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Abstract

We study the initial value problem of the Einstein-Dirac system, and show the stability of
the Minkowski solution in the massless case with the use of generalized wave coordinates. This
requires the understanding of the Dirac equation in curved spacetime, for which we establish
various estimates. The proof is based on the vector-field method which is widely used in works
on the stability of Minkowski problems for other Einstein-coupled systems. Under a specific
choice of the tetrad, we show that components of the Dirac field satisfy a quasilinear wave
equation, by resolving a potential loss of derivative problem. We also show that the semilinear
nonlinearity of this equation behaves like a null form. In this way, we obtain the sharp decay
of the field along the light cone. The structure of the energy-momentum tensor causes worse
behavior of some components of the metric than the vaccum case, but an additional structure
shows that there is no harm to the global existence result. In addition, we develop an estimate
of the Dirac equation itself adpated to the decay of the metric, as this provides better estimates
in the interior compared with the estimates from the second order equation. The combination
of these estimates leads to a good control of the Dirac field that helps close the proof. We
shall also see how our argument here gives a proof of the wellposedness of the system in the
massive case.

1 Introduction

We study the solutions of the Einstein-Dirac system around the Minkowski solution, mainly the
global aspect of the massless casd]]

1
R,Lw - §Rg,uu = T,Lw;

Y D,p = 0.

The system involves a dynamic Lorentzian metric g and its interaction with a Dirac spinor field v
taking value in C*. The system here is coordinate covariant, and the Dirac equation is also locally
Lorentz covariant. The 4 x 4 Gamma matrices v* and the covariant derivative D,, are defined to
be compatible with these covariances.

The system consists of equations of motion of the metric (or equivalently, the tetrad {e*,},
which is a field of orthonormal frame with respect to g) field and the spinor field, of the action

Sy, e")] = Sgravie!,] + Sy, et)] = /R | det(e”,)| dx + / %(E’y“Duz/) — Dyt | det(e”,)| dz.

1 oS
SPM - nd we have the formula

The energy-momentum tensor is determined by 7%, = ———
&Y YT Tdet(en)] sef,

for it on-shell:

TMV = i(@’yuDuw - Du@%@ + i(E'YVDMw - DME’YUQ/J)) (1'1)

which can be shown to be covariantly constant, i.e. V#T),, = 0, where V is the standard Levi-Civita
connection.

1We use the Einstein summation convention. The Greek indices a, 8, p,v, -+ = 0,1,2,3, and Latin indices
4,4, kb, =1,2,3.
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The Einstein equation is coordinate covariant and one can impose coordinate conditions. In
wave (harmonic) coordinates (dga* = 0), the equation can be written as a system of quasilinear
wave equations:

~ 1
Og9u = Fru(9)(09,09) + Ty — ngtrgT,

where Iig = gaﬂaaaﬂ is the reduced wave operator. In the vaccum case, i.e. T),, = 0, the well-
posedness of the Einstein’s equation then becomes a local wellposedness problem of quasilinear
wave equations, as is proved in [14].

The local wellposedness result, however, does not provide insight on long-time behavior of
the solution. The work by Christodoulou-Klainerman [9] proved the global stability of Minkowski
spacetime for the Einstein vacuum equation without using coordinate gauge, as it was believed that
the wave coordinates would lead to blow up. Nevertheless, Lindblad-Rodnianski [25] [26] managed
to show the stability in wave coordinates, with a much simplified proof based on the vector-field
method introduced by Klainerman [I9], and gave the notion of weak null condition for nonlinear
wave equations. There are many generalizations of the method to Einstein’s equation coupled with
different fields, such as Einstein-Maxwell [30] (and more generalized model [37]), Einstein-Vlasov
[12, 28] (see also [38, [5] for massless case), Einstein-Klein-Gordon equation [20] (see also a more
frequency space approach for Einstein-Klein-Gordon [15]).

The approach in [26] is based on the foliation in Minkowski spacetime. This is a very conve-
nient choice of background geometry, and in fact, an important reason that the proof in [26] is
significantly simpler than in [9]. However, the estimates we can get from it are sometimes not
optimal. This is in part because the Schwarzschild part with tail Mr~! causes a change in the
asymptotics of the light cone from the Minkowski one. In [23], Lindblad derived the asymptotics of
the solution of Einstein’s equations in wave coordinates by considering the change of coordinates
r* =r+ M Inr, where M is the ADM mass of the initial data, and proved that u* =t — r* con-
verges to the true eikonal function of the metric. In these new coordinates, Kauffman [16] studied
the fractional Morawetz estimates for massless Maxwell-Klein-Gordon equations in a fixed curved
background, generalizing the estimate in [27], which studied the problem in Minkowski spacetime.
Then Kauffman-Lindblad [I7] proved the global stability of the Minkowski solution for the system
coupled with Einstein’s equation.

The Dirac equation in Minkowski spacetime, ¥#0,,¢ + imy = 0, is originally derived to be a
relativistic generalization of Schrédinger equation. The equation, as a first-order PDE, is remark-
ably Lorentz covariant, and now understood as a relativistic description of a spin-1/2 field. One
can study Dirac equations coupled with other relativistic equations in Minkowski spacetime, and
[1] gave a generalization of the vector-field method to the Dirac equation, which helps the study
of long-time problems.

The Einstein-Dirac coupled system, which is of great interest in physics, requires the under-
standing of the Dirac spinor in curved spacetime. There have been works on special solutions of the
system (see for instance [13], [32]), but it is less understood in terms of the initial value problem.
In fact, even the wellposedness of the initial value problem has not been widely studied. In this
work, we study the solution of the initial value problem, mainly the global behavior of solutions
for massless Einstein-Dirac system. We show for initial data close to Minkowski spacetime in our
sense, the solution is global and asymptotically converging to the Minkowski solutiorE, by devel-
oping various estimates of the Dirac equation in curved spacetime in harmony with the decay of
the metric in our situation. To the author’s knowledge, these estimates in curved setting have not
been derived before. Some observations here also give a proof of the (local) wellposedness of the
Einstein-Dirac system, possibly with a mass m # 0. We shall state our main result and discuss
the idea of proof in this introduction.

2From our result here, one can show that the metric from the solution is causally geodesically complete, by a
modification of the proof in [25] adapted to the decay of the metric in our case.



1.1 Main result
1.1.1 Initial value problem

For the initial value problem of the Einstein equation, one needs to start with a 3-dim Riemannian
manifold (3, g) and a second fundamental form k;;, and the solution is a 4-dim Lorentzian manifold
(M, g) with an embedding ¥ C M, with § being the restriction of g on ¥ and k the second
fundamental form of ¥ in M.

For the Einstein-Dirac system the initial data is a set (g;;, kij, 1o). We define the initial value
on {t = 0} compatible with the wave coordinate condition:

gij|t:0 = gija gOO|t:0 = _a2a gOi|t:0 = Oa w|t:0 = wO

NGijl,_o = —2akij,  Oigool,_y = 2a°77 kij,

.. 1 ..
Degoeli—o = a’g7 8,7, — 5“2§” 9¢g;; — adga.

Here a®? =1 — %x(r), where x is a smooth function taking value between 0 and 1, with x(s) =1
when s > 3/4, and x(s) = 0 when s < 1/2. By the construction the wave coordinate condition]

1
9" 0pgon = 59" Ougas (1.2)

holds on initial hypersurface. Under this condition, the Einstein equation can be written as a
system of quasilinear wave equations:

~ 1
Oy = Flu(9)(09,09) + Ty — itrngw- (1.3)

We call this the reduced Einstein equation. Furthermore, the wave coordinate condition can be
shown to hold for the solution of the new equations (see e.g. [8] for proof).
The initial data (gij, kij,10) needs to satisfy constraint equations:

R+ GG (kijkem — kickjm) = Tpunn”, (1.4)

Vi@ kje) — 7 Vikiy = Tun, (1.5)

where V is the Levi-Civita connection on (%, Gi;), T is the energy momentum tensor, and n is the
future-oriented unit normal vector to 3. Note that the right hand side can be determined only
using g,;, kij and 1o, as we will see after formulating the Dirac equation in curved spacetime.

The proof of the local wellposedness of the Einstein vacuum equation in [I4] becomes a problem
of quasilinear wave equation when the wave coordinate condition is given. We shall use a similar
way to get the local wellposedness of the Einstein-Dirac equation, but in order to write the Dirac
equation explicitly, we need to pick a choice of the tetrad, in addition to the coordinate condition.
We will discuss this in Section [ and

1.1.2 Main result

Suppose that ¥ is diffeomorphic to R3, and there is a global coordinate chart on ¥ such that g
is close to the Euclidean metric. Consider the initial data h;; = g,; — d;; satisfies the asymptotic
expansion:

M
hij = 75” + 0(7’7177), kij = 0(7’7277), as r — o0

for some M > 0 and 0 < v < 1. We decompose the metric to separate the Schwarzschild parﬂ

G = My + Py =My + h?w + hfw, where h?w = X(HLl)%é,“,, (1.6)

31t is straightforward to verify that this is equivalent with the condition gt = 0.
4We use m to denote both the Minkowski metric and the mass in Dirac equation, as it is not hard to distinguish
them.



where y is the same as in last subsection, satisfying x(s) = 1 when s > 3/4, and x(s) = 0 when
s < 1/2. We also use the decomposition for the inverse metric

g" =mM + H" = m* + HY + HY", where HY" = x(75) 3 ém. (1.7)

For initial data, we also do the decomposition g = § + 7’ + El, where E?j = X(r)%éij. We define
the weighted norm for the initial data (@-j, kij, o)

1 —=I-1 1 —=I
En(0) = ) (Il<1+r>2+v+'”vv Wl + |14 7)2 P HIT k||§2), (1.8)
[I|<N
. ==I
En(0) = D I+ ) I ol (72 + [lbol |- (1.9)
[I|1<N

Here 0 < v < 1, s > 0, and V is the Levi-Civita connection associated with Gij-

Theorem 1.1. The initial value problem of the Finstein-Dirac system is wellposed, i.e. for a set
of initial data satisfying the constraint equations and with enough reqularity, there exists a unique
mazimal developmemﬁ. The Einstein-massless Dirac system admits a global solution, provided that
the initial data also satisfies the smallness condition Ex(0) + Ex(0)+ M < e for some N > 9, with
e smaller than a small number e9. Moreover, there is a coordinate system (t,T1,Z2,T3) such that
the solution satisfies the following decay estimates, for some small 6 > 0:

S 14 ¥ .
0ZhY| Se(l+t+7") " In <1++7|+7|"> (14" )" 2 (1 + )~ ™n029) |1 < N =5, (1.10)
q
ZM] Se(l+t+r) " A+ )2 (L +¢5) 7" I <N =5, (1.11)

where r* = /23 + T3 + T3, ¢* =r* —t, ¢ = max{q*,0}, and Z € {5,“?215 = flgj - @51-,6201- =

tgi + Z;0%, S = tgt + fla}, the set of Minkowski commuting vector fields in this coordinate system.

1.2 Idea of proof

We discuss here the main idea for our proof of the global result of the massless Einstein-Dirac
system. We will also see how we can also show the local wellposedness for the case with a nonzero
mass.

Weak null structure of the Einstein vacuum equation in wave coordinates We first
review the weak null structure for nonlinear wave equations, introduced by Lindblad-Rodnianski
in [24], where they used the asymptotic systems to successfully predict the global existence of the
Einstein equation in wave coordinates. A wave equation is said to satisfy the weak null condition if
the asymptotic system admits a global solution. The asymptotic system is derived by ignoring cubic
terms and terms involving derivatives of components tangential to the light cone, i.e. derivatives
in L = 0; + 0, and spherically tangential direction S7,S2, as they are expected to decay much
better along the light cone, and the derivative in L = —20,; = J; — 0, decays less. Then the main
contribution from the inhomogeneous term of the reduced Einstein equation is L, L, P(dgh, 04h),

where P(m,0) = imo‘ﬁwaﬁm’“’@pg - %m”‘ﬁm’)"ﬂaﬂ@gg. The asymptotic system then reads
1
(01 + 0,)0g Dy = HLp 02D,y — 2 LuLyP(9,D,0,D), (1.12)
r

where D, = rhy, = (g — mu). We now first consider Drpy, where T € {L,S;,S2} is
tangential and U is not necessarily tangential. Using L, L, T*U" = 0, we can integrate along the

5This corresponds to the notion of local wellposedness in PDE terminology.
6The notation A < B means that there is a constant C' > 0 such that A < C'B. We will also often use C' to
represent the existence of such constant, whose value may vary in different cases.



04+ 0, — Hp,1,0, direction (note that Hyy, is small as we will see that its leading behavior is —2M/r)
to get O, Dy ~ const, so hyy ~ t~! along the light cone.

For the remaining component, we need the identifications 9,Drr ~ 0 and 9tk D ~ 0, derived
from the wave coordinate condition, by contracting (L.2) with 7" and L respectively, where T is a
tangential vector, and {f is the trace on the sphere. Then expanding P(9,D, d,D) in the null frame
{L,L, 51,82} we have P(9,D, 8,D) ~ +0,D1,1,0,Dpr + 0y D71 ,Drr. Here the only components
we do not know is 9,Drr, and we have 0;Drr ~ 0 so this is not a problem. Then integrating
the equation we get a logarithmic growth of 9,Drr, and get hpp ~ ¢t~'Int. From this we know
that the asymptotic system admits a global solution, and it turns out that this predicts the correct
behavior of the solution of the original system of quasilinear wave equations.

Einstein-Dirac coupled system To study the Einstein-Dirac system, we need to formulate
the Dirac equation in curved spacetime. The Dirac spinor field in Minkowski spacetime is a field
satisfying the transformation law under Lorentz transformation A

¥ = S(A)y,

where S is the spin representation of Lorentz group, and we see that generalization is necessary
for curved spacetime. As such, one needs to pick a field of orthonormal frame (tetrad) {e/} to
make tangent space look like Minkowski spacetime, and then define the spinor to satisfy the same
transformation property under local Lorentz transformation. In the language of fiber bundle, the
spinor field here is a section of the spinor bundle, associated with the spin representation and the
principal orthonormal frame bundle.

This also gives rise to the covariant derivative of the spinor field, where a new connection term
appears compared with the Levi-Civita connection:

1
1@¢:@M71%wwwn

Here wyab = g(€a, Vpep) is the spin connection 1-form with V being the Levi-Civita connection
associated with the metric g, and X% is the generator of the spin representation. We will analyze
the Dirac equation using this formulation.

A second-order equation for Dirac field The presence of the Dirac field ¢ produces new
terms on the right hand side of the Einstein equation, where first-order derivatives of ¢ appear.
This is undesirable, as the Dirac equation itself does not give good control of the derivative of
1. We deal with this by considering a second-order equation of the spinor field, derived from the
Dirac equation.

For the Dirac equation in Minkowski spacetime 49,4 + im1y = 0, we can apply the Dirac
operator ¥#0,, again to get

OO p —m*y = 0.

This means that the components of v, assuming enough regularity, satisfiy the Klein-Gordon
equation, and if m = 0, it becomes wave equation.

In our case, where the spacetime is curved, the covariant derivative D is not commutative
anymore:

1
[D;u DVW) = *ZRuVGS'YG'YJw'

But still, by the anti-commutation relation of our adpated Gamma matrices y#~y¥ +~yY~y#* = —2¢"** 1
one can show that

1
YDy D) = =D*Dytp + SR

As we shall see, this gives a quasilinear hyperbolic equation for ¥, where we have the estimate
for the derivative of ¥. This equation is also crucial for us to perform L°°-L°° estimate using
techniques of wave equations, in order to get the sharp decay of the field, as it looks quite difficult
to integrate the Dirac equation directly to derive decay estimates.



Choice of gauge In order to derive the estimate explicitly, just as the case for the Einstein
equation, where we want to fix a coordinate gauge, here we want to also fix the frame gauge, i.e.
pick a choice of the tetrad. Since we are studying a spacetime that is very close to the Minkowski
spacetime, we are able to make a global choice, and it might be the easiest to orthogonalize
the coordinate basis directly. In view of the formula for Gram-Schmidt process, we see that the
components of tetrad behave like the perturbation of metric from the Minkowski metric h = g —m:

[(ea)” = (0a)"| S [RI, 10(ea)| S 10D, |Z(ea)l S |ZR],

where Z is one of the Minkowski commuting vector fields, which we will explain later.
Avoiding loss of derivative Now we have established a new equation of
9 1
DFDyyp —m = ZRw.

