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Global stability of Minkowski spacetime for a spin-1/2 field

Xuantao Chen

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 case1

Rµν −
1

2
Rgµν = Tµν ,

γµDµψ = 0.

The system involves a dynamic Lorentzian metric g and its interaction with a Dirac spinor field ψ
taking value in C4. The system here is coordinate covariant, and the Dirac equation is also locally
Lorentz covariant. The 4 × 4 Gamma matrices γµ and the covariant derivative Dµ are defined to
be compatible with these covariances.

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

S[ψ, eµa] = Sgrav[e
µ
a] + SM [ψ, eµa] =

∫
R | det(eaµ)| dx+

∫
i

2
(ψγµDµψ −Dµψγ

µψ) | det(eaµ)| dx.

The energy-momentum tensor is determined by T aµ =
1

| det(eaµ)|
δSM
δeµa

and we have the formula

for it on-shell :

Tµν =
i

4
(ψγµDνψ −Dνψγµψ) +

i

4
(ψγνDµψ −Dµψγνψ), (1.1)

which can be shown to be covariantly constant, i.e.∇µTµν = 0, where∇ is the standard Levi-Civita
connection.

1We use the Einstein summation convention. The Greek indices α, β, µ, ν, · · · = 0, 1, 2, 3, and Latin indices
i, j, k, ℓ, · · · = 1, 2, 3.
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The Einstein equation is coordinate covariant and one can impose coordinate conditions. In
wave (harmonic) coordinates (�gx

µ = 0), the equation can be written as a system of quasilinear
wave equations:

�̃ggµν = Fµν(g)(∂g, ∂g) + Tµν −
1

2
gµνtrgT,

where �̃g = gαβ∂α∂β is the reduced wave operator. In the vaccum case, i.e. Tµν = 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 [19], 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−1 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 ln r, 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 [17] proved the global stability of the Minkowski solution for the system
coupled with Einstein’s equation.

The Dirac equation in Minkowski spacetime, γ̄µ∂µψ + imψ = 0, is originally derived to be a
relativistic generalization of Schrödinger 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 solution2, 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 6= 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.
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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 (Σ, g) and a second fundamental form kij , and the solution is a 4-dim Lorentzian manifold
(M, g) with an embedding Σ ⊂ M, with g being the restriction of g on Σ and k the second
fundamental form of Σ in M.

For the Einstein-Dirac system the initial data is a set (gij , kij , ψ0). We define the initial value
on {t = 0} compatible with the wave coordinate condition:

gij |t=0 = gij , g00|t=0 = −a2, g0i|t=0 = 0, ψ|t=0 = ψ0

∂tgij |t=0 = −2akij , ∂tg00|t=0 = 2a3gijkij ,

∂tg0ℓ|t=0 = a2gij∂jgiℓ −
1

2
a2gij∂ℓgij − a∂ℓa.

Here a2 = 1 − M
r χ(r), where χ is a smooth function taking value between 0 and 1, with χ(s) = 1

when s > 3/4, and χ(s) = 0 when s < 1/2. By the construction the wave coordinate condition3

gαβ∂βgαµ =
1

2
gαβ∂µgαβ (1.2)

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

�̃ggµν = Fµν(g)(∂g, ∂g) + Tµν −
1

2
trgTgµν. (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 , ψ0) needs to satisfy constraint equations:

R+ gijgℓm(kijkℓm − kiℓkjm) = Tµνn
µnν , (1.4)

∇i(g
jℓkjℓ)− gjℓ∇ℓkij = Tµin

µ, (1.5)

where ∇ is the Levi-Civita connection on (Σ, gij), T is the energy momentum tensor, and n is the
future-oriented unit normal vector to Σ. Note that the right hand side can be determined only
using gij , kij and ψ0, as we will see after formulating the Dirac equation in curved spacetime.

The proof of the local wellposedness of the Einstein vacuum equation in [14] 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 3 and 5.

1.1.2 Main result

Suppose that Σ is diffeomorphic to R3, and there is a global coordinate chart on Σ such that g
is close to the Euclidean metric. Consider the initial data hij = gij − δij satisfies the asymptotic
expansion:

hij =
M

r
δij + o(r−1−γ), kij = o(r−2−γ), as r → ∞

for some M > 0 and 0 < γ < 1. We decompose the metric to separate the Schwarzschild part4

gµν = mµν + hµν = mµν + h0µν + h1µν , where h0µν = χ( r
t+1 )

M
r δµν , (1.6)

3It is straightforward to verify that this is equivalent with the condition �gxµ = 0.
4We use m to denote both the Minkowski metric and the mass in Dirac equation, as it is not hard to distinguish

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

gµν = mµν +Hµν = mµν +Hµν
0 +Hµν

1 , where Hµν
0 = χ( r

t+1 )
M
r δ

µν . (1.7)

For initial data, we also do the decomposition g = δ + h
0
+ h

1
, where h

0

ij = χ(r)Mr δij . We define
the weighted norm for the initial data (gij , kij , ψ0):

EN (0) =
∑

|I|≤N

(
||(1 + r)

1
2
+γ+|I|∇∇I

h
1||2L2 + ||(1 + r)

1
2
+γ+|I|∇I

k||2L2

)
, (1.8)

E1
N (0) =

∑

|I|≤N
||(1 + r)1+s+|I|∇∇I

ψ0||2L2 + ||ψ0||2L2 . (1.9)

Here 0 < γ < 1, s > 0, and ∇ is the Levi-Civita connection associated with gij .

Theorem 1.1. The initial value problem of the Einstein-Dirac system is wellposed, i.e. for a set
of initial data satisfying the constraint equations and with enough regularity, there exists a unique
maximal development5. The Einstein-massless Dirac system admits a global solution, provided that
the initial data also satisfies the smallness condition EN (0)+ E1

N(0)+M ≤ ε for some N ≥ 9, with
ε smaller than a small number ε0. Moreover, there is a coordinate system (t, x̃1, x̃2, x̃3) such that
the solution satisfies the following decay estimates, for some small δ > 0: 6

|∂̃Z̃I h̃1| . ε(1 + t+ r∗)−1 ln

(
1 + t+ r∗

1 + |q∗|

)
(1 + |q∗|)−1+2δ(1 + q∗+)

−min(γ,2s), |I| ≤ N − 5, (1.10)

|Z̃Iψ| . ε(1 + t+ r∗)−1(1 + |q∗|)− 1
2
+δ(1 + q∗+)

−s, |I| ≤ N − 5, (1.11)

where r∗ =
√
x̃21 + x̃22 + x̃23, q

∗ = r∗ − t, q∗+ = max{q∗, 0}, and Z̃ ∈ {∂̃µ, Ω̃ij = x̃i∂̃j − x̃j ∂̃i, Ω̃0i =

t∂̃i+ x̃i∂̃t, S̃ = t∂̃t+ x̃i∂̃i}, 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 = ∂t + ∂r and spherically tangential direction S1, S2, as they are expected to decay much
better along the light cone, and the derivative in L = −2∂q = ∂t − ∂r decays less. Then the main
contribution from the inhomogeneous term of the reduced Einstein equation is LµLνP (∂qh, ∂qh),
where P (π, θ) = 1

