(x)) + X0[f[n]](x),

(16.1.168)

where X0[f[n]] is an error satisfying |X0[f[n]]| . X [f[n]], and

X [f[n]] =
(
|Mf −Mûf+δ|+

∑
Φ

|Φ|
) ∑
|γ|≤2

|Dγf[n]|+
∑
|γ|≤2

|Dγf[n]|2,

where, for any k,∑
|γ|≤k

|Dγf[n]| :=
∑
|γ|≤k

(
|DγΩ2f3

[n]|+ |D
γf4

[n]|
)

+
∑
|γ|≤k−1

(
|Dγ∂u6f [n]|+ |Dγ∂v 6f [n]|

)
.

Now, as in the proof of Lemma 16.1.30,∫ v(R)

v−1

r

2
Ω−2

[n] (Ωtrχ− Ωtrχ◦)
[n]
`=0(ûf + δ, v)− r3

6Mf
(ρ− ρ◦)[n]

`=0(ûf + δ, v)dv

= c̃1(Ωtrχ− Ωtrχ◦)
[n]
`=0(ûf + δ, v(R)) + c̃2Υ

[n]
`=0(ûf + δ, v(R)) + E ,

for an appropriate nonlinearity E and constants c̃1, c̃2, where the gauge conditions (16.1.132), (16.1.136)
have been used. It then follows, from the change of gauge formula (4.3.43) for (Ωtrχ− Ωtrχ◦)`=0, together
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with the gauge condition (Ωtrχ− Ωtrχ◦)`=0(ûf , v(R)) = 0, that∫ v(R)

v−1

r

2
Ω−2

[n] (Ωtrχ− Ωtrχ◦)
[n]
`=0(x)− r

2
Ω−2(Ωtrχ− Ωtrχ◦)`=0(x+ f[n](x))− r3

6Mf
(ρ− ρ◦)[n]

`=0(x)

+
r2

3Mf
(ρ− ρ◦)`=0(x+ f[n](x))dv

= c1(f4
[n])`=0(ûf + δ, v(R))− c1K(v(R), /H [n](·))`=0 + c2

(
Υ

[n]
`=0(ûf + δ, v(R))−Υ`=0(ûf + δ, v(R))

)
+ E[n],

for some constants c1, c2 with c1 6= 1, where x = (ûf + δ, v) and E[n] is a nonlinear error which takes the
schematic form

E[n] =

∫ v(R)

v−1

Φ[n] · Φ[n](x)− Φ · Φ(x+ f[n](x))dv′ +

∫ v(R)

v−1

(
Ω−2
◦ Ω2(x+ f[n](x))− 1

)
`=0

dv′

+
∑
|γ|≤2

ΠS[n]
Φ ·Dγf[n](v(R)) +

∑
|γ1|+|γ2|≤2

Dγ1f[n] ·Dγ2f[n](v(R)).

From (16.1.168) it then follows that

(f4
[n])`=0(ûf + δ, v(R))− (f4

[n])`=0(ûf + δ, v−1) = c1(f4
[n])`=0(ûf + δ, v(R))− c1K(v(R), /H [n](·))`=0

+ c2
(
Υ

[n]
`=0(ûf + δ, v(R))−Υ`=0(ûf + δ, v(R))

)
+ E[n] +

∫ v(R)

v−1

X0[f[n]]−
(Ω2

Ω2
◦
− 1
)
`=0

(x+ f[n](x))dv,

and so

(h4 + λ[n])`=0 =(1− c1)(f4
[n])`=0(ûf + δ, v(R)) +

∫ v(R)

v−1

(Ω2

Ω2
◦
− 1
)
`=0

(x+ f[n](x))−X0[f[n]]dv

+ c1K(v(R), /H [n](·))`=0 − c2
(
Υ

[n]
`=0(ûf + δ, v(R))−Υ`=0(ûf + δ, v(R))

)
− E[n].

Define therefore λ[0] = 0, /H [0] = Id and, for n ≥ 1, define λ[n] inductively by

λ[n] =(1− c1)j4 − h4
`=0 +

∫ v(R)

v−1

(Ω2

Ω2
◦
− 1
)
`=0

(x+ f[n−1](x))−X0[f[n−1]](x)dv (16.1.169)

+ c1K(v(R), /H [n−1](·))`=0 − c2
(
Υ

[n−1]
`=0 (ûf + δ, v(R))−Υ`=0(ûf + δ, v(R))

)
− E[n−1],

where x = (ûf + δ, v). Recall that, provided h4 ◦ /H−1
[n−1] and λ[n] are suitably small, λ[n] and /H [n−1] define

a sphere (16.1.167) and hence a double null parametrisation. Define /H [n] in terms of the diffeomorphisms
relating this double null parametrisation to the extended ûf normalised double null parametrisation by

/H [n](θ) = /F [n](ûf + δ, v−1, θ).

The proof will follow from showing that the sequences {λ[n]} and { /H [n]} converge to appropriate limits.
Many of the steps are very similar to those of the proof of Theorem 16.1.3 below and so are only sketched.
Following the proof of Lemma 16.1.35 below, one sees that, if ε and δ are sufficiently small,

sup
v−1≤v≤v(R,ûf+δ)

( ∑
|γ|≤5

‖Dγf[n]‖Sûf+δ,v
+
∑
|γ|≤3

sup
v−1≤v≤v(R)

‖DγΦ[n](x)−DγΦ(x)‖Sûf+δ,v

)
. C(ûf )δ +

∑
k≤5

‖(r /∇)kh4‖Sûf+δ,v−1
+ |(f4

[n])`=0(ûf + δ, v(R))|, (16.1.170)

where the norm of the diffeomorphism functions is defined below in (16.1.182), for some constant C(ûf )
which depends on ûf .
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Recall that

λ[n] =(1− c1)(f4
[n])`=0(ûf + δ, v(R))− h4

`=0 +

∫ v(R)

v−1

(Ω2

Ω2
◦
− 1
)
`=0

(x+ f[n](x))−X0[f[n]](x)dv

+ c1K(v(R), /H [n](·))`=0 − c2
(
Υ

[n]
`=0(ûf + δ, v(R))−Υ`=0(ûf + δ, v(R))

)
− E[n],

and so, subtracting from the definition (16.1.169), it follows, using the fact that, for all v−1 ≤ v ≤ v(R2, ûf +
δ), θ ∈ S2, ∑

|γ|≤2

|Dγ(Ω−2
◦ Ω2 − 1)(ûf + δ, v, θ)| . δ,

the assumption (16.1.164), and the estimate (16.1.170), that, if δ is sufficiently small,

|(f4
[n])`=0(ûf + δ, v(R))| . C(ûf )δ + τ.

It then follows from the definition (16.1.169) of λ[n] and the estimate (16.1.170) that the sequence {λ[n]}
is uniformly bounded. It follows that there exists a subsequence converging to a limit λ, which one easily
checks is as desired. Moreover, in any given coordinate chart for S2, for any k ≤ 4, A1, . . . , Ak = 1, 2,

|∂A1 . . . ∂Akf
B
[n](ûf + δ, v, θ)| . C(ûf )δ +

∫ v(R)

v

|∂A1 . . . ∂Ak∂vf
B
[n](ûf + δ, v′, θ)|dv′ . C(ûf )δ + τ,

by the estimates (16.1.160)–(16.1.162) for /̂F (ûf+δ, v(R), ·), and so one similarly sees that the diffeomorphisms
/H [n] converge to a limiting diffeomorphism /H : S2 → S2, which is as desired.

Note that, for any h4 and j4 as in Lemma 16.1.31, the double null parametrisation of Lemma 16.1.31
clearly satisfies the anchoring condition (16.1.156). The latter of (16.1.166) moreover implies that the
anchoring condition (16.1.157) also holds.

The proof of Theorem 16.1.3 can now be given.

Proof of Theorem 16.1.3. Let λ ∈ R(ûf ) be fixed. The goal is to find an appropriate function h4 : S2 → R
and a constant j4 so that double null parametrisation of Lemma 16.1.31, which, recall, satisfies the gauge
conditions of Proposition 16.1.24 and the anchoring conditions (16.1.156), (16.1.157), moreover satisfies
(16.1.153) and (16.1.154).

Recall the quantity

Υ =

(
1− 3Mf

r

)
(ρ− ρ◦) +

3Mf

2r2
(Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦)−

3MfΩ2
◦

2r2
Ω−2

(
Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦

)
.

Using the expressions (4.3.36), (4.3.43), (4.3.44), (4.3.49), for how geometric quantities change under a change
of gauge, along with Lemma 16.1.30, it follows that the goal is to find a function h4(θ) and a constant j4

such that[
2 /̃∆ /̃∆h4(θ) +

2

r2

(
5− 12M

r

)
/̃∆h4(θ) + a1(r, r̃)(x−1)

]
`≥1

(16.1.171)

=
[6Ω2

◦
r2

/̃∆h3(θ)− /∆(Ω−2(Ωtrχ− Ωtrχ◦))(x−1 + f(x−1))− 3

r2
(Ωtrχ− Ωtrχ◦)(x−1 + f(x−1))

− 6

r3
(Ω2 − Ω2

◦)(x−1 + f(x−1)) +
2

r
m(x−1) + E1(x−1)

]
`≥1

,

a2(r, r̃)(xR)`=0 =
[
(1−A−1)Ω−2(Ωtrχ− Ωtrχ◦)(xR + f(xR)) (16.1.172)

−BA−1Ω−2Υ̃(xR) +BA−1Ω−2Υ(xR + f(xR))− 2

rΩ2
◦

(Ω2 − Ω2
◦)(xR + f(xR)) + E2(xR)

]
`=0

,

j4 = f4
`=0(ûf + δ, v(R, ûf + δ)), (16.1.173)

where x−1 = x−1(θ) = (ûf + δ, v−1, θ), xR = xR(θ) = (ûf + δ, v(R, ûf + δ), θ). Here the functions f1,
f2, f3, f4 denote the diffeomorphisms relating the double null foliation arising from h4, j4 and Lemma
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16.1.31 (whose double null coordinates are denoted (ũ, ṽ, θ̃)), to the extended ûf normalised H+ double null
parametrisation, so that

u = ũ+ f3(ũ, ṽ, θ̃), v = ṽ + f4(ũ, ṽ, θ̃), θA = /F
A

(ũ, ṽ, θ̃) = θ̃A + fA(ũ, ṽ, θ̃).

The Laplacian /̃∆ is the Laplacian of the new sphere S̃ûf+δ,v−1
= {ũ = ûf + δ}∩ {ṽ = v−1} (or, equivalently,

the sphere (16.1.165) arising from Lemma 16.1.31), the mode projection in (16.1.171) is that associated to
the new sphere S̃ûf+δ,v−1

and the mode projection in (16.1.172) is that of the sphere S̃ûf+δ,v(R) = {ũ =
ûf + δ} ∩ {ṽ = v(R, ûf + δ)}. The nonlinear error E1 has the schematic form

E1(x−1) =
∑

|γ1|+|γ2|≤4

ΠS̃Φ ·Dγ1f(x−1) + Dγ1f ·Dγ2f(x−1),

and E2 takes the form,

E2(xR) =
∑

|γ1|+|γ2|≤2

ΠS̃Φ ·Dγ1f(xR) + Dγ1f ·Dγ2f(xR) +A−1Ω−2F−A−1Ω−2
◦ E,

where A, B, E and F are as in Lemma 16.1.30. For each θ ∈ S2, x−1 + f(x−1) and xR + f(xR) denote the
points, in the coordinate system of the extended ûf normalised H+ gauge,

x−1 + f(x−1) = (ûf + δ + f3(ûf + δ, v−1, θ), v−1 + f4(ûf + δ, v−1, θ), /F (ûf + δ, v−1, θ)), (16.1.174)

xR + f(xR) = (ûf + δ + f3(ûf + δ, v(R), θ), v(R) + f4(ûf + δ, v(R), θ), /F (ûf + δ, v(R), θ)), (16.1.175)

with v(R) = v(R, ûf + δ). The function m is defined by

m = /̃∆∂uf
3 − 3Ω2

r2
∂vf

4 − 2

r

(
1− Mf

r

)
/̃∆h3 +

Ω2

r
/̃∆h4 + a(r, r̃),

and a1, a2, a are smooth functions, determined from the relations (4.3.36), (4.3.43), (4.3.44), (4.3.49), which
satisfy a(r, r) = ai(r, r) = 0 and

|a1(r, r̃)(x−1)− 12Ω4
◦

r4
(f4(x−1)− f3(x−1))| . |f3(x−1)|2 + |f4(x−1)|2 + |Mf −Mûf+δ|2,

|a2(r, r̃)(xR)− 4

R2

(
1− 3M

R

)
(f4(xR)− f3(xR))| . |f3(xR)|2 + |f4(xR)|2 + |Mf −Mûf+δ|,

|a(r, r̃)(x−1) +
3Ω4

r3
(f4(x−1)− f3(x−1))| . |f3(x−1)|2 + |f4(x−1)|2 + |Mf −Mûf+δ|2.

The dependence of ai on Mf and Mûf+δ is suppressed since both Mf and Mûf+δ are now considered fixed.
Recall that, by Theorem 16.1.2,

|Mf −Mûf+δ| . δ.

Note that µ̃∗(x) = µ∗(x + f(x)) + m(x) +O(ε2). The function r̃ is the rM (see (1.3.2)) associated to the ĩ
double null parametrisation and mass M = Mûf+δ, and r is the rM associated to the extended ûf normalised

H+ double null gauge, with mass M = Mf . In particular, in the coordinates associated to the ĩ double null
parametrisation,

r̃(u, v, θ) = rMûf+δ
(u, v), r(u, v, θ) = rMf

(u+ f3(u, v, θ), v + f4(u, v, θ)).

The quantities /∆Ω−2(Ωtrχ−Ωtrχ◦), µ
∗, Φ etc. refer to the quantities in the extended ûf normalised gauge.

Note that, for such h4, j4, the diffeomorphism functions satisfy

f4
`≥1(ûf + δ, v−1, θ) = h4

`≥1(θ), f4
`=0(ûf + δ, v(R, ûf + δ)) = j4,

and
f3(ûf + δ, v, θ) = K(v, /F (ûf + δ, v, θ)),
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for all v−1 ≤ v ≤ v(R, ûf + δ) and θ ∈ S2.
Equation (16.1.172) arises from Lemma 16.1.30 and the fact that the diffeomorphisms relating two given

double null gauges satisfy (see the relations (4.3.31), (4.3.43), (4.3.44))

4Ω2

r2

(
1− 3M

r

)
(f3 − f4)`=0 = (Ω̃trχ− Ω̃trχ◦)`=0 − (Ωtrχ− Ωtrχ◦)`=0

−
[
(Ω̃trχ− Ω̃trχ◦)`=0 − (Ωtrχ− Ωtrχ◦)`=0

]
− 2

r

[
(Ω̃2 − Ω̃2

◦)`=0 − (Ω2 − Ω2
◦)`=0

]
+ E . (16.1.176)

The reader is also referred to Remark 16.1.37, concerning the proof of Proposition 2.3.8 on the existence of
a linearised H+ gauge.

Given a solution h4, j4 of (16.1.171), (16.1.172), the double null parametrisation arising from Lemma
16.1.31 will then be as desired.

The solution h4, j4 of (16.1.171), (16.1.172) will be constructed as a limit of a sequence of iterates. Given
suitably small iterates h4

[n] and j4
[n], consider the double null parametrisation

i[n] : ZH+(ûf + δ)→M,

arising from Lemma 16.1.31, whose coordinates are denoted (u[n], v[n], θ[n]). Let F[n] := i−1 ◦ i[n], where i is
the parametrisation of the extended ûf normalised H+ double null gauge, so that

(u, v, θ) = F[n](u[n], v[n], θ[n]),

and let f[n] denote the corresponding diffeomorphism functions,

u = u[n] + f3
[n](u[n], v[n], θ[n]), v = v[n] + f4

[n](u[n], v[n], θ[n]),

θA = /F
A
[n](u[n], v[n], θ[n]) = θA[n] + fA[n](u[n], v[n], θ[n]).

Define ρ[n] etc. to be the geometric quantities of this “n-th” double null foliation (schematically denoted
Φ[n]).