When the metric g and the field 3 solve our system, we have R = —ma1), so the term iRw is a
cubic term. While the equation looks nice, we need to take into consideration the behavior of the
connection term. Recall we have D, =V, +Q, =V, — iwuabil“b for Dirac spinor field. Moving
all terms involving the connection to the right hand side, we get

1
9"V N — me = —g"" (VW)Y — 29" Q0,9 — g"' Q0 + ZR1/)

We note that ¥ are constant matrices, and the spin connection term Whab = g(€a, Vu€p) behaves
like the first order derivative of the metric, according to our choice of the tetrad. Hence, there is
a potential loss of derivative for the first term on the right hand side, which we need to deal
with, in order to get even the local wellposedness result. We tackle this problem by the following
observation: we first have

9"V pwpab = g" g(ea, Vi Viep) + lower order terms (Lo.t.).
There is a covariant wave operator on e, and we have
9"V Vo (en)” = Oglen)™ + g™ (9uT,%) (es)” + Lo.t,

The first term is essentially like ﬁgh, which can be controlled using the reduced Einstein equation;
for the second term, we make use of the relation on the curvature tensor

aﬂrl/pa = apruya + Rpuya + l.O.t.

Contracting this with g"” we see the last term is like the Ricci curvature, which can be controlled
by the Einstein equation; the first term is now

9" 0,0, = 0,(g"'T ") + Lot =0+lo.t.

where we used the wave coordinate condition g"“I", * = 0 for the last equality. We note that this
works similarly for generalized wave coordinates, which we will use. Therefore, we have dealt with
the potential loss of derivative and now this term just behaves like a cubic ternﬁ. As a consequence,
one can show the local wellposedness result of the Einstein-Dirac system, possibly with a nonzero
mass.

Coupled asymptotic system Now we have derived a system of quasilinear wave equations for
the metric and the spinor field. We first look at the equation of ¥:

ﬁgqp = ¢"",,0,4 + cubic terms.

"We remark that a similar idea was used in [2] decades ago in different notations.



We again ignore tangential derivatives, so by expanding in the null frame {L, L, S, S2} we can
focus on the term QpLiyp. For this we find that wre = g(eq, LV, e) = gag(ea)o‘L(eb)ﬁ +
gag(ea)o‘L“FWﬁ(eb)”. The first term behaves like a good derivative, according to the choice of
tetrad. For the second term, it is a Christoffel symbol contracted with L, and we have

Luruuﬁgaﬂ = (Lgl/a + aVgLa - aagLu)-

N | =

The worst term possible from this expression is Lgr. However, we see that the cancellation of
last two terms means that there will be no such term. As a result, the worst term here is like
Lgrr, which actually behaves like a good derivative using the estimates from the wave coordinate
condition. Therefore, we see that there is a null structure in the semilinear term, and hence
the asymptotic equation of ¢ reads (0, + 0, — Hp1.04)0,4(r1) = 0, and we get 9,4 (r1)) ~ const and
1 ~ t~1 along the light cone.

For the Einstein equation, we now have a new term from the energy-momentum tensor, and
the asymptotic system reads, again using the identification from the wave coordinate condition:

(8t + 0y — HLLZ?q)anW = *ﬁLuLu(ianLL . an@ + anTT . anTT)
— 5 Im (L, 95,09 + L, 97,9,V),

where D, = rh,,, ¥ = ri. In this case, the right hand side is no longer zero when we contract
the equation with T#U", where T' is tangential and U is arbitrary. As a result, compared with
the vacuum case, we no longer have the sharp decay of all TU components hry along the light
cone. Nevertheless, we can make use of an extra room in this weak null structure, which is not
used in the original work [25] 26]@: we see that the right hand side is still zero when we contract
it with T*T", which gives hrr ~ t~! and saves the equation in view of the structure. Moreover,
expanding the Dirac equation (modulo cubic terms, it does not matter if we look at the curved or
the Minkowski one) in the null frame, we notice that the term 37,049 is equal to a sum of tangential
derivatives, which means that the asymptotic inhomogeneous term is also zero if we contract it
with L*L", so we also have hyp ~ t~1. This observation is crucial for us to derive the estimate of
Dirac equation itself, as we will see.

Energy estimates for quasilinear wave equations; vector field method In [26], the fol-
lowing estimate is derived and played a fundamental role there:

t _ t C t .
/ 10[2wt / / Fol2w’ <8 / 106[2wt / / 5 pgPuwtis / / 61, 6l/8c6lw, (1.13)
s, 0 Jx, S0 0o Ju. 1+7 0 Jx,

where Yy = {t = const}, O denotes tangential derivatives, and the weight function

(q) = 1+ (14 g[)72*, ¢ <0,
1+ (14 g))'**7, ¢ >0,

with 0 < ¢ <1/2, 0 <y <1, and ¢ = r — t. This is a generalization of the energy estimate
associated with the multiplier 0; for linear wave equation. The weight function helps capture the
exterior decay, and gives the spacetime integral on the left hand side, which is very useful for
controlling terms with tangential derivative.

It is standard to combine the energy estimate of wave equations with commuting vector fields.
There is a set of vector fields that commutes well with the flat wave operator:

Z = {6,“ Qij = xic’)j — .Tjai, Qo; = t0; + x;0¢, S =10 + :vi@i}

By commuting these vector fields with the wave operator, one can establish control of higher order
energies [ |0Z7¢|? dz. We will apply this to the reduced Einstein equation, and the quasilinear wave

81n [25, 26], the term Oy D - Og Dt is written as 9q Dry - Og D1y, and the identification dqthD ~ 0 is not used.



equation of 9 (of course, we will need to deal with the commutator since the wave operator here is
not the flat one), using different weight functions in ¢, capturing the correct behavior of them in
the exterior. As in many previous works, we use the bootstrap argument on the energy with higher
order vector fields. With the bootstrap assumption on the energy, we immediately get preliminary
decay estimates for various quantities, by using the Klainerman-Sobolev inequality. These decays
are not sufficient, but they help us identify good terms, and derive improved estimates.

Estimate for the Dirac equation itself Note that the asymptotic system only suggests the
behavior of solutions near the light cone, and it does not provide information about the interior.
From the expression of the energy-momentum tensor, we see that there are terms of the form
1 - 01 on the right hand side of the Einstein equation. As 1 exhibits worse behavior than 9y
in the interior, one needs to use estimates stronger than the standard energy estimate: even
if the higher order energy [ |0Z74|? dz is bounded, the Klainerman-Sobolev inequality only gives
|0| < Ce(1+t+r)~1(1+]q|)~ 2, so integrating along ¢ direction we get [¢)| < Ce(1+t+r) "1 (1+]q|)2
which is not good. The Hormander estimate (Proposition [[2) can help improve the interior
behavior, but still in our context we can only get || < Ce(1+1)°(1 +t+ )~ The way we deal
with this issue is to develop the estimate from the Dirac equation itself, which is also of its own
interest,.

For the Dirac equation in Minkowski spacetime, we have the conservation of L? norm of .
Moreover, from [I] we know that the modified vector fields Q,,, = Q,,, — %*‘yu’_y,, commute well with
the Dirac operator. In the massless case, the equation also commutes well with the scaling vector
field S = %0, so we can also use the vector-field method in this case.

We try to establish here an estimate for L? norm in curved case. We make use of the identity

Vu (EV“"/’) = 'Y“D;L"/”/} + EV“DM‘/)-

The connection term on the left produces a term like FW“Ev”w. The Christoffel symbol can be
controlled by the derivative of the metric, but this is not enough as we see from the asymptotic
system that some components do not have ¢t~! decay. To solve this issue, we make use of the
special structure here:

1
0] = 159700 hypl S 10 8ER| + |Oh[1L + |1]|OR].

These terms can be controlled, among which |0h|rr is saved by our observation above, where we
pointed out that hyzp ~ t~! near the light cone. In this way, we establish the following L? estimate:

¢ Ce
[wtar<e [ prassa [ [ (LS 10R 4 ol dodr

This L? estimate, combined with modified commuting vector fields, will provide much better
preliminary estimate of the field in the interior, which is important for the improved decay estimates
below, where we obtain a decay that is sharp along the light cone, and sufficient in the interior.

We note that it would be possible to derive a weighted version of the estimate as for the wave
equations, and introduce a spacetime integral (which we will discuss in Appendix [B]), which may
help capture some null structures in contractions involving Gamma matrices. However, in our case,
the decay of the metric is insufficient for us to do this.

Improved decay estimates To derive the estimate predicted by the asymptotic systems (which
one cannot get simply from the energy bound), one can integrate along the characteristics along
the light cone, as in [25] 26]. We can also do this for the quasilinear wave equation of ¥, to
get improved behavior of di. However, for the reason above, we need more decay in ¢ = r —t
direction, in addition to the improved decay in the direction of light cone. Therefore, we need to
add ¢-weight in this processﬁ. If the wave operator is the Minkowskian one, then this follows as

9The size of the weight we can insert is heavily dependent on the preliminary decay we have, and one can
understand as we get preliminary decay in the interior ¢ < 0 by deriving the L2 estimate of 1, and the one in the
exterior ¢ > 0 by including the weight in the L? estimate of 9.



O¢ = %(at + 0,)(0: — 0r)(r¢) plus angular derivatives, so any function of ¢ remains unchanged
along the integral curve of 0; + 0,.. But in our case, as we can see from the asymptotic system
(CI2), we will get a new term from

(O¢ + 0r — Hp1,09)w(q)0q(r¢) = w(q)(0r + O — Hp1,0g)0q(r) — HLLE/(Q)aq (ro),

if we want to insert a weight function w(q). Here the leading behavior of Hyy, is determined by
the Schwarzschild part, which only decays like =1, so we get 9,(r¢) growing because of the second
term on the right, which makes it insufficient for us to close the argument. Therefore, we need to
find a better approximation of the characteristics along which the g-weight changes less, so that
there is no such effect.

Change of coordinates We have seen from the asymptotic system above that a better ap-
proximation of the characteristic than the Minkowski light cone is given by the integral curve of
Ot + 0r — Hp10,4. The leading behavior of Hy s, is contributed by the Schwarzschild part:

Hpp ~ _M(SLL +o(r'77) ~ —%.
r r

Motivated by this, Lindblad [23] made a change of coordinates r* = r + M Inr close to the light
cone, and gave asymptotics of solutions of the Einstein equation in wave coordinates. In the new
coordinates, the reduced wave operator Oy = ¢*”0,0, is much more close to the linear wave
operator in our new coordinates [1* = ﬁl””gua,. In this way, we are able to resolve the problem
of g-weight above. Additionally, as in [I7], many estimates perform better in this coordinate, such
as the estimate of the commutator from our wave equations.

Commutator for Dirac equation As we remarked above, we also need to derive the estimate
of the L? norm of v itself. The modified vector fields commute well with the Minkowski part,
i.e. the flat Dirac operator 4#0,,. However, here we are dealing with quasilinear case, and this is
even more difficult than the quasilinear part of the wave equations here, as for the wave equation
the quasilinear part reads g"0,0,v, and we can use the contraction structure along with wave
coordinate condition to estimate, while here the counterpart is from the difference between v* and
A*, and in view of the construction, components of the metric are mixed, so the situation is more
like the case in [22], where the scalar equation g®?($)9,05¢ = 0 is studied.
Indeed, the commutator for the curved Dirac equation looks like

[ZAIKY“D;L]Z/J ~ 77 (4 — ’_y“)QLZKUJ + other terms,

where |K| < |I|, and the case where |J| < |K| looks problematic, as the term Z7(y*—4*) behaves
like Z7h, which does not have sharp decay t~! (recall we get h ~ t~1Int from the asymptotic
system), so the standard way will produce a term like

hlt ’
ZT )% dadt
2 // T+ 1+|q|1 12 e

<[]

on the right hand side of the estimate, for some small 6 > 0, which is not good in view of Gronwall’s
inequality. An interesting fact is that since we have derived the estimate for the wave equation of
1, we also have the estimate of f |0Z14)|? dz, and the control is better in t. However, this does
not give satisfactory control either: the problem arises from the interior, as we have a g-decay loss
in the decay |ZTh| <e(1+¢)71(1+ |q|)°, so what we can get is

//5(1 + )7 nt (1 + |g])° 02K |* dadt

which is again not enough. The way we deal with this problem is to make use of both estimates,
and absorb the decay loss of from one by the other. Using [0Z2%| < (1+|q|)~! DK <K |+1 | ZE 4|



we have

ZThlI0Z" ¢I” < e(1+ 1)~ Int(1 + [q])°( w0z Y|

1
1+ |q|

1 ,
e(1+t)7! 51 25 Y +e(1+ 1) (Int)*|0 2% ¥,

(1+ |ql)*~
and we are able to control both terms. In this way, we resolve the potential problem of the
commutator.

Remark 1.2. We briefly discuss the global problem in the massive case. Instead of a wave equation
of 1, in this case we get the equation with an additional term m?24), which makes it a Klein-Gordon
equation. Note that unlike the energy estimate of wave equation, where we can only control 0v,
the estimate of the Klein-Gordon equation directly gives the control of 1 (more precisely, m~14)).
As such, in view of the analysis in this manuscript, it may not be necessary anymore to derive
the estimate of the Dirac equation itself, and the strategy will be similar with the one of the
Einstein-Klein-Gordon system (with mass m?). We note that, however, for Einstein-Klein-Gordon
one cannot use the full set of vector fields, as the scaling vector field does not commute well with
the Klein-Gordon equation, and hence this gives rise to a highly nontrivial problem. See [20] for
the stablity of Minkowski for restricted data, using the hyperboloidal foliation method, and [15]
for more general data with the use of Fourier analysis. Also, one needs to deal with the different
structure of the energy-momentum tensor for the Dirac field as in this work.

Acknowledgements. The author would like to thank his advisor, Hans Lindblad, for suggesting
this problem and many helpful discussions.

2 Preliminaries

Throughout this paper, we use the sign convention (—+++), i.e. m,,, = diag{—1,1,1,1}. In this
section, unless otherwise specified, we raise and lower tensorial indices with respect to the metric
g. We will sometimes use the notation h,, = g, — My, and HB = g — maB where ¢ is the
inverse matrix of g,,.

We use the notation v' to represent the standard conjugate transpose. We will define the
spinor conjugate v later.

2.1 Levi-Civita connection, Riemann curvature tensor

We define V as the standard Levi-Civita connection associated with the metric g. In any coordinate
system {2}, the covariant derivative can be written as

ala Qg Qg Voo s o ala
Vil = 0uTg 5y 5 U™ Tl e+ A D Tag s = Vs T2 0
— =Dyl Tglge e (2.1)

Here the Christoffel symbol is given by the formula

1
L. = 59/\/3(8#91//\ + Ovgap — Orgpv)- (2.2)

The Riemann curvature tensor is defined as the (1,3)-tensor R such that
ViV, = Vo Vv, = Ry, Mox, (2.3)
or equivalently using vector fields

V,V,X? -V, V,X?=-R, X (2.4)

(N
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The Ricci curvature is defined by contraction: R,, = R,,,,”. Now contracting with the metric g
again we get the scalar curvature R = g""R,,, .

We list some properties of the curvature tensor, which are standard and can be found in any
textbooks in (pseudo-)Riemannian geometry:

Proposition 2.1. We have Ryvpe = —Ruppo, Ruvpe = Rpopw, and the first Bianchi identity:
R;,Wpa' + Rupo’u + R;,Laup = 0.

Using (2.2)), we can express the curvature tensor in given coordinates in the Christoffel symbol:

Ryug” = =0,0,,0 + 0,10 =T, T, +T,0 T, (2.5)

2.2 Gamma matrices, tetrad formalism

We start from this subsection the formulation of the Dirac equation, especially in curved spacetime.
The case for Minkowski spacetime is standard, and for curved one, we refer to previous literatures
[, 6], [33].