4m
αβπαβm

ρσθρσ − 1
2m

αβmρσπαρθβσ. The asymptotic system then reads

(∂t + ∂r)∂qDµν = HLL∂
2
qDµν −

1

4r
LµLνP (∂qD, ∂qD), (1.12)

where Dµν = rhµν = r(gµν − mµν). We now first consider DTU , where T ∈ {L, S1, S2} is
tangential and U is not necessarily tangential. Using LµLνT

µUν = 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 ≤ CB. We will also often use C to

represent the existence of such constant, whose value may vary in different cases.
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∂t+∂r−HLL∂q direction (note that HLL is small as we will see that its leading behavior is −2M/r)
to get ∂qDTU ∼ const, so hTU ∼ t−1 along the light cone.

For the remaining component, we need the identifications ∂qDLT ∼ 0 and ∂q /trD ∼ 0, derived
from the wave coordinate condition, by contracting (1.2) with T and L respectively, where T is a
tangential vector, and /tr is the trace on the sphere. Then expanding P (∂qD, ∂qD) in the null frame
{L,L, S1, S2} we have P (∂qD, ∂qD) ∼ 1

4∂qDLL∂qDLL+ ∂qDTT ∂qDTT . Here the only components
we do not know is ∂qDLL, and we have ∂qDLL ∼ 0 so this is not a problem. Then integrating
the equation we get a logarithmic growth of ∂qDLL, and get hLL ∼ t−1 ln t. 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 Λ

ψ → S(Λ)ψ,

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 µa } 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:

Dµψ = ∂µψ − 1

4
ωµabΣ

abψ.

Here ωµab = g(ea,∇µeb) is the spin connection 1-form with ∇ being the Levi-Civita connection
associated with the metric g, and Σab 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 ψ produces new
terms on the right hand side of the Einstein equation, where first-order derivatives of ψ appear.
This is undesirable, as the Dirac equation itself does not give good control of the derivative of
ψ. 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 γ̄µ∂µψ + imψ = 0, we can apply the Dirac
operator γ̄µ∂µ again to get

∂µ∂µψ −m2ψ = 0.

This means that the components of ψ, 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:

[Dµ, Dν ]ψ = −1

4
Rµνσδγ

σγδψ.

But still, by the anti-commutation relation of our adpated Gamma matrices γµγν+γνγµ = −2gµνI
one can show that

γµDµ(γ
νDνψ) = −DµDµψ +

1

4
Rψ.

As we shall see, this gives a quasilinear hyperbolic equation for ψ, where we have the estimate
for the derivative of ψ. 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.
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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)µ − (∂a)
µ| . |h|, |∂(ea)| . |∂h|, |Z(ea)| . |Zh|,

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 ψ

DµDµψ −m2ψ =
1

4
Rψ.

When the metric g and the field ψ solve our system, we have R = −mψψ, so the term 1
4Rψ is a

cubic term. While the equation looks nice, we need to take into consideration the behavior of the
connection term. Recall we have Dµ = ∇µ +Ωµ = ∇µ − 1

4ωµabΣ
ab for Dirac spinor field. Moving

all terms involving the connection to the right hand side, we get

gµν∇µ∇νψ −m2ψ = −gµν(∇µΩν)ψ − 2gµνΩµ∂νψ − gµνΩµΩνψ +
1

4
Rψ.

We note that Σab are constant matrices, and the spin connection term ωµab = g(ea,∇µeb) 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

gµν∇µωνab = gµνg(ea,∇µ∇νeb) + lower order terms (l.o.t.).

There is a covariant wave operator on eb, and we have

gµν∇µ∇ν(eb)
α = �̃g(eb)

α + gµν(∂µΓ
α

νρ )(eb)
ρ + l.o.t.

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

∂µΓ
α

νρ = ∂ρΓ
α

µν +Rρµν
α + l.o.t.

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

gµν∂ρΓ
α

µν = ∂ρ(g
µνΓ α

µν ) + l.o.t = 0 + l.o.t.

where we used the wave coordinate condition gµνΓ α
µν = 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 term7. 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 ψ:

�̃gψ = gµνΩµ∂νψ + cubic terms.

7We remark that a similar idea was used in [2] decades ago in different notations.
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We again ignore tangential derivatives, so by expanding in the null frame {L,L, S1, S2} we can
focus on the term ΩLLψ. For this we find that ωLab = g(ea, L

µ∇µeb) = gαβ(ea)
αL(eb)

β +
gαβ(ea)

αLµΓ β
µν (eb)

ν . 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

LµΓ β
µν gαβ =

1

2
(Lgνα + ∂νgLα − ∂αgLν).

The worst term possible from this expression is LgLL. 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
LgLT , 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 ψ reads (∂t + ∂r −HLL∂q)∂q(rψ) = 0, and we get ∂q(rψ) ∼ const and
ψ ∼ 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:

(∂t + ∂r −HLL∂q)∂qDµν = − 1
4rLµLν(

1
4∂qDLL · ∂qDLL + ∂qDTT · ∂qDTT )

− 1
2r Im (LνΨγ̄µ∂qΨ+ LµΨγ̄ν∂qΨ),

where Dµν = rhµν , Ψ = rψ. In this case, the right hand side is no longer zero when we contract
the equation with T µUν , 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 hTU 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]8: we see that the right hand side is still zero when we contract
it with T µT ν , which gives hTT ∼ t−1 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 γ̄L∂qψ is equal to a sum of tangential
derivatives, which means that the asymptotic inhomogeneous term is also zero if we contract it
with LµLν , so we also have hLL ∼ 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:

∫

Σt

|∂φ|2w+
∫ t

0

∫

Στ

|∂φ|2w′ ≤ 8

∫

Σ0

|∂φ|2w+
∫ t

0

∫

Στ

Cε

1 + τ
|∂φ|2w+16

∫ t

0

∫

Στ

|�̃gφ||∂tφ|w, (1.13)

where Σt = {t = const}, ∂ denotes tangential derivatives, and the weight function

w(q) =

{
1 + (1 + |q|)−2µ, q < 0,

1 + (1 + |q|)1+2γ , q > 0,

with 0 < µ ≤ 1/2, 0 < γ < 1, and q = r − t. This is a generalization of the energy estimate
associated with the multiplier ∂t 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 = {∂µ, Ωij = xi∂j − xj∂i, Ω0i = t∂i + xi∂t, S = t∂t + xi∂i}

By commuting these vector fields with the wave operator, one can establish control of higher order
energies

∫
|∂ZIφ|2 dx. We will apply this to the reduced Einstein equation, and the quasilinear wave