Define now h4
[0] = 0, j4

[0] = 0 and, for n ≥ 1, define h4
[n] : S

2 → R and the constant j4
[n] inductively as the

solutions of

2 /∆[n−1] /∆[n−1]h
4
[n](θ) +

2

r2
[n−1]

(
5− 12Mf

r[n−1]

)
/∆[n−1]h

4
[n](θ) +

12Ω4
◦,[n−1]

r4
[n−1]

h4
[n](θ) (16.1.177)

=
[6Ω2

◦,[n−1]

r2
[n−1]

(
/∆[n−1]h

3
[n−1](θ) +

2Ω2
◦[n−1]

r2
[n−1]

h3
[n−1](θ)

)
+ G1

[n−1] +A1
[n−1] + E1

[n−1]

]
(`≥1)[n−1]

,

4

R2

(
1− 3Mf

R

)
j4
[n] =

[ 4

R2

(
1− 3Mf

R

)
j3 + G1

[n−1] +A2
[n−1] + E2

[n−1]

]
(`=0)[n−1]

, (16.1.178)

where

h3
[n−1](θ) = K(v−1, /F [n−1](ûf + δ, v−1, θ)), j3(θ) = K(v(R, ûf + δ), /̂F (ûf + δ, v(R, ûf + δ), θ)),

and

G1
[n−1] =− /∆(Ω−2(Ωtrχ− Ωtrχ◦))(x+ f[n−1](x))− 3

r2
(Ωtrχ− Ωtrχ◦)(x+ f[n−1](x))

− 6

r3
(Ω2 − Ω2

◦)(x+ f[n−1](x)) +
2

r
m[n−1],

G2
[n−1] =(1−A−1)Ω−2(Ωtrχ− Ωtrχ◦)(xR + f[n−1](xR))−BA−1Ω−2Υ[n−1](xR)

+BA−1Ω−2Υ(xR + f[n−1](xR))− 2

rΩ2
◦

(Ω2 − Ω2
◦)(xR + f[n−1](xR)),
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A1
[n−1] = a1(r, r[n−1])−

12Ω4
◦

r4
(h4

[n−1] − h
3
[n−1]), A2

[n−1] = a2(r, r[n−1])−
4

R2

(
1− 3M

R

)
(j4

[n−1] − j
3
[n−1]),

m[n−1] = /∆[n−1]∂uf
3
[n−1] −

3Ω2

r2
∂vf

4
[n−1] −

2

r

(
1− Mf

r

)
/∆[n−1]h

3
[n−1] +

Ω2

r
/∆[n−1]h

4
[n−1] + a(r, r[n−1]),

and the errors E1
[n−1] and E2

[n−1] are defined by replacing f with f[n−1] in E1 and E2. Schematically,

E1
[n−1] =

∑
|γ1|+|γ2|≤4

ΠS[n−1]
Φ ·Dγ1f[n−1](x−1) + Dγ1f[n−1] ·Dγ2f[n−1](x−1),

E2
[n−1] =

∑
|γ1|+|γ2|≤2

ΠS[n−1]
Φ ·Dγ1f[n−1](xR) + Dγ1f[n−1] ·Dγ2f[n−1](xR) +A−1Ω−2F−A−1Ω−2

◦ E[n−1].

The Laplacian /∆[n−1] is defined to be Laplacian associated to the sphere S
[n−1]
ûf+δ,v−1

= {u[n−1] = ûf + δ} ∩
{v[n−1] = v−1} (or, equivalently, the sphere (16.1.165) arising from Lemma 16.1.31 with h4

[n−1] and j4
[n−1]).

The mode projection in (16.1.177) is that of the associated to the new sphere S
[n−1]
ûf+δ,v−1

and the mode

projection in (16.1.178) is that of the sphere S
[n−1]
ûf+δ,v(R) = {u[n−1] = ûf +δ}∩{v[n−1] = v(R, ûf +δ)}. Finally,

r[n−1] is the rM (see (1.3.2)) associated to the i[n−1] double null parametrisation and mass M = Mûf+δ, and
r is the rM associated to the extended ûf normalised H+ double null gauge, with mass M = Mf , so that,
in the coordinates associated to the i[n−1] double null parametrisation,

r[n−1](ûf + δ, v, θ) = rMûf+δ
(ûf + δ, v),

r(ûf + δ, v, θ) = rMf
(ûf + δ + f3

[n−1](ûf + δ, v, θ), v + f4
[n−1](ûf + δ, v, θ)),

and

Ω2
◦,[n−1] = 1−

2Mûf+δ

r[n−1]
.

Note that the unique solution h4
[n] of (16.1.177) is supported on (` ≥ 1)[n−1], and the unique solution j4

[n]

of (16.1.178) is supported on (` = 0)[n−1], and that

h4
[n](θ) = (f4

[n])(`≥1)[n−1]
(ûf + δ, v−1, θ), j4

[n] = (f4
[n])(`=0)[n−1]

(ûf + δ, v(R, ûf + δ)), (16.1.179)

and

f3
[n](ûf + δ, v, θ) = K(v, /F [n](ûf + δ, v, θ)), (16.1.180)

/F [n](ûf + δ, v(R, ûf + δ), θ) = /̂F (ûf + δ, v(R, ûf + δ), θ), (16.1.181)

for all v−1 ≤ v ≤ v(R2, ûf + δ) and θ ∈ S2.
In order to show that the sequences {h4

[n]} and {j4
[n]} converge it is first necessary to estimate the iterates

f[n] and their derivatives.
In what follows x will be used to denote a value x = (u, v, θ). As in the proof of Theorem 16.1.2, for

fixed (u, v) the geometric quantities Φ(u, v) and Φ[n](u, v) can be viewed, via the identifications (4.1.1) and
(4.2.1), as tensor fields on the sphere S2. When the quantities Φ and Φ[n] are identified using the values of
their respective coordinate functions in this way, we write Φ(x)−Φ[n](x). When they are considered at the
same spacetime point, as in the relations of Propositions 4.3.1, 4.3.2 and 4.3.3, we write ΠS[n]

Φ−Φ[n], where
the projection ΠS[n]

is as in (4.3.29). For example, as in the proof of Theorem 16.1.2,

(ΠS[n]
ρ− ρ[n])(u, v, θ) = ρ(F[n](u, v, θ))− ρ[n](u, v, θ) = ρ(x+ f[n](x))− ρ[n](x),

(ΠS[n]
α− α[n])(u, v, θ) =

(
α(F[n](u, v, θ))CD∂θA

[n]
FC[n]∂θB[n]

FD[n] − α[n](u, v, θ)AB

)
dθA[n]dθ

B
[n],

α(u, v, θ)− α[n](u, v, θ) =
(
α(u, v, θ)AB − α[n](u, v, θ)AB

)
dθA[n]dθ

B
[n],

α(u, v, θ)−ΠS[n]
α(u, v, θ) =

(
α(u, v, θ)AB − α(F[n](u, v, θ))CD∂θA

[n]
FC[n]∂θB[n]

FD[n]

)
dθA[n]dθ

B
[n].
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For some given v−1 ≤ v ≤ v(R, ûf + δ) and k ≥ 1, define the norm on diffeomorphisms f ,∑
|γ|≤k

‖Dγf‖Sûf+δ,v
=
∑
|γ|≤k

(
‖DγΩ2f3‖Sûf+δ,v

+ ‖Dγf4‖Sûf+δ,v

)
+

∑
|γ|≤k−1

(
‖Dγ∂u6f‖Sûf+δ,v

+ ‖Dγ∂v 6f‖Sûf+δ,v

)
,

(16.1.182)

with, for example,

‖DγΩ2f3‖2Sûf+δ,v
=

∫
S2

|Dγ(Ω2f3)(ûf + δ, v, θ)|2r2γ

√
det γ(θ)dθ.

Define also
∑
|γ|≤k ‖Dγf`≥1‖Su,v∞ by replacing f3 and f4 with f3

`≥1 and f4
`≥1 respectively in (16.1.80), and∑

|γ|≤k

‖Dγf`=0‖Sûf+δ,v
=
∑
|γ|≤k

(
‖DγΩ2f3

`=0‖Sûf+δ,v
+ ‖Dγf4

`=0‖Sûf+δ,v

)
. (16.1.183)

The following lemma will be used in the proof of Lemma 16.1.35.

Lemma 16.1.32 (Estimates for differences between S tensors with pullback by /F [n]). For any v−1 ≤ v ≤
v(R, ûf + δ),

|h(ûf+δ, v, θ)−h(ûf+δ, v, /F [n](ûf+δ, v, θ))| . sup
Sûf+δ,v

|r /∇h|/g[n]

(
C(ûf )δ+

∫ v(R,ûf+δ)

v

|∂v 6f [n](ûf+δ, v′, θ)|dv′
)
,

for all functions h, and∣∣(ω − (/F [n](ûf + δ, v, ·))∗ω
)
(ûf + δ, v, θ)

∣∣
/g[n]

. sup
Sûf+δ,v

(|ω|/g[n]
+ |r /∇ω|/g[n]

)
(
C(ûf )δ +

1∑
k=0

∫ v(R,ûf+δ)

v

|(r /∇)k∂v 6f [n](ûf + δ, v′, θ)|dv′
)
. (16.1.184)

for any (0, k) S tensor ω. Similarly,

|h(ûf + δ, v∞, /F [n+1](ûf + δ, v∞, θ))− h(u, v∞, /F [n](u, v∞, θ))|

. sup
Su,v∞

|r /∇h|/g[n]

∫ v(R,ûf+δ)

v

|(∂v 6f [n+1] − ∂v 6f [n])(ûf + δ, v′, θ)|dv′,

for all functions h, and∣∣((/F [n+1](u, v∞, ·))∗ω − (/F [n](u, v∞, ·))∗ω
)
(u, v∞, θ)

∣∣
/g[n]

. sup
Su,v∞

(|ω|/g[n]
+ |r /∇ω|/g[n]

)

1∑
k=0

∫ v(R,ûf+δ)

v

|(r /∇)k(∂v 6f [n+1] − ∂v 6f [n])(ûf + δ, v′, θ)|dv′. (16.1.185)

for any (0, k) S tensor ω.

Proof. The proof is similar to that of Lemma 16.1.14, using now the estimates (16.1.160), (16.1.161) in place
of Proposition 4.4.1.

The following estimate for the diffeomorphisms in terms of the differences Φ[n](x) − ΠS[n]
Φ(x) will be

also used in Lemma 16.1.35.
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Lemma 16.1.33 (Estimates for diffeomorphisms by differences of geometric quantities). The diffeomorphism
functions f[n] satisfy the estimates

sup
v−1≤v≤v(R)

∑
|γ|≤5

‖Dγ(f[n])`≥1‖Sûf+δ,v
. sup
v−1≤v≤v(R)

[ ∑
|γ|≤3

‖DγΦ[n](x)−ΠS[n]
DγΦ(x)‖Sûf+δ,v

+
∑
k≤5

‖(r /∇)kΩ2f3
[n]‖Sûf+δ,v

+
∑
|γ|≤5

‖Dγf[n]‖2Sûf+δ,v

]
,

and

sup
v−1≤v≤v(R)

∑
|γ|≤5

‖Dγ(f[n])`=0‖Sûf+δ,v
.
∑
|γ|≤3
|γ̃|≤5

[
‖DγΦ

[n]
`=0(x)−ΠS[n]

DγΦ`=0(x)‖L1(Cûf+δ)

+ sup
v−1≤v≤v(R)

(
‖DγΦ[n](x)−ΠS[n]

DγΦ(x)‖Sûf+δ,v
+‖Ω2f3

[n]‖Sûf+δ,v
+v(R)(|Mf−Mûf+δ|+‖Dγ̃f[n]‖2Sûf+δ,v

)
)]
,

where v(R) = v(R, ûf + δ) and the norms of the diffeomorphism functions are defined in (16.1.182) and
(16.1.183), provided ε is sufficiently small (independent of ûf ).

Proof. Throughout this proof f = f[n]. The subscript is omitted for brevity. Define

X =
(
|Mf −Mûf+δ|+

∑
Φ

|Φ|
) ∑
|γ|≤2

|Dγf |+
∑
|γ|≤2

|Dγf |2,

where
∑
|γ|≤2 |Dγf | is defined as in (16.1.182).

Consider any v−1 ≤ v ≤ v(R, ûf + δ) and the sphere S = Sûf+δ,v. First note that equations (4.3.38) and
(4.3.48) imply that

‖(r /∇)2f4
`≥2‖S . ‖Ω−1χ̂

[n]
(x)−ΠS[n]

Ω−1χ̂(x)‖S + ‖X‖S , |f4
`=1| . |Ω−1β

[n]
`=1(x)−ΠS[n]

Ω−1β`=1(x)|+X .

The relation (4.3.39) implies that

‖r /∇Ω−2∂u(Ω2f3)`≥1‖S . ‖η[n](x)−ΠS[n]
η(x)‖S + ‖r /∇Ω2f3‖S + ‖r /∇f4‖S + ‖X‖S .

The relation (4.3.40) implies that

‖r /∇∂vf4
`≥1‖S . ‖η[n]

(x)−ΠS[n]
η(x)‖S + ‖r /∇Ω2f3‖S + ‖r /∇f4‖S + ‖X‖S .

The metric relations (4.3.31) and (4.3.32) give

‖Ω−2∂uf
4‖S + ‖∂v(Ω2f3)‖S . ‖X‖S .

The metric relations (4.3.33) and (4.3.34) give

‖Ω−2∂ũ6f [‖S . ‖r /∇f4‖S + ‖X‖S , ‖∂v 6f [‖S . ‖r /∇Ω2f3‖S + ‖X‖S .

For the ` = 0 modes, first note that

2

r
∂vf

4
`=0 = Ω−2(Ωtrχ− Ωtrχ◦)

[n]
`=0 − Ω−2(Ωtrχ− Ωtrχ◦)`=0

+
2

r

(Ω2

Ω2
◦
− 1
)[n]

`=0
− 2

r

(Ω2

Ω2
◦
− 1
)
`=0
− r2

3Mf
(ρ− ρ◦)[n]

`=0 +
r2

3Mf
(ρ− ρ◦)`=0 + X0,

where X0 is an error satisfying |X0| . X , and so

|∂vf4
`=0| . |Ω−2(Ωtrχ− Ωtrχ◦)

[n]
`=0(x)− Ω−2(Ωtrχ− Ωtrχ◦)`=0(x+ f(x))|

+
∣∣∣(Ω2

Ω2
◦
− 1
)[n]

`=0
(x)−

(Ω2

Ω2
◦
− 1
)
`=0

(x+ f(x))
∣∣∣+ |(ρ− ρ◦)[n]

`=0(x)− (ρ− ρ◦)`=0(x+ f(x))|+ X .
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Integrating backwards from r = R gives an estimate for f4
`=0

|f4
`=0(v)| .

∫ v(R)

v

|∂vf4
`=0|dv′ + |f4

`=0(v(R))|+ X

.
∫ v(R)

v

|∂vf4
`=0|dv′ + |f3

`=0(v(R))|+ |(ρ− ρ◦)[n]
`=0(v(R))− (ρ− ρ◦)`=0(v(R) + f)|+ X .

Next, note that

Ω−2∂u(Ω2f3) + ∂vf
4 +

2Mf

r2
f4 =

(Ω2

Ω2
◦
− 1
)

[n]
−
(Ω2

Ω2
◦
− 1
)

+ X0,

where X0 is an error satisfying |X0| . X , and so

|Ω−2∂u(Ω2f3)`=0| .
∣∣∣(Ω2

Ω2
◦
− 1
)[n]

`=0
(x)−

(Ω2

Ω2
◦
− 1
)
`=0

(x+ f(x))
∣∣∣+ |∂vf4

`=0|+ |f4
`=0|+ X .

Finally, the relations (4.3.41), (4.3.42) give appropriate estimates for (Ω−2∂u)2Ω2f3 and ∂2
vf

4. Estimates
for higher order derivatives follow similarly. The proof then follows after inserting the estimates for Φ and
taking ε sufficiently small (independent of ûf ).

The following Lemma gives estimates for the diffeomorphism functions f3
[n], which take the form (16.1.180),

using the estimates (16.1.160)–(16.1.162) and (16.1.163).

Lemma 16.1.34 (Estimates for f3
[n]). For each n, the diffeomorphism function f3

[n] satisfies the estimates,

for all v−1 ≤ v ≤ v(R, ûf + δ),

∑
k≤5

‖(r /∇)kf3
[n]‖Sûf+δ,v

. C(ûf )δ
(

1 +

∫ v(R,ûf+δ)

v

∑
k≤5

‖(r /∇)k∂v 6f [n]‖Sûf+δ,v′dv
′
)
, (16.1.186)

where C(ûf ) is as constant which depends on ûf . Moreover,

∑
k≤5

‖(r /∇)k(f3
[n+1]−f

3
[n])‖Sûf+δ,v

. C(ûf )δ

∫ v(R,ûf+δ)

v

∑
k≤5

‖(r /∇)k(∂v 6f [n+1]−∂v 6f [n])‖Sûf+δ,v′dv
′. (16.1.187)

Proof. Consider some coordinate chart (θ1, θ2) of S2. Recall (see (16.1.180)) that,

f3
[n](ûf + δ, v, θA) = K(v, θA + fA[n](ûf + δ, v, θ)),

and so

∂θBf
3
[n](ûf + δ, v, θA) = (∂θCK)(v, θA + fA[n](ûf + δ, v, θ))

∂fC[n]

∂θB
(ûf + δ, v, θ).

The estimate (16.1.186) for f3
[n] is clear. The estimate (16.1.186) for r /∇f3

[n] follows from the fact that

∂fC[n]

∂θB
(ûf + δ, v, θ) =

∂fC[n]

∂θB
(ûf + δ, v(R), θ)−

∫ v(R)

v

∂2fC[n]

∂θB∂v
(ûf + δ, v′, θ)dv′,

together with (16.1.181), the estimate (16.1.161), which in particular implies that

∣∣∣∂fC[n]

∂θB
(ûf + δ, v(R), θ)

∣∣∣ . C(ûf )δ,

and (16.1.163). Similarly for (r /∇)kf3
[n] for k = 2, 3, 4, 5, using now (16.1.162). The estimate (16.1.187)

follows similarly.