The Gamma matrices in Minkowski spacetime m,, = diag(—1,1,1,1) reads

10 0 O 0o 0 01
0 01 0 O 1 0 0 10
“foo -1 0o | 7T 0o -100}[
00 0 -1 -1 0 0 0
0 0 0 —i 0 01 0
9 0 0 ¢ O 3 0 0 0 -1
o 0 ¢« 0 O ’ | -1 00 O
- 0 0 0 0 1 0 O
They are chosen to satisfy the anticommutation relation
A 4+ AYAH = —2mP T (2.6)

where [ is the 4 x 4 identity matrix.

By a Dirac spinor field in Minkowski spacetime we mean a field v taking value in C*, which
transforms in a special way under Lorentz transformation A by ¢ — S(A)y, where S(e,,) =
—iE“”EW for infinitesimal Lorentz transformation €,, with X*” = %[ﬁ“, 7¥], hence giving a rep-
resentation of the Lorentz group SO(1,3) , called spin representation.

The Gamma matrices transform under the Lorentz transformation A} as

= S(AMF*S(A) A =7,

where the equality can be verified by recalling the definition of S, and commuting Gamma matrices
with £#¥ using (2.8). In particular, ¥* does not transform like a 4-vector.

The adjoint spinor of 1 is defined by © = 3. We note that this applies to all situations,
including the case for a curved background metric, which we will discuss below. Then in view of
the transformation law of 1, the adjoint spinor v transforms under the Lorentz transformation
as 1 — ¢ S(A)™!, as one can verify for the generator that 3°X**5° = —%# simply using (2.6).
Combining this together, it is easy to see that ¥y is a 4-vector, and 11 is a scalar.

In curved spacetime, we cannot define a global Lorentz transformation. In order to define the
spinor, we need the notion of tetrad. By a tetrad {e,} we mean a field of orthonormal frame in our
Lorentzian spacetime, i.e. a set of vector fields satisfying g,. (eq)"(es)” = map. In the language of
fiber bundle, this means a section of the orthonormal frame bundle over the spacetime manifold.
In this way, the notion of local Lorentz transformation is clear, and we can define the Dirac spinor

10This representation is, strictly speaking, not a representation of the Lorentz group, but its double covering
group Spin(1, 3). Nevertheless, since this only causes a difference of sign that has no effect on our analysis, we shall
just view the structure group as SO(1, 3).
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field as the section of the spinor bundle associated with the above spin representation. This is
equivalent with the requirement that the field transforms under local Lorentz transformation A(x)
by

P(z) = S(A(2))().

We often write the tetrad as e#,, and e, = e#,0,,. The Greek letter here represents the standard
tensor indices, and the Latin letter is called flat indices or tetrad indices, and we raise the flat indices
only using the Minkowski metric. We also denote the dual frame by e = e, dz" and often write
it simply as e”,.

For a vector field X* we can define its flat components X = X*e . Similarly, we can also
get curved components from the flat ones.

For the Levi-Civita connection V, we require it to only interact with curved indices. We now
define a covariant derivative which also acts with flat indices, hence covariant under local Lorentz
transformations. The spin connection is defined by

Whab = 9(€a, Vyep) = eva(0ue’y +T,,¢5), (2.7)

and the derivative covariant both under coordinate transformation and local Lorentz transforma-
tion reads for v®

D,v®* = 0,v* + wu"bvb.
We see that the spin connection plays a similar role as the Christoffel symbol does for curved
indices. Similarly, we can derive the expression of D on other tensors, for instance on mixed

tensors:
b
DuTal, = (’LT“V — FW" T‘; + wu"b Tu'

Lemma 2.2 (tetrad postulate). The tetrad vector fields are covariantly constant, i.e.
Dl/eub = VVeHb - wuab €'ua =0. (28)
Proof. By the definition of spin connection and (e*),(eq)” = d}, we have

Dty = Vo (ep)" — ("), Vulen)’(ea)” = Viulen)" — 6,V (ep)” = 0. O

The curved Gamma matrices are defined using the tetrad: v* = 4%e# , and we clearly have a
similar relation with the metric:
VY A = 29" (2.9)

2.3 Covariant derivative of the spinor field

The covariant derivative D keeps the covariance of quantities under local Lorentz transformations.
For the Dirac spinor field, the covariant derivative is derived by contracting the spin connection
with the generator of the spinor representatio

1
Dy = 0p1h — wabzabw. (2.10)

Here £ = %("yaf_yb —#%3%) just as the Minkowski case, i.e. under an infinitesimal Lorentz transfor-
mation &4, the spinor ¢ transforms as ¢ — (1 — iaabE“b)w. One can verify D is covariant under
both coordinate transformation and local Lorentz transformations (see for instance [4], [39]).

For simplicity we denote 2, = —%wuabZ“b, s0 Dyt = 0,0+ Q1. For adjoint spinor ¢ = ¢4
the covariant derivative reads _ o

Dy =0, — 9 Q.

We will need some identities involing Gamma matrices, which we in fact have used some in the

discussion for the case in Minkowski spacetime.

' The form depends on the choice of the sign convention and Gamma matrices. See [I0] for the effects of the
choices.
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Lemma 2.3. We have for the commutator of the generator of spinor representation:
[z]ab7 Ecd] — 2(ma(;2bd _ madzbc + mdeac _ mbczad). (211)

Proof. Using the identity (Z6) twice we have 395*5¢ = 5%5°5% — 2ma5¢ + 2m2°3®. Use this
identity twice we get

Foqbyeyd = a(ﬁ/cﬁ/dﬁ/b _ 2mb0§d+2mbd,70) _ ﬁcﬁdﬁ/aﬁ/b + (_Qmacﬁd+2madﬁc),7b

+ ﬁa(_mecﬁd + 2mbd,70)-

Interchanging (a,b) and (¢, d) we get
7eqdqeqb = 5955594 1 (—2me5° + 2me39)3d 4 5°(—2mdagt + 2mdbaa).
Taking the difference of two equations and dividing it by 2 we get
Ragbyed — 5e55050 = 9(mecbd _ pmadybe 4 pbdyac _ pbesiady (2.12)

The right hand side here is antisymmetry in a and b, and in ¢ and d, so antisymmetrizing them in
the left hand side we get the result. O

Lemma 2.4. We have 7°(3%)13° = 5%, s0 3°(y*)15# = *, and ﬁoﬂjﬁo =—Q,.

Proof. Using @Z8), (7°)T = 4% and (5%)7 = —5' we have 3°(3%)73° = 4. The second relation
follows as we can similarly show that 5°(32%)f50 = —xab, O

As a corollary, one can prove from this that DME = D—H’L/J, and the spinor conjugate of v* D,

reads
YD = (Du) (7")13° = (Du)'7°7° (1)15° = Dy = Dy, (2.13)

so we get the adjoint equation of Dirac equation: Duﬂv“ —imyp = 0.
Remark 2.5. We can now show that the right hand side T),, n#n”, T);;n* on the constraint equations
(C4), (L3) can be determined by the initial data set (g,;,kij,%0). The original data does not
contain time components of g, so we are not able to determine n, but we only need to use the fact
that it is the unit normal vector. By the transform law under the local Lorentz transformation, one
can see that T}, is a (0, 2)-tensor, meaning that it is invariant under the choice of orthonormal frame
on (X,9;;), which forms a tetrad together with n. Now given an orthonormal basis {e1, ez, e3} with
respect to g on the initial hypersurface, the Dirac equation can be written as 7°D, ¢ 4+ 5D, 1) +
tmay = 0, so we have

Dty = =(3°) 7170t = ig(ea, Ve,eo)29) = i(3°) "I, (2.14)

the term g(eq, Ve ep) can be determined by g,; and k;;, which is the situation we want. The
conjugate term is similar. We also have v,n* = —3°, again indepedent of n.

We can also define the covariant derivative of Gamma matrices. Recall the relation between
Gamma matrices and the tetrad postulate, it is expected that Gamma matrices are covariantly
constant in some sense. We define as in [4]

Dy =V, 4" + Quat — 4#Q,.

Here V only interacts with the index on 7* as a tensor (curved) index.
_ Similar with the Minkowski case, while 4 is not a 4-vector, we have ¢;v"1y a 4-vector, and
Y119 is a scalar. Also, v#D,1 is again a spinor. It is easy to verify the following Leibniz rules:

Vo (17 1h2) = (Outhy) ¥ b2 + Uy (Vuy* )2 + 17" Oibs
= (31@1 - ElQu)'YM/@ + El (VV'Y# + Q" — 'Y#Ql/)7/)2 + El'}/#(alﬂ/b + Qrﬂ/@)

= (Dval)'}/’%/}? + El (DV'YH)Z/JQ + EH’MDM/)%
(2.15)
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D,(vDpp) = V(v Dptp) + Q7" Dptp = (V77 )Dptp + "V, Dptp + Q7" D ptp
= (Vu?" + Q" =" Q) Dptp + 7" QuDptp + 4V, Dyt (2.16)
= (Du'YV)Dpw + 'YVD;LDM/)-

Proposition 2.6. The Gamma matrices are covariantly constant, i.e. D,v* = 0.

Proof. We calculate by the antisymmetry wyap = Wypa:

1 —a - a - 1 oo ul
QA" =110 = — (@[T A — w3, 77)) = —3 @ray APt — P, e 7°7)
(2.17)

Using (Z.6) twice we have —y23°5¢ 4+ 5°593% = —2m®°3® 4 2mbe5%. Therefore
1
QA" —4HQ, = gwmbe“c(—Qm“Cﬁb +2mP3%) = —w, % et AP (2.18)

The result is now a consequence of the tetrad postulate (2.8)):

Dy =V 4" + Qut —4#Q, = V44 — wuabeﬂa:yb - (VVe#b - wuabeﬂa):yb =0. u

Corollary 2.7. We have for Dirac spinor fields 11, that

VV(EWHQ/Q) = (Du%)v’% + Eﬂ“DuwZ

2.4 Null frame, vector fields and Lie derivatives

We define the null frame in the Minkowski spacetime:
L= 8t + (97«, L = 8t — (97«, Sl, SQ tangent to SQ, <SZ,SJ> = 51]

Here 0, = w'0;, where w; = z;/|x| (one should distinguish this with the spin connection, which is
also denoted by w). We use T = {L, S1, S2} to denote vectors tangential to the outgoing light cones,
and 0 € T to represent the tangential derivatives. When orthogonality is not strictly required, we
can also use the vector field 9; = 0; — w;0, instead of S1, s, as the latter does not admit a global
choice on the sphere. We also define the Minkowski optical function ¢ = r — ¢t with r = |z|.

The Minkowski wave operator has good commutation properties with the following vector fields:

8,“ Qij = xic’)j — .Tjai, Qo; = t0; + x;0¢, S =t0 + $iai.

We denote each of them by Z* with a 11-component index ¢ = (0,--- ,1,---). Then we can define
the multi-index I = (t1,--- , ;) to be of length |I| = k, and Z = Z1 ... Z**. By J+ K = I we
mean a sum of J and K over all order preserving partitions of I into J and K.

For the Minkowskian wave operator 0 = m®?9,03, we have [0, Z] = 0 for Z € {0,,Q:j, Qi },
and [0,S] = 20. One can also verify for the commutator of these vector fields [Z, Zs] =
Zlflzl c121Z%, and [Z, Ou] = cg&l, where c127 and ¢, are constants.

The following estimates of derivatives using vector fields are important:

0] S (L +t+r)" > |27l [0g] S A+ [t—r)™" > |1Z79]. (2.19)

<1 <1

We will use the following notation. Let 7 = {L,S1,S2}, U = {L,L, 51,52}, L = {L} and
S = {51, 52}. For any of these two families of vector fields ¥V and W and a (0, 2)-tensor pog, we
define

phow= 5 IpasVoW?,
Vey, Wew
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|Oplyw = > [(04pap) U VEWE.
UeU,VEV,WEW
We will also use capital letters A, B,--- to denote spherical tangent frame, e.g. thp = 6*Bpsp =

D151 T PS5
One can commute the quasilinear wave equations with the vector fields directly; however, as
we will see later, if we use Lie derivatives instead then some fine structures can be preserved.

Definition 2.8. The Lie derivative applied to a (s,r)-tensor K is defined by

LzKp g 5 =2 Kglg g — 02 Kg g5, — oo = O 2™ KEEE‘S 5, T 082" Kféf”
05, 2V KGO0 (2.20)

If Z is one of the commuting vector fields, then 0,,Z" are constants and the following properties
hold (see [28] for proof):

Proposition 2.9. For Z = 0,,;;, %0, S, we have

ﬁzaﬂl . a Kg:g;z Bas — am . aukEZKgfgf B , (2.21)
and
Eza K“ as =0 ﬁnglaés (2.22)

With the appearance of partial denvatwes here, we are taking the Lie derivative of a quantity
that is not a geometric quantities at least at first glance, so we may understand this formally. In
fact, it can be viewed as taking the covariant derivative with respect to the Minkowski metric in
the corresponding coordinate system.

Since 0,Z" are constants, we also have the following equivalence, for any tensor field K:

N IZ'KI S Y ILLEIS Y 1Z'K]. (2.23)

1<k 1<k 1<k

3 A second-order equation for the spinor field

In this section, we raise and lower tensor indices with respect to the curved metric g.

3.1 The square of Dirac operator

We can apply one more Dirac operator to the Dirac equation to get a second order equation for
components of 1.

Lemma 3.1. Let D be the covariant derivative operator as in (2I0)). Then

1 g
——Ruvosy 767/)-

[D#aDl/]w: 4

Proof. Recall that wya, = g(eq, Vyuer) = (ea)p(Vyues)?, which gives the expression of V,(ep) in
terms of the spin connection, by applying the dual frame (e®)*: V,,(ep)* = wyap(e®)*. We calculate
as follows, using the torsion-free property of the connection V. Note that D interacts with both
spinor fields and tensorial indices, and we calculate

1
- ZwuchCd)( ;ﬂP wuabzabw)

(wuabwucdzabEde - WuabwuchCdzabw)

1
[DH’ DV]’L!] = (vu 4wuab2ab)(v 'lp wuchCd’L/J) (
1 ab
= _Z(vuwuab - vuwpab)Z 'lp + — 16

1 1
= —Zg(ea, V.V, ey, — vuvueb)zabw — Z(g(Vuea, V.oes) — g(Viea, Vueb))E“bz/J

1
16wpabwucd(zab26d chzab)w.
(3.1)
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Now g(VHea,Vueb)Z“b = wuca(ec))‘wudb(ed)ﬂl“b = mde,mc WypaX® (and similar for g and v
interchanged). Also, using the commutator identity of X% and ¥ ([ZI1), along with the symmetry
of m® and antisymmetry of X%, we get

wuabwucd(zabZCd _ Ecdzab) — 2wuab wycd(maczbd _ madzbc + mbdzac _ mbczad)

bd
= 8Mm*“E"Wpab Wyed-

Then it is not hard to see that the last two parts in ([BI]) cancel out, and hence we have

1
[D;u Dl/]"/] = _Zg(eaa vuvueb - Vuvueb)zablﬂ

1 a
= - Z (ea)p(eb)aRqu(?E bwa

(3.2)

and this is the same as fiRWp(;’y”fy‘sw by the definition of curved Gamma matrices and the
anticommutation property (2.6]). O

Lemma 3.2. The identity RWU(WVW‘W‘S = 2vYR,,, holds. As a result, we have the relation

Ryvos7"7" Y7y’ = —2Ry.

Proof. We denote A = mery”fy"'y‘g and B = v”R,, respectively. Using the identity g"*"I =
—%(7“7” +774*), the resulting identity v/7°77 = 42y74¥ —2¢"%~y7 +2¢°¥~?, and the first Bianchi
identity we have

1 1, 1 , 1 ,
B = _i’yuRuU&/gUé = 5’7 Rua(?u (7075 + 7670) = §Ru051/’y ’76’70 + §Rua6u’y ’7076

1 v o 1 V.o
= _§(RMV<T5 + Ruéuo)’V 767 + §Ru051/’7 0 76
1 1 1 vd .o 6 ov 1 1 vo . 6 6 ov
=5 A+ (54— 5 Buove (=267 +29°97") ) + { GA+ SRuosu (=29"77" +27°9%)

3 3
= §A - Ruo” — Ru(w‘s = §A — 2B,

so we get 3B = %A, ie. B= %A which proves the first identity. Then we get
RWUWMWVVUV(S?/J = Q’YHVVRW/w = _QRQ/J
as required. O

We are now ready to state the Schédinger-Lichnerowicz formula, which is first given in [36].
(We also refer the reader to [18] for related histories)

Proposition 3.3. We have ¢2 =-D!D,, + iR, where R is the scalar curvature and Ip = YD,
is the Dirac operator. Therefore, the solution of Dirac equation v* D, = 0 satisfies the following
equation, by applying the Dirac operator to the equation again:

R
D*Dyp — 74 = 0.