8In [25, 26], the term ∂qDTT ·∂qDTT is written as ∂qDTU ·∂qDTU , and the identification ∂q /trD ∼ 0 is not used.
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equation of ψ (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 q, 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
ψ · ∂ψ on the right hand side of the Einstein equation. As ψ exhibits worse behavior than ∂ψ
in the interior, one needs to use estimates stronger than the standard energy estimate: even
if the higher order energy

∫
|∂ZIψ|2 dx is bounded, the Klainerman-Sobolev inequality only gives

|∂ψ| ≤ Cε(1+t+r)−1(1+|q|)− 1
2 , so integrating along q direction we get |ψ| ≤ Cε(1+t+r)−1(1+|q|) 1

2

which is not good. The Hörmander estimate (Proposition 7.2) can help improve the interior
behavior, but still in our context we can only get |ψ| ≤ Cε(1 + t)δ(1 + t+ r)−1. 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 L2 norm of ψ.
Moreover, from [1] we know that the modified vector fields Ω̂µν = Ωµν − 1

2 γ̄µγ̄ν commute well with
the Dirac operator. In the massless case, the equation also commutes well with the scaling vector
field S = xα∂α, so we can also use the vector-field method in this case.

We try to establish here an estimate for L2 norm in curved case. We make use of the identity

∇µ(ψγ
µψ) = γµDµψψ + ψγµDµψ.

The connection term on the left produces a term like Γ µ
µν ψγ

νψ. 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−1 decay. To solve this issue, we make use of the
special structure here:

|Γ µ
µν | = |1

2
gµρ∂νhµρ| . |∂ /trh|+ |∂h|LL + |h||∂h|.

These terms can be controlled, among which |∂h|LL is saved by our observation above, where we
pointed out that hLL ∼ t−1 near the light cone. In this way, we establish the following L2 estimate:

∫

Σt

|ψ|2 dx ≤ 2

∫

Σ0

|ψ|2 dx+ 4

∫ t

0

∫

Στ

(
Cε

1 + τ
|ψ|2 + |ψ||γµDµψ|

)
dxdτ.

This L2 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 ψ, to
get improved behavior of ∂ψ. However, for the reason above, we need more decay in q = r − t
direction, in addition to the improved decay in the direction of light cone. Therefore, we need to
add q-weight in this process9. 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 q < 0 by deriving the L2 estimate of ψ, and the one in the
exterior q > 0 by including the weight in the L2 estimate of ∂ψ.
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�φ = 1
r (∂t + ∂r)(∂t − ∂r)(rφ) plus angular derivatives, so any function of q remains unchanged

along the integral curve of ∂t + ∂r. But in our case, as we can see from the asymptotic system
(1.12), we will get a new term from

(∂t + ∂r −HLL∂q)w(q)∂q(rφ) = w(q)(∂t + ∂r −HLL∂q)∂q(rφ) −HLLw
′(q)∂q(rφ),

if we want to insert a weight function w(q). Here the leading behavior of HLL is determined by
the Schwarzschild part, which only decays like r−1, so we get ∂q(rφ) 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 q-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
∂t + ∂r −HLL∂q. The leading behavior of HLL is contributed by the Schwarzschild part:

HLL ∼ −M
r
δLL + o(r−1−γ) ∼ −2M

r
.

Motivated by this, Lindblad [23] made a change of coordinates r∗ = r +M ln r 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 �̃g̃ = g̃µν ∂̃µ∂̃ν is much more close to the linear wave

operator in our new coordinates �∗ = m̂µν ∂̃µ∂̃ν . In this way, we are able to resolve the problem
of q-weight above. Additionally, as in [17], 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 L2 norm of ψ itself. The modified vector fields commute well with the Minkowski part,
i.e. the flat Dirac operator γ̄µ∂µ. 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 gµν∂µ∂νψ, and we can use the contraction structure along with wave
coordinate condition to estimate, while here the counterpart is from the difference between γµ and
γ̄µ, 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 gαβ(φ)∂α∂βφ = 0 is studied.

Indeed, the commutator for the curved Dirac equation looks like

[ẐI , γµDµ]ψ ≈ ZJ(γµ − γ̄µ)∂µZ
Kψ + other terms,

where |K| < |I|, and the case where |J | ≤ |K| looks problematic, as the term ZJ(γµ−γ̄µ) behaves
like ZJh, which does not have sharp decay t−1 (recall we get h ∼ t−1 ln t from the asymptotic
system), so the standard way will produce a term like

∑

|I′|≤|I|

∫∫
ln t

1 + t

1

(1 + |q|)1−δ |Z
I′ψ|2 dxdt

on the right hand side of the estimate, for some small δ > 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
ψ, we also have the estimate of

∫
|∂ZIψ|2 dx, 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 q-decay loss
in the decay |ZIh| . ε(1 + t)−1(1 + |q|)δ, so what we can get is

∫∫
ε(1 + t)−1 ln t (1 + |q|)δ |∂ZKψ|2 dxdt

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 |∂ZKψ| . (1+|q|)−1

∑
|K′|≤|K|+1 |ZK

′

ψ|

9



we have

|ZIh||∂ZKψ|2 . ε(1 + t)−1 ln t(1 + |q|)δ( 1

1 + |q| |Z
K′

ψ|)|∂ZKψ|

. ε(1 + t)−1 1

(1 + |q|)2−2δ
|ZK′

ψ|2 + ε(1 + t)−1(ln t)2|∂ZKψ|2,

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 ψ, in this case we get the equation with an additional term m2ψ, which makes it a Klein-Gordon
equation. Note that unlike the energy estimate of wave equation, where we can only control ∂ψ,
the estimate of the Klein-Gordon equation directly gives the control of ψ (more precisely, m−1ψ).
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 m2). 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. mµν = 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 hµν = gµν −mµν and Hαβ = gαβ −mαβ, where gαβ is the
inverse matrix of gµν .

We use the notation ψ† to represent the standard conjugate transpose. We will define the
spinor conjugate ψ later.

2.1 Levi-Civita connection, Riemann curvature tensor

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

∇µT
α1α2···αs

β1β2···βr
= ∂µT

α1α2···αs

β1β2···βr
+ Γ α1

µν T ν α2···αs

β1β2···βr
+ · · ·+ Γ αs

µν Tα1α2···ν
β1β2···βr

− Γ ν
µβ1

Tα1α2···αs

ν β2···βr

− · · · − Γ ν
µβr

Tα1α2···αs

β1β2··· ν . (2.1)

Here the Christoffel symbol is given by the formula

Γ ρ
µν =

1

2
gλρ(∂µgνλ + ∂νgλµ − ∂λgµν). (2.2)

The Riemann curvature tensor is defined as the (1,3)-tensor R such that

∇µ∇νvρ −∇ν∇µvρ = R λ
µνρ vλ, (2.3)

or equivalently using vector fields

∇µ∇νX
ρ −∇ν∇µX

ρ = −R ρ
µνλ X

λ. (2.4)
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The Ricci curvature is defined by contraction: Rµν = R ρ
µρν . Now contracting with the metric g

again we get the scalar curvature R = gµνRµν .
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 Rµνρσ = −Rνµρσ, Rµνρσ = Rρσµν , and the first Bianchi identity:
Rµνρσ +Rµρσν +Rµσνρ = 0.