The iterates, f[n], can now be estimated.
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Lemma 16.1.35 (Estimates for diffeomorphisms). Provided ε̂0 is sufficiently small (independent of ûf ),
and δ0 is sufficiently small (with respect to ûf ), for all n ≥ 1 the diffeomorphisms f[n] satisfy, for all
v−1 ≤ v ≤ v(R, ûf + δ), the estimates ∑

k≤5

‖Dkf[n]‖Sûf+δ,v
≤ C(ûf )δ,

where the norm is defined in (16.1.182) and C(ûf ) is a constant which depends on ûf .

Proof. The proof follows that of Lemma 16.1.15. The diffeomorphisms and their derivatives, Dγf[n], are
estimated inductively. Suppose n ≥ 1 is such that

sup
v−1≤v≤v(R,ûf+δ)

∑
|γ|≤5

‖Dγf[n−1]‖Sûf+δ,v
≤ C1(ûf )δ,

for some appropriate C1(ûf ), to be chosen, with the norm defined in (16.1.182). Under this assumption, the
estimates for f[n] are divided into several steps.

Throughout this proof the notation S := Ω−2(Ωtrχ − Ωtrχ◦,Mûf+δ
), T := Ωtrχ − Ωtrχ◦,Mûf+δ

is used.

Define

S[n] =
∑
k≤3

‖(r /∇)kΩχ̂[n](xR)− (r /∇)kΩχ̂(xR)‖Sûf+δ,v(R)
+ |( /divΩβ[n] − /divΩβ)`=1(xR)|

+ |(Υ[n] −Υ)`=0(xR)|+
∑
k≤3

‖
[
(r /∇)kS[n] − (r /∇)kS

]
`≥1

(x−1)‖Sûf+δ,v−1
+ |(T[n] − T )`=0(xR)|,

to be the sum of the differences between Ωχ̂[n](xR) and Ωχ̂(xR), and /divΩβ
[n]
`=1(xR) and /divΩβ`=1(xR) etc.,

where xR = xR(θ) = (ûf + δ, v(R, ûf + δ), θ) and x−1 = x−1(θ) = (ûf + δ, v−1, θ). Throughout this proof
v(R) = v(R, ûf + δ).
Estimates for Ricci coefficients of iterates Φ[n]: The first step is to obtain the following estimates for

the Ricci coefficients of the n-th gauge, schematically denoted Φ[n], along with non-sharp estimates for the
diffeomorphisms f[n] and their derivatives:

sup
v−1≤v≤v(R,ûf+δ)

( ∑
|γ|≤4

‖DγΦ[n]‖Sûf+δ,v
+
∑
|γ|≤6

‖Dγf[n]‖Sûf+δ,v

)
. ε, (16.1.188)

for all n ≥ 1, where the norm of the diffeomorphism functions is defined in (16.1.182) . Since this is similar
to, but less involved than, the main part of the proof, the estimates are only sketched. The estimates for
f[n] are non-sharp, and much easier to obtain than the sharp estimates, as they do not exploit the fact that
the differences Φ[n](x) − Φ(x) can be estimated by δ, but only that Φ[n](x) and Φ(x) can individually be
estimated by ε.

First one estimates Ω2α[n](ûf + δ, v) and Ω−2α[n](ûf + δ, v) and their derivatives up to order 6, for
v−1 ≤ v ≤ v(R, ûf + δ). The estimates are obtained, as in the proof of Proposition 10.5.1, in terms of
nonlinearities involving Φ and the diffeomorphisms f[n], and linear terms involving ΠS[n]

Ω2α and ΠS[n]
Ω−2α

and their derivatives up to order 6 (see for example equations (4.3.45) and (4.3.46)). One then uses the fact
that, for example,∑

k≤4

‖ΠS[n]
(r /∇)kΩ−2α‖Sûf+δ,v

. ε
(
1 + sup

v−1≤v≤v(R,ûf+δ)

sup
θ∈S2

(|f3
[n](ûf + δ, v, θ)|+ |f4

[n](ûf + δ, v, θ)|+
1∑
k=0

|(r /∇)k∂v 6f [n](ûf + δ, v, θ)|)
)
,

using the estimates on α and its derivatives up to order 6 and Lemma 16.1.32.
Next one estimates, see Lemma 16.1.33 and Lemma 16.1.34, the diffeomorphisms f[n](u, v∞(ûf + δ))

and their derivatives in terms of Φ[n], Φ and their derivatives. One then revisits the estimates of Chapter
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15 (or rather the part of Chapter 15 involving the estimates on the hypersurface u = uf ) and estimates
Φ[n](ûf + δ, v) and their derivatives up to order 4 in terms of Ω2α[n](ûf + δ, v), Ω−2α[n](ûf + δ, v), and their
derivatives, and∑

k≤4

‖(r /∇)kΩχ̂[n]‖Sûf+δ,v(R)
+
∑
k≤6

‖(r /∇)kS
[n]
`≥1‖Sûf+δ,v−1

+ | /divΩβ
[n]
`=1(xR)|+ |Υ[n]

`=0(xR)|+ |T [n]
`=0(xR)|.

A simple induction argument, using the change of gauge relations (4.3.36), (4.3.37), (4.3.39), (4.3.43),
(4.3.44), (4.3.47), (4.3.49), the equations (16.1.177), (16.1.178), the estimates (16.1.160)–(16.1.162), (16.1.163),
and the relations (16.1.166), (16.1.180) then completes the proof of the (16.1.188) after taking δ sufficiently
small.
Estimates for differences of Ricci coefficients Φ[n] − Φ: The differences between the n-th Ricci coef-

ficients and curvature components and those of the extended ûf normalised H+ gauge, Φ[n](x) − Φ(x),
identified by the values of their respective coordinate functions, are estimated. Revisiting the estimates of
Chapter 15, it follows that∑

|γ|≤3

sup
v−1≤v≤v(R)

‖DγΦ[n](x)−DγΦ(x)‖Sûf+δ,v
+ ‖DγΦ

[n]
`=0(x)−DγΦ`=0(x)‖L1(Cûf+δ) . S[n] + εδ

+
∑
|γ|≤3

[
‖DγΩ2α[n](x)−DγΩ2α(x)‖S,Cûf+δ

+ ‖DγΩ−2α[n](x)−DγΩ−2α(x)‖S,Cûf+δ

]
, (16.1.189)

where

‖F‖L1(Cûf+δ) =

∫ v(R,ûf+δ)

v−1

∫
Sûf+δ,v

|F |dθdv, ‖F‖S,Cûf+δ
:= sup

v−1≤v≤v(R,ûf+δ)

‖F‖Sûf+δ,v
+ ‖F‖Cûf+δ

.

The difference between the metrics, /g(x) − /g[n]
(x), are similarly be estimated. The change of gauge rela-

tion (4.3.28), Lemma 16.1.32, the estimates (16.1.160), (16.1.161), (16.1.163), and the relations (16.1.180),
(16.1.181), imply that

|/g(ûf + δ, v(R), θ)− /g[n]
(ûf + δ, v(R), θ)|/g . C(ûf )δ +

∑
k≤1

|(r /∇)kf4
[n](ûf + δ, v(R), θ)|.

The difference /g(x)− /g[n]
(x) is then estimated in terms of Φ(x)− Φ[n](x) as in Proposition 15.3.119.

Estimates for differences Ω2α[n] − Ω2α and Ω−2α[n] − Ω−2α: Next, the difference Ω2α[n](x)−Ω2α(x) is

estimated. The relation (4.3.45) implies that, schematically,

Ω2α[n](x)−ΠS[n]
Ω2α(x) = ΠS[n]

Φ ·Df[n](x) + (Df[n](x))2,

and so
‖Ω2α[n](x)−ΠS[n]

Ω2α(x)‖S,Cûf+δ
. ε sup

v−1≤v≤v(R)

‖Df[n]‖Sûf+δ,v
+ ‖(Df[n])

2‖S,Cûf+δ
.

Moreover, by Lemma 16.1.32 (in particular (16.1.184)),

‖ΠS[n]
Ω2α(x)− Ω2α(x)‖S,Cûf+δ

. C(ûf )δ

+ ε sup
v−1≤v≤v(R,ûf+δ)

sup
θ∈S2

(|f3
[n](ûf + δ, v, θ)|+ |f4

[n](ûf + δ, v, θ)|+
1∑
k=0

|(r /∇)k∂v 6f [n](ûf + δ, v, θ)|).

Similarly for higher order derivatives, and for Ω−2α. It therefore follows that∑
|γ|≤3

[
‖DγΩ2α[n](x)−DγΩ2α(x)‖S,Cûf+δ

+ ‖DγΩ−2α[n](x)−DγΩ−2α(x)‖S,Cûf+δ

]
. C(ûf )δ +

∑
|γ|≤5

[
ε sup
v−1≤v≤v(R)

‖Dγf[n]‖Sûf+δ,v
+ ‖Dγf[n]‖2S,Cûf+δ

]
. (16.1.190)
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Estimates for diffeomorphisms of iterates f[n]: By Lemma 16.1.33, using also the fact that, for each Φ

and |γ| ≤ 3,

‖DγΦ(x)−ΠS[n]
DγΦ(x)‖Sûf+δ,v

. C(ûf )δ

+ ε sup
v−1≤v≤v(R,ûf+δ)

sup
θ∈S2

(|f3
[n](ûf + δ, v, θ)|+ |f4

[n](ûf + δ, v, θ)|+
1∑
k=0

|(r /∇)k∂v 6f [n](ûf + δ, v, θ)|),

by Lemma 16.1.32, it follows that, for |γ| ≤ 5,

sup
v−1≤v≤v(R,u)

‖Dγf[n]‖Sûf+δ,v
. C(ûf )δ + sup

v−1≤v≤v(R,ûf+δ)

[ ∑
|γ̃|≤3

‖Dγ̃Φ[n](x)−Dγ̃Φ(x)‖Sûf+δ,v

+
∑
|γ̃|≤3

‖Dγ̃Φ
[n]
`=0(x)−Dγ̃Φ`=0(x)‖L1(Cûf+δ) + C(ûf )

∑
|γ̃|≤5

‖Dγ̃f[n]‖2Sûf+δ,v

]
, (16.1.191)

Estimate for S[n]: Consider now S[n]. The change of gauge relations (4.3.36), (4.3.39), (4.3.43), (4.3.44),

(4.3.49), the relations (16.1.179) and (16.1.180), and equation (16.1.177) imply that[
/∆S[n](x−1) +

3

r2
Ω2S[n](x−1)

]
(`≥1)[n−1]

=
[
/∆S(x−1 + f[n](x−1)) +

3

r2
Ω2S(xf[n]

)

+ 2 /∆ /∆h4
[n](θ) +

2

r2

(
5− 12Mf

r

)
/∆h4

[n](θ) +
12Ω4

◦
r4

h4
[n](θ)− K[n](θ)

+
6

r3
(Ω2 − Ω2

◦)(xf[n]
)− 2

r

(
µ∗[n](x−1)− µ∗(xf[n]

)
)
−A1

[n](x−1)− E1
[n](x−1)

]
(`≥1)[n−1]

=
[
/∆S(xf[n]

)− /∆S(xf[n−1]
) +

3

r2
Ω2S(xf[n]

)− 3

r2
Ω2S(xf[n−1]

)− K[n](θ) + K[n−1](θ)

+
6

r3
(Ω2 − Ω2

◦)(xf[n]
)− 6

r3
(Ω2 − Ω2

◦)(xf[n−1]
) +A1

[n−1](x−1)−A1
[n](x−1)

+
2

r

(
µ∗[n−1](x−1)− µ∗(xf[n−1]

)
)
− 2

r

(
µ∗[n](x−1)− µ∗(xf[n]

)
)

+ E1
[n−1](x−1)− E1

[n](x−1)
]

(`≥1)[n−1]

,

where x−1 = (ûf + δ, v−1, θ), xf[n]
= x−1 + f[n](x−1) is as in (16.1.174), and

K[n](θ) =
12Ω4

◦
r4

K(v−1, /F [n](x−1)) +
6Ω2
◦

r2
/∆
(
K(v−1, /F [n](x−1))

)
.

Note that Lemma 16.1.33 and Lemma 16.1.34 imply that K[n], A
1
[n] and E1

[n] satisfy, if δ is sufficiently small,

‖K[n]−K[n−1]‖Sûf+δ,v−1
+‖A1

[n]−A
1
[n−1]‖Sûf+δ,v−1

+‖E1
[n]−E

1
[n−1]‖Sûf+δ,v−1

. ε
∑
|γ|≤5

‖Dγ(f[n]−f[n−1])‖Sûf+δ,v−1
.

An elliptic estimate, together with the fact that

‖µ∗[n](x)− µ∗(x)‖Sûf+δ,v−1
. εδ + ε sup

v−1≤v≤v(R)

‖Φ[n](x)− Φ(x)‖Sûf+δ,v
,

then gives, for k ≤ 3,

‖(r /∇)kS
[n]
`≥1(ûf + δ, v−1)‖Sûf+δ,v−1

. εδ +

n∑
l=n−1

[
ε
∑
|γ|≤3

sup
v−1≤v≤v(R)

‖DγΦ[l](x)−DγΦ(x)‖Sûf+δ,v

+
∑
|γ|≤5

(
ε‖Dγf[l]‖Sûf+δ,v−1

+ ‖Dγf[l]‖2Sûf+δ,v−1

)]
.
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Similarly for T
[n]
`=0, Lemma 16.1.30 and equation (16.1.178) imply that

(1−A−1)Ω−2T
[n]
`=0(xR) = (1−A−1)Ω−2T`=0(xR + f[n](xR))− 2

rΩ2
◦

(Ω2 − Ω2
◦)`=0(xR + f[n](xR))

−BA−1
(

Ω−2Υ
[n]
`=0(xR)− Ω−2Υ`=0(xR + f[n](xR))

)
+

4

R2

(
1− 3Mf

R

)
(j3 − j4

[n])`=0 +A2
[n] + E2

[n]

= E2
[n] − E

2
[n−1] +A2

[n] −A
2
[n−1] + (1−A−1)

(
Ω−2T`=0(xR + f[n](xR))− Ω−2T`=0(xR + f[n−1](xR))

)
−
( 2

rΩ2
◦

(Ω2 − Ω2
◦)`=0(xR + f[n](xR))− 2

rΩ2
◦

(Ω2 − Ω2
◦)`=0(xR + f[n−1](xR))

)
− B

A

(
Ω−2Υ

[n]
`=0(xR)− Ω−2Υ

[n−1]
`=0 (xR)− Ω−2Υ`=0(xR + f[n](xR)) + Ω−2Υ`=0(xR + f[n−1](xR))

)
,

and so it similarly follows that

|T [n]
`=0(xR)| .

n∑
l=n−1

|Υ[l]
`=0(xR)−Υ`=0(xR + f[l](xR))|

+

n∑
l=n−1

[
ε
∑
|γ|≤3

sup
v−1≤v≤v(R)

‖DγΦ[l](x)−DγΦ(x)‖Sûf+δ,v(R)
+
∑
|γ|≤2

(
ε‖Dγf[l]‖Sûf+δ,v(R)

+‖Dγf[l]‖2Sûf+δ,v(R)

)]
.

Consider now the remaining terms in S[n]. First, the relation (4.3.37) implies that, schematically,

Ωχ̂[n](xR) = ΠS[n]
Ωχ̂(xR)− 2Ω2 /D∗2 /∇f3

[n](xR) +
∑

1≤|γ1|,|γ2|≤2

ΠS[n]
Φ ·Dγ1f[n](xR) + Dγ1f[n] ·Dγ2f[n](xR),

and so it follows from Lemma 16.1.32 and Lemma 16.1.34, if δ is sufficiently small, that∑
k≤3

‖(r /∇)kΩχ̂[n](xR)− (r /∇)kΩχ̂(xR)‖Sûf+δ,v(R)
. C(ûf )δ +

∑
|γ|≤5

(
ε‖Dγf[n]‖Sûf+δ,v(R)

+ ‖Dγf[n]‖2Sûf+δ,v(R)

)
.

Similarly for /divβ`=1 and Υ`=0.
It then follows that

S[n] . C(ûf )δ + sup
v−1≤v≤v(R)

n∑
l=n−1

[ ∑
|γ|≤5

(
ε‖Dγf[l]‖Sûf+δ,v

+ ‖Dγf[l]‖2Sûf+δ,v

)
+ ε

∑
|γ|≤3

‖DγΦ[l](x)−DγΦ(x)‖Sûf+δ,v

]
. (16.1.192)

The completion of the proof: The estimates (16.1.189), (16.1.190), (16.1.191), (16.1.192) now combine
to give

sup
v−1≤v≤v(R)

∑
k≤5

‖Dkf[n]‖Sûf+δ,v
. C(ûf )δ + ε sup

v−1≤v≤v(R)

∑
k≤5

‖Dkf[n−1]‖Sûf+δ,v
,

provided ε is sufficiently small (independent of ûf ) and δ is sufficiently small with respect to ûf . The proof
then follows if C1(ûf ) is chosen to be sufficiently large.