Proof. By (ZI0) and Gamma matrices being covariantly constant, along with Lemma B and
Lemma [3.2] we get

124 v 1 v 1 124
Y Du(v' D) = vy D, Dty = 57"7 (DD, + D,D,1p) + 57“7 [Dy, D4
v 1 v (o 1
= —g“ DuDuw - gRuuazW“W aé 761/] = —D”D;ﬂb + ZRwa

and the lemma follows. O
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3.2 Coupled system

The system can be derived by the variation of the action

S, e",] = Sarav]e’,] + Su(t, eby] = /Red:c + / %(@’y"Dﬂw - D#E'y”i/)) edz,

a

where e := |det(e®,)[. One has \/|g| = e using g, = mape ueby.
The equation of motion of the tetrad gives the Einstein equation, see for example [39]. The
energy-momentum tensor is determined by

u 16Sy ) —_a A a
T,u — gm = 5(’(/}’}/ Du’lp - DMP’Y w)a

and consequently, the energy-momentum tensor in curved indices reads

Ty = (e manT’y + (1 65 ) = L@ D6 — DTyt) + L@ Do~ D). (3.3

1If ¢ satisfies the Dirac equation v# D, 4 im) = 0, then taking spinor conjugate we also have
Dyt —imip = 0, so tryT = myprp. As a result, if in addition the Einstein equation also holds,
then the scalar curvarture R = —ma1p. In particular, if m = 0, then T),, is g-traceless, and hence
R=0.

Equivalent system We see from above that if ¢ solves the Dirac equation v*D,1 = 0, and
regularity permits, it also satisfies the equation D*D, ) — m?y = f%mﬂw. We can consider the
initial value problem with this equation coupled with the Einstein equation instead, by determing
the initial time derivative of ¢ using the Dirac equation. On the other hand, one can use a similar
argument as in [35] to show that the solution of the new system solves the Einstein-Dirac system:
if 1 solves the second order equation, and the metric satisfies the Einstein equation, then we
know that (v#D,, —im)(v’ D,y + imyp) = 0, so v D, + imy is a solution of Dirac equation
(with mass —m). Recall the way we set time derivative of ¢ at ¢ = 0, and we directly have
(v’ D, + imap)|=0 = 0. Now since we have got the metric g, the solution of the Dirac equation
under a fixed metric should be unique (otherwise, we can get contradiction for instance by arguing
that they will satisfy the same second order equation), and hence v” D, + ima = 0, i.e. ¥ solves
the Dirac equation. Therefore, to prove the local wellposedness of the Einstein-Dirac system we
can instead prove it for the Einstein equation coupled with the second-order equation of .

Equations in wave coordinates The wave (harmonic) coordinate condition is a gauge condi-
tion saying I'7 := ¢g*fT" 5 =0, or equivalently as in (L2). From [25] we know that under the wave
coordinate condition, the Ricci curvature can be written as

1
Ry = —5Hgg00 + ng(g)(ag, dg) (3.4)

Here F),,(g)(0g,0g) = P(0u9,0v9) + Quv(0g,0g) + G(h)(0g, 0g), where @, is a combination of
standard null forms, G,,,, is a cubic term (vanishes when h = g — m = 0), and

1 1
P(0u9,0v9) = Zmaﬁ ugap M OyGps — §ma5 m”? uGap O 9so-
We also have g1 = gaBVan/) = g°P0,0p1) = ﬁgw under the coordinate condition. For terms
involving the connection term £2,,, we move them to the right hand side. Then the Einstein equation

and the second-order equation derived from the Dirac equation in wave coordinates can be written
as

~ 1
Oghuw = Fu(9)(0g,09) + Ty — §gu'/tr9 T,

= 1
Ogt) = m* + F*(9)(w, ¥, 00) + 7 R,
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where
1
(w 1/)7 31/0 _g W,uabE 81/‘/) + - V (wuab) b"/) + w,uab wvcdzabECdd} + R¢ (35>

Note again that the term the scalar curvature R and —tr, T’ can be expressed as —m) when the
system holds.

4 Change of coordinates

We will fix a special coordinate in this section, based on the wave coordinate, and use this new
coordinate for the remaining parts of this work. After introducing this coordinates, we always raise
and lower tensorial indices with respect to the Minkowski metric in the new coordinates.

In order to distinguish components in different coordinate system, we will sometimes use primed
index o/, ', -+ - for the components in original coordinates.

4.1 Asymptotic Schwarzschild coordinates

We introduce the asymptotic Schwarzschild coordinates:

t=t, r"=r+Mx(=)lnr, T=r*w,

1
where x is defined as in (LL6]). We denote the transition matrix by A%, = a ZE— " and we can compute
the components:
O =82,
o T" :(Si — Mr—! lnrwi(HLl)Qx’, (4.1)

9zt =07 + Mr~ Inr((0) — wjw’)x + wjw' 7rx) + Mr~lww'.

In the new coordinates the derivatives read

1 ~ r ~
Wa’m az - T_am ai - wia'r + ééz

-
We also define the correspondmg null frame L = 8,5—1—8“ L= at 8T, S, ==L 795, and the commuting
vector fields: Z € {8#, Q, ij = xza — z]&, QOz = 7,0, + taz, S =t + :cla }. We will also use ’T
u , -+ instead of T, U, --- defined before, to denote the counterpart in the new coordinates.

We use m to denote the Minkowski metric tensor in the original coordinates, i.e. m®? =
Ag/Ag,ma,ﬁ,, and g to denote our dynamic Lorentzian metric with components in the new coor-

Oy = 0y — Ou(r*)0pe, Op = Ope =

dinates; similarly we can define Ho, h°, Hy and h.
Let mb” = m* + H}", so now
= i

Similarly we define m%, = m,,, —|—7wa. We also have the Minkowski metric in the new coordinates:

N2
m = —dt?+ Y ,(dz")?, and now the perturbation of the metric from the “Minkowski metric” in
the new coordinates is g — .

Using the expression of the transition matrices (1), one can prove the following estimates (see

[17] for proof):

Proposition 4.1. We have the estimate for transition matrices:

’ ’ M In(1 +7r
07(AZ, — 2|+ [0 (4 — 02| 5 20 ET)
r
As a consequence we also have
MIn(l+7r)

10727 (A%, — 59| + 10" 27 (A — 59)| <1

P11

And if 1L+t < i, these terms are zero. Moreover, the same estimates hold if we replace 0%, Z7 by

3, 7.
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Proposition 4.2. For mg and m® we have the following estimate

Mn(l+7)

3 7J ~ A 7J 50| <
10" Z7 | + 0" Z7m°| (R

(4.2)
Proof. By definition ' Z7 (m.., + Egy) = 0127 (map AY AS + hg,ﬂ,Afj/Af/). Now in view of the
M In(1+r)
(1+t+r)tHITI

also not difficult here to show that same estimate hold if we replace 0 and Z by d and Z. The
estimate for mg follows similarly. O

explicit expression of h°, we get the estimate |07 Z/m°| < using Proposition 1] It is

Proposition 4.3. Let F be the Christoffel symbol of the metric m in the new coordinates, i.e.
F f= §mA”(8 My + 8 My — 8>\mw) Then

M1 +1In(l+7))

Z'T| < 4.3
| = (1 +r+1t)? (4.3)
We also have AL (1
|'ZVI(77':LMV _fﬁlﬂ/)l 5 ( + Il( +T)); (44)
14+r+t
and same estimate follows if we consider my, and M, .
Proof. This also follows from Proposition [£.1] O
The following lemma in [17] shows that mj” ~ (1 + 2X)mm,
Lemma 4.4. We have the decomposition
ﬁlgﬁ = kom™? + :‘€1$aﬂ + Kow® WP + f<a3i3‘_’6, (4.5)

where

Ko =14 X, iy = oxMnry, (o1 Mo My oy My = (MX)2(1 4 X)), gy = Mnr,

T

and it = X' (Z5 )X (7, 7 ,T,w) is zero close to the light cone. Moreover, if we let kb be
the function satisfying E%(Iiofl\l) = kbm, then

(LLino) = ki + 8" + (LLR), (4.6)
where
M In( r * In r* r
kH S 1 |$~~|<1+1t% (t+1) |$ |<%X1(H—l)v (4.7)
(L5 R)gp| S M () + a0 ().

where x1 and X are functions bounded by 1 with support on [+ 00) and [i, %] respectively.

4
Proof. Use (1)) we get

g’ = —1—5X, mf = 1(7)* (-1 = X)X M Inr.

; ~00 = ~ij _ /B 4q
The expression of m° corresponds to ko, and m{’ corresponds to kzit. For mg =mg ” A%, A s
we have

i) = mB LA+ (1 — ME)5k 4 4,

and the second term equals by (@)

(1= M) (14 250 (1 M) (91 4 (LK) o (LM ) (59 — i)
= (1= )1+ M5 4 (1= A (14 AR (14 EP2) (69 - )
= k1 (09 — w'w?) + (14 M—*)(é”‘ — wiwd) + (1 — M) (1 + 2X)2i0
= k067 + k1§ + (AX)2(1 4 M) i,
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The part mQ® A A} is a term with Y’ in view of (@I, and appears in kg, .
For higher order, we first notice that Elz(noﬁ@)‘“’ = (EIZH())T?L#V, S0 EIZ (koMm)* = kbm# for

some bounded function {, using that EIZT?LW = czm*. For spherical tangent part, we use the

identity

i<j
so applying EI on k18" we either have the derivative on k172, which is straightforward to bound,
or on Q QZ”], which gives factors like L',I Q“ Recall that £z XH = [Z ,X], so using iteratively
[Zl, ZQ] = Zm:l clng where cjo7 are —1, 0 or 1, we obtain the estimate when t+_1 > 1/4 that
|(£JZ§ij)Z| S 1+ |t —r*], as all commuting vector fields satisfiy the bound |ZZ| S1+4+|t—7r*in
this region, and the estimate follows.

4.2 Generalized wave coordinate condition

Since the wave coordinate condition holds for ¢ in the original coordinates, we have for a scalar
field ¢ that
7" 0,0,6 — 3T 00,0 = Ogop = Oy = ¢° 7 0010 6.

Here I is the Christoffel symbol associated with g in the new coordinates. We also have the relation
using the transition matrix, noticing that the Levi-Civita connection associated with the metric m
(hence also m) is 0:

A AL 0o 0 = 0,0, — 1,0 0,0.
Combining the two equations we get

g}tl/r“up = g,LLVFMVp' (48)

This is the generalized wave coordinate condition which we will use. This is as good as the wave
coordinate condition, in the sense that the right hand side is only dependent on the metric itself,
not on its derivatives.

4.3 Equations in generalized wave coordinates

As in [I7], the reduced Einstein equation in the new coordinates becomes
S S T = ST S, A 1
guuvyvuhpo = Fpa(g)(th Vh) + Tpa - Etr Tgpoa (49)

where V is the covariant derivative associated with . We want _to_establish the equation of hl.
Recall that % solves the Minkowskian wave equation, so m**V,V,h° is nonzero only when x’ is
nonzero. We have

Eﬂuvuvyhpd :g,uuv’uvyh/lmjLMX;w( r M Milnr Zyy 73+MXP‘”75(1L+H%’MIHT g)rfBHIﬁ’

14+t r > r r r O
(4.10)

Fpo(§)(Vh, Vh) = Foo(§)(VhY, VA) + M2x 0 (5, 2, Minr 2 Gy
+ MX<"£(1+t’ AR L g)r 464%}76' (4.11)

Here Xa5(5, ), Xagyp(s, ) and xi5" (s, ) are functions supported in {s > 1/4}, and x5 is supported
in {1/4 < s <3/4}.
These error terms are clearly in control and we will not go over estimating them. We also have

T ~ MXT727|I| Inr,
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This helps us change from E“”@ v El to ﬁ“”g 0, ﬁpg, and ﬁpg () (Vh!, VA!) to ﬁpg (3)(OR*, R,
with the difference error terms Wthh are in control. Therefore using the reduced wave operator
05 = g‘“’(’? d,, the equation of h! can be written as

Oz 1y = Fuw (§)(OR',001) + Ty + RIS + RS (4.12)

9 "uv (28]

where the last two terms are in good control, and we will explain the notation in next subsection.
For the spinor field ¢ we have Oz¢ = g F) &,w g‘“’l" L0, by the generalized wave coordinate
condition. The second here on the right hand side is a covarlant error term. Then the equation of

1 can be written as _ _ _
Oy = FY () (@, 0y, ¢) + R, (4.13)

For terms involving spin connection terms, we will deal with them in next section.

4.4 FError terms

There are three types of error terms that behave much better and can be ignored in the analysis.

Mass Error Associated with the mass, produced when substracting the Schwarzschild part. The
terms with M in (£I0) and (@II)) are mass error terms. We denote these terms by R™®%%.

Covariant Error The error terms when we change from V¥ to 9. This is because we have good
estimates of the related Christoffel symbol I'. We denote these terms by R°".

Cubic Error Terms with an extra factor of decay. The extra factor makes the term much better.
This may include an extra factor of v, g — m, derivatives of them, and terms comparable with
them (e.g. derivatives of tetrad, as we will see). We denote these terms by Rcu%¢.

All these terms remain good after we apply vector fields, and we will simply add the index of
vector fields on it, e.g. R™*5 1,

For quadratic terms that contain at least one tangential derivative, such as the standard null
forms, we have much better control and we sometimes denote it by R!*".

5 Choice of tetrad

The Gamma matrices adapted to the metric are determined by the tetrad by v* = 5%(e,)*. The
choice of a tetrad, along with our choice of coordinates, forms a choice of gauge for our system. We
present one choice of the tetrad here. We remark that there are other choices that may relate some
components of the tetrad to some components of the metric, and we leave the details to Appendix

[Al

For the sake of generality, we prefer to state this in the original notation in (R%, g).

Lemma 5.1 (Gram-Schmidt orthogonalization). We can do the standard Gram-Schmidt orthogo-
nalization to the set {01, 0a2,05,00 = O:} with respect to the metric g to get a tetrad {e,}, and the
following estimates hold, where hy, = gu, — My, is the difference between g and the Minkowski
metric:

1. [(ea) = (9a)"| < |1+ O(h?);
2. 10a(ea)?| < 10ah| + O(h - Oh);

3. The above two estimates also hold with vector fields: |Z'(ea)"| S |Z'hl + 32, x—; O(Z7h -
Z5h), and |06 Z" (ea)] S10aZ h| + 3 5, OOZ7h- Z5D).

4. If g satisfies the reduced Einstein’s equation, then the tetrad satisfies the equation Iig(ea)“ =
Fr(g,0g,1,00) for functions F! at least quadratic;

5. Same estimates hold if one replaces et by v*.
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Proof. We perform a standard Schmidt orthogonalization process to the Minkowski orthonormal
frame {04, 02, 03,00 = 0;}. We get

NG V1+hit'

vy = Op — Projy (02) = 0y — £29,, eg = 12 = 1 Dy — a2 1 0
2 2 — P Jal( 2) 2 g1 1 €2 \/g(vz,UZ) \/1+(1+h}1211 5 U2 1+hi1 \/1+(1$}1211 PR S
. . [ has— his h
v3 = 03 — projy, (93) — proj, (9s) = 05 — 3201 — 1+(1+?211 B (02 — 12-01)
1+h11
b3 = Y — ...
3 9(vs,vs)
vo = 0y — projy, (9o) — proj,,(0o) — proj,, (o) = -+, eo = \/ﬁ = ...

We omit the precise computation of the last two since it is rather tedious but essentially the same.
It is not hard to see using Taylor expansion that the difference between new frame and the original
one is comparable to |h|. Also, if we take coordinate derivative of frame components, we get the
corresponding derivative on the metric, i.e. |0, (eq)”| < |0,h|+ |R||Oh|. Other estimates also follow
from the expression. O

Tetrad in the new coordinates Now consider our new coordinates, where the Minkowski
metric here is m. Let {e,} this tetrad associated with g, from the way of construction above.
Then the properties in Lemma [5.1] holds in our coordinates (i.e. add tilde to those vectors), with
h replaced by g — m.