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

Rµσν
ρ = −∂µΓ ρ

σν + ∂σΓ
ρ

µν − Γ ρ
µλ Γ λ

σν + Γ ρ
σλ Γ λ

µν . (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
[7], [6], [33].

The Gamma matrices in Minkowski spacetime mµν = diag(−1, 1, 1, 1) reads

γ̄0 =




1 0 0 0
0 1 0 0
0 0 −1 0
0 0 0 −1


 , γ̄1 =




0 0 0 1
0 0 1 0
0 −1 0 0
−1 0 0 0


 ,

γ̄2 =




0 0 0 −i
0 0 i 0
0 i 0 0
−i 0 0 0


 , γ̄3 =




0 0 1 0
0 0 0 −1
−1 0 0 0
0 1 0 0


 .

They are chosen to satisfy the anticommutation relation

γ̄µγ̄ν + γ̄ν γ̄µ = −2mµνI, (2.6)

where I is the 4× 4 identity matrix.
By a Dirac spinor field in Minkowski spacetime we mean a field ψ taking value in C4, which

transforms in a special way under Lorentz transformation Λ by ψ → S(Λ)ψ, where S(εµν) =
− 1

4Σ
µνεµν for infinitesimal Lorentz transformation εµν with Σµν = 1

2 [γ̄
µ, γ̄ν ], hence giving a rep-

resentation of the Lorentz group SO(1, 3) 10, called spin representation.
The Gamma matrices transform under the Lorentz transformation Λ ν

µ as

γ̄µ → S(Λ)γ̄µS(Λ)−1Λ ν
µ = γ̄ν ,

where the equality can be verified by recalling the definition of S, and commuting Gamma matrices
with Σµν , using (2.6). In particular, γ̄µ does not transform like a 4-vector.

The adjoint spinor of ψ is defined by ψ = ψ†γ̄0. 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 ψ, the adjoint spinor ψ transforms under the Lorentz transformation
as ψ → ψ S(Λ)−1, as one can verify for the generator that γ̄0Σµν γ̄0 = −Σµν simply using (2.6).
Combining this together, it is easy to see that ψγ̄µψ is a 4-vector, and ψψ 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 {ea} we mean a field of orthonormal frame in our
Lorentzian spacetime, i.e. a set of vector fields satisfying gµν(ea)

µ(eb)
ν = mab. 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 Λ(x)
by

ψ(x) → S(Λ(x))ψ(x).

We often write the tetrad as eµa, and ea = eµa∂µ. 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 ea = eaµdx

µ and often write
it simply as eaµ.

For a vector field Xµ we can define its flat components Xa = Xµeaµ. Similarly, we can also
get curved components from the flat ones.

For the Levi-Civita connection ∇, 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

ωµab = g(ea,∇µeb) = eνa(∂µe
ν
b + Γ ν

µρ e
ρ
b), (2.7)

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

Dµv
a = ∂µv

a + ω a
µ bv

b.

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:

DµT
a
ν = ∂µT

a
ν − Γµν

ρ T aρ + ω a
µ b T

b
µ.

Lemma 2.2 (tetrad postulate). The tetrad vector fields are covariantly constant, i.e.

Dνe
µ
b = ∇νe

µ
b − ω a

ν b e
µ
a = 0. (2.8)

Proof. By the definition of spin connection and (ea)µ(ea)
ν = δνµ we have

Dνe
µ
b = ∇ν(eb)

µ − (ea)ρ∇ν(eb)
ρ(ea)

ν = ∇µ(eb)
µ − δνρ∇ν(eb)

ρ = 0.

The curved Gamma matrices are defined using the tetrad: γµ = γ̄aeµa, and we clearly have a
similar relation with the metric:

γµγν + γνγµ = −2gµνI. (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 representation11

Dµψ = ∂µψ − 1

4
ωµabΣ

abψ. (2.10)

Here Σab = 1
2 (γ̄

aγ̄b− γ̄bγ̄a) just as the Minkowski case, i.e. under an infinitesimal Lorentz transfor-
mation εab, the spinor ψ transforms as ψ → (1− 1

4εabΣ
ab)ψ. One can verify D is covariant under

both coordinate transformation and local Lorentz transformations (see for instance [4], [39]).
For simplicity we denote Ωµ = − 1

4ωµabΣ
ab, so Dµψ = ∂µψ+Ωµψ. For adjoint spinor ψ = ψ†γ̄0,

the covariant derivative reads
Dµψ = ∂µψ − ψΩµ.

We will need some identities involing Gamma matrices, which we in fact have used some in the
discussion for the case in Minkowski spacetime.

11The form depends on the choice of the sign convention and Gamma matrices. See [10] for the effects of the
choices.
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Lemma 2.3. We have for the commutator of the generator of spinor representation:

[Σab,Σcd] = 2(macΣbd −madΣbc +mbdΣac −mbcΣad). (2.11)

Proof. Using the identity (2.6) twice we have γ̄aγ̄bγ̄c = γ̄bγ̄cγ̄a − 2mabγ̄c + 2macγ̄b. Use this
identity twice we get

γ̄aγ̄bγ̄cγ̄d = γ̄a(γ̄cγ̄dγ̄b − 2mbcγ̄d + 2mbdγ̄c) = γ̄cγ̄dγ̄aγ̄b + (−2macγ̄d + 2madγ̄c)γ̄b

+ γ̄a(−2mbcγ̄d + 2mbdγ̄c).

Interchanging (a, b) and (c, d) we get

γ̄cγ̄dγ̄aγ̄b = γ̄aγ̄bγ̄cγ̄d + (−2mcaγ̄b + 2mcbγ̄a)γ̄d + γ̄c(−2mdaγ̄b + 2mdbγ̄a).

Taking the difference of two equations and dividing it by 2 we get

γ̄aγ̄bγ̄cγ̄d − γ̄cγ̄dγ̄aγ̄b = 2(macΣbd −madΣbc +mbdΣac −mbcΣad). (2.12)

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

Lemma 2.4. We have γ̄0(γ̄a)†γ̄0 = γ̄a, so γ̄0(γµ)†γ̄µ = γµ, and γ̄0Ω†
µγ̄

0 = −Ωµ.

Proof. Using (2.6), (γ̄0)† = γ̄0 and (γ̄i)† = −γ̄i we have γ̄0(γ̄a)†γ̄0 = γ̄a. The second relation
follows as we can similarly show that γ̄0(Σab)†γ̄0 = −Σab.