The next part of the proof involves showing that the map which takes the n-th sphere to n+ 1-th sphere
is a contraction.

Lemma 16.1.36 (Estimates for differences of iterates). Provided ε̂0 is sufficiently small (independent of
ûf ), and δ0 is sufficiently small (with respect to ûf ), the diffeomorphisms f[n] satisfy, for all n ≥ 1 and all
v−1 ≤ v ≤ v(R, ûf + δ), the estimates∑

k≤5

‖Dkf[n+1] −Dkf[n]‖Sûf+δ,v
≤ 2−n,
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where the norm is as in (16.1.182), and, in particular, h4
[n] and j4

[n] satisfy

|j4
[n+1] − j

4
[n]|+

∑
k≤5

‖(r /∇)k(h4
[n+1] − h

4
[n])‖Sûf+δ,v

≤ 2−n.

Proof. The proof is similar to the proof of Lemma 16.1.35 and is divided into several steps, which follow
closely the corresponding steps of Lemma 16.1.35. See also Lemma 16.1.16. Again, throughout this proof
the notation S := Ω−2(Ωtrχ− Ωtrχ◦,Mûf+δ

), T := Ωtrχ− Ωtrχ◦,Mûf+δ
is used. Define now, for n ≥ 1,

s[n] =
∑
k≤3

‖(r /∇)kΩχ̂[n](xR)− (r /∇)kΩχ̂[n−1](xR)‖Sûf+δ,v(R)
+ |( /divΩβ[n] − /divΩβ[n−1])`=1(xR)|

+ |(Υ[n] −Υ[n−1])`=0(xR)|+
∑
k≤3

‖
[
(r /∇)kS[n] − (r /∇)kS[n−1]

]
`≥1

(x−1)‖Sûf+δ,v−1
+ |(T[n] − T[n−1])`=0(xR)|,

(where quantities are identified by the values of their respective coordinates) where again xR = (ûf +
δ, v(R, ûf + δ), θ) and v(R) = v(R, ûf + δ).
Estimates for differences of Ricci coefficients Φ[n+1] − Φ[n]: Considering the equations satisfied by the

differences Φ[n+1](x) − Φ[n](x) and revisiting the estimates of Chapter 15, it follows from Lemma 16.1.35
that∑
|γ|≤3

[
sup

v−1≤v≤v(R)

‖DγΦ[n+1](x)−DγΦ[n](x)‖Sûf+δ,v
+ ‖DγΦ

[n+1]
`=0 (x)−DγΦ

[n]
`=0(x)‖L1(Cûf+δ)

]
(16.1.193)

. s[n+1] +
∑
|γ|≤3

[
‖DγΩ2α[n+1](x)−DγΩ2α[n](x)‖S,Cûf+δ

+ ‖DγΩ−2α[n+1](x)−DγΩ−2α[n](x)‖S,Cûf+δ

]
,

where the norms ‖ · ‖L1(Cûf+δ) and ‖ · ‖S,Cûf+δ
are as in the proof of Lemma 16.1.35. The metric differences

/g[n+1]
(x)− /g[n]

(x) are similarly be estimated, as in Proposition 15.3.119, using now the fact that

|/g[n+1]
(ûf + δ, v(R), θ)− /g[n]

(ûf + δ, v(R), θ)|/g .
∑
k≤1

|(r /∇)k(f4
[n+1] − f

4
[n])(ûf + δ, v(R), θ)|,

which follows from the change of gauge relation (4.3.28), Lemma 16.1.32, the estimate (16.1.163), and the
relations (16.1.180), (16.1.181).
Estimates for differences α[n+1] − α[n] and α[n+1] − α[n]: Consider now the differences Ω2α[n+1](x) −
Ω2α[n](x) and Ω−2α[n+1](x)− Ω−2α[n](x). The relation (4.3.45) implies that, schematically,

Ω2α[n+1](x)− Ω2α[n](x) = ΠS[n+1]
Ω2α(x)−ΠS[n]

Ω2α(x)

+ ΠS[n+1]
Φ ·D2f[n+1](x)−ΠS[n]

Φ ·D2f[n](x) + (D2f[n+1](x))2 − (D2f[n](x))2,

and so, using Lemma 16.1.32 (in particular (16.1.185)),∑
|γ|≤3

‖DγΩ2α[n+1](x)−DγΩ2α[n](x)‖S,Cûf+δ
. ε sup

v−1≤v≤v(R,ûf+δ)

∑
|γ|≤5

‖Dγf[n+1](x)−Dγf[n](x)‖Sûf+δ,v
.

(16.1.194)
Similarly for Ω−2α[n+1](x)− Ω−2α[n](x).
Estimates for differences of diffeomorphisms f[n+1](x)− f[n](x): The next step involves estimating

the differences Dγf[n+1] − Dγf[n]. Considering differences of the system (4.3.31)–(4.3.50) for f[n+1] and
f[n] and following again Lemma 16.1.33, it follows that, for |γ| ≤ 5, if ε is sufficiently small,

sup
v−1≤v≤v(R)

‖Dγf[n+1](x)−Dγf[n](x)‖Sûf+δ,v

. sup
v−1≤v≤v(R)

[ ∑
|γ̃|≤3

‖Dγ̃Φ[n+1](x)−Dγ̃Φ[n](x)‖Sûf+δ,v
+
∑
|γ̃|≤3

‖Dγ̃Φ
[n+1]
`=0 (x)−Dγ̃Φ

[n]
`=0(x)‖L1(Cûf+δ)

+ C(ûf )
∑

|γ1|,|γ2|≤5

(‖Dγ1f[n+1]‖Sûf+δ,v
+ ‖Dγ1f[n]‖Sûf+δ,v

)‖Dγ2f[n+1] −Dγ2f[n]‖Sûf+δ,v

]
,
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where Lemma 16.1.32 (in particular (16.1.185)) has again been used.
Estimate for s[n+1]: As in the proof of Lemma 16.1.35, using now the fact that

‖µ∗[n+1](x−1)− µ∗[n](x−1)‖Sûf+δ,v−1
. ε sup

v−1≤v≤v(R)

‖Φ[n+1](x)− Φ[n](x)‖Sûf+δ,v
,

it follows that, if δ is sufficiently small,

s[n+1] . ε

n∑
l=n−1

[ ∑
|γ|≤3

sup
v−1≤v≤v(R)

‖DγΦ[l](x)−DγΦ[l−1](x)‖Sûf+δ,v
+
∑
|γ|≤5

‖Dγf[l] −Dγf[l−1]‖Sûf+δ,v

]
.

(16.1.195)

The completion of the proof: The result then follows from the estimates (16.1.193)–(16.1.195) if ε̂0 is
sufficiently small (independent of ûf ) and δ0 is sufficiently small with respect to ûf .

It follows from Lemma 16.1.36 that the sequences {h4
[n]} and {j4

[n]} converge to limits h4 and j4 re-

spectively with h4
`=0 = j4

`≥1 = 0. Moreover, the limits h4 and j4 are the unique solution of the system

(16.1.171)–(16.1.172). The function h4 is smooth in view of the smoothness of the ambient spacetime, the
smoothness of the ûf normalised I+ gauge, and the fact that h4 solves (16.1.171)–(16.1.172). The expres-
sions (4.3.36), (4.3.43), (4.3.44), (4.3.49) then imply that the spacetime double null foliation defined by the
sphere arising from Lemma 16.1.31 and Proposition 16.1.24 is the desired gauge. The continuity in δ of the
energies EN−2

ûf+δ[PH+ , PH+ ], ENûf+δ[αH+ , αH+ ], ENûf+δ,H+ of the geometric quantities of the ûf + δ normalised

H+ gauge with respect to Mf (ûf + δ, λ), and the associated diffeomorphism energies EN+2
ûf+δ[fH+,I+ ] and

Eûf+δ[fd,H+ ], follows softly from continuity.

Remark 16.1.37. Again, the proof of Theorem 16.1.3 can be adapted to the linearised setting of Proposition
2.3.8, where it simplifies considerably, to complete the proof of Proposition 2.3.8 as follows. Recall again the
notation of [DHR]. Define

(1)

Υ =
(

1− 3Mf

r

)
(1)

ρ+
3Mf

2r2
(

(1)

(Ωtrχ)−
(1)(

Ωtrχ
)
)− 3MfΩ2

r3
2Ω−1

(1)

Ω,

and recall A and B from Lemma 16.1.30. Any function h4 : S2 → R gives rise to a function f4(v, θ) = h4(θ)
for all v, which generates a pure gauge solution (together with f3 ≡ 0), denoted Gsphere. In view of the
linearised analogues of the relations (4.3.36), (4.3.39), (4.3.43), (4.3.44), (4.3.49), and in anticipation of the
linearised analogues of the gauge normalisations (16.1.132)–(16.1.136), to achieve the linearised analogues
of the gauge normalisations (16.1.153)–(16.1.154) one considers the solution S + Gsphere arising from h4

satisfying the linearised analogues of equations (16.1.171)–(16.1.173), namely the elliptic equations

2 /∆ /∆h4
`≥1 +

2

r2

(
5− 12Mf

r

)
/∆h4

`≥1 +
12Ω4

r4
h4
`≥1

= −
(
Ω−2 /∆

(1)(
Ωtrχ

)
+

3

r2

(1)(
Ωtrχ

)
+

6Ω2

r3
2Ω−1

(1)

Ω +
2

r
/div

(1)

η +
2

r

(1)

ρ− 3

r2

(1)

(Ωtrχ)
)S
`≥1

(uf , v−1, ·),

4Ω2

r2

(
1− 3Mf

r

)
h4
`=0 = −

( (1)

(Ωtrχ)−
(1)(

Ωtrχ
)
− 2Ω2

r
2Ω−1

(1)

Ω− B

A

(1)

Υ
)S
`=0

(uf , v(R, uf )).

The proof of Theorem 16.1.3 in this linearised setting reduces to showing the existence of a function h4 solving
these equations. Indeed, given such a function h4, it follows from the linearised analogues of the relations
(4.3.36), (4.3.39), (4.3.43), (4.3.44), (4.3.49) that

(
Ω−2 /∆

(1)(
Ωtrχ

)
+

3

r2

(1)(
Ωtrχ

)
+

6Ω2

r3
2Ω−1

(1)

Ω +
2

r
/div

(1)

η +
2

r

(1)

ρ− 3

r2

(1)

(Ωtrχ)
)S +Gsphere

`≥1
(uf , v−1, ·) = 0, (16.1.196)
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and (recalling that A 6= 0)( (1)

(Ωtrχ)−
(1)(

Ωtrχ
)
− 2Ω2

r
2Ω−1

(1)

Ω− B

A

(1)

Υ
)S +Gsphere

`=0
(uf , v(R, uf )) = 0, (16.1.197)

(see also the transformation law (16.1.176) and note that
(1)

Υ`=0 is gauge invariant).
Recall now Remark 16.1.29. Adding the pure gauge solution Gfoliations arising from S̃ = S + Gsphere,

the solution S + Gsphere + Gfoliations then achieves the linearised analogues of the gauge normalisations
(16.1.132)–(16.1.136) and, in view of the fact that f3(uf , ·) = f4(v−1, ·) = 0 for the functions generating this
pure gauge solution, (16.1.196) and (16.1.197) are still satisfied. Moreover, in this gauge the relation (see
Lemma 16.1.30) ( (1)

(Ωtrχ)−A
(1)(

Ωtrχ
)
−B

(1)

Υ
)S +Gsphere+Gfoliations

`=0
(uf , v(R, uf )) = 0

holds, and so it follows from (16.1.197), together with the fact that Ω−1
(1)

ΩS +Gsphere+Gfoliations(uf , ·, ·) = 0, that

(1−A−1)
(1)

(Ωtrχ)
S +Gsphere+Gfoliations

`=0 (uf , v(R, uf )) = 0.

It similarly follows from the relation (16.1.196) that

(1)(
Ωtrχ

)S +Gsphere+Gfoliations

`≥1
(uf , v−1, ·) = 0.

Hence (recalling that A 6= 1) the linearised analogues of (16.1.153)–(16.1.154) are also satisfied by S +
Gsphere + Gfoliations.

Finally, the linearised analogue of the gauge condition (16.1.155) can be achieved by adding an appropriate
pure gauge solution Gtheta generated by functions q1(v, θ) and q2(v, θ) (see Lemma 6.1.3 of [DHR]) satisfying

−r2 /∇∂uq1(v, θ) + r2∗ /∇∂uq2(v, θ) = −bS +Gsphere+Gfoliations(uf , v, θ),

for all v and θ ∈ S2 (along with f3 ≡ 0, f4 ≡ 0). The solution

S + Gspheres + Gfoliations + Gtheta,

is then normalised as desired.
Again, note that G = Gspheres + Gfoliations + Gtheta is not the unique pure gauge solution which achieves

these normalisations in view of the absence of any linearised analogues of the anchoring conditions (5.6.10)
and (5.6.15) in Proposition 2.3.8.

16.2 Monotonicity properties of R(ûf + δ): the proof of Theorem
16.2

We restate Theorem 16.2.

Theorem 16.2 (Definition, non-emptyness and monotonicity properties of R(ûf + δ) and properties of the
map Jûf+δ). Let δ0, the ûf + δ gauges, (7.4.1) and (7.4.2) be as in Theorem 16.1, for 0 ≤ δ < δ0.

Defining the closed set

R(ûf + δ) :=

{
λ ∈ R(ûf ) : |J(ûf + δ, λ)| ≤ ε0

ûf + δ

}
, (7.4.3)

then, after possibly redefining δ0 > 0, we have for all 0 ≤ δ ≤ δ0 that

R(ûf + δ) 6= ∅, (7.4.4)

and if 0 ≤ δ′ < δ ≤ δ0, then

R(ûf + δ) ⊂ R(ûf + δ′), ∂R(ûf + δ′) ∩R(ûf + δ) = ∅. (7.4.5)

Moreover, the inequality (7.1.8) trivially holds on R(ûf + δ) while (7.1.9) holds on ∂R(ûf + δ) and the
map Jûf+δ defined by (7.1.11) is continuous and satisfies (7.1.12), thus its restriction to the boundary is in
particular degree 1.
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Proof. Since ûf ∈ B, the map (7.1.12) is degree 1 for δ = 0. It follows that there exists a λ0 ∈ R(u0
f )

such that Jûf (λ0) = 0. (See for instance Theorem 1.1.1 of [Nir74].) But now this can only happen if
u′f (ûf , λ

0) = ûf , because if u′f (ûf , λ
0) < ûf , by continuity of the map J(u′f , λ) in u′f it would follow that

|J(u′f , λ
0)| ≥ ε0/u

′
f (ûf , λ

0) 6= 0. Thus, we have that for the λ0 above, λ0 ∈ R(ûf ) and J(λ0, ûf ) = 0.
By continuity of J(ûf + δ, λ) in λ and δ, it follows that for sufficiently small δ0 > 0 and 0 ≤ δ ≤ δ0,

λ0 ∈ R(ûf + δ), and thus, in particular, the set R(ûf + δ) is indeed nonempty, i.e. (7.4.4) holds.
To infer the inclusions (7.4.5) we show that, for 0 ≤ δ′ < δ ≤ δ0,

|J(ûf + δ′, λ)| ≥ ε0

ûf + δ′
implies |J(ûf + δ, λ)| > ε0

ûf + δ
. (16.2.1)

Let λ ∈ R(ûf ) be fixed. For each 0 ≤ δ ≤ δ0, geometric quantities in the ûf + δ normalised I+ gauge with
respect to Mf (ûf , λ) are denoted with a δ superscript. Recall the definition (7.1.7) of the angular momentum
parameters

J(uf , λ) = (J−1(uf , λ), J0(uf , λ), J1(uf , λ)).

where Jm(uf , λ) is defined in Definition 2.2.5. Equations (1.2.23), (1.2.24), (1.2.17), (1.2.18) imply that
/curlΩ−1β satisfies,

∂u
(
r5 /curlΩ−1β

)
= − r6

(
/∆ +

2

r2

)
/curlΩ−1β − r6Ω−2

◦ ( /∆− 3ρ◦) /curl /divΩχ̂+ E∂u
∂v
(
r5 /curlΩ−1β

)
= r5 /curl /divα+ E∂v ,

where

E∂u = − r5

2
/∆(χ̂ ∧ χ̂) + 2r5 /curl(χ̂] · β) (16.2.2)

+ r5 /curl
(

3(ρ− ρ◦)η + 3∗ησ − (Ωtrχ− Ωtrχ◦)Ω
−1β − 2(Ωω̂ − Ωω̂◦)Ω

−1β
)

+ [Ω /∇3, r /curl]r4Ω−1β

+ r6( /∆− 3ρ◦)
(

(1− Ω−2
◦ Ω2) /curl(Ω−1β)− (∗η + ∗η) · Ωβ + Ω−2

◦ /curl(Ωχ̂] · η − 1

2
(Ωtrχ− Ωtrχ◦)η)

)
,

E∂v = [Ω /∇4, r /curl]r4Ω−1β + r5 /curl
(
η] · α− 2(Ωtrχ− Ωtrχ◦)Ω

−1β
)
.