We have the following estimates for the spin connection coefficients. We will discuss higher
order cases in Section

Lemma 5.2. The spin connection coefficients satisfy the following estimate:
|Wpas| < 109] + [0(€a)l,
Moreover, we have for the L components
|L*Guab| S 109] + 1091 77 + 10(€a)|.

Proof. Recall that Gpap = §(€a, V,i€s) = Gas(€a)* Viu(@)? = Gas(€a) (@) +Gap(€a)°T .0 ()"
Then the first estimate follows in view of (2.2)), and lg], el S 1.

Now contracting the identity with L* we get L“w,mb = Gap(€a)” L(gb)ﬂ +J0s (ga)o‘L“I‘Wﬂ (€p)”.
The first term is comparable with L(&,). For the second term we recall (Z2) to get

gaﬂ(ea) LHFWF = Lu(ea) 5(3;4];/& + avg,ua - aag,uu) = (€a> 5((Lg)ua + al/gza - a&QZy)'
We expand this in the null frame. Since L”(@nga + aug,m — 5Q§W)Luia = (Eﬁ)zz, and other

components can clearly be controlled by |8§| + |89| 77> we get the desired estimate. O

The second order equation of 1 reads in the massless case

i~ ~ 1 o~ ~
D ’l/) - #U abE 81/1/} + #Uv (wvab> b1/1 + _69 Uw,uab wuabzabECd"/}- (51)

There is a potential loss of derivative from the term VM(EWI,)Z“ 1, as Wyay behaves like the first
derivative of the metric. We deal with this in the following lemma.

Lemma 5.3 (Avoiding loss of derivative). Suppose the generalized wave coordinate condition (L8]
holds. Then

7"V (@vab) = 7" (Vu(€a)) o (Vi () + 5 (Ca) oL Wl Vi (@) = 3 () T Vo (@)
— (" Ros + 5T, L T, = 3T, T, + (0.5")T 0" + 00 (3T ,u0)) (Ba) o (8)°
+ 3" ()L 0u (@) + (), T5(&)° . (5.2)
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Proof. We have
9V @yab) = 6"V u((€a)p (Vi (€))°) = 6" (Vu(€a) o (Vi () + 3" (€a)p V1 Vi (€)”.
Using (2.1), the second term here equals
7" (2a) o0 (Vi (8)") = 3" (Ba) oL 10 V(@) + 5 (€a)o L, £ Vi ()7

Here the last two terms again behaves well and do not require further calculation. The first term
here equals

7" )0 (00(@)” + T, ()7) = (2)p T (@) +3 (Za) T O (@) + 5" (DT, ) (2a) ()7 5.
We need to deal with the last term above. Recall the curvature formula (23]
Ry’ = _5ufaup + gapr - pr fm} + fa)\p f,uy)\a
so we have
G5O = =G Ryor” + 9" ol = 7T, 0 T+ T 0T,
The first term on the right is —§°” R,s, where R, is the Ricci tensor; for the second term we have

gLl = 0,(g"T ,.0) — (09" .0 = 05(g"T,f) — (0-g"")T .0, where for the last equality

we used the generalized wave coordinate condition (ZLS]). O

Using the reduced Einstein equation and Proposition 5.1, we know that the tetrad we choose
satisfies the equation for its components Ug(e,)* = F¥(g,09,,0v¢). Also, the Ricci curvature
term can be similarly written as a term only involving at most first order derivatives of the metric
and the field, using the Einstein equation. Then we see that the right hand side of the equation
(EI) only contains zero and first order derivatives of g and . This, together with the reduced
Einstein equation, forms a system of quasilinear wave equations, and we have the existence and
uniqueness of a local-in-time solution We will also use this second order equation for the
spinor field to study the global problem in the remaining part of this work.

6 Energy estimates

6.1 L? estimate for Dirac equation
Consider the Dirac equation with an inhomogeneous term in a curved background:
YD, +imyp = F.

From Section 2] we also have the adjoint Dirac equation Duﬂv” —imi = F. Then by Corollary
27 we have V,,(Yy*)) = P (F —imwp) + (F +imy)y = ¢ F + Frp. Writing this in our coordinates
gives o _ . L

8. (Py") = GF + Fop — T, 1Py,
and we recall here v* = %(¢,)?. We then integrate on the spacetime region between two time
slices to get

t
v dzi = | Py di + / / (OF + Fy — T, fpyPep) didr.
3¢ 3o 0 Ju,

We will use the following estimate for the massless case m = 0:

12There is another way to fix the gauge of tetrad, by giving the evolution equation of the tetrad. Once we know
the equation for [g(eq)*, the equation of v is well-posed, in view of Lemma [53] Here our choice just corresponds
to the equation E]-g('éa)“ = F}(g,09,,0v) which is actually derived from our explicit choice. See [3] for a use of
this idea in a more complicated model.

131t is also clear without any additional work that this local wellposedness also holds for massive case m # 0.
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Proposition 6.1. Suppose ¢ € C* is a solution of the equation v* D, +imip = F which vanishes
at spacelike infinity. Assume that the background metric ¢ = h® + h' satisfies the bounds

ORY] < Ce(L+ 1)~ 51+ |¢*)"%, |hY] < Ce(l+ )~ (1 + |¢*])2,
OthAY| < Ce(1+4)7%, [9hY|;5 < Ce(l+1)71, M <e,

where T = {Z, §1,§2}, and U = {E,L Sy, §2} Then

t
|¢|2d5§2/ |¢|2d35+4// (
3¢ 3o 0 Ju,

Proof. Notice that

Ce 9 ~
F
Sl + (ol ) diar

- 1~ o~ N 1
L. = §gu (OuGpv + OpGuv — OuGup) = 5

29H pGuv = Qmu OpGuv + 5(9 — )" 0pGpuu,

so expanding in null frame we have the estimate
I, <1091 + 10 th3] + 09| 77 + |9 — ™l |0g],

and hence |f#p“E'ypz/)| < Ce(1 + t)71|]? using the assumption and ([@2). Now using the simple
bound |7? —4°| < 1 we have the relation

3

. — ~ 5 .
|w|2d:c§/ Ty di < —/ |2 dz,
4 M PN 4 PN

so the estimate follows. O

6.2 Energy estimate for wave equation

We now give the energy estimate for the quasilinear wave equation, which was used in [26} (29, [17].
We consider two weight functions of ¢* =r* — ¢

. L+ (L+1g* )", ¢* <0
w = 6.1
) {1+<1+|q*|>1+2nq*>o o
and
. L+ (L+g*))72, ¢* <0
’LU1( ): *[\242s (62)
1+ (14 |g*[)*™, ¢* >0

where 0 < vy <1, u>0,and 0 < s < 1. We have
(I+lg DT A+q") ™ w S w' S A+]g™) " w, (1+]g" )T A +q") " wr Spwy S (L+1g") ™ .
Proposition 6.2. If g with g = mh" + Izj{“’ satisfies the following assumption:
M <&,
(| + (1+ g IO | + (1 + t+1)|9H| < Ce(1+]g")F (148757, (6.3)
[Hilzz + (14 |q* IO zz < Ce(L+ g7 )1+t +r7) 772,

then

/ |8q§|2wd9?+/ / |0¢*w’ dzdr < 8/ |a¢|2wd55+12/ / |O50/|0¢|w dzdr,
3¢ 0 J2, 3o 0 JX,

and the same estimate holds if we replace w by w1, and ¢ by a 4-component spinor field 1.
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Proof. We follow the idea of the proof from [26]. One can prove the following identity
d 3.9 ~ija .9 N~ ®\(~af 9 19 ~iq a\g 49 ~
G [ 778080+ 710.08,0)u(a") i =~ [0 (@5 BubB00 + 20T - 7)8:60.0) d5
- / w(q") (2056006 — (13°7) a0 + 2(Dag™”)0s$0:9) di

We also have 8 8,859+ 2(wii® — %)y pBacs = (Byp+ 0, b)2 +019;09;6 = |0¢|2. Therefore,
using the equivalence

1~ ~ = e ~
506" < —g"016016 + 57 0,60, < 2/0¢|*,

and integrating over [0, t], we have for HoB = g% — m*8 that

~ t _— ~
/ |0¢|>w dT + 2/ / |0¢*w’ dz < 4/ |0¢|*w dz
Yo 0 JX, ¢

t
+2 / / |HP 000050 + 2(wi HP — H?)0500;¢|w’ dFdt
0 JX,

t
+ 2/ / |(28QH°‘ﬁ)8g¢8t¢ — (atHo‘ﬁ)aaqb@g(b + 205¢00:¢|w dz,
0 Jx,
Now by the null condition and the assumption we have

(0 HP)D0pDp| < Ce 5 |00 w + Cel0g 0,

1
(L+t+71*)

1
(1 + t + T*)1+2“

and if we replace H, by ™o, this two terms are also good in view of (£2). Similarly, using
(1+ g’ S w

((Ba HO®)500,0| < Ce 18¢|2w + Celdg|?w’,

1

TaBy 5 B TOB\A L H 5012
|HT" 00 ¢0pd| + |(wil{” — Hy")0p¢0rplw’ < Cé‘mmfﬂ w
(4l
+C€— (b a(b
(I+t+r*)zt 6gliBge
1 - -
S C€m|8¢|2w + CE|6¢|2’LUI.
Also, in view of the decomposition (H), we have |(mo — m)|z7 S ggfj;) Mx (fiilﬁ(l“) <

Ce(1+4|g*|)(1 4t + r*)~1=2%, 50 the same estimate holds. Now absorb terms with |9¢|2 using the
spacetime integral on the left hand side, and use standard Gronwall’s inequality, we get the desired
estimate. O

6.3 Hardy’s inequality

We state the following lemma from [26], which will be used to control the L? norms of Lie derivatives
of the metric itself.

Lemma 6.3. Let w(q*) be the weight function defined in (61)). Then for any —1 < a <1 and
any ¢ € C§°(R3),

|o|? wdT 9 wdT
/(1+|q*|>2<1+t+|q e s [ 1o Tritlenee (64)

If in addition a < 2min(vy, u), then

62 (tleh) wde )
/<1+|q*|> Z it g D)a (1 F )% N/'a¢' min(ws G e

ad ) di.

(6.5)
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7 Decay estimates

7.1 Weighted Klainerman-Sobolev inequality

We will use the following version of Klainerman-Sobolev inequality, which slightly generalizes the
one in [26] simply in view of the proof there:

Proposition 7.1. For any smooth function ¢(t,T) which is spatially compactly supported, we have
O DN+t 4+l N+ lg" e *(07) < C 37 Nl (@) 26l sy, i =0,1,2
I71<3
where wg = w and wy are defined in @), 62), and wy = 1.

The proof are the same since w; satisfies |w}(¢*)|(1+ |¢*|) < Cw;(¢*) and w;(¢*) ~ w;(¢) in the
far interior r* < t/2.

This also holds if we replace Z by L, or the version adapted to the spinor field ([9.6) which
we will define, by the equivalence ([Z.23) and @).

7.2 Hormander L! - L™ estimate

We can improve the interior decay of the metric using Hérmander’s L!-L>° estimates, see [26]:

Proposition 7.2. Suppose u is a solution to the linear inhomogeneous wave equation Ou = F
with vanishing initial data u|i—p = Oyuli—o = 0. Then

Z' F(s,y
lat, )| (1 + ¢ + |]) <CZ//3 |1+S+|y|dds.

|1]<2
We also need to estimate the linear homogeneous solution (also see [20]):

Lemma 7.3. If v is the solution to Ov = 0, with initial data v|i—g = vy and Ow|i—g = v1, then
for any v >0

(1 -+t )fo(t, )] < sup ((L+ o) (joa(a)| + Bvo(a)]) + (1 +[2) o @)])

7.3 Weighted L> - L* estimate

We need to integrate on the direction of the outgoing light cone in order to get the estimates that
are predicted in the asymptotic system. Following [21] and [I7] we have

Lemma 7.4. Let Dy = {(t,Z): |t — |Z|| < cot} for some constant 0 < ¢y < 1. Let w(q*) be any

continuous function, where ¢* = r* —t, v* = r 4+ M1Inr. Suppose that 0*¢,, = F,,. Then for
U,V e{L,L,S1,8S} and ¢y = ¢, UMV we have

L+t +1)|0ppp ()W) S sup Y [|Z1¢(r, )WL~
|g* V4<T<t|[|§1

t
+ / (L4 D (7, @l e,y + D L+ 7)1 Z (7, 0| e, ) .
lg*[/4 [1]<2

Proof. For tangential derivatives, and for points (¢,Z) outside the region D;, we can directly use
[219), so we focus on 9y-¢5¢ at points inside D = U;>0D;. Recall the decomposition of the
Minkowski wave operator (1*¢ = 4(1*) 19y 8y- (1" @) + (r*) 2Ly ¢, where dpr = (9, — 8y),

Ogr = %(GT* + 51&), and A, =), ; ij Notice that the null frame vectors commute with 0y« and
Oq+, 50 this gives the estimate

105+ 0= (" )| S 7 [Fgpp| + (7)™ D [UFVY Z o .

11<2
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Now integrating along the flow lines of 9+ from the boundary of D = U,>¢D; to (¢,7), and using
that w(q¢*) is constant along these flow lines, we get the result. O

Clearly, same estimate works if we consider the scalar case (0*¢ = F, and we shall apply this
to components of the spinor field.

8 Bootstrap assumptions

We define the energy for the metric: En(t) = sup / 10Z"h Pw(q*) d, where
o<r<tJw,

w(g) = 14+ (14 g*[)7%*, ¢* <0,
L+ (1 +]g* )+, ¢* > 0.

Similarly, we define Ex(t) = sup / |0Z"4 w1 (¢*) dZ, where
0<r<tJs,

w ( *) _ 1+ (1+ |q*|)72#7 qg* <0,
11 1+ (14 |g*))2+2, ¢* > 0.

These are the same weight functions we defined in (6.1]), (6.2). We also consider the L? norm for
the spinor field itself: Cn(t) = sup / || dZ.
)

0<7<t
Let T be the maximal time such that the following inequalities hold:

En(t) 4+ Cn(t) < Ce®(1 +1)%°, Ex(t) < Cye, (8.1)

where Cj, is a constant which we will determine later (and all constant C' below might be dependent
on Cj). We take 6 > 0 small so that § < s/10. By local existence result, we know that 7' > 0, and
we want to show that these estimates can be improved, so by continuity we must have T' = oc.

Proposition 8.1 (Weak decay). Suppose the bootstrap assumption &I holds. Then

57T < Ce(l+1)5(1+t+r) "Y1+ |g*])"%, ¢" <0 I <N-3 (8.22)
T Ce@ ) (LAt )T A+ g )Y, ¢t >0 T T T
Z| < Ce(l+t+r*)" 01+ |¢*])2, ¢* <0 I|<N-3 (8.2b)
> Cs(1+t+7"*>_1+6(1+ |q*|)—v7 q* > 0 ’ = .
577 < Ce(1+t)°(A+t+r) "Y1+ |g*)"2, ¢* <0 I| <N -4 (8.2d)
Ce(l+t+r) 1 +]g" )35, ¢ 20 T
ol < Ce(l+t+r) (1 +g")"%, ¢* <0 1< N -3 (8.2¢)
T\ Cel+t+r)TH L+ g )E >0 T T |

Proof. The decay ([82al) follows from the bootstrap assumption and the Klainerman-Sobolev in-
equality (Proposition [7.1)).
From (82al) at t = 0 we see that
0Z'h(0,7)| < Ce(1 4797277, |I| <N —3, (8.3)

we can integrate along 0, direction to spacelike infinity to get for the inital data that

|Z'h*(0,%)] < Ce(1 +r*)"177, |I| <N —3. (8.4)
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Then we integrate along the integral curve of 04+ to the initial hypersurface and use the decay
property of initial data to get (82H) for ¢* < 0, and the decay on ¢* = 0 to get for ¢* < 0.