As a corollary, one can prove from this that Dµψ = Dµψ, and the spinor conjugate of γµDµψ
reads

γµDµψ = (Dµψ)
†(γµ)†γ̄0 = (Dµψ)

†γ̄0γ̄0(γµ)†γ̄0 = Dµψγ
µ = Dµψγ

µ, (2.13)

so we get the adjoint equation of Dirac equation: Dµψγ
µ − imψ = 0.

Remark 2.5. We can now show that the right hand side Tµνn
µnν , Tµin

µ on the constraint equations
(1.4), (1.5) can be determined by the initial data set (gij , kij , ψ0). 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 Tµν is a (0, 2)-tensor, meaning that it is invariant under the choice of orthonormal frame
on (Σ, gij), which forms a tetrad together with n. Now given an orthonormal basis {e1, e2, e3} with

respect to g on the initial hypersurface, the Dirac equation can be written as γ̄0Dnψ + γ̄iDeiψ +
imψ = 0, so we have

Dnψ = −(γ̄0)−1γ̄i(∂eiψ − 1

4
g(ea,∇eieb)Σ

abψ)− i(γ̄0)−1mψ, (2.14)

the term g(ea,∇eieb) can be determined by gij and kij , which is the situation we want. The
conjugate term is similar. We also have γµn

µ = −γ̄0, 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]

Dνγ
µ = ∇νγ

µ +Ωνγ
µ − γµΩν .

Here ∇ only interacts with the index on γµ as a tensor (curved) index.
Similar with the Minkowski case, while γµ is not a 4-vector, we have ψ1γ

µψ2 a 4-vector, and
ψ1ψ2 is a scalar. Also, γµDµψ is again a spinor. It is easy to verify the following Leibniz rules:

∇ν(ψ1γ
µψ2) = (∂νψ1)γ

µψ2 + ψ1(∇νγ
µ)ψ2 + ψ1γ

µ∂νψ2

= (∂νψ1 − ψ1Ων)γ
µψ2 + ψ1(∇νγ

µ +Ωνγ
µ − γµΩν)ψ2 + ψ1γ

µ(∂νψ2 +Ωνψ2)

= (Dνψ1)γ
µψ2 + ψ1(Dνγ

µ)ψ2 + ψ1γ
µDνψ2,

(2.15)

13



Dµ(γ
νDρψ) = ∇µ(γ

νDρψ) + Ωµγ
νDρψ = (∇µγ

ν)Dρψ + γν∇µDρψ +Ωµγ
νDρψ

= (∇µγ
ν +Ωµγ

ν − γνΩµ)Dρψ + γνΩµDρψ + γν∇µDρψ

= (Dµγ
ν)Dρψ + γνDµDρψ.

(2.16)

Proposition 2.6. The Gamma matrices are covariantly constant, i.e. Dνγ
µ = 0.

Proof. We calculate by the antisymmetry ωµab = ωµba:

Ωνγ
µ − γµΩν = −1

8
(ωνab[γ̄

a, γ̄b]γµ − γµωνab[γ̄
a, γ̄b]) = −1

8
(ωνabγ̄

aγ̄bγµ − γµωνabγ̄
aγ̄b)

=
1

8
ωνabe

µ
c(−γ̄aγ̄bγ̄c + γ̄cγ̄aγ̄b).

(2.17)

Using (2.6) twice we have −γ̄aγ̄bγ̄c + γ̄cγ̄aγ̄b = −2macγ̄b + 2mbcγ̄a. Therefore

Ωνγ
µ − γµΩν =

1

8
ωνabe

µ
c(−2macγ̄b + 2mbcγ̄a) = −ω a

ν be
µ
aγ̄

b. (2.18)

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

Dνγ
µ = ∇νγ

µ +Ωνγ
µ − γµΩν = ∇νγ

µ − ω a
ν be

µ
aγ̄

b = (∇νe
µ
b − ω a

ν be
µ
a)γ̄

b = 0.

Corollary 2.7. We have for Dirac spinor fields ψ1, ψ2 that

∇ν(ψ1γ
µψ2) = (Dνψ1)γ

µψ2 + ψ1γ
µDνψ2.

2.4 Null frame, vector fields and Lie derivatives

We define the null frame in the Minkowski spacetime:

L = ∂t + ∂r, L = ∂t − ∂r, S1, S2 tangent to S
2, 〈Si, Sj〉 = δij .

Here ∂r = ωi∂i, where ωi = xi/|x| (one should distinguish this with the spin connection, which is
also denoted by ω). We use T = {L, S1, S2} to denote vectors tangential to the outgoing light cones,
and ∂ ∈ T to represent the tangential derivatives. When orthogonality is not strictly required, we
can also use the vector field ∂i = ∂i − ωi∂r instead of S1, S2, as the latter does not admit a global
choice on the sphere. We also define the Minkowski optical function q = r − t with r = |x|.

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

∂µ, Ωij = xi∂j − xj∂i, Ω0i = t∂i + xi∂t, S = t∂t + xi∂i.

We denote each of them by Zι with a 11-component index ι = (0, · · · , 1, · · · ). Then we can define
the multi-index I = (ι1, · · · , ιk) to be of length |I| = k, and ZI = Zι1 · · ·Zιk . 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 � = mαβ∂α∂β , we have [�, Z] = 0 for Z ∈ {∂µ,Ωij ,Ω0i},
and [�, S] = 2�. One can also verify for the commutator of these vector fields [Z1, Z2] =∑

|I|=1 c12IZ
I , and [Z, ∂µ] = cαµ∂α, where c12I and cαµ are constants.

The following estimates of derivatives using vector fields are important:

|∂φ| . (1 + t+ r)−1
∑

|I|≤1

|ZIφ|, |∂φ| . (1 + |t− r|)−1
∑

|I|≤1

|ZIφ|. (2.19)

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

|p|VW =
∑

V ∈V,W∈W
|pαβV αW β |,
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|∂p|VW =
∑

U∈U , V ∈V,W∈W
|(∂γpαβ)UγV αW β |.

We will also use capital letters A,B, · · · to denote spherical tangent frame, e.g. /tr p = δABpAB =
pS1S1

+ pS2S2
.

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

LZKα1α2···αs

β1β2···βr
= Z Kα1α2···αs

β1β2···βr
− ∂νZ

α1 Kνα2···αs

β1β2···βr
− · · · − ∂νZ

αs Kα1α2···ν
β1β2···βr

+ ∂β1
Zν Kα1α2···αs

νβ2···βr

+ · · ·+ ∂βr
Zν Kα1α2···αs

β1β2···ν . (2.20)

If Z is one of the commuting vector fields, then ∂µZ
ν are constants and the following properties

hold (see [28] for proof):

Proposition 2.9. For Z = ∂µ,Ωij ,Ω0i, S, we have

LZ∂µ1
· · · ∂µk

Kα1α2···αs

β1β2···βr
= ∂µ1

· · · ∂µk
LZKα1α2···αs

β1β2···βr
, (2.21)

and
LZ∂µKµ···αs

β1···βr
= ∂µLZKµ···αr

β1···βs
. (2.22)

With the appearance of partial derivatives 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 ∂µZ
ν are constants, we also have the following equivalence, for any tensor field K:

∑

|I|≤k
|ZIK| .