For each 0 ≤ δ ≤ δ0, after recalling that the geometric quantities in the ûf + δ normalised I+ gauge
with respect to Mf (ûf + δ, λ) satisfy the bootstrap estimate (7.1.4) with uf = ûf + δ (see Theorem 16.1),
Proposition 9.4.2 and Proposition 9.4.3, together with the fact that /curl /divα`=1 = /curl /divΩχ̂`=1 = 0, imply
that, ∣∣∂u(r5 /curlΩ−1βδ`=1

)∣∣ . ε2

u2
,

∣∣∂v(r5 /curlΩ−1βδ`=1

)∣∣ . ε2

r2
, (16.2.3)

using also Proposition 9.4.5.
Fix now some 0 ≤ δ′ < δ ≤ δ0. It follows, recalling Definition 2.2.5, that

∣∣∣3 1∑
m=−1

Jm(ûf +δ, λ)(r2 /∆Y 1
m)δ(ûf +δ, v∞(ûf +δ), θ)+r5 /curlΩ−1β`=1(ûf +δ′, v∞(ûf +δ′), θ)

∣∣∣ . ε2(δ − δ′)
(ûf + δ′)2

.

It moreover follows from Proposition 9.4.1 that

|(r2 /∆Y 1
m)δ(ûf + δ, v∞(ûf + δ), θ)− (r2 /∆Y 1

m)δ(ûf + δ′, v∞(ûf + δ′), θ)| . ε(δ − δ′)
v∞(ûf + δ′)ûf + δ′

,

and so∣∣∣3 1∑
m=−1

Jm(ûf + δ, λ)(r2 /∆Y 1
m)δ(ûf , v∞(ûf ), θ) + r5 /curlΩ−1βδ`=1(ûf + δ′, v∞(ûf + δ′), θ)

∣∣∣ . ε2(δ − δ′)
(ûf + δ′)2

.

(16.2.4)
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Revisiting the proof of (4.3.47), one sees that, in fact,

Ωβδ −ΠSδΩβ
δ′ = 3(Ω2ρ)δ /∇f3

δ′,δ +
1

2
(1 + ∂ṽf

4
δ′,δ)

2ΠSδ
(
∂ũ6fδ′,δ · αδ

′)
+ E1,0

Df ,4 + E1,0
Df ,5, (16.2.5)

where fδ′,δ denote the diffeomorphism functions relating the ûf + δ and ûf + δ′ gauges (see Theorem 16.1.2)

and the term E1,0
Df ,4 does not involve α, β or Ωω̂ − Ωω̂◦. Since |α| . εr−

9
2 , rp|Φp| . εu−1 for all Φp 6= α, β

or Ωω̂ − Ωω̂◦, it follows from the estimate (16.1.14) and the fact that u2
f ≤ v∞(uf ) that

∣∣((r5 /curlΩ−1β`=1)δ −ΠSδ(r
5 /curlΩ−1β`=1)δ

′)
(ûf + δ′, v∞(ûf + δ′), θ)

∣∣ . ε2(δ − δ′)
(ûf + δ′)2

,

where, for any function h,

ΠSδh(ûf + δ′, v∞, θ) = h(ûf + δ′ + f3
δ′,δ(ûf + δ′, v∞, θ), v∞ + f4

δ′,δ(ûf + δ′, v∞, θ), /F δ′,δ(ûf + δ′, v∞, θ)).

The estimates (16.1.14), (16.1.15) for f3
δ′,δ, f

4
δ′,δ and /F δ′,δ then imply that

∣∣(r5 /curlΩ−1β`=1)δ(ûf+δ′, v∞(ûf+δ′), θ)−(r5 /curlΩ−1β`=1)δ
′
(ûf+δ′, v∞(ûf+δ′), θ)

∣∣ . ε2(δ − δ′)
(ûf + δ′)2

. (16.2.6)

Now, for any J = (J−1, J0, J1), J̃ = (J̃−1, J̃0, J̃1) ∈ R3,

1∑
m=−1

(
Jm(r2 /∆Y 1

m)δ(ûf + δ′, v∞, θ)− J̃m(r2 /∆Y 1
m)δ

′
(ûf + δ′, v∞, θ)

)
=

1∑
m=−1

(
− 2(Jm − J̃m)(Y 1

m)δ
′
(ûf + δ′, v∞, θ) + 2(Jm − J̃m)((Y 1

m)δ
′
(ûf + δ′, v∞, θ)− (Y 1

m)δ(ûf + δ′, v∞, θ))

+ (Jm − J̃m)(r2 /∆Y 1
m + 2Y 1

m)δ(ûf + δ′, v∞, θ)− J̃m((r2 /∆Y 1
m)δ

′
(ûf + δ′, v∞, θ)− (r2 /∆Y 1

m)δ(ûf + δ′, v∞, θ))
)
,

for v∞ = v∞(ûf + δ′). Setting J = J(ûf + δ, λ), J̃ = J(ûf + δ′, λ) and using the fact that (Y 1
m)δ

′
are or-

thonormal, for m = −1, 0, 1, it follows from Proposition 9.4.2 and Proposition 16.1.19 that, if ε̂0 is sufficiently
small,

|J(ûf + δ, λ)− J(ûf + δ′, λ)| . |J(ûf + δ′, λ)|
1∑

m=−1

‖(r2 /∆Y 1
m)δ

′
(ûf + δ′, v∞, ·)− (r2 /∆Y 1

m)δ(ûf + δ′, v∞, ·)‖Sδ′

+
∥∥∥ 1∑
m=−1

(
Jm(ûf + δ, λ)(r2 /∆Y 1

m)δ(ûf + δ′, v∞, ·)− Jm(ûf + δ′, λ)(r2 /∆Y 1
m)δ

′
(ûf + δ′, v∞, ·)

)∥∥∥
Sδ′
,

with Sδ
′

= Sδ
′

ûf+δ′,v∞(ûf+δ′). Since

(r5 /curlΩ−1β`=1)δ
′
(ûf + δ′, v∞(ûf + δ′), θ) = −3

1∑
m=−1

Jm(ûf + δ′, λ)(r2 /∆Y 1
m)δ

′
(ûf + δ′, v∞(ûf + δ′), θ),

the estimates (16.2.4) and (16.2.6), along with Proposition 16.1.19 then imply that

|J(ûf + δ, λ)− J(ûf + δ′, λ)| . ε2(δ − δ′)
(ûf + δ′)2

. (16.2.7)

Suppose now that |J(ûf , λ)| ≥ ε0
ûf

. The estimate (16.2.7) implies that, for some constant C,

|J(ûf + δ, λ)| ≥ ε0

ûf + δ′
− Cε2

0(δ − δ′)
(ûf + δ′)2

>
ε0

ûf + δ
,

where the latter inequality holds if ε0 is sufficiently small. This concludes the proof of (16.2.1).
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Remark 16.2.1. The strong r−
9
2 decay for α and appropriate derivatives imposed by (5.4.2) (see Remark

5.4.5) was convenient in obtaining (16.2.7), as it allowed us to avoid capturing decay in u faster than u−1 for
any of the geometric quantities of the I+ gauge. Indeed, this is one of the main places where this assumption
on data is used. See the first two terms in the error (16.2.2) and the second term on the right hand side of
the change of gauge relation (16.2.5).

The continuity of the map Jûf+δ follows from the continuity of (7.4.2) in λ and the continuity of the
original map Jûf as follows:

Since
Juf (λ) = J(u′f (λ, uf ), λ)

where
u′f (λ, uf ) := sup{u0

f ≤ u′f ≤ uf : λ ∈ R(u′f )}, (16.2.8)

it suffices to note that the map u′f (uf , λ) defined by (16.2.8) is continuous, for fixed uf = ûf + δ, in λ as a

map on R(u0).
For this, fix uf = ûf + δ, and consider a sequence λi → λ0 with λi ∈ R(u0).
If u′′f < u′f (uf , λ0), then by the monotonicity properties (7.1.2) of R(u′′f ), it follows that λ0 ∈ int(R(u′′f )).

But since int(R(u′′f )) is open, it follows that λi ∈ R(u′′f ) for sufficiently large i, and thus, for such i,
u′f (λi, uf ) ≥ u′′f . It follows that that

lim inf u′f (uf , λi) ≥ u′f (uf , λ0). (16.2.9)

On the other hand, suppose that

lim supu′f (uf , λi) > u′f (uf , λ0). (16.2.10)

It follows again by the first monotonicity property (7.1.2) of R(u′′f ) that there exists u′′f > u′f (uf , λ0) and a
sequence of ik → ∞ such that λik ∈ R(u′′f ) for all i. But since R(u′′f ) is closed, it follows that λ0 ∈ R(u′′f )
but this contradicts the fact that u′′f > u′f (uf , λ0). Thus, we have in fact

lim supu′f (uf , λi) ≤ u′f (uf , λ0), (16.2.11)

and inequalities (16.2.9) and (16.2.11) together give continuity of the map (16.2.8) at λ0, as desired.
We note that the identity (7.1.12) continues to hold for Jûf+δ and thus the statement about its degree.

16.3 Higher order estimates: the proof of Theorem 16.3

We restate Theorem 16.3:

Theorem 16.3 (Higher order estimates). For ε̂0(Minit) sufficiently small, let 0 < ε0 ≤ ε̂0, S0 Lε0S0
,

(M(λ), g(λ)) be as in the beginning of Section 7.1, and let B be the set defined by Definition 7.1.1.
Let uf ∈ B and let R(uf ) be as in the statement of Definition 7.1.1.
Then, for all k ≥ N there exist constants Ck such that for all λ ∈ R(uf ), we have the following higher

order estimates for the solution (M(λ), g(λ)):

Ekuf [αH+ , αI+ ] + Ekuf [αH+ , αI+ ] + Ekuf ,H+ + Ekuf ,I+ + Ek+2
uf

[fH+,I+ ] + Pk−5
uf

[ΦH
+

] + Pk−5
uf

[ΦI
+

]

≤ CkEk0 [S(λ)]. (7.5.1)

Moreover, we have in addition the localised estimate

Ekuf [αH+ , αI+ ] + Ekuf [αH+ , αI+ ] + Ekuf ,H+ + Ekuf ,I+ + Ek+2
uf

[fH+,I+ ] + Pk−5
uf

[ΦH
+

] + Pk−5
uf

[ΦI
+

]

. EN0 [S(λ)] + Ck(uf )Ek0,v∞ [S(λ)], (7.5.2)

where v∞ = v∞(uf ), the energy Ek0,v∞ [S(λ)] is defined in Section 5.4 (appearing in particular in equa-
tion (5.4.6)) and where Ck(uf ) is a constant which depends in addition on uf .
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Proof. Typically, higher order estimates like the above, without additional smallness at higher order, follow
since the equations are linear after sufficient differentiation. This is similar here although slightly complicated
by the teleological normalisation of our gauges. For the reader’s convenience, we provide some of the details.

We begin with the proof of (7.5.1). The proof is an induction on k. We have already proven the above
estimate for k = N = 12 (base case). Assume now the estimate holds for some fixed k ≥ N . The estimate
at order k + 1 is now obtained through a sequence of four steps:

Step 1. We first consider the wave equations for the quantities of the almost gauge invariant hierarchy, i.e.
(α,ψ, P ) and

(
α, ψ, P

)
and repeat the analysis of Chapters 12 and 13 for the higher commuted equations.

The key observation is that upon commutation with k derivatives for α (k− 1 for ψ and k− 2 for P ) the
(finite) number of top order non-linear error terms on the right hand side (i.e. those involving k+1 derivatives
of curvature or Ricci coefficients and one exceptional term involving k + 2 derivatives of Ωtrχ − Ωtrχ◦ in
the α equation, see (3.4.18)) is independent of k and moreover each of the finite terms has the structure1

hΦDkΦ′, where h is a bounded function and both h and the Φ,Φ′ that appear are independent of k. This
observation provides the estimate

Ek+1
uf

[αH+ , αI+ ] + Ek+1
uf

[αH+ , αI+ ] .Cε
(
Ek+1
uf ,H+ + Ek+1

uf ,I+

)
(16.3.1)

+Ckε
(
Ekuf ,H+ + Ekuf ,I+ + Ekuf [αH+ , αI+ ] + Ekuf [αH+ , αI+ ]

)
+Ckε

(
Ek−6[fH+,I+ ] + Euf [fd,H+ ] + Euf [fd,I+ ]

)
+ CkEk+1

0 [S(λ)] ,

where the constant Ck may depend on k but the constant C does not. Indeed, the first two lines on the
right hand side follow directly from the observation. The last line follows from the fact that we need to
compare the top order energies on the timelike hypersurface and estimate the initial energies in the horizon
and the infinity gauge from the data. However, all these estimates involve only lower order energies of the
diffeomorphisms and – again for a finite k-independent number of terms – the top order energy of the Ricci
coefficients. Recall Sections 10.3–10.5 for the precise statements.

Step 2. We next repeat the analysis of Chapters 14 and 15 to estimate the Ricci-coefficients in their
individual gauges after k + 1 commutations. Again the equations are linear at top order leading to the
estimates

Ek+1
uf ,I+ . C

(
Ek+1
uf

[αH+ , αI+ ] + Ek+1
uf

[αH+ , αI+ ]
)

+ Ck

(
Ekuf [αH+ , αI+ ] + Ekuf [αH+ , αI+ ]

)
, (16.3.2)

Ek+1
uf ,H+ .C

(
Ek+1
uf

[αH+ , αI+ ] + Ek+1
uf

[αH+ , αI+ ]
)

+ Ck

(
Ekuf [αH+ , αI+ ] + Ekuf [αH+ , αI+ ]

)
+ CεEk+1

uf
[fH+,I+ ] + CkEkuf [fH+,I+ ] . (16.3.3)

Note that in the horizon gauge there are extra terms involving the higher order energies of the diffeomor-
phisms because on the final hypersurface u = uf , some horizon quantities are obtained from the infinity
quantities and the estimates on the diffeomorphisms; see Section 10.6.

Step 3. Finally, the higher order diffeomorphisms are estimated from the Ricci coefficients as in Chapter 10.
Once more, we observe that the number of top order terms is k-independent and we have

Ek+1
uf

[fH+,I+ ] . C
(
Ek+1
uf ,I+ + Ek+1

uf ,H+

)
+ Ck

(
Ekuf ,I+ + Ekuf ,H+

)
. (16.3.4)

Step 4. Coupling all the estimates together yields in view of Cε ∼ ε the estimate

Ek+1
uf

[αH+ , αI+ ] + Ek+1
uf

[αH+ , αI+ ] + Ek+1
uf ,H+ + Ek+1

uf ,I+ + Ek+3
uf

[fH+,I+ ] ≤ CkEk+1
0 [S(λ)].

1We do not keep track of the r-weights here as it is clear that they don’t provide any additional difficulty in closing the
higher order estimates compared with closing them at lower order.
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One finally observes that the left hand side controls also Pk−4
uf

[ΦH
+

] + Pk−4
uf

[ΦI
+

] as in Section 9.2. This is

the estimate (7.5.1) at order k + 1 and hence the induction is complete.

We next turn to the proof of (7.5.2). Here we can follow exactly the same steps as above, except that
the estimate (16.3.1) is now replaced by

Ek+1
uf

[αH+ , αI+ ] + Ek+1
uf

[αH+ , αI+ ] .Cε
(
Ek+1
uf ,H+ + Ek+1

uf ,I+

)
(16.3.5)

+Ckε
(
Ekuf ,H+ + Ekuf ,I+ + Ekuf [αH+ , αI+ ] + Ekuf [αH+ , αI+ ]

)
+Ckε

(
Ek−6[fH+,I+ ] + Euf [fd,H+ ] + Euf [fd,I+ ]

)
+EN0 [S(λ)] + Ck(uf )Ek+1

0,v∞
[S(λ)] ,

the only difference being that the energy in the last line is now localised at the expense of a constant
depending on uf . This is because we proceed slightly differently when estimating the initial energies of
(α,ψ, P ) and (α, ψ̌, P̌ ) in the I+ gauge. Specifically, we now obtain estimates for these initial energies by
comparing the almost gauge invariant quantities in the I+ gauge directly with those in the preliminary
gauge i0EF of part (a) of Theorem 5.5.2 (as opposed to the renormalised gauge (5.5.6) of part (b)). Appealing
to the gauge i0EF allows us to exploit the domain of dependence property and localise the region where
one does the comparison of energies.2 However, this comes at the expense of constants potentially growing
in uf since the estimates obtainable for the diffeomorphisms relating the I+ gauge and the preliminary
gauge i0EF exhibit worse behaviour in r. The domain of dependence property and the compactness of the
region under consideration, however, allows one to absorb this behaviour into the constant C(uf ). This
establishes (16.3.5), and repeating the steps above now yields (7.5.2).