For the spinor field 1, when ¢* > 0 we first use the bound of E} (¢), and integrate along J,-
as the metric case; for ¢* < 0, we use the bound of Cy (t) first to get estimate for |Z7¢| and then

use (Z19)). O

Corollary 8.2. For tangential derivatives we have

0Z7 < Ce(1+t+r) (14 g7 )3 (1 +¢5) "+, |I| <N —4, (8.5)
02" < Ce(L+t+r") 21+ |g") "2 (1 +¢5) 7" | <N -4 (8.6)
Proof. These estimate immediately follow from the decay above and (2.19]). O

We will often need to estimate terms involing the inverse metric, where we need the following
lemmas in [I7] to get same estimates for Hy as h':

Lemma 8.3. Let gop = Mag+hd5+hl s, and let g% = m*? + HP + HY | where ho and HO are
defined as in (LO) and ([LT). Suppose the estimate |Z' (h95)| + 127 (hlg)] S e(1 +t+7)"1H° holds
for |I| < N, and a constant § € (0,1/2). Then for vector fields X, Y with bounded components and
sufficently small € > 0, we have

(XY PZ (Hiap)| < |XOYPZI(RLg)| + CE*(1 4+t + 1) 72+,

where Hynp s from lowering indices of Hf‘ﬂ using Minkowski metric.

Lemma 8.4. Let W be a positive function, and take N such that |Z*(h? gl + |ZT(hlg)l S e(1+
t + )14 holds for |I| < N/2. Then, for a given region Q with volume element av

/|ZI(HMB)|2WV§/ 12" (hlp) WAV + Ce / (1+t+r)"2+t2(1Zz7h)? + |27 H|?)waV.
Q Q
l71<17]-1

9 Commutators

We estimate the commutator in this section. To compute the commutator involving the spinor
field explicitly, we need to fix a choice of tetrad, which we did in Section Therefore, when
commuting we do not take local Lorentz covariance into consideration anymore. For instance, for
Lie derivative of 1) we view 1 as a four component complex scalar field.

9.1 Reduced wave operator

We define the modified Lie derivative in the new coordinates by

Engll Oér+r ‘5(8,\2’\)K°“ Q.

Then one can verify that ngl\’baﬁ =0for Z € {5,“ (NZij, Qoi, §}
It is straightforward to verify the following identity, where x = kg ! with kg defined in Lemma

44 S .
L5(k§*P0a0shL,) = (L5(5G°7))0adshl, + k§*P0adsL ;N

Z,ul/

For the spinor field, we formally view 1 as a 4-component scalar in computation. Define 221/1 =
Lz — ez, where cg = 2 and c; = 0 for other vector fields. Then similarly

Eé(ﬁgaﬁgagﬁw) = (E'Z“(’igaﬁ))gagﬂw + Hgaﬁgagﬁziw-
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Applying more Lz on left hand side, and iterating the process, we have

R ! = 500005 L5y, — Lo (kG 0adshyy) = Y Lh(rg—) " 0adsLE by, (91)
J+K=I,|K|<|I|

and

Reom T = 83, 8g( - L (,igaﬂa Dpt) = Z Yz Z(kg—m)" B Be 33(A )X, (9.2)

J+K=I, |K|<]I]

Note that £g®? — m®® = kH + (km&® — m®P). Using (@H) and ZI9) we have

~ Qv ~ N\ N Mln 1 +t+7"
|(£%(ng —m"))0u0, ¢ S (1+t—+ E |8ZJ¢| (9.3)
|J]<1

o~

where ¢ can be EAIZE}W or (22)11/). For the H; part, we expand in the null frame, using (2.19), to
get

|Rcoml|<

Mln(1 CLH\|=~ |CLH o
3 n( i) EpMlee VoI N om0
(14+t+7r)? 1+ g 14+t+r z

[T+ K|<|T|+1
<<

and same estimate holds if we replace Kl by 1. o
We will also commute to get the constant wave operator 0% = m*”9,0, for decay estimates:

R%‘im*l _ D*K%h}“j _ E%(Hgaﬁaaaﬁh}tu) = Z Eé(lﬁg— ﬁ)aﬁaaaﬂﬁjz(h}tua
J+K=I

R = 0°(L5)' )~ LL(G* adp) = S LG — )P ada(L3) "V,

J+K=I
and similarly,
Mln(l+t CLHy| ;7 |LLHY|\ ~ -
REmI| g S n(1+ ) L egtlez | k7 OLERY.  (9.5)
T 1+t+r) 1+ g 1+t+r z
|71<]1]

Again, same estimate holds if we replace Kl by .

9.2 Dirac operator

We also want to commute the vector fields with the Dirac equation v*D,1 = 0. Like [I] and [11],
we modify the boost and rotation vector fields so that they commute with the flat Dirac operator.
For the scaling vector field, the modification is similar with the wave equation case.
We define in our coordinates ¥ = ﬁ“(ga)“. In this way, we formally assign a tensorial index
to constant Gamma matrices, and the Lie derivative reads L3 = Z(*‘y“) — VDI = —5V 0, ZH.
For the spinor field 1, we define the modified derivative with respect to vector fields ﬁ,“, =
700, — 7,0, 4 by
1

1
3wy = Qb — 3 T, (9.6)

¥ —
Kﬁww =Ly w
where ¥, = m,,7”. The modified Lie derivative with respect to the scaling vector field S = 5“5H
by N _
Lo =L~ =5~

%We here lower the indices using m, so o = —t. In this convention we get the negative Lorentz boost Qg; =
—t0; — T;0¢, but clearly there is no essential difference.
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We also denote EQWQ/J = Lq,,¥. Note that since 7, are constant invertible matrices, we have
the equivalence of the norm:

SO SIEYD WIS DD L4l (9.7)

[7]<|1] [7I<|1]

Proposition 9.1. The following commuting properties hold:
ng (7°0,0) = ﬁpépﬁgww;
E‘g(ﬁpgpw) - ﬁpc’;pﬁgw.
Proof. By definition
g (P0,0) = (Le, 70,0 +7°0pL, 0 — %mn’@pw
= ~(770: ()"0 + 7 0p L, b — %mn@pw
= (B0 @)t + ATy LY b+ 57Tyt — 5 B
For the first term we calculate
(320p( Q) 7)ot = 37 (Dp (405 — F005)) Dot = 37 (Frpyu05 — 10 05) 0t = 7Bt — Ty,
and this equals f%(ﬁuﬁyﬁpgpwfﬁpf?#’?,jgpi/)) by noticing 4,¥* = —I and 74” = —4”5°. Therefore
ng (720, = @pépcgww.
For the second identity, notice that Lz = ff_ypgpg“ = —7*, so

L5(¥0,0) = =370ptp + 7 LgOpp = 370y (Lgh — ) = D, L. O

We are now ready to commute with curved Dirac operator. Recall that v = 5%(€,)", where

)

¢a’s are constructed in Section Bl Define 4 := y# — 51 = 3%((€,)" — (J4)"), and we calculate

(£5) (4 Dyt) = (£5) (3 5,0) + (L2 (#80) — |

= (£ (#0,8) + 70U E)"Y ~ LY Ty )
= (£ (5#0u) = 48 (L)) + 7Dyl L)

1 o 1 ~
+ Z (f}/“w#abxab(ﬁé)fi/} . (Eé)l('}/#wuabzab’l/))) . (98)

(L)) (V' Guar =)

Note that ([fg)[ (Y*0u) equals E%(‘?“guz/)) plus terms involing at most |I| — 1 vector fields, and

%“@L(Z}Zi)lw equals %“abﬁéw plus terms with at most |I| — 1 vector fields, we see that there are
cancellations for terms with all |I| vector fields falling on ¢. Similar cancellation occurs in the last
parenthesis. Therefore, we have the following estimate for the commutator, using that 3% and 5°
are constant matrices, v* = 3%(€,)*, and the equivalence ([@.1):

VDuLYTY (L (Dl s D (1L O] + 1L () L5 )
[T+ K[<II], |K|<|I]
S Y (IEHE)" ~ @)MBLE] + L5 (@) T LEY])  (9.9)

[T+ K<, [ K| <[]
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10 Improved estimate from generalized wave coodinate con-
dition

The wave coordinate condition can be written as Oyz” = 0, i.e. 9, (g"”+/| det g|) = 0 in the original

coordinates, which implies for the tensor H* = ¢gM” — m* that 0,(H"" — m“”m apHP) =

WY (g)(H,0H). Since H? is explicit, we can compute to see that |9, (H{" — ém””maﬂHoa )<

~

M(1+t+r)~2 decays well, so we have a similar estimate as H for H; = H — Hy, and in the new
coordinates it reads

mass cov?

5w Lo~ Fa TV (N (IT. AT v v

Ou(HY” — S i HY?) = W (g) (Hy, OHy) + W s + W,
and WC”O
Section @l This also commutes well with modified Lie derivatives, since £ falling on m provides
extra decay. Then as in [I7] the following estimate holds:

where W

s are the mass and covariant error terms, which can be ignored just as in

v

Lemma 10.1. Suppose the generalized wave coordinate condition [LSE]) holds. Then

~ S Ral = s MIX (F7)
|0g- LEH: |77 + |0 hLEHL | S |OLEH [+ ) |E%Hi||5£§Hj|+m (10.1)
T+ K<)
i,j€{0,1}

where x'(s) is nonzero when 1/4 < s <1/2.

Proof. Let ﬁ{“’ HY — 2m””maﬂH “% By the property of Lie derivative, we have for the

commuting vector fields Z that

O LLAY = > chLLo,HL". (10.2)

[71<1|
Now we expand the divergence in the null frame
GLELAY = T,00 CL AP — Low ELAM 4 Y 8,05 CLAM™.
i=1,2

Notice that (EI Hy)" ~ EI H" — —m“”magﬁl H®® modulo quadratic terms, so (L', Hl)LL =
t/r[, ZH 1 plus quadratic terms. Therefore, contracting with T,, and LV respectively we get

|0g- LLH | 7 + |0 0 LLHL | < |OLLH | + |9, LL HY™ |

plus error terms. Then, using (I0.2) and the decay of error terms, we get the result. O
Proposition 10.2. Suppose the weak decay ([BI]) holds. Then

t t —
/ / (10g- LZHy 2£~7~_+|8q*t/f£IZH1|2)w’d§dT§/ / |0LLR Pu' dEdr
0 Jx, 0 Jx,

+2 4 1+ > /t( :

i o AFT

/ 0LLRY Pwdidr | . (10.3)
=,

11 Estimate of inhomogeneous terms

11.1 Einstein’s equation

h1). Mod-

Recall that the main part of the inhomogeneous term F),,, (g)((’?h1 dht) is P(3)(9,h*,d
_%m af m/w

ulo cubic terms we can consider P = P(i), and P(i)(, 0) = L1m*fx aB MP70 5
First we have

Tap 950.
P8, 0,hY) — L, L, P(9y- 1, 0,-hY)| < |01 || 01| + 9B | 0B . (11.1)
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Now expanding P in the null frame we obtain P(r,6) = —(r;7077 + m5p077)/8 — (2mapfrB —
T/i“ﬂ' '(/1“9)/4 + (SAB(QTI'AZeBZ + QFAZeBZ — FABGLZ — FZZeAB)/4. Therefore

|P(m,0) — Ps(m,0)| < (|7l z7 + [thw)|0] + |7|(10] 77 + [t£6]),
with R _ o
Ps(m,0) = —%ABOAB/Z A, B € S =1{S51,52}, where Tap = map — dapthm/2,
so clearly |Ps(m,0)| < |7|77(0]55
For higher order, the structure is well preserved thanks to the properties of Lie derivatives:
L35, (0h,9k) = S, (DL 5, Ok) + S, (9h, DL ;k), (11.2)
where S can be P or Q. Therefore

LL(Fw(@)ORY,0hY)) = 3" Fu(@)(0LLh' 0LERY) + Revbe 1,
J+K=I

and by (I we have
K2 Fu (§)(OLLR , OLERY) = L, L, P(0 LLR',0,- LERY) + K2R'™ + k2R, (11.3)

with the same P as above.
We also need to estimate the term from the spinor field. Recall from (1) that

1 — — i — —
T,uu = Z(T/JWDM/) - Dlﬂ/}'ﬁﬂ/}) + Z(Z/}'YUD,LL"/) - D,u"/)%ﬂ/})' (11'4)
Note that in this expression, we are lowering the index of v using the metric g, which is different
from 7, = Mmu3”. Then v, — Y, = Gy’ — MY’ = Gu (¥’ —7") + (G — M )¥”, so modulo

error terms we consider instead v, to 7,. Also D,y = 5#1/1 + i&wbilabz/), and the terms involing
the connection w are also with an extra factor decay. The main term then reads

i@%gﬂﬂ + 5u@%¢) + (,u “v) (11.5)

Noticing that £3%, = Z (%) + (8,2")3 = (8,2")7, is a constant multiple of 7,,, we derive the
following estimate:

Proposition 11.1. Assume the weak decay in Proposition [81 holds. Then
LLTlz2 S Y legwllockel+ Y LhvlloLEelcE G- M)l (11.6)
[T+IK|<IT] [J1]+]J2]+]J3| <1
We now look at other components. The Dirac equation reads v*D 1 = 0. If we decompose
this in the Minkowski null frame, we get

1 1
1 PrY = -5 Ppv + > yaDat,

2 .

Aes
where 75 = ﬁlwv“l}”, and similarly we can do for the conjugate equation. This means that for
the solution of Dirac equation, the expression v; D7 actually behaves like a good (tangential)

derivative. Then in view of (1), if we contract T}, with L*, then modulo error terms (e.g. from
YuL* =75 4+ (g — M) y* LY because of the notation), which can be ignored, we can always control
it by ¥ - 9.

For higher order, it is similar as we have W”DM(EA?)I 1 equal to the commutator F¢°™ ! which
is quadratic in view of (@.9). When contracting (EZZ»T) v With LFUY | we get tangential derivatives
with one exception, which is VEDL(E%)I 1. Then we can do the same decomposition for the

equation v*D,, (EA%)I Y = Fe°™ I in null frame the bad derivatives can again be controlled by good
derivatives. Therefore, we also have
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Proposition 11.2. Suppose that ¢ satisfies the Dirac equation v* D, = 0, and the weak decay
in Proposition[81] holds. Then for L ={L}, U ={L,L, 51,52}

LLTIz S D Lgllockel+ Y. ILReloLEylckG-m) (L)

[T+ KI<|1| [J1l+]J2]+] T3] <[]

11.2 Spin connection coefficients

We now consider when £z applied on the spin connection coefficients. Recall that
Bpad = §(Fa Viud) = Jap(@a)* Vi(@)” = ap(@a)*0u(@)” + s (@) T, @)

Note that £ does not interact with tetrad indices by our definition. Applying EIZ’ one can verify
that

LL(GapEa)0u(@)?) = D LL(Gap(Ea)*)0uLE @),
J+K=I

Also, recall that r f = %gﬁﬂ(é@m + 5#@,,3 — 5,3@“,). Then similarly

LL(Gap ()T, ( Z LLG 505 (8a)” @) ) OvLE Gup + OuL s Gup — DpLE Gyuv)
J+K I

For both terms, the factors with E% are clearly bounded, and the factors with [,IZf will determine
the decay properties.

This gives the estimate for general components of the spin connection. Also, if we contract
with L*, the first term becomes L derivatives; for the second term, we expand in the null frame
just like the proof of Lemma [5.2] also using the estimate in Proposition 5.}, to get the following
estimate:

Lemma 11.3. Suppose the weak decay (1)) holds. Then |ElZ~&Mb| S < |5EJZ§| Moreover,

for components in L direction we have

LA LE @) S Y 10551+ 10L 55 27
[TI<[T]
11.3 Second-order equation for spinor field

The main term on the right hand side of the second order equation of ¥ is

~ 1.
(w 81/} 7/’) #V(w# bzabav¢+ V (wvab) abw+ gwuabwuchabECdd})' (118)
We use the calculation in Section [3] to estimate the second term here. From Lemma we
know it equals —g°” R,s — O (g”’T P)(€a)p(€) 2% + (€4), Dg(’éb)pE“bw plus cubic terms. For
R,s and ﬁg(’éb)p , we use the Einstein equation to replace them, and then we again have cubic
terms. The term with I also decays well, in view of ([£3)).