∑

|I|≤k
|LIZK| .

∑

|I|≤k
|ZIK|. (2.23)

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 ψ.

Lemma 3.1. Let D be the covariant derivative operator as in (2.10). Then

[Dµ, Dν ]ψ = −1

4
Rµνσδγ

σγδψ.

Proof. Recall that ωµab = g(ea,∇µeb) = (ea)ρ(∇µeb)
ρ, which gives the expression of ∇µ(eb) in

terms of the spin connection, by applying the dual frame (ea)λ: ∇µ(eb)
λ = ωµab(e

a)λ. We calculate
as follows, using the torsion-free property of the connection ∇. Note that D interacts with both
spinor fields and tensorial indices, and we calculate

[Dµ, Dν ]ψ = (∇µ − 1

4
ωµabΣ

ab)(∇νψ − 1

4
ωνcdΣ

cdψ)− (∇ν −
1

4
ωνcdΣ

cd)(∇µψ − 1

4
ωµabΣ

abψ)

= −1

4
(∇µωνab −∇νωµab)Σ

abψ +
1

16
(ωµabωνcdΣ

abΣcdψ − ωµabωνcdΣ
cdΣabψ)

= −1

4
g(ea,∇µ∇νeb −∇ν∇µeb)Σ

abψ − 1

4
(g(∇µea,∇νeb)− g(∇νea,∇µeb))Σ

abψ

+
1

16
ωµabωνcd(Σ

abΣcd − ΣcdΣab)ψ.

(3.1)
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Now g(∇µea,∇νeb)Σ
ab = ωµca(e

c)λ ωνdb(e
d)λΣ

ab = mcdωµac ωνbdΣ
ab (and similar for µ and ν

interchanged). Also, using the commutator identity of Σab and Σcd (2.11), along with the symmetry
of mab and antisymmetry of Σab, we get

ωµabωνcd(Σ
abΣcd − ΣcdΣab) = 2ωµab ωνcd(m

acΣbd −madΣbc +mbdΣac −mbcΣad)

= 8macΣbdωµab ωνcd.

Then it is not hard to see that the last two parts in (3.1) cancel out, and hence we have

[Dµ, Dν ]ψ = −1

4
g(ea,∇µ∇νeb −∇ν∇µeb)Σ

abψ

= −1

4
(ea)

ρ(eb)
δRµνρδΣ

abψ,

(3.2)

and this is the same as − 1
4Rµνρδγ

ργδψ by the definition of curved Gamma matrices and the
anticommutation property (2.6).

Lemma 3.2. The identity Rµνσδγ
νγσγδ = 2γνRµν holds. As a result, we have the relation

Rµνσδγ
µγνγσγδψ = −2Rψ.

Proof. We denote A = Rµνσδγ
νγσγδ and B = γνRµν respectively. Using the identity gµνI =

− 1
2 (γ

µγν+γνγµ), the resulting identity γνγδγσ = γδγσγν−2gνδγσ+2gσνγδ, and the first Bianchi
identity we have

B = −1

2
γµRµσδνg

σδ =
1

2
γνRµσδν (γ

σγδ + γδγσ) =
1

2
Rµσδνγ

νγδγσ +
1

2
Rµσδνγ

νγσγδ

= −1

2
(Rµνσδ +Rµδνσ)γ

νγδγσ +
1

2
Rµσδνγ

νγσγδ

=
1

2
A+

(
1

2
A− 1

2
Rµδνσ(−2gνδγσ + 2γδgσν)

)
+

(
1

2
A+

1

2
Rµσδν (−2gνσγδ + 2γδgδν)

)

=
3

2
A−Rµσγ

σ −Rµδγ
δ =

3

2
A− 2B,

so we get 3B = 3
2A, i.e. B = 1

2A which proves the first identity. Then we get

Rµνσδγ
µγνγσγδψ = 2γµγνRµνψ = −2Rψ

as required.

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

Proposition 3.3. We have /D
2
= −DµDµ + 1

4R, where R is the scalar curvature and /D = γµDµ

is the Dirac operator. Therefore, the solution of Dirac equation γµDµψ = 0 satisfies the following
equation, by applying the Dirac operator to the equation again:

DµDµψ − R

4
ψ = 0.

Proof. By (2.16) and Gamma matrices being covariantly constant, along with Lemma 3.1 and
Lemma 3.2, we get

γµDµ(γ
νDνψ) = γµγνDµDνψ =

1

2
γµγν(DµDνψ +DνDµψ) +

1

2
γµγν [Dµ, Dν ]ψ

= −gµνDµDνψ − 1

8
Rµνσδγ

µγνγσγδψ = −DµDµψ +
1

4
Rψ,

and the lemma follows.
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3.2 Coupled system

The system can be derived by the variation of the action

S[ψ, eµa] = Sgrav[e
µ
a] + SM [ψ, eµa] =

∫
Re dx+

∫
i

2
(ψγµDµψ −Dµψγ

µψ) e dx,

where e := | det(eaµ)|. One has
√
|g| = e using gµν = mabe

a
µe
b
ν .

The equation of motion of the tetrad gives the Einstein equation, see for example [39]. The
energy-momentum tensor is determined by

T aµ =
1

e

δSM
δeµa

=
i

2
(ψγ̄aDµψ −Dµψγ̄

aψ),

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

Tµν =
1

2
(eaµmabT

b
ν + (µ↔ ν)) =

i

4
(ψγµDνψ −Dνψγµψ) +

i

4
(ψγνDµψ −Dµψγνψ). (3.3)

If ψ satisfies the Dirac equation γµDµψ + imψ = 0, then taking spinor conjugate we also have
Dµψγ

µ − imψ = 0, so trgT = mψψ. As a result, if in addition the Einstein equation also holds,
then the scalar curvarture R = −mψψ. In particular, if m = 0, then Tµν is g-traceless, and hence
R = 0.

Equivalent system We see from above that if ψ solves the Dirac equation γµDµψ = 0, and
regularity permits, it also satisfies the equation DµDµψ −m2ψ = − 1

4mψψ. We can consider the
initial value problem with this equation coupled with the Einstein equation instead, by determing
the initial time derivative of ψ 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 ψ solves the second order equation, and the metric satisfies the Einstein equation, then we
know that (γµDµ − im)(γνDνψ + imψ) = 0, so γνDνψ + imψ is a solution of Dirac equation
(with mass −m). Recall the way we set time derivative of ψ at t = 0, and we directly have
(γνDνψ + imψ)|t=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 γνDνψ + imψ = 0, i.e. ψ 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 ψ.