2Note that we cannot do this for the renormalised initial data gauge (5.5.6) in view of its “teleological” normalisations (5.5.7)

at I+: The quantities expressed in this gauge in a compact region depend on the full seed energy Ek+1
0 [S(λ)].
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Chapter 17

Conclusions

In this last Chapter, we deduce properties of the limiting foliations and complete the proof of the statement
of Theorem 6.1. We also prove Corollary III.3.1.
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We first interpret in Section 17.1 the “laws of gravitational radiation” as identities on null infinity I+

and then in Section 17.2, we shall understand the regularity and properties of the event horizon H+. In
Section 17.3, we shall explicitly recap all statements appearing in the statement of Theorems 17.1 and 17.2,
completing thus the proof of Theorem 6.1. Finally, in Section 17.4 we give a proof of Corollary III.3.1
concerning axisymmetric initial data with vanishing angular momentum.

Section 17.4 is independent of Sections 17.1–17.3. The reader may wish to refer also to Chapter 17
of [CK93] and to [Chr91] for background.

17.1 Null infinity I+ and the laws of gravitational radiation

In this section we shall present the laws of gravitational radiation as a set of relations of limiting quantities
defined on null infinity I+.

We first define null infinity as a set I+ in Section 17.1.1 and discuss in what sense it is Bondi nor-
malised. We remark on the completeness of null infinity in Section 17.1.2. We shall then define the rescaled
quantities in Section 17.1.3 and formulate the “laws of gravitational radiation” in Section 17.1.4, fol-
lowing [CK93]. We shall discuss in Section 17.1.5 how the BMS group acts on asymptotic quantities and
how our construction has broken BMS symmetry in normalising uniquely the asymptotic gauge. Finally, we
shall give decay statements for the asymptotic quantities in Section 17.1.6.
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17.1.1 Null infinity I+ as a set and Bondi normalisation

We have remarked in Section 7.7.1 that the existence of a uf -normalised I+ gauge for all uf ≥ u0
f already

yields the completeness of null infinity, in the sense of Christodoulou [Chr99].
We can describe this completeness in another way by introducing I+ as an actual set. We define

I+ := [u−1,∞)× S2.

If desired, one may naturally attach I+ to the spacetime (M, g) by extending the embedding (6.2.1), iden-
tifying I+ with the image of a limiting {∞}× [u0,∞)× S2 hypersurface which can be naturally attached to
the domain WI+(∞,Mfinal)× S2 of (6.2.1).

With respect to the limiting I+ gauge, we note that our bounds (6.2.11) in particular immediately yield

lim
v→∞

Ω2(u, v, θ) = 1. (17.1.1)

One could rescale the metric to obtain a conformal compactification, but we shall refrain from doing so here.
Let it suffice here to note that (6.2.11) similarly imply

lim
v→∞

rtrχ(u, v, θ) = 2 (17.1.2)

lim
v→∞

rtrχ(u, v, θ) = −2 (17.1.3)

and, defining γ̊ to be the standard metric on the S2, then we have that

lim
v→∞

r−2
/gAB(u, v, θ) = γ̊AB(u, θ). (17.1.4)

Note that
|r−2Area(u, v)− 4π| . ε0

r
(17.1.5)

so in all the above (17.1.2)–(17.1.4) we could replace r with the geometric area-radius function.
We interpret (17.1.1) and (17.1.4) to be the statement that our limiting I+ normalised gauge is in an

appropriate sense Bondi normalised.

17.1.2 The completeness of I+

Given the above concrete realisation of null infinity I+ as a set, we can view the “completeness of null
infinity” as a relation on I+ itself. Indeed, since the range of the asymptotic u coordinate is [u−1,∞) and
the normalisation (17.1.1) yield∫ ∞

u−1

lim
v→∞

Ω2(u, v, θ1, θ2)du =

∫ ∞
u−1

1du =∞. (17.1.6)

The relation (17.1.6) is then another manifestation of the “completeness of null infinity”.

17.1.3 Definition of the rescaled quantities

We note that the following quantities, thought of as tensors on null infinity I+, may now be defined by the
following pointwise limits in the I+ gauge

ΞAB(u, θ) := lim
v→∞

r−1χ̂
AB

(u, v, θ),

ΣAB(u, θ) := lim
v→∞

χ̂AB(u, v, θ),

H(u, θ) := lim
v→∞

r2 (Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦) (u, v, θ),

N(u, θ) :=

(
1

2
r3 /div

(
η − η

)
+

1

2
r3χ̂ · χ̂− r3ρ

)
(u, v, θ),
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ZA(u, θ) := lim
v→∞

1

2
r
(
ηA − ηA

)
(u, v, θ),

AAB(u, θ) := lim
v→∞

r−1αAB(u, v, θ),

BA(u, θ) := lim
v→∞

rβ
A

(u, v, θ),

P(u, θ) := lim
v→∞

r3ρ(u, v, θ),

Q(u, θ) := lim
v→∞

r3σ(u, v, θ).

We define also the limit of the Hawking mass:

M(u) = lim
v→∞

√
Area(Su,v)

16π

(
1 +

1

16π

∫
Su,v

trχtrχdA

)
. (17.1.7)

This is indeed the Bondi mass, due to (17.1.4). We note that in view of (17.1.5), we may replace Area(Su,v)
with 4πr2 in (17.1.7).

The reader can easily check that the above pointwise limits are indeed well defined in view of our
estimates (6.2.11).

We will also make use of the “final” values of the quantities:

Σ+(θ) := lim
u→∞

Σ(u, θ)

P+(θ) = lim
u→∞

P(u, θ), Q+(θ) = lim
u→∞

Q(u, θ).

We will see in Section 17.1.5 that these limits are well defined and particularly simple in our gauge.

17.1.4 The laws of gravitational radiation

The laws of gravitational radiation (cf. Chapter 17 of [CK93]) hold, in particular, the Bondi mass loss
formula

d

du
M(u) = − 1

8π

∫
S2(u)

|Ξ(u, θ)|2 dµγ̊ (17.1.8)

and the relations
∂Σ

∂u
= −Ξ,

∂Ξ

∂u
= −1

4
A

and
∂H

∂u
(u, θ) = 0.

Again, the validity of these pointwise limiting identities is an easy consequence of (6.2.10) and (6.2.11).

17.1.5 BMS symmetry and the normalisation of the asymptotic I+ gauge

To understand the limiting behaviour of the quantities of Section 17.1.3, it is useful, for greater context, to
introduce the notion of a Bondi normalised double null gauge. This is any double null gauge covering the
region [u−1,∞)× [v0,∞) of the I+ gauge such that the asymptotic relations of Section 17.1.3 are satisfied.

We may construct other such gauges starting from our I+ normalised gauge by applying a diffeomorphism
satisfying appropriate bounds on f3, f4 and fA. Given such a gauge, we may again define the asymptotic
quantities of Section 17.1.3. Their transformation properties only depend on the r → ∞ limits of fA and
f3 and the part of f4 growing linearly in r (which is itself determined by its ` = 1 mode, f3 and fA.) We
note that given two Bondi normalised double null gauges, the quantities Σ, Ξ, P, Q, A, B transform by the
action of the well-known BMS group [PR84].

Our asymptotic normalised I+ gauge induces a Bondi frame uniquely by the conditions

P+
`=1 = 0 (17.1.9)
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and
Σ+ = 0. (17.1.10)

The condition (17.1.9) says that our gauge is normalised so as to be a centre of mass frame for the final
black hole that arises while the condition (17.1.10) chooses the cuts of null infinity.

Our gauge satisfies the following additional relations:

Mfinal = lim
u→∞

M(u) = inf
u
M(u), (17.1.11)

P+
`=0 = −2Mfinal,

P+
`≥2 = 0,

N+
`=0 =

1

4π
Mfinal, N+

`≥1 = 0, Z+ = 0,

Q+ = 0,

H = 0.

The relation (17.1.11) can be interpreted as the statement that the final Bondi mass measured at infinity
coincides with the final Schwarzschild parameter of the metric to which the spacetime converges at finite
points.

17.1.6 Decay along null infinity I+

We infer from the Bondi mass law formula (17.1.8) and the boundedness of the (second line of the) energy
expression (6.1.13) (computed in the asymptotic I+ gauge, i.e. as it appears in the energy (6.2.10)) the
following decay bound for the Bondi mass:

M(u)−Mfinal . ε
2
0u
−2. (17.1.12)

In particular we have the orbital stability statement

|M(u)−M(u−1)| . ε2.

Finally, we infer immediately from (6.2.11) the following pointwise decay bounds along I+:

|Σ(u, θ)| . ε0u
−1, (17.1.13)

|Ξ(u, θ)| . ε0u
−1, (17.1.14)

|A(u, θ)| . ε0u
−1, (17.1.15)

|B(u, θ)| . ε0u
−1,

|P(u, θ) + 2Mfinal| . ε0u
−1,

|Q(u, θ)| . ε0u
−1.

These can all be viewed as asymptotic stability statements at I+.
The tensor

Σ+(θ)− Σ(u−1, θ)

is related to the infinitesimal total displacement of test masses in gravitational wave experiments [Chr91].
Its boundedness

|Σ+ − Σ(u−1, ·)| . ε0 (17.1.16)

follows thus from the above estimates, and can be viewed as an additional (orbital) stability statement.
Defining

F (θ) :=
1

8π

∫ ∞
u−1

|Ξ(θ)|2du

we have in particular, that
|F`=1| . ε2

0 (17.1.17)

which is the statement that the linear momentum radiated to infinity is bounded.
A similar statement can be made for the angular momentum, modulo the well-known ambiguities in its

general definition along null infinity. This is related to the bound on λfinal. See Remark 6.3.5.
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17.2 The event horizon H+ and the characterization of the black
hole region M\ J−(I+)

In this section, we shall define the event horizonH+ and infer its basic regularity and completeness properties,
characterizing it moreover as the past boundary of the black hole region M\ J−(I+).

The definition of H+, with its basic regularity and completeness properties, will be given in Sec-
tion 17.2.1. We shall infer polynomial decay statements along H+ in Section 17.2.2. We characterize
the horizon H+ as the past boundary of M \ J−(I+) in Section 17.2.3, connecting with the usual no-
tion of black hole event horizon. Finally, we infer higher order regularity of H+, under suitable additional
assumptions on initial data, in Section 17.2.4.

17.2.1 Definition of H+, regularity and completeness

To define the event horizon, let us first note that J−(DI+

∞ )∩DK has a non-empty future boundary B ⊂ DK.

Considering the sets {vH+ = v−1} ∩ {uH+ = un} ⊂ DH
+

∞ , then since these are also contained in DK, one
easily sees that {vH+ = v−1} ∩ {uH+ = un} all lie in a fixed compact subset of DK. By examining the

transition functions from DH+

∞ to DK, one easily sees that the Kruskalised frame satisfies uniform Ck bounds
with respect to the frame corresponding to DK for a k ≥ 3. On the other hand, with respect to this frame,
we have uniform Ck bounds of all geometric quantities associated to {vH+ = v−1} ∩ {uH+ = un}. Since
these are all contained in a compact subset of DK, we have that a subsequence converges in Ck−1 to some
Ck sphere S ⊂ B.

Now let us define the event horizon H+ as the future boundary of the set J−(DI+

∞ ) in M. Note that
S ⊂ H+. General Lorentzian geometry, our bounds on S and Cauchy stability now tell us that H+ ∩ DK is
a regular Ck null hypersurface admitting S as a spatial section.

Now given any vn, we similarly have uniform bounds on the geometry of the sequence of hypersurfaces
{v−1 ≤ vH+ ≤ vn} ∩ {uH+ = un} in the Kruskalised frame. As in the proof of the closedness, we may
extract a convergent limit which is a Ck null hypersurface, denote H+

vn,new, attach this to spacetime, noting
that it will be consistent with the geometry of H+. We may now solve a characteristic initial value problem

(now we have to lose derivatives) to obtain an extension spacetime. By the C k̃ uniqueness statement of
Theorem 5.2.1, it follows that this extension embeds intoM in the first place. It follows that H+

vn,new ⊂ H+

for all n, under the obvious identification and thus that H+ = ∪nH+
vn,new ∪ (H+ ∩DK). It follows that that

H+ is a Ck null hypersurface.
The future completeness of H+ follows easily from our estimates on Ω2

H+ when Kruskalised and the range
of the vH+ coordinates.

17.2.2 Polynomial decay along H+

The limiting hypersurface H+ inherits the estimates of the asymptotically normalised H+ gauge (6.2.2).
Thus, from (6.2.11), we easily see the estimate that

|Ω2αH+(∞, v, ·)| . ε0v
−1, (17.2.1)

where Ω2αH+ is defined as the u → ∞ limit of Ω2αH+(u, v, θ) defined with respect to the gauge (6.2.2).
Note that Ω2αH+ is generically a nonvanishing quantity as can be seen by passing to the Kruskalised gauge.

17.2.3 The black hole region as M\ J−(I+)

It is traditional to attach I+ as a “conformal boundary” of spacetime by introducing a conformally rescaled
metric, and using this, ascribe meaning to J−(I+). We prefer to define J−(I+) directly as the set

J−(I+) := {p ∈M : γ : [0, 1)→M future directed causal, γ(0) = p, lim
t→1

γ(t) ∈ I+}

where by limt→1 γ(t) ∈ I+ we mean that γ is eventually in the range DI+

∞ of the I+ asymptotic gauge and,
writing γ as (u(t), v(t), θ(t)), then v(t)→∞ while u(t), θ(t) have finite limits.
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Under this definition, we manifestly see that J−(I+) ⊂ J−(DI+

∞ ), and in fact

J−(I+) = J−(DI
+

∞ ) = DH
+

∞ ∪ DI
+

∞ ∪ (DEF ∪ DK ∩ J−(DI
+

∞ )).

17.2.4 Higher order regularity of H+

In view of our construction of H+, the higher order regularity statement of Theorem 17.1 follows directly
from the statement in Theorem 7.7.1 on higher regularity of the embedding (6.2.1). In particular, if (5.4.4)
is finite for all k, then the event horizon H+ is a C∞ hypersurface in M.

17.3 Proof of Theorems 17.1 and 17.2

Let us explicitly note that we have indeed obtained all statements in Theorems 17.1 and 17.2.
We restate first Theorem 17.1.

Theorem 17.1 (Properties of I+ and H+). Under the assumptions of Theorem 7.7.1, null infinity can be
realised as the asymptotic null hypersurface v = ∞ of the gauge (6.2.1), denoted now simply as I+, which
is future complete in the sense that the coordinate u along I+ is Bondi normalised and u → ∞ along I+

towards the future. The ‘laws of gravitational radiation’ can be formulated along I+, and I+ can be endowed
with a frame on which the final asymptotic shear Σ+ = 0 and final centre of mass normalisation P+

`=1 = 0,
i.e. satisfying (6.2.4).

We may characterise the domain

DH
+

∞ ∪ DI
+

∞ ∪ DEF ∪ DK ∩ J−(DI
+

∞ ) (7.7.5)

as the domain of outer communications of M, and we may write:

J−(I+) ∩M = DH
+

∞ ∪ DI
+

∞ ∪ DEF ∪ DK ∩ J−(DI
+

∞ ).

On the other hand, the future boundary of (7.7.5) in M is a future affine complete regular null hyper-

surface H+. If (5.4.4) is finite for a certain k, then H+ is a C k̃ hypersurface, where k̃ →∞ as k →∞. In
particular, if (5.4.4) is finite for all k, then H+ is a smooth hypersurface.

Proof. The statement concerning J−(I+) has been obtained in Section 17.2.3, whereas the completeness of
null infinity was obtained as (17.1.6) in Section 17.1.6. The laws of gravitational radiation are formulated
in Section 17.1.4, and the statements on the final shear and centre of mass, i.e. (6.2.4), were obtained in
(17.1.10) and (17.1.9) above. The statement regarding the completeness and basic regularity properties of
the horizon H+ were obtained in Section 17.2.1 whereas the higher order regularity statement is given in
Section 17.2.4.

We now restate Theorem 17.2.

Theorem 17.2 (Polynomial decay along I+ and H+). Under the assumptions of Theorem 7.7.1, we have
inverse polynomial decay along H+ and I+, for instance the pointwise estimates

|Ω2αH+(∞, v, ·)| . ε0v
−1, (7.7.6)

where Ω2αH+(∞, v, ·) is defined as the u → ∞ limit of Ω2αH+ defined with respect to the asymptotic H+

gauge (6.2.2), and

0 ≤M(u)−Mfinal . ε
2
0u
−2, |Σ(u, ·)| . ε0u

−1, |Ξ(u, ·)| . ε0u
−1, |A(u, ·)| . ε0u

−1, (7.7.7)

where M(u) denotes the Bondi mass and Ξ, Σ and A are defined in Section 17.1.3.