Lemma 11.4. We have

CLEYI S Y locLollocksl+ S 10Chul(0LK | + 0L z7) + |RO 1)L (11.9)
I+1KI<I1] IR <]

Proof. We have already discussed the second term in (IT.8]), and the third term is clearly a cubic
term. For the first term, modulo a cubic error term, we can consider instead

LLM G S 00) = > (L2 LE 5,0 D0, L.
I+1x+13=1

Since E%lﬁl is a multiple of m, we can expand in the null frame, and use Lemma [[T.3] to get the
estimate. O
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Using the weak decay ([B1]) for the factor with less vector fields, we obtain
Proposition 11.5. We have

MIn(l4+t+7r%)\ = B =
Lpy| < c 7 1+6 *N=5190L
55 Y (e + ) 10E50] £+ 07 g0l
[JI<|1]
Fe(+ )T+ ") TE (A + ) TS (OLLRY + [0LLRY £7)
+e(+6) 721+ [g")TE (1 + ¢7) 1L (11.10)

12 Improved decay estimates of the metric and field

12.1 Decay estimates from Hormander estimate
Proposition 12.1. We have
1ZInY < Ce(+ )21+t +7)" A+ ¢)™, [I|<N -3 (12.1)
and consequently
L+t +)DZ Y + (1 +|q*)IOZ R < Ce(L+ )2 A +t+r9) " A +¢2) 77, [I| < N —4 (12.2)
Proof. The estimates for ¢* > 0 follow directly from the weak decay (B1]). We now prove the case

for ¢* < 0. Consider E%Efw = v/, + ul,,, where

x I I T 71 a1 aprl71
U UV = 0, U,ul/|t:0 = Eghuu|t:05 atv,uv|t:0 = atﬁghuu|t:05
and

x, T * I 71 1 a Al
Oy, =0 L0y, uuli=0 = Lo uuw|t=0 = 0.

By (@3] we have
O LLRY S |OFL5R" — £ (505hY)| + |5 F (@) (@', OhY)| + [L5T| + [R™** 1| + |Re* 1|
Mn(1+t+r*) ILLHL| < SO
< Z oLE ! oLLglloLk
DY < el R L > loLglloc gl

[T+ K|<[T]+1 [T+ K|<|1]
[TI<|1]

+ Z |£%w||5£lsz| + |§mass I| + |§cov I|,
[T+ K|<|1]

The error terms are easier to control and we omit the estimate. We have for |J|+|K| < [I| < N -3
that

OLL0L|di < [ 1BESH! + 10LK mol? d3
I p

< [ |0ZKh')? dz +
3t

2In(1+t+7%)?2 _
/ e*In(1 4+ +r4) 7 < 21+ 1),
g, (@4+t+7r)

and

1 1
~ —~ 2 e 3
[ eguiocsolan s ([ (zepar) ([ 0770ran) s 200
2y 3t P
The term from the commutator can also be controlled similarly, using Lemma [6.3] and Lemma [8.4]

Now applying Proposition to ufw we have

t 1 26
ul, (6, Z)|(1+t+7%) S / s+n)™ dr <e(1+1)%.

0 1+
Then also applying Lemma [T3] to vfw, using (B3] and ([84]), we get the result. O
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12.2 Improved decay estimates from generalized wave coordinate con-
dition
Using the decay we get from Proposition [2.Il we can get the improved decay estimate from our

(generalized) wave coordinate condition.

Proposition 12.2. For |[I| < N —4,
00 L5 | 27 + 09 LG HI| S e(Ut 247770 (14 )T (410D, (123)

[LLH g7 + L HL| S e(l+t+77) 7 ¥ (14 g7)7, (12.4)

Proof. The first estimate follows from (I0J). Then we integrate along J4 to get the second
estimate. O

Remark 12.3. Similarly, one can show that the same estimates hold with H, replaced by .

12.3 Improved decay estimates from the L*°-L> estimate
Proposition 12.4. For [I| < N — 5,

DLZYI S e+t )7 A+ 1g" )T +a3) (12.5)

L5l Se(t+t+r) 7 1+ g )7 # 0 (1+q2) (12.6)
Proof. Let w(q*) = (1+|¢*)2~29(1 + ¢%)®. Then by the weak decay |£I-Z~w| Se(l+t+r) o1+
l*) "2 (1 + q;)~*, we have ||211/}(T,')W||Loo([)7_) < e(1 +7)7%, so using Lemma [T4] applied to
(Eg)lw, we get

¢

(1+t+ T)|5E%¢(t,z)w(q*)| <e sup  ||A47)70pe + s/ (1+7)"dr

lg*|/4<T<t lg*|/4
£y / 1+ DD (L) o, Yl (1,
7<) e 174

Using the decay we now have and (IZ4]) for the commutator estimate (@.H), along with the estimate
in Lemma [IT.4, we obtain

~

O (22)"] S I0*(£5) " - LLOwgu)| + [LLFY)
©|LLHy| sz |LLH .
5 Z <M1n(1+t+T)+| Z 1LL+ | z 1| >|a£gw|

*)2 * *
k< A EFHEET) Ltler] - T4t

+ 2 (10CL0N0LE + L5l (Ll + 10LEG 57 ) + R |
[T+ K|<|1]

S (Lt 4+ ) 2L 4 g )TETY (L 4 gf)

Therefore we obtain
t t
/ |/4(1 + O LLp(r, V| Lo,y dT S 52/ |/4(1 +7) T A Se(1 4 |gt]) TR
q* q*

Now for every terms on the right we get at least an additional decay factor (1 + |¢*|)~?, and the
Proposition follows in view of the weight we use. For the second estimate, we again integrate along
Oq+ to get i1, O

15For the case ¢* < 0, we need to integrate to » = 0, along the direction of 9 ,*, which is different from the case
when we integrate from the light cone, since we need to get decay in g* here. One can also integrate from the light
cone, which then gives no decay in g*, but it is still enough for our problem.
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Proposition 12.5. For |I| < N — 5, we have

0LLRY 72 Se(U4t+r) T 1+ g7 ) 7120 (1 + ¢~ ™02, (12.7)

|5£{Zh1 i ,S 6(1 +t+7’*)71(1 + |q*|>71+26(1 +q:—)7min('y,2s)7 (128)
By * 14+t+7r* . .\ — min(v.2s
OLLA | Se(l+t+7)In (1+71+|q*| ) (1+ g )"+ (1 + ¢) (1,25) (12.9)

Proofv. svince (O LLhYgp] S |R°ﬁ°‘~’/”*1| + [(LLF) gyl + [(LET) 3|, contracting (IT3) with T#T
and L*UY we get
< Rtan I + Rcube I.

~

17 I
ILZF 177 + 1£5F |z
By (II6) we have
1L5T 177 S 1OLLOILE] + R T S (L4t 4+ 77) (14 g )7 (1 + ) 7>

The estimate of the commutator is very similar with the proposition above. Hence, using Lemma
74 with w(g*) = (1 + |¢*|)} 739 (1 + ¢%)™n(729) we get the first estimate. The second estimate
follows similarly using (I1.7) instead.

Now for general components, in view of ([I3)), we estimate the main term

|P(0g-LLhY, 8- LERY)| S 1OLLRY 77|0LE R 75 + (10g- LLRY 77 + |9 thL LR )|OLE B
+ [0LLR (104 LE R | 75 + |0g-thLE BY)

SEA+t+7r) 304 g )T+ )7 + (0L 77 0LE R 57,
(12.10)

and for the last term we use the estimate of |5£,IZ7L1 77, which we have just established, to get
|P(8g LLhY, 0= LERN)| S (1t +77) 72 (1 + |q7) 720 (1 4 g 72029
Also, we have for the field that

(C5Dap| S D ILLIOLE ¢+ R | S (L4t +r7) (L + g7 ) 7> (1 +a3) 7>

[T+ K| <|T]
(12.11)
The t~2 decay rate in light cone direction will give the logarithmic growth when we use Lemma
[C4, and the third estimate follows. O
Integrating along the integral curve of 94~ we obtain
Proposition 12.6. For |[I|< N —5
ICLRY Se(4t+r )" In(L+t+77) (14 [g°])° (1 + ¢ )~ ™n29), (12.12)

13 Improved Energy estimate for the system

13.1 Einstein’s equation
Commuting the equation multiplied by x with EIZ, using the definition of the commutator (@.1I),
we get
Mol 71 —1 pcom I -1 1" o (N\(a,rJt3l 3,K71 I
Oglhb, +x R =570 S £ w( D Ful@)@L4h, OLERY) + L5 T,
I'+17=I J+K=I'

cube I mass I cov I
+ R T R T R 1)
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The factor with x clearly behaves good and we can focus on the other factor. By Proposition [6.2]
we now have

t -
|OLLR Pw d'f+/ / |OLLR [Pu’ dEdr
PR 0 JX,
¢
< 8/ |OLLR |Pw dT + 12/ / \OgLER|OLLR fw dEdr
o 0 Jx,
¢
o~ -~ £ s~ B SO B
< 8/ |OLLR Pw dT + 12/ / 1+—T|acf§hl|2 +e (14 7)|0L50 Pwdidr.  (13.1)
o 0o Js,
We need to estimate the last term. From (IL3) we know that the main contributions from the

last term are from ﬁ(aq* E%?il,aq* EIZfﬁl) the commutator R7(™ I and the matter EI - We
have

LRI S > PO LLht,0-LERN S Y |0LLRY (104 LERY 77 + |0 thLE B )
1+ K <] |1+ K<)
+ (|0g- LLR | 77 + |0 hLLRM)OLE R + 0L LR | 7710L5 0 77

< sl+a) (|84 LLAY 77 + |Oge thLLRM])
~ (Lt 47128 (1 fgr|) 7 727 6T 0 T

[T+ K|<|T]

€(1+q ) min(vy,2s) 1
(T+t+r)(1+q¢*)'~ 070 (132)

using (IZ2), (I2Z3) and (I27). Then
/ / Y1+7) |£I Flwdidr < Z / |8£‘]h1|2w dzdr

[JI<|1]

// (14 7) 71901 1 |g* ) 2(DLLR P + 10y LR 2r + |0 hLLR [Py didr. (13.3)

For the commutator, by (@.4), (I2.4) and the weak decay,

) — JIT | e J 17
|I€—1Rcoml| < 5(11+q+) ! Z |£ZH1 £L |£2H1|

€ 1
T ATy 2 10LER

1<

We have

// (L+7)™ RT™ *[Fwddr S 1+T+|q I =1+ ) 2L 1| w didr
t
E ~
" L+ |g* )Y LLH, Pw dZdr
/0/2,. (1+T—|—|q*|)3—26( |q |) | = 1|

t
c pI T2, =
+/0 W/ZT |0LZh |Fw dzdr.

For this we use Lemma to see that

.y S
w T w axraTt
0 Ju, (L+7+1[g*)320 1+ |g*| 1+T+|q )2~ 2‘5(1+|q 1)?

< Y 77 ~
: /0 /2 7 g 0Lz fwdidr, (13.4)
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and

LEHZ: (4 lg)®  wdEdr e J
// T+ 1D 0+ 7+ D (1 +42) N// (8 L3z + L3R Py didr.
(13.5)

For the term involing the spinor field, we have

~ (1+ g )21 +q5) = L+ g )31+ qh)°
LT, < + oLl + LLy].
el brisr ng' A Lt |J§1I| !

Recall that we require s > ¢ and v < 1. Under this assumption

/ / L1+ 7)|LL T 2
P

wi +[L5 Lop|? dzdr

1+

¢ g ¢ g
< Ex(1)d dr. (13.6
N/O ki [ o (130

// |(9E1h1 2w’ dzdr.

|T|<N
Then term involing tangential derivatives can be absorbed by Sx(t). Combining these estimate
together, and summing (3] up all |I| < N, we get

|J|<|I|

Define

Ex(t) + Sn(t) < 8Ex(0) + /t (Ex(7) + EX () + C (1) dr. (13.7)

1+7

13.2 Second order equation of the field
Commuting the equation ([@I3) multiplied by x with EI-Z~, and using the definition ([@.2]) we get

65(22)11/] —1Rcom g _1 Z ‘Clzjmﬁlz”HFw 4 Reov I.
4T =1
By Proposition [6.2] we have
+ 12/ / 2 OIIB(L ) o didr. (13.8)

The main contribution from the last term can be estimated by

/O/E(IRff’“H S° (L) FUNIBEL ) s didt

1|<|1|
/ / W“?ﬁ 1/)|2w1 dzdr
|J|<|I|

// L1 4 ) (| Reom T2 4 S |LL PRy dEdr.

[ <|1|
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For the commutator term, using (@4) with h! replaced by v, ([23) and the weak decay we
have

*\—s J I |~ J 17
IRG™ | < e(1+4}) <|£§H1 i |LoH| )
[JI<|1]

T (L4t r) T (14 |gr)R Llg | T4t+r

€ J
+ s D 0Lyl
(L+¢+ )+ =i

Then

/ / 1 +7) 1+25|me I|2w1 dzdr

A+a)™ 5 -
LoH dzd
|J|<m// 1+T+r>3 C R i

1+T+MI1&5 Tl (147 +r7)

o1 | 0L GY Pw dzdr

Recall that wi(¢*) = w(g*)(1 + ¢;)'T2*7%7, so by Lemma [6.3] we have

A4l )P+ gh) 2 |CLH: %,
wy dzdT
(T4+7+[g*[)1=4 (1+|¢I|)

J
// (L+lgD—** 7 chcwd'fdr
(T+7+[g*[)1=4 (1 + |g*|)?

J i
</ts(1+r)85/ G L0l SR L dzdr
~Jo v, (L4 1g*)? (L + 7+ [g*) =120 (1 + [g*[)?

t
5/ e(l1+71)78 / |0y EJHl +|0£JH1|2w dzdr,
0 5,

and
t 1 (1+qi)_28 _
: CLH 2wy didr
/0/27 (1+t+7r*)3-1 (14 |g*|)3 | Z 17 w1

' 1 |LLH: ¢ 1 I
< Z wdrdr < / / e—————|0LLH Pw dZdr.
N/O /E:T€(1+t+r*)345 (1+]q*])2 ~ o Js, (1+t+r*)3*45| 7H

For the term involing F'¥, we can use (ILI0) to estimate it, and it is not hard to see terms from
there is no worse than what we get above, so we omit estimating them.

Define
Z// |8EI1/1|2w1dsz

|I|<N

Using Lemma [[0.2] and summing (I3.8)) up all |I| < N, we have

BA(0) + S3(0) < SEL(O0) + | 5 (B () + Bl dr

\J\<N
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The last term here can be bounded by CeSy (t). However, we can use the dyadic decomposition
in time to get better estimate. For fixed t € [0,T], pick K = K(t) € N such that ¢t € [2K-1 2K]
and define I}, = 21 2F] for k= 1,--- K — 1, Iy = [0,1], I = [25~1,T]. Then

t _ K _
// 05(1+7)*85|aﬁéh1|2w’d'fd7:Z// Ce2~¥*oLLh' P’ didr
0 Jx, =0’ I /=

K-—1

< Ce Y 27kGN(28) 4+ Ce278K Sy (1), (13.10)
k=0

We will use this later in this section.

13.3 Dirac equation

We commute the Dirac equation with modified vector fields. By (@.8]) the higher order equation
reads R
VyD#(Ei_li)I,l/) — [eom I.