Equations in wave coordinates The wave (harmonic) coordinate condition is a gauge condi-
tion saying Γγ := gαβΓ γ

αβ = 0, or equivalently as in (1.2). From [25] we know that under the wave
coordinate condition, the Ricci curvature can be written as

Rµν = −1

2
�̃ggµν +

1

2
Fµν(g)(∂g, ∂g) (3.4)

Here Fµν(g)(∂g, ∂g) = P (∂µg, ∂νg) + Qµν(∂g, ∂g) + G(h)(∂g, ∂g), where Qµν is a combination of
standard null forms, Gµν is a cubic term (vanishes when h = g −m = 0), and

P (∂µg, ∂νg) =
1

4
mαβ∂µgαβm

ρσ∂νgρσ − 1

2
mαβmρσ∂µgαρ ∂νgβσ.

We also have �gψ = gαβ∇α∇βψ = gαβ∂α∂βψ = �̃gψ under the coordinate condition. For terms
involving the connection term Ωµ, 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

�̃ghµν = Fµν(g)(∂g, ∂g) + Tµν −
1

2
gµνtrg T,

�̃gψ = m2ψ + Fψ(g)(ω, ψ, ∂ψ) +
1

4
Rψ,
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where

Fψ(ω, ψ, ∂ψ) =
1

2
gµνωµabΣ

ab∂νψ +
1

4
∇µ(ωνab)Σ

abψ +
1

16
ωµab ωνcdΣ

abΣcdψ +
1

4
Rψ. (3.5)

Note again that the term the scalar curvature R and −trg T can be expressed as −mψψ 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 α′, β′, · · · for the components in original coordinates.

4.1 Asymptotic Schwarzschild coordinates

We introduce the asymptotic Schwarzschild coordinates:

t̃ = t, r∗ = r +Mχ( r
t+1 ) ln r, x̃ = r∗ω,

where χ is defined as in (1.6). We denote the transition matrix by Aαα′ = ∂x̃α

∂xα′ , and we can compute
the components:

∂α′ x̃0 = δ0α′ ,

∂0x̃
i = δi0 −Mr−1 ln r ωi( r

t+1 )
2χ′,

∂j x̃
i = δij +Mr−1 ln r((δij − ωjω

i)χ+ ωjω
i r
t+1χ

′) +Mr−1ωjω
iχ.

(4.1)

In the new coordinates the derivatives read

∂̃t = ∂t − ∂t(r
∗)∂r∗ , ∂̃r = ∂r∗ =

1

∂r(r∗)
∂r, /̃∂i =

r

r∗
/∂i, ∂̃i = ωi∂̃r + /̃∂i.

We also define the corresponding null frame L̃ = ∂̃t+∂̃r, L̃ = ∂̃t−∂̃r, S̃i = r
r∗Si, and the commuting

vector fields: Z̃ ∈ {∂̃µ, Ω̃ij = x̃i∂̃j − x̃j ∂̃i, Ω̃0i = x̃i∂̃t + t∂̃i, S̃ = t∂̃t + x̃i∂̃i}. We will also use T̃ ,

Ũ , · · · instead of T , U , · · · defined before, to denote the counterpart in the new coordinates.
We use m̃ to denote the Minkowski metric tensor in the original coordinates, i.e. m̃αβ =

Aαα′A
β
β′mα′β′

, and g̃ to denote our dynamic Lorentzian metric with components in the new coor-

dinates; similarly we can define H̃0, h̃
0, H̃1 and h̃1.

Let m̃µν
0 = m̃µν + H̃µν

0 , so now

g̃µν = m̃µν
0 + H̃µν

1 .

Similarly we define m̃0
µν = m̃µν + h̃0µν . We also have the Minkowski metric in the new coordinates:

m̂ = −d t̃ 2 +∑i(dx̃
i)2, and now the perturbation of the metric from the “Minkowski metric” in

the new coordinates is g̃ − m̂.
Using the expression of the transition matrices (4.1), one can prove the following estimates (see

[17] for proof):

Proposition 4.1. We have the estimate for transition matrices:

|∂I(Aαα′ − δαα′)|+ |∂I(Aα′

α − δα
′

α )| .I
M ln(1 + r)

r1+|I| .

As a consequence we also have

|∂IZJ(Aαα′ − δαα′)|+ |∂IZJ(Aα′

α − δα
′

α )| .I
M ln(1 + r)

r1+|I| .

And if r
1+t ≤ 1

4 , these terms are zero. Moreover, the same estimates hold if we replace ∂I , ZJ by

∂̃I, Z̃J .
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Proposition 4.2. For m̃0 and m̃0 we have the following estimate

|∂̃IZ̃Jm̃0|+ |∂̃I Z̃Jm̃0| . M ln(1 + r)

(1 + t+ r)1+|I| . (4.2)

Proof. By definition ∂IZJ(m̃µν + h̃0µν) = ∂IZJ(mα′β′Aα
′

µ A
β′

ν + h0α′β′Aα
′

µ A
β′

ν ). Now in view of the

explicit expression of h0, we get the estimate |∂IZJm̃0| . M ln(1+r)
(1+t+r)1+|I| using Proposition 4.1. It is

also not difficult here to show that same estimate hold if we replace ∂ and Z by ∂̃ and Z̃. The
estimate for m̃0 follows similarly.

Proposition 4.3. Let Γ̂ be the Christoffel symbol of the metric m̃ in the new coordinates, i.e.
Γ̂ ρ
µν = 1

2m̃
λρ(∂̃µm̃νλ + ∂̃νm̃λµ − ∂̃λm̃µν). Then

|Z̃I Γ̂| . M(1 + ln(1 + r))

(1 + r + t)2
. (4.3)

We also have

|Z̃I(m̃µν − m̂µν)| . M(1 + ln(1 + r))

1 + r + t
; (4.4)

and same estimate follows if we consider m̃µν and m̂µν .

Proof. This also follows from Proposition 4.1.

The following lemma in [17] shows that m̃µν
0 ∼ (1 + Mχ̃

r )m̂µν .

Lemma 4.4. We have the decomposition

m̃αβ
0 = κ0m̂

αβ + κ1/S
αβ

+ κ2ω
αωβ + κ3i

αβ
+ , (4.5)

where

κ0 = 1 + Mχ̃
r , κ1 = 2χ̃M ln r

r χ1(
r
t+1 ,

M ln r
r , Mr )− 2χ̃Mr , κ2 = (Mχ̃

r )2(1 + Mχ̃
r ), κ3 = M ln r

r ,

and iµν+ = χ̃′( r
t+1 )χ

µν( r
t+1 ,

M ln r
r , Mr , ω) is zero close to the light cone. Moreover, if we let κI0 be

the function satisfying LI
Z̃
(κ0m̂) = κI0m̂, then

(LI
Z̃
m̃0)

µν = κI0m̂
µν + /S

I µν
+ (LI

Z̃
R)µν , (4.6)

where

κI0 . 1, |/SIŨṼ | . M ln(1+t+r∗)
1+t+r∗ χ1(

r
t+1 ), |/SIL̃Ũ | . (1+|q∗|) ln(1+t+r∗)

(1+t+r∗)2 χ1(
r
t+1 ),

|(LI
Z̃
R)ŨṼ | .