Proof. The decay properties on H+ were obtained in Section 17.2, specifically, in (17.2.1), while the decay
properties on I+ were obtained in Section 17.1.6, specifically, in (17.1.12), (17.1.13), (17.1.14) and (17.1.15).
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17.4 Axisymmetric solutions with vanishing angular momentum:
the proof of Corollary III.3.1

In the notation of Section 5.8, let us consider an initial data set S ∈ M(Minit, c
2ε0) which is moreover

assumed to be axisymmetric and represented such that the initial axisymmetric vector field is ∂φ̊, where

(θ̊, φ̊) represent the standard spherical coordinates (1.1.1) of the initial data cones.
It follows that the maximal Cauchy development (M, g) corresponding to S inherits a globally defined

Killing field Z̃.
We now remark that the renormalised initial Eddington–Finkelstein gauge (5.5.6) of part (b) of The-

orem 5.5.2, in view of its geometric characterization and its anchoring (5.5.9) to the (manifestly symmet-
ric) preliminary gauge (a), also inherits the axisymmetry and in fact ∂φ̊ = hZ̃ for h some constant with

|h − 1| . ε0, where now (θ̊, φ̊) represent the standard spherical coordinates (1.1.1) of the parametrisa-
tion (5.5.6). It is natural in fact to define “the” axisymmetric Killing field as the extension of Z := ∂φ̊ to
M, as this is the correctly normalised vector at infinity.

Let us assume moreover that the initial angular momentum vanishes. This is the statement that the
so-called Komar integral [Kom59, Wal84]

J (S) = − 1

16π

∫
S

∇µZνεµνλρ (17.4.1)

vanishes when computed for instance on any standard section of the initial cones. (We note that if the data
are polarised, then in particular the angular momentum indeed vanishes in the above sense.)

By the well known conservation relation for the Komar integral [Wal84], it follows that (17.4.1) vanishes
when computed on any spacelike surface S in (M, g) homologous to a standard section of the initial cones.

Note that S as above might not satisfy (ηEF )`=1 = 0. It will satisfy, however, |(ηEF )`=1| . ε2
0. We

may thus write S = S0(λ0) for some |λ0| . ε2
0 and some S0 ∈ M0(Minit, c

2ε0). Note that it follows that
λ0 ∈ R(u0

f ).

For all uf ≥ u0
f , consider the sets R(uf ) given in the proof of Theorem 6.1. For all uf ≥ u0

f such

that λ0 ∈ R(uf ), consider the uf , Mf normalised I+ gauge (5.6.5) in (M, g) corresponding to S = S(λ0).
Since this gauge is itself again geometrically defined and anchored only to the initial Eddington–Finkelstein
gauge through (5.6.16), it follows, in view also of the equivariance of the construction of Proposition 4.4.1

(cf. Remark 4.4.5), that Z = huf∂φ̊ for some constant |huf − 1| . ε0, where (θ̊, φ̊) are now the standard

spherical coordinates corresponding to the S2 appearing in (5.6.5).
An easy computation (see [GM14] for the analogous computation in the Newman–Penrose formalism and

Bondi framework) shows that, in view of our estimates in the I+ gauge and the relation between uf and
v∞, we have the relation: ∣∣ |J (SI

+

uf ,v∞
)| − |J(uf , λ0)|

∣∣ . ε2
0

uf
. (17.4.2)

Since J (SI
+

uf ,v∞
) = 0 for this solution, it follows then that for no uf can J(uf , λ0) saturate the bound (7.1.8),

i.e. for no uf can we have |J(uf , λ0)| = ε0
uf

. From the construction of the sets R(uf ), it then follows that in

fact we have λ0 ∈ R(uf ) for all uf ≥ u0
f . We may thus take λfinal = λ0, and the corollary follows.

Remark 17.4.1. An alternative proof of Corollary III.3.1 would of course be to dispense completely with the
3-parameter family LS0 and simply use (17.4.2) directly on the solution corresponding to the axisymmetric

solution S = S(λ0) as an a priori estimate for |J(uf , λ0)|, namely |J(uf , λ0)| . ε20
uf

, since for this solution

we have |J (SI
+

uf ,v∞
)| = 0. Given this estimate, one may remove all references to LS0

and R(uf ) from the

setup of Theorem 6.1, as the modulation was only necessary to bound |J(uf , λ)|. This leads to a number
of important simplifications throughout, for instance one does not require the monotonicity properties of
Section 16.2, which were the main reason for our precise assumptions on data (cf. Remark 16.2.1). Thus, in
this case, one can see relatively easily that the decay assumptions on the data can indeed be further relaxed
(cf. Remark 5.4.5), to allow for instance for β ∼ r−4 log |r| as in [Chr02].
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Index

almost gauge invariant hierarchy
P , quantity satisfying Regge–Wheeler type equa-

tion, 24, 48
P , quantity satisfying Regge–Wheeler type equa-

tion, 24, 48
α, 48
α, 48
P̌ , alternative to P , 48
ψ̌, alternative to ψ, 48

ǍI+ , rescaled version of αI+ , 125
Π̌I+ , rescaled version of ψ̌I+ , 125

Ψ̌I+ , rescaled version of P̌ I+ , 124
ψ, 48
ψ, 48
AH+ , rescaled version of αH+ , 125
ΠH+ , rescaled version of ψH+ , 125
ΨH+ , rescaled version of PH+ , 124
AH+ , rescaled version of αH+ , 125
AI+ , rescaled version of αI+ , 125
ΠH+ , rescaled version of ψH+ , 125
ΠI+ , rescaled version of ψI+ , 125
ΨH+ , rescaled version of PH+ , 124
ΨI+ , rescaled version of PI+ , 124

angular momentum
(J−1, J0, J1), angular momentum vector associ-

ated to a linearised Kerr solution, 46
(J−1

seed, J
0
seed, J

1
seed), angular momentum vector as-

sociated to data, 104
λ = (λ−1, λ0, λ1), modulation parameters related

to angular momentum of data, 22, 120
J (S), Komar angular momentum associated to

S, 16, 496
aM , angular momentum of the Kerr metric ga,M ,

1, 5
J(λ, uf ), vector measuring angular momentum

at time uf , 27, 137

bootstrap
energies
EKuf ,H+ , 136

EKuf ,I+ , 136

EK−2
uf

[PH+ , PH+ , PI+ , P I+ ], 136

EKuf [αH+ , αH+ , αI+ , αI+ ], 136

Euf [fH+,I+ ], 136

Euf [fd,H+ ], 136
Euf [fd,I+ ], 136

maps
Juf : R(u0

f )→ Bε0/u0
f
, 137

parameters
Mf (uf , λ), 136
ûf , 136
u0
f , “initial” final retarded time associated to
bootstrap, 42, 118, 136

uf , final retarded time associated to bootstrap,
136

J(λ, uf ), vector measuring angular momentum,
27

uf , final retarded time associated to bootstrap,
22

sets
Bε0/u0

f
, closed ball of radius ε0/u

0
f in R3, 121

B, set of allowed final retarded times uf , 27
R(uf ), subset of λ-parameter space depending

on uf , 22, 136

constants
Λ, cosmological constant, 18

double null gauge
algebraic operations

(trφ)A1...As , 35
(ϑ, ϑ̃), 35
(ϑ× ϑ̃)BC , 35
(ξ, ξ̃), 35
(ξ⊗̂ξ̃)AB , 35
ϑ ∧ ϑ̃, 35
ϑ] CA , 35
ξ] C , 35
∗ϑAB , Hodge dual, 35
∗ξA, Hodge dual, 35

change of gauge
F , notation for functions describing diffeomor-

phisms, 77
Fδ′,δ, 417(
D̃k+1f

)l
·G, schematic notation for products

of higher order derivatives of f , 83(
D̃k+1fp

)l
· G, schematic notation for prod-

ucts of higher order derivatives of f with p
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dependence, 83
E1,k
Df ,p(H,G,K), nonlinear error notation asso-
ciated to f with p dependence, 84

E1,k
Df (H,G,K), nonlinear error notation asso-
ciated to f , 84

∂ũ6f , notation for first derivative of diffeomor-
phism map, 78

∂ṽ 6f , notation for first derivative of diffeomor-
phism map, 78

D̃fp, schematic notation for first order deriva-
tives of f , 82

D̃k+1f · (i, γ), schematic notation for higher
order derivatives of f , 82

D̃k+1fp · (i, γ), schematic notation for higher
order derivatives of f showing p dependence,
83

/̃d /F p, angular part of first derivatives of diffeo-
morphism maps, 78

f , notation for functions describing diffeomor-
phisms, 23, 78

fH+,I+ , 116
fd,H+ , 115
fd,I+ , 115

connection coefficients
B, quantity used only in the I+ gauge, 26, 291
K, Gauss curvature of Su,v, 38
X1, quantity used only in the H+ gauge, 26,

351
X2, quantity used only in the H+ gauge, 26,

351
Y , quantity used only in the I+ gauge, 26, 290
Υ, quantity used only in the H+ gauge, 191,

395
ř, area radius defined from trχ, 48
χ, 3, 36
χ, 3, 36
η, 36
η, 36
χ̂, 36
χ̂, 36
ω̂, 3, 36
χ̂, 3
µ, mass aspect function, 23, 36
µ∗, renormalised mass aspect difference, 53
µ, mass aspect function, 36
ω̂, 3, 36
trχ, 36
trχ, 36
µ̃, renormalised mass aspect difference, 50

coordinates
u, retarded null coordinate, 3, 33
v, advanced null coordinate, 3, 33

curvature components
α, 36

α, 3, 36
β, 3, 36
β, 36
ρ, 3, 36
σ, 36

differential operators
D, projected Lie derivative in the e4 direction,

34
R? = 1

2 (−Ωe3 + Ωe4), 195
T = 1

2 (Ωe3 + Ωe4), 195

/D∗2, covariant operator acting tangentially on
Su,v, 3, 35
/curl, covariant operator acting tangentially on
Su,v, 35
/div, covariant operator acting tangentially on
Su,v, 3, 35

D, 25, 57
A [k], angular operators acting on symmetric

traceless S-tensors, 272, 291
/∇3, covariant differential operator acting in e3

direction, 3, 35
/∇4, covariant differential operator acting in e4

direction, 3, 35
/�, 195
D̃k, modified commutation operator, 220
D̃
k
↗, commutators used for ΠI+ and AI+ , 253

D̃
k
aux, auxiliary modified commutation opera-
tor, 220

D, projected Lie derivative in the e3 direction,
34

frames
ei, i = 1, . . . 4, normalised double null frame,

3, 34, 39
functions
VI , potential appearing in Type 1 wave tenso-

rial wave equations, 195
VII , potential appearing in Type 2 wave ten-

sorial wave equations, 195
metric coefficients

Ω2, conformal metric coefficient, 3

/gCD, angular metric coefficient, 3, 34

bC , torsion metric coefficient, 3, 34
Ω2, conformal metric coefficient, 34

projection
Πφ, 34

sets
C, outgoing null hypersurface, 5
Cu, ingoing null hypersurface, 34
Cv, outgoing null hypersurface, 34
Su,v, intersections of constant-u and constant-
v hypersurfaces, 3, 33

W, subset of R2, 33
Z, domain of parametrisation, 33, 77
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C, ingoing null hypersurface, 5
time orientation
∂u + ∂v + bA∂θA , 34

energies
energies for α and α

ENuf [αH+ , αI+ ], 125

ENuf [αH+ , αI+ ], 126

EK,p [αI+ ] (τ), 125
EK [αH+ ] (v), 125
EK [αI+ ] (τ), 125
EK [αH+ ] (v), 125

energies for ΦH
+

EN [CH
+

], null cone energy in CH
+

, 129

EN [SH
+

], energy on SH
+

spheres, 129

EN [CH
+

], null cone energy in CH
+

, 129

EN [DH+

], spacetime energy in DH+

, 129

EN [χH
+

], energy for χH
+

, 130

EN [gH
+

], energy for metric components, 130
ENuf ,H+ , master energy, 130

EN+1[CH
+

uf
], top-order null cone energy on fi-

nal cone CH
+

uf
, 129

energies for ΦI
+

ENDI+ [Γ], energy for Γ in DI+

, 127

ENDI+ [R], energy for R in DI+

, 128

ENuf ,I+ , total master energy in DI+

, 128

EN,auxuf ,I [ω], energy for ω − ω◦, 128

EN,auxuf ,I [ω], energy for ω − ω◦, 128

/ENDI+ [Γ], angular energy for Γ in DI+

, 128

/ENDI+ [R], angular energy for R in DI+

, 128

/ENuf ,I+ , master angular energy in DI+

, 128

/ENu−1
[Γ], angular energy for Γ on cones CI

+

u−1
,

127
/ENu−1

[R], angular energy for R on cones CI
+

u−1
,

127
/ENv∞ [Γ], angular energy for Γ on cones CI

+

v=v∞
,

126
/ENv∞ [R], angular energy forR on cones CI

+

v=v∞
,

126
energies for P and P

EN−2
uf

[PH+ , PI+ ], 125

EN−2
uf

[PH+ , P̌ I+ ], 125

EK,p [PI+ ] (τ), 124
EK [PH+ ] (v), 124

energies of diffeomorphisms
Euf [fd,H+ ], energy associated to fd,H+ diffeo-

morphisms, 131
Euf [fd,I+ ], energy associated to fd,I+ diffeo-

morphisms, 131

ENuf [fH+,I+ ], energy associated to fH+,I+ dif-
feomorphisms, 131

fluxes
F̌�u [WH+ ], horizon-degenerate energy flux on

truncated outgoing null cone, 203
F̌pu [WI+ ], p-weighted energy flux on truncated

outgoing null cone, 203
F̌u [WI+ ], energy flux on truncated outgoing

null cone, 203
/̌Fpu [WI+ ], p-weighted angular energy flux on

truncated outgoing null cone, 203
F̌�v [WH+ ], horizon-degenerate energy flux on

truncated ingoing null cone, 203
F̌?v [WH+ ], energy flux on restricted ingoing null

cone, 203
F̌v [WI+ ] (u), energy flux on truncated ingoing

null cone, 203
/̌Fp
v

[WI+ ], p-weighted angular energy flux on
truncated ingoing null cone, 203

F̌v [WH+ ], energy flux on truncated ingoing
null cone, 203

F̌u [WH+ ] (v), energy flux on truncated outgo-
ing null cone, 203

FB [WH+ ] (τ), flux through the timelike hyper-
surface B, 203

FB [WI+ ] (τ), flux through the timelike hyper-
surface B, 204

initial energies
EN0 [ΦEF,d], initial energy associated to the ini-

tial Eddington–Finkelstein gauge, 113
EN0 [ΦK,d], initial energy associated to the ini-

tial Kruskal gauge, 110
Ek0 [S], energy associated to full initial data set,

107
Ek0,v∞ [S], energy of truncated initial data, 108

Ek+10
seed [S], initial energy associated to seed data,
106

EN0 [PH+ ], initial energy for P in the teleolog-
ical H+ gauge, 187

EN0 [PI+ ], initial energy for P in the teleologi-
cal I+ gauge, 187

EN0 [PH+ ], initial energy for P in the teleolog-
ical H+ gauge, 187

EN0 [P I+ ], initial energy for P in the teleolog-
ical I+ gauge, 187

EN0 [αH+ ], initial energy for α in the teleolog-
ical H+ gauge, 186

EN0 [αI+ ], initial energy for α in the teleologi-
cal I+ gauge, 186

EN0 [αH+ ], initial energy for α in the teleolog-
ical H+ gauge, 186

EN0 [αI+ ], initial energy for α in the teleologi-
cal I+ gauge, 186
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norms on cones
‖ξ‖2

CH+
u (v)

, 123

‖ξ‖2
CI+
u (v)

, 123

‖ξ‖2
CH

+
v (u)

, 123

‖ξ‖2
CI

+
v (u)

, 123

norms on spheres
‖ξ‖2

SH+
u,v

, 123

‖ξ‖2
SI+
u,v

, 123

norms on timelike hypersurfaces
‖ξ‖B, 180
‖ξ‖B(τ), 180

pointwise norms
PN−5
uf

[ΦH
+

], pointwise norm of geometric quan-

tities in H+ gauge, 130
PN−5
uf

[ΦI
+

], pointwise norm of geometric quan-

tities in I+ gauge, 130
PN−7
uf

[fH+,I+ ], pointwise norm of diffeomor-
phisms fH+,I+ , 131

Puf [fd,H+ ], pointwise norm of diffeomorphisms
fd,H+ , 132

Puf [fd,I+ ], pointwise norm of diffeomorphisms
fd,I+ , 132

spacetime energies
Ǐ [WH+ ] (τ1, τ2), non-degenerate spacetime in-

tegral, 203
Ǐ [WI+ ] (τ1, τ2), spacetime integral, 204
Ǐ� [WH+ ] (τ1, τ2), horizon-degenerate spacetime

integral, 203
Ǐp [WI+ ] (τ1, τ2), rp weighted angular space-

time integral, 204
Ǐp [WI+ ] (τ1, τ2), rp weighted spacetime inte-

gral, 204
Ǐ�,deg [WH+ ] (τ1, τ2), horizon and trapping-degenerate

spacetime integral, 203
Ǐdeg [WH+ ] (τ1, τ2), trapping-degenerate space-

time integral, 203

initial data
derived data
K, 103
αKin, 103
αEFout, 103
αKout, 103
α, 101
α, 101

/gAB , 101

bAin, 101
ηEF , 103
φin, 101
φout, 101
trχEF , 103
trχEF , 103

ein, 101
eout, 101

derived quantities
Dγϑ, 101

differential operators
/∇, 101
/∇3, 101
/∇4, 101

energies
Ek0 [S], energy associated to full initial data set,

107
Ek0,v∞ [S], energy of truncated initial data, 108

Ek+10
seed [S], initial energy associated to seed data,
106

initial hypersurfaces
SU−2,V−2

, 100
initial surfaces
CEFout , 103
CKout, 103
Cout, 100
C ′out, shorter hypersurface on which data ex-

ist, 101
C in, 100
C ′in, shorter hypersurface on which data exist,

101
CKin, 103

maps
J0 : R0 → Bε0/u0

f
, 121

moduli space
Lε0S0

, 3-parameter family of initial data indexed
by a reference data set S0, 22, 120

M = M(Minit, ε0), moduli space of data, 119
M0(Minit, ε0), set of initial data with Jmseed =