By (I2.8)) and ([&2]) we have the decay |8g| =7 < Ce(1+1t)71, so using Proposition [6.1] we get

Leprepa <z [ @y ea [ [ S @+ e 2 vl s
>, 1+T

(13.11)
In view of (@.8), the last term can be estimated by

2 —11 F(,om[2 <// ~I 2
// = 1/J| +e (14 7)] |* dzdr 1+T L)'y

Z T 7) (5@ — @)OuLE P + L5 () o) LEVP) didr.
|J|+\K\§\I\
[K<|1]

We need to estimate the last two integrands. Recall from Proposition 1.3 that |£%Wuab| S
2o1<1] |5£JZ/§| When |K| < |J], it is equivalent to estimate

// H1+7) I(?EKwI 1CL(G - m)[? +|cEv[?|ocs |)d5d7-.

|7|+\K\<\1\
[K[<|I]/2
In e 0~ My In(1
Using ([23), ([Z6), and |LL(m° —m)| < ]{Ij‘H_T (which implies [£Z(m° — )| < W in

view of the support of given by x and the fact that f(z) = 1“7”” is decreasing when z > 3) by (@2,
the integral can be controlled by

// (L+ 1" )" (1 +q5) 72 g S +[OLLnt?
Trro M 1+ g2

M(In(1 —I—T)) M(In(1 +T))2
147 (1+7)3

EJh12
/ 1+T/ (1_|’_| |3 25+|8£ hl 2>wdzd7+// lnliWEIwaledfde

€ In(l1+7 e(In(1+4+ 7
5/0 1+TEN(T)+%E[N/2]( )+%C[N/Q](T)da (13.12)

OLE 2 + LBy didr

where [-] is the greatest integer function.
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When | K| is bigger we need more delicate estimate, since we do not have sharp decay of general
components of the metric. In view of the equivalence ([@.7]), it suffices to estimate

[ e (166 - mopiocs e + BegaPics ) ana
\J\+|K|<|I|
[1/2<| K< |1
For the first term here, we interpolate two estimates. Recall from (Z19) that
K/
L7 Yl
1+ [g*]

ApK . K
|5£§¢| < min |a£‘z“1/1|a Z
K’ |<|K|+1

)

50 [OLEG® < 3 jony<ya (L a7 ) THOLEW|ILE 9| Now since [LL(g—m)| S [LLAY +|L4 (0"~
m)|, using (I212) and [@2) we derive

// Y14 7)|LL(F — ) PIOCK g |? dadr
// ( e(1+q* 26(1n(1+r))2+51M2(1n(1+7))2)|5£1Zf¢|2d,fd7

|K|<|I| 1 14T brr
< ¥ // —(In(1+7)2(1+ |q*) T H|ILE I L5 | dadr
|K'|<|1|
|K|<|I]-1

S / / e ((1+Iq NT2RILE Y2 4 (In(1 + 7)Y oLE y? ) dzdr
1<

s L

|K|<|I]-1
K |<|1]

¢|2 dzdr + Ce*(In(1 +1))°, (13.13)

where we have used the bootstrap assumption on E (¢) for the last inequality.
For the other term, using the decay |8£J2h1| Se(l+t) tnt (14 ¢*) "0 (1+¢%) ™" and @2)
we have

e(In(1
Z // 1+T|8£ JPILE Y didr < Z // n(l+7)) |EK¢|2dxdT

|J|+| K| <|I] | K| <|1]
]/2<|K|<|1|

(13.14)
Therefore, summing up |I| < k, and using (I3.13) and (I3.14) we get

Ce Ce(In(1 +7))?

e (Ci(T) + Ex(7))+ 7 Cr_1(T)dr+Ce3(In(1+1))5. (13.15)

Ck(t> < 8Ck(0)+/t
0

13.4 Improvement of bootstrap assumptions

Define Gy (t) = Ey(t)+EL(t)+Ck(t). Then by the assumption on initial data, we have Gy (0) < 32
Adding (I37), (I3:9) with last term bounded by CeS(t), and (I316) we get

Ce Ce(lnT)?

G
1+7 k(T)+ 1+7

Gr(t) + Sk(t) + Si(t) < 2452+/t Gr_1(1)dr 4+ C*(In(1 4+ 1))°. (13.16)
0

We will use the following form of Gronwall’s inequality:
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Lemma 13.1. For T > 0 and continuous functions G, f,g: [0,T] — R such that f > 0 and g is
non-decreasing, if

G < [ 56 dr +a(0).
for all t €10,T], then
G(t) < g(t) exp(/o f(r)dr).

Now we do the induction. We want to prove that G (t) < 25¢%(1+t)°¢, where ¢, are constants,
satisfying 2¢;—1 < ¢;. For k = 0 by (I3.15) we have

Ce

3 5
1+tG0(7‘) dr + Ce*(In(1 + t))°,

Go(t) < 24e* + /
so using Gronwall’s inequality we get Go(t) < (24e% + Ce3(In(1 +¢))°)(1 + ¢)9° < 25e2(1 + t)%°
for € small enough and ¢y = 2C. Now suppose the bound holds for £ — 1. Then

Ce

T Gr(T)dr 4+ C3(1 + )% In(1 + t) + C3(In(1 + t))>.
-

t
Gp(t) < 24e* + /
0

Using again Gronwall’s inequality we get
Gr(t) < (24e® + C®)(1 + )2 1% < 25e%(1 + t)*®

as desired.

Now we have proved that Gy (t) < 25¢2(1 + t)°*¢. This improves the boostrap assumptions
on En(t) and Cn(t), once we let Cp, > 25 in the beginning and € > 0 small so that cye < 6.
Substituting the bound to the right hand side of (I3.16) we get Si(t) < Ce?(1 + t)°*¢. Using this
bound, the improved bound for Ey(t), and (I3.10) for (I3.9]) we have

t C oo
EL (1) + SL(t) < SEL(0) + / W(E}V(T) + En(r))dr + Ce3 Y 2750k k
0 k=0

2 ' Ce 1 3
S&? + o WEN(T>dT+C€7

so using Gronwall’s inequality we get Ex(t) < 822 + Ce® < Cpe? when ¢ is small. Therefore we
have improved all bootstrap assumptions, and it follows that T = oo.

Conflict of Interest The author declares that he has no conflict of interest.

A Appendix: A choice of the tetrad

We have seen that when dealing with the Dirac equation, especially in the massless case, one often
needs to estimate the contraction of the form v#9,9 (and higher order version with vector fields),
where Ly (or 0,4) has worse behavior than other derivatives of 1. Therefore, by expanding the
contraction in the null frame, we see that the behavior of the term ;0,1 is important. We are
interested in two questions:

(1) We know that v* —4* behaves like the perturbation of metric h = g—m, which is extensively
used in this work, but does the component (v — 7);, has better decay? (One can think about the
contraction H®? 000 ¢, the worst term is like Hy1,0,0,¢, and in our context H 1, indeed has better
behavior, using wave coordinate condition)

(2) Is there any special structure of the matrix 7y, so that terms involving this matrix have
better estimate? In fact, we have already used a version of this statement, when we use the Dirac
equation itself to show that the term #47,0,% can be controlled by tangential derivatives.
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We will discuss the second question in the next appendix. For the first question, in the presence
of v* we know that it depends on the tetrad we choose. We present a different choice of tetrad in
this appendix, which might improve some estimates in other situations. We will show that we are
able to control the L component of the perturbation of Gamma matrices (y — %) without using
the LL component of the metric, which is expected to be the worst component. From here we go
back to the notation in the original coordinates (R%, g).

Lemma A.1. On the region where r > t/2 and t > 1, We have [0'Z7U"| < (1 +t+ 7)1l where
Ue {L,L,Sl,SQ}.

Proof. Consider a derivative 0, operating on U*. Notice that U* does not change along the radial
direction 0, and time direction 0, so the relavant part is the angular derivative. Therefore we
have |z|0; U (t, z) = 0;UH(t,x/|z|), and writing all vector fields explicitly we get the estimate. [

Proposition A.2. Suppose that g,., = mu, + h,, satisfies |ZTh] < (1+t+ =2 for |I| < NJ2.
Then there exists a choice of tetrad {e,} satisfying the following properties, with x = x/( defined

1 |(ea) = (Ba)] < |0l

)

2. |au(€a)y| N |(9#h| +X%|h|{

3. 12" ((ea)* = (a)")] < Z|J|§|I| |Z7hl, and (8,27 (ea)"| S Z\J\gm 10,27 1| + X%|ZJh| plus
quadratic terms;

4. On the region where x( =1, d.e r>3(t+1), we have |m(eq—da, L)|+|m(eq—0a, Si)| S
Bl + O(h?).

Proof. Let a be a real number such that g(L 4+ aL, L + aL) = 0. This is equivalent to the equation

)

h@(f +2gLLa+hLL =0.

Note that gr, = —2 + hrp so its absolute value is significantly bigger than other coefficients. If

hrr = 0, then we have the unique solution a = — 2];LLLL ;if hrp # 0, then the discriminant is greater
—grLtr/9, —hiLh B )
than zero, and a = IrL ZLLAL “EEL  We take the root whose absolute value is smaller so that

a really means a perturbation, i.e.

grLL

hrrher,  grp, 1hrohpo 3 hrr o 1 9
=9y [1 o BEEMLLy o 9L JBELALLY L o3y = — L 4 O(h2) & ~hyy, + O(h2).
h%( 2, ) hﬁ( 2 g2, )+ O(h”) 291L (h*) ~ Jhee +O(h%)

The limit here as h;, — 0 coincides with the value in the first case.
Similarly we can find b such that g(L + bL,L + bL) = 0 with |b] << 1. We also have g(L +
aL,L+bL) = (1+ab)grr + ahrr + bhrr, which differs from —2 by a quadratic term. Let

(L +al), L+bL).

L=, /- 2 L=./— 2 (
(1+ab)grp+ahpp+bhrr (14-ab)grL+ahrr+bhrr

Then E,L are g-null vectors and g(Z,L) = -2

Let
T 1T LT — a b
T - %(L + L) - \/_ (1+ab)gL£+2ah£+thL (at + §L + EL)’
5 _1(7T T\ _ a b
R - %(L - L) - \/7 (1+ab)gL£+2ah@+thL (ar + §L - §L)
Then we have B B
m(T,L) = —1—a+O(h?), m(R,L)=1-a+O(h?), (A1)

and we note that a = ihLL + O(h?).
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We now define ey = 0; + X(H%l)(f1 —0), & =0;+ wix(HLl)(é — 0;), where x(s) is a smooth

cutoff function with x(s) = 1 when s < 1/2, and x(s) = 0 when s > 3/4. Then their inner products
in g read

9(€0,%) =1+ hoo + 29(0h, X(T — 1)) + O(h?),
9(€,€5) = bij + hij + 995, wix (R = 9;)) + g(wi(R — 8;),9;) + O(h?).

—

The set {€,} is not an orthonormal frame yet, and we now do a Gram-Schmidt orthogonaliztion
to this set, just like the process in Lemma [5.Il This will result in a modification comparable with
huv, possibly with coefficients x(;47), w; and components of Sy, Sz (we call these coeffecients of
power 0), plus quadratic terms. We denote the orthonormal frame we get by {e,}. Then clearly
we have |ef — (0,)"] < et — el| + [(€a)* — (0a)"] < || + O(h?) < |h|, where we use the decay
assumption for the last inequality.

For derivatives we have

au(ea)y = au((ea) —(€a))” + au(ga)y-

For the second term, in view of the definition of €,, the derivative may fall on x/( or w;, which

=1)

leads to %_H x' and % X respectively, or the vector field T and E, i.e. fall on terms like Ay, modulo
quadratic terms. So also using d,U” ~ % when r > ¢/10 from Lemma [A] we have the second
term controlled by [9,h| + [£h| 4 O(h - Oh). For the first term, the analysis are almost same using
those expressions of inner products (A.2)).

The case for applying vector fields also follows, once we recall that |07 Z7U”| < =!Il on the
support of x, by Lemma [AJl Note that when the partial derivative d,, falls on h, the direction of
the derivative is preserved. Therefore the first three statement holds. _

Moreover, in the region where X(HLl) =1, we have ey =T, € = 0; + w; R, s0
(A.3)

In view of the expression after the Gram-Schmidt process (Lemma [B.1]), we know that e, — €,
hence m(e, — €4, L), equals a combination of SU components of h (S € S, U € U), with product
of coefficients of order 0, plus terms of type O(h?).

Also we have m(éy—dy, L) = —a+O(h?) & —1h,,+O(h?), and m(€;—8;, L) = —w;a+O(h?) ~
—%wihLL + O(h?). Therefore

Im(eq — 0o, L)| < |m(eq — 0, L) + [m(E0 — 00, D) < Y [Bl7u + [BI%,
TeT,UelU

and similar estimates holds if we change L to Sy, S2. Hence the last estimate follows. O

Remark A.3. From this we can prove the control of 77 — % when i %:

e =3l S [hlru + K% (A.4)
B Appendix: A spacetime integral estimate from Dirac equa-
tion

We discuss the second question, and we will see that for Dirac equation (flat or curved one with
the metric satisfying the assumptions below), one can derive the estimate of a spacetime integral
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term involing 7. This can be viewed as an analogue of the spacetime integral we get from the
weighted energy estimate of the wave equation in Proposition
Consider the Dirac equation in a curved background spacetime (R*, g):

Y Dytp + imap = F,

where the metric g satisfies the decay

(L+1g) 7 |+ 10h!] < Ce(L+ )% (1 +]a) 7%, |Oh!| < Ce(1+4)7F (B-1)
[ e < Ce(1+1)7H (1 + Ja))? (B-2)
with g = mu, + h?w + hfw, and hg = X(ﬁ)%@w- We note that these bounds hold for the

solution of Einstein vacuum equation in wave coordinates (and for some coupled system, e.g.
massless Einstein-Maxwell-Klein-Gordon [17]). This gives |y* — 3| < Ce(141)"3(1 + |g|)? if we
choose the tetrad as in Proposition 5] or as in Appendix [Al

We consider a weight function w = w(q) with w’(¢) < 0, and w'(q) < (1 + |q|)~tw(q). Again
by Corollary X7l we have V,,(Yy#1) = ¥ F + F1, which implies in our coordinates 9, (yy*¢)) =
YF +Fip—T 4 p“ﬂfypw. Then adding the weight to the estimate we have

O (w(@)py"v) = w(@)(WF + Fy) + w'(q)dyre — w(q)T,, 0y,

where v, 1= my, LF'y”.
We put the center value (which corresponds to 71,) of the second term on the right hand side
to the left, and integrate on the spacetime region between two time slices to get

/E )iy + /0 /E (! () dadr = /E ()i -

t
+ / / w(q)TF + Fp — T, TP + 0 (@B — 3*)Lap ddr.
0o Jx,

We now show that the spacetime term on the left hand side is nonnegative. Recall that we

have w'(¢q) > 0.
Lemma B.1. The matriz 7%y, = (31)'7°

defined.
Proof. Recall that L = d; + 8,, so y, = "L, = —7° + w;¥* we have

is semi-negative definite at every point where L is

1 0 0 0 -1 0 w3 w1 — iCUQ
0= 0 1 0 0 0 -1 w1 + iWQ —W3
=10 0o -1 o0 —wy —wy + iws 1 0 :
00 0 -1 —Wy — 1w w 0 1
P ’ (B.4)
-1 0 w3 w1 — W2

_ 0 -1 w1 + w2 —w3

o w3 w1 — ’iwg -1 0 ’
w1 + twa —ws3 0 -1

and it is straightforward to verify that 5°y, = (J1)74°. It remains to compute all possible principal
minors by linear algebra ([34], [31, Page 566]). We do not need to compute the 4 x 4 determinant
since we know it is zero from the following observation:

i = (¥ Lu) (3" Ly) = 33" LuLy = —m* L, L, = 0.
For remaining principal minors, we just compute one of them (Row 1,3,4) since others are
similar:

-1 w3 w1 77:(&)2
ws -1 0 = —1(1 —w}) + (w1 +iws) (w1 — iws) = —1 4+ w? 4+ w3 + w3 = 0.
w1 +iCU2 0 -1
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From this we know that —¥r1 = 1(—7°1)¢ > 0 for every spinor field 1) which takes value
in C*.

Theorem B.2. Suppose v is a solution of the equation v*D ¢ + imyp = F, and vanishes at
infinity. Assume the background metric g satisfies the assumption (BI), (B2), then

t
|w|2wd9?+// (—%Lw)w'dfc'dfgz/ [Y|?w dz
N 0 JX, 2o

! Ce - . -
+2/0 /ET (1+T|¢| +|¢F|+|F¢|)wdmdr (B.5)

Proof. We use (B.3). Notice that

Fup# = %g‘“’(@#gm, + Opguv — Ovgup) = %g“’japgw,
so we have the estimate [T, /Yy°y| < |0gl[YLe| + 10gl[¢]* + [v* — 53#1|0g|[|*. We can absorb
the first term on the right hand side using the spacetime integral we have just got on the left hand
side. For the last term here, we pick the tetrad in Appendix [A] and we have one extra factor of
decay.

We still need to deal with the last integrand in (B.3). In view of the control we derived
in Appendix [ we have |(v* — )L, < |hl7u + O(h?) < e(1+6)~'(1 + |¢|)=, so using also
w'(q) S (1+|q])~tw(q) we get the estimate. O
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