0, 120
Mstable, asymptotically stable codimension-3

“submanifold” of M, 6, 7, 120, 134
parameters
Jmseed, m = −1, 0, 1, associated Kerr parame-

ters, 104
Minit, initial Schwarzschild parameter, 41, 103
N , parameter measuring regularity required

on data, 106
ε̂0, smallness parameter depending on Minit,

41
λ = (λ−1, λ0, λ1), modulation vector parame-

ter, 22
λm, m = −1, 0, 1, modulation parameters, 120
ε0, smallness parameter appearing in the main

theorem, 25, 106
ε1, smallness parameter ensuring global exis-

tence of the data, 104
J0(λ), angular momentum vector at time uf0 ,

121
U′5, 101
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U−2, 100
U5, 100
V′0, 101
V−2, 100

seed data
Ωin, 100
Ωout, 100
η, 100

/̂g
in

, 100

/̂g
out

, 100
S, complete set of seed data quantities, 100
trχ, 100
trχ, 100
bAout, 100
S0(λ), initial data derived from S0 associated

with parameter λ, 120
S0(λ), initial data set derived from S0 associ-

ated with parameter λ, 22
sets
Bε0/u0

f
, closed ball of radius ε0/u

0
f in R3, 121

R0, subset of λ-parameter space at time u0
f ,

121
initial Eddington–Finkelstein gauge

change of gauge
fd,I+ , change from teleological I+ gauge, 115

coordinates
θEFdata, 113, 115
udata, 113, 115
vdata, 113, 115

double null parametrisation
i0EF , preliminary gauge, 111
iEF , renormalised gauge, 111

parameters
u4, 42, 111
u−2, 42
u3, 42, 111
v0, 42, 111

sets
DEF (u2), spacetime domain, 112
D0
EF (uf ), spacetime domain of the preliminary
gauge, 111

WEF (u3), renormalised coordinate domain, 111
W0
EF (u3), preliminary coordinate domain, 111

initial Kruskal gauge
change of gauge
fd,H+ , change from teleological H+ gauge, 115

coordinates
Udata, 111, 115
Vdata, 111, 115
θKdata, 115
θKdata, 111

double null parametrisation
iK, 109

parameters
U−2, 42
V3, 109
V−2, 42

sets
DK(V3), spacetime domain, 109
WK(V3), coordinate domain, 109

Kerr metric
Mfinal, final mass parameter, 19
Minit, mass parameter associated to initial data,

19
∆, function appearing in Kerr metric, 5
%, function appearing in Kerr metric, 5
a, Kerr parameter, 1
afinal, final rotation parameter, 19
ainit, rotation parameter associated to initial data,

19
ga,M , 1
reference linearised Kerr solution

(Ωβ)Kerr, 46
(Ω−1β)Kerr, 46
η

Kerr
, 46

σKerr, 46
bKerr, 46

linearised theory
complete solution

S , smooth solution of linearised Einstein equa-
tions in double null gauge, 51

connection coefficients
(1)

η, 10
(1)

(Ωtrχ), 8
(1)(

Ωtrχ
)
, 10

(1)

ρ, 10
(1)

χ̂, 11
(1)

χ̂, 8
curvature components

(1)

α, 9
(1)

α, 8
(1)

β, 8
gauge invariant hierarchy

(1)

P , higher order gauge invariant quantity sat-
isfying Regge–Wheeler equation, 9

(1)

P , higher order gauge invariant quantity sat-
isfying Regge–Wheeler equation, 9

linearised Kerr solutions
K , linearised Kerr solution, 51

metric coefficients
(1)

Ω, 8
(1)

/g, 8
(1)

χ, 8
parameters
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m, linearised Schwarzschild parameter, 8
pure gauge solutions

(1)

f(v, θ, φ), smooth function generating pure gauge
solution in linear theory, 8

G , residual smooth pure gauge solution, 51

main theorem
coordinate domains
WH+(∞,Mfinal), 132
WI+(∞,Mfinal), 132

energies
Euf [fd,H+ ], energy measuring diffeomorphisms,

131, 133
Euf [fd,I+ ], energy measuring diffeomorphisms,

131, 133
initial data
S, 132

parameters
Mf (uf ), 132
Mfinal, 132
Minit, 132
ε0, 132
uf , 132

quantities
M(u), Bondi mass, 134
Σ, 134
Σ+, 133
Ξ, 134
A, 134
P+
`=1, 133

spacetime sets
(M, g), 132
H+, the event horizon of (M, g), 133
I+, null infinity of (M, g), defined as an asymp-

totic boundary, 133
multiplier currents

T -identity
FT [W ], 206
fTA[W ], 206
fTT [W ], 206
fTR? [W ], 206

Lagrangian identity
FhT [W ], 207
fhA[W ], 207
fhT [W ], 207
fhR? [W ], 207
fhbulk[W ], 207

Morawetz identity
FX [W ], 206
fXA [W ], 206
fXT [W ], 206
fXR? [W ], 206
fXbulk [W ], 206

null infinity
Σ+, final asymptotic shear, 23, 493
Ξ, Bondi news, 28, 491
Σ, asymptotic shear, 28, 491
N , rescaled quantity at null infinity, 491
F (θ), total radiation flux to null infinity per unit

solid angle, 493
H, rescaled quantity at null infinity, 491
M(u), Bondi mass, 492
Z, rescaled quantity at null infinity, 491
A, rescaled curvature component α, 28, 491
B, rescaled curvature component β, 28, 491
P, rescaled curvature component ρ, 28, 491
P+, final value of P (related to centre of mass),

28, 492
Q, rescaled curvature component σ, 28, 491
Q+, final value of Q, 492

parameters
λfinal, the parameter value for which convergence

to Schwarzschild is proven, 22

schematic notation
I, trace set, 58
T = Ωtrχ− (Ωtrχ)◦, 63
Γp, schematic notation for Ricci coefficients, 14,

56
Φp, schematic notation denoting either a Ricci

coefficient or curvature component, 14, 56
Ěk(Ȟ), nonlinear error notation with possible

bad metric weights, 61
Ěkp (Ȟ), nonlinear error notation with possible

bad metric weights, 61(
D̃k+1f

)l
·G, schematic notation for products of

higher order derivatives of f , 83(
D̃k+1fp

)l
· G, schematic notation for products

of higher order derivatives of f with p de-
pendence, 83

AΓ, differences with linearised Kerr inH+ gauge,
129

Aχ, differences in H+ gauge, 129
AR, differences with linearised Kerr inH+ gauge,

129
Ek(H), nonlinear error notation for quantities of

up to k’th order, 59
Ekp (H), nonlinear error notation keeping track of

rp decay, 60
E∗k(H∗), nonlinear error notation for components

not involving certain terms, 61
E1,k
Df ,p(H,G,K), nonlinear error notation associ-

ated to f with p dependence, 84
E1,k
Df (H,G,K), nonlinear error notation associ-

ated to f , 84
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Ek∗p (H∗), nonlinear error notation for components
not involving certain terms, 61

Fk(G,H,K,L, I, J), non-linear error term nota-
tion associated to f and geometric quanti-
ties of the two teleological gauges, 182

F lin1 [W ], linear error term associated to tenso-
rial wave equations of Type 1, 195

F lin2 [W ], linear error term associated to tenso-
rial wave equations of Type 2, 195

F lin3k
[W ], linear error term associated to tenso-
rial wave equations of Type 3, 195

F lin4k,l
[W ], linear error term associated to tenso-
rial wave equations of Type 4, 195

Fnlin1 [W ], non-linear error term associated to
tensorial wave equations of Type 1, 195

Fnlin2 [W ], non-linear error term associated to
tensorial wave equations of Type 2, 195

Fnlin3k
[W ], non-linear error term associated to

tensorial wave equations of Type 3, 195
Fnlin4k,l

[W ], non-linear error term associated to
tensorial wave equations of Type 4, 195

Rp, schematic notation for curvature components,
14, 56

ω − ω◦ = Ωω̂ − (Ωω̂)◦, 63

T =
trχ

Ω −
trχ
◦

Ω◦
, 63

ω − ω◦ = Ωω̂ − (Ωω̂)◦, 63

D̃fp, schematic notation for first order deriva-
tives of f , 82

D̃k+1f ·(i, γ), schematic notation for higher order
derivatives of f , 82

D̃k+1fp · (i, γ), schematic notation for higher or-
der derivatives of f showing p dependence,
83

h, admissible coefficient function, 57
p, subscript related to rp weights, 14, 56
ws, r-weight, 126

Schwarzschild background
change of coordinates
ιM , map from Eddington–Finkelstein to Kruskal,

40
v(r′, u), 40

connection coefficients
(Ωω̂)◦,M , 39
(Ωω̂)◦,M , 39
(Ωtrχ)◦,M , 39
(Ωtrχ)◦,M , 39
(Ωtrχ)◦, 23
(Ω−1trχ)◦, 23

coordinates
U , retarded Kruskal null coordinate, 4, 40
V , advanced Kruskal null coordinate, 4, 40
u, retarded Eddington–Finkelstein coordinate,

39

v, advanced Eddington–Finkelstein coordinate,
39

curvature components
K◦,M , 40
ρ◦,M , 40

metric
Ω2
◦,M,K, metric component in Kruskal coordi-
nates, 40

Ω2
◦,M , metric component, 39

Ω2
K, metric component in Kruskal coordinates,
4

ř, not a Schwarzschild background quantity,
48

gM , Schwarzschild metric, 1
g◦,M,K, Schwarzschild metric in Kruskal coor-

dinates, 40
g◦,M , Schwarzschild metric, 39
r, area radius function, 1
rM , area radius function, 39
rM,K, area radius function of Kruskal coordi-

nates, 40
parameters
M , mass parameter, 1, 39
Mfinal, final mass parameter, 6
Minit, mass parameter associated to initial data,

6
sets
H+, the event horizon, 1
I+, future null infinity, 1
MLemâıtre, the Lemaitre manifold, 4
WEF , domain of Eddington–Finkelstein dou-

ble null coordinates, 39
WK, domain of Kruskal normalised double null

coordinates, 40
ZEF , underlying Eddington–Finkelstein man-

ifold, 39
ZK, underlying Kruskal manifold, 40

spacetime subsets
(M(λ), g(λ)), the maximal Cauchy development

of initial data S0(λ), 22
Cuf , 118
B, timelike boundary for energy estimates, 25
D, 118
M, maximal Cauchy development manifold, 6
R, subregion of M for which stability holds, 6

sphere
γ̊, standard metric on S2, 33
coordinates
x̊, standard isothermal coordinate, 90
ẙ, standard isothermal coordinate, 90
φ̊, standard spherical coordinate, 33
θ̊, standard spherical coordinate, 33
θA, general local coordinates, 33
x̃′, southern canonical coordinate, 95

504



ỹ′, southern canonical coordinate, 95
x, canonical coordinate, 92
y, canonical coordinate, 92
x̊, standard southern isothermal coordinate,

90
ẙ′, standard southern isothermal coordinate,

90
φ̊
′
, standard southern spherical coordinate, 90

θ̊
′
, standard southern spherical coordinate, 90

manifold
S, manifold diffeomorphic to S2, 88
S2, standard sphere in R3, 33

metric
G, metric function in geodesic polar coordi-

nates, 91
G′, metric function in southern geodesic polar

coordinates, 91
K, Gauss curvature of h, 88
λ̊, conformal factor in standard isothermal co-

ordinates, 90
γ̊, standard metric on S2, 4
h, metric close to standard spherical metric,

88
norms

(a, b), L2 inner product used, 43
dθ, volume form used in integration, 43

spherical harmonics
Y 0

0 , ` = 0 spherical harmonic, 45
Y 1
m, m = −1, 0, 1, ` = 1 spherical harmonics,
8, 45

Y0, space of ` = 0 spherical harmonics, 44
Y1, space of ` = 1 spherical harmonics, 44
Y̊ `m, round spherical harmonics, 45
ξ`=1, projection to ` = 1 for S 1-forms, 44
ξ`≥2, projection to ` ≥ 2 for S 1-forms, 44
cf , ` = 0 coefficient of f in spherical harmonic

expansion, 45
cmf , m = −1, 0, 1, ` = 1 coefficients of f in

spherical harmonic expansion, 45
f`=0, projection to ` = 0, 44
f`=1, projection to ` = 1, 44
f`≥2, projection to ` ≥ 2, 44

teleological H+ gauge
change of gauge
fH+,I+ , change from teleological I+ gauge,

116
coordinates
UH+ , Kruskalised retarded null coordinate of

the H+ gauge, 115
VH+ , Kruskalised advanced null coordinate of

the H+ gauge, 115
θH+ , 115

uH+ , retarded null coordinate of theH+ gauge,
23, 115

vH+ , advanced null coordinate of theH+ gauge,
23, 115

double null parametrisation
iH+,K, Kruskalised double null parametrisa-

tion, 115
iH+ , 114

functions
rH+ , 116

parameters
JmH+ , m = −1, 0, 1, associated Kerr parame-

ters, 53
Mf reference Schwarzschild parameter, 52
M0
f , 118

R, 52
Uf , 54
u0, 42, 52
uf , final retarded time parameter, 52
u0
f , 118
v−1, 42, 52
v1 = v1(uf , λ), 42, 179
v3, 42

rescaled quantities
AH+ , rescaled version of αH+ , 125
ΠH+ , rescaled version of ψH+ , 125
ΨH+ , rescaled version of PH+ , 124
AH+ , rescaled version of αH+ , 125
ΠH+ , rescaled version of ψH+ , 125
ΨH+ , rescaled version of PH+ , 124

sets
CH

+

u , 115

SH
+

u,v , 115

CH
+

v , 115

Č
H+

v (u), truncated ingoing null cone for en-
ergy estimates, 202

ČH
+

u (v), truncated outgoing null cone for en-
ergy estimates, 202

DH+

uf
, spacetime domain, 114

DH+

r≤s, 116

ĎH+

, truncated domain for energy estimates,
202

WH+(Uf ), Kruskalised coordinate domain, 54
WH+(uf ,Mf ), coordinate domain, 52
WH+(uf , δ1), extended coordinates domain, 415
ZH+(uf , δ1), extended coordinates domain, 415

teleological I+ gauge
change of gauge
fH+,I+ , change to teleological H+ gauge, 116

coordinates
θI+ , 115
uI+ , retarded null coordinate of the I+ gauge,

23, 115
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vI+ , advanced null coordinate of the I+ gauge,
23, 115

double null parametrisation
iI+ , 114

functions
rI+ , 116

parameters
JmI+ , m = −1, 0, 1, associated Kerr parame-

ters, 51
Mf , reference Schwarzschild parameter, 48
M0
f , 118

δ, 114
ε, 114
uf , final retarded time parameter, 48
u0
f , 118
u−1, 42
u1, 42, 178
u2, 42
v∞, final advanced time parameter, 114

rescaled quantities
ǍI+ , rescaled version of αI+ , 125
Π̌I+ , rescaled version of ψ̌I+ , 125

Ψ̌I+ , rescaled version of P̌ I+ , 124
AI+ , rescaled version of αI+ , 125
ΠI+ , rescaled version of ψI+ , 125
ΨI+ , rescaled version of PI+ , 124

sets
CI

+

u , 115

SI
+

u,v, 115

CI
+

v , 115

Č
I+

v (u), truncated ingoing null cone for energy
estimates, 202

ČI
+

u (v), truncated outgoing null cone for en-
ergy estimates, 202
DI+

uf
, spacetime domain, 114

DI+

r≥s, 116

DI+

s≤r≤s̃, 116

ĎI+

, truncated domain for energy estimates,
202
WI+(uf ,Mf , v∞), coordinate domain, 49
WI+(uf , δ1), extended coordinates domain, 414
ZI+(uf ), domain of parametrisation, 49
ZI+(uf , δ1), extended domain of parametrisa-

tion, 414
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