M2(ln(1+r∗))2

(1+t+r∗)2 χ1(
r
t+1 ) +

M ln(1+r)
1+t+r∗ χ′

2(
r
t+1 ),

(4.7)

where χ1 and χ′
2 are functions bounded by 1 with support on [ 14 ,∞) and [ 14 ,

3
4 ] respectively.

Proof. Use (4.1) we get

m̃00
0 = −1− Mχ̃

r , m̃0i
0 = 1

r (
r

1+t )
2(−1− Mχ̃

r )ωiχ̃
′M ln r.

The expression of m̃00
0 corresponds to κ0m̂, and m̃0i

0 corresponds to κ3i+. For m̃
ij
0 = mα′β′

0 Aiα′A
j
β′ ,

we have
m̃ij

0 = m00
0 A

i
0A

j
0 + (1− Mχ̃

r )δklAikA
j
l ,

and the second term equals by (4.1)

(1 − Mχ̃
r )(1 + Mχ̃

r )2δij + (1− Mχ̃
r )
(
2(1 + Mχ̃

r )( (M ln r−M)χ̃
r ) + ( (M ln r−M)χ̃

r )2
)
(δij − ωiωj)

= (1− Mχ̃
r )(1 + Mχ̃

r )2δij + (1− Mχ̃
r )
(
(1 + Mχ̃ ln r

r )2 − (1 + Mχ̃
r )2

)
(δij − ωiωj)

= κ1(δ
ij − ωiωj) + (1 + Mχ̃

r )(δij − ωiωj) + (1− Mχ̃
r )(1 + Mχ̃

r )2ωiωj

= κ0δ
ij + κ1/S

ij
+ (Mχ̃

r )2(1 + Mχ̃
r )ωiωj.
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The part m00
0 A

i
0A

j
0 is a term with χ̃′ in view of (4.1), and appears in κ3i+.

For higher order, we first notice that L̂I
Z̃
(κ0m̂)µν = (L̂I

Z̃
κ0)m̂

µν , so LI
Z̃
(κ0m̂)µν = κI0m̂

µν for

some bounded function κI0, using that LI
Z̃
m̂µν = cZ̃m̂

µν . For spherical tangent part, we use the
identity

/S
µν

= r−2
∑

i<j

Ω̃µijΩ̃
ν
ij ,

so applying LI
Z̃
on κ1/S

µν
we either have the derivative on κ1r

−2, which is straightforward to bound,

or on Ω̃µijΩ̃
ν
ij , which gives factors like LI

Z̃
Ω̃µij . Recall that LZ̃Xµ = [Z̃,X ], so using iteratively

[Z̃1, Z̃2] =
∑

|I|=1 c12I Z̃
I where c12I are −1, 0 or 1, we obtain the estimate when r

t+1 > 1/4 that

|(LJ
Z̃
Ω̃ij)L̃| . 1 + |t− r∗|, as all commuting vector fields satisfiy the bound |Z̃L̃| . 1 + |t − r∗| in

this region, and the estimate follows.

4.2 Generalized wave coordinate condition

Since the wave coordinate condition holds for g in the original coordinates, we have for a scalar
field φ that

g̃µν ∂̃µ∂̃νφ− g̃µνΓ̃ ρ
µν ∂̃ρφ = �g̃φ = �gφ = gα

′β′

∂α′∂β′φ.

Here Γ̃ is the Christoffel symbol associated with g̃ 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 m̃) is ∂:

Aα
′

µ A
β′

ν ∂α′∂β′φ = ∂̃µ∂̃νφ− Γ̂ ρ
µν ∂̃ρφ.

Combining the two equations we get

g̃µνΓ̃ ρ
µν = g̃µνΓ̂ ρ

µν . (4.8)

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 [17], the reduced Einstein equation in the new coordinates becomes

g̃µν∇̂µ∇̂ν h̃ρσ = F̃ρσ(g̃)(∇̂h̃, ∇̂h̃) + T̃ρσ − 1

2
trT g̃ρσ, (4.9)

where ∇̂ is the covariant derivative associated with m̃. We want to establish the equation of h̃1.
Recall that 1

r solves the Minkowskian wave equation, so m̃µν∇̂µ∇̂ν h̃
0 is nonzero only when χ′ is

nonzero. We have

g̃µν∇̂µ∇̂ν h̃ρσ = g̃µν∇̂µ∇̂ν h̃
1
ρσ +Mχ′

ρσ(
r

1+t ,
M
r ,

M ln r
r , xr )r

−3 +Mχρσηξ(
r

1+t ,
M
r ,

M ln r
r , xr )r

−3H̃ηξ
1 ,

(4.10)

F̃ρσ(g̃)(∇̂h̃, ∇̂h̃) = F̃ρσ(g̃)(∇̂h̃1, ∇̂h̃1) +M2χρσ(
r

1+t ,
M
r ,

M ln r
r , xr , g̃)r

−4

+Mχζηξρσ ( r
1+t ,

M
r ,

M ln r
r , xr , g̃)r

−2∇̂ζ h̃
1
ηξ. (4.11)

Here χαβ(s, ·), χαβγρ(s, ·) and χµνραβ (s, ·) are functions supported in {s ≥ 1/4}, and χ′
αβ 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

∂̃I Γ̂ ∼Mχr−2−|I| ln r,
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This helps us change from g̃µν∇̂µ∇̂ν h̃
1
ρσ to g̃µν ∂̃µ∂̃ν h̃ρσ, and F̃ρσ(g̃)(∇̂h̃1, ∇̂h̃1) to F̃ρσ(g̃)(∂̃h̃1, ∂̃h̃1),

with the difference error terms which are in control. Therefore using the reduced wave operator
�̃g̃ = g̃µν ∂̃µ∂̃ν , the equation of h̃1 can be written as

�̃g̃ h̃
1
µν = F̃µν(g̃)(∂̃h̃

1, ∂̃h̃1) + T̃µν +Rmassµν +Rcovµν , (4.12)

where the last two terms are in good control, and we will explain the notation in next subsection.
For the spinor field ψ we have�g̃ψ = g̃µν ∂̃µ∂̃νψ−g̃µν Γ̂ ρ

µν ∂̃ρψ by the generalized wave coordinate
condition. The second here on the right hand side is a covariant error term. Then the equation of
ψ can be written as

�̃g̃ψ = F̃ψ(g̃)(ω̃, ∂̃ψ, ψ) +Rcov. (4.13)

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

4.4 Error 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 (4.10) and (4.11) are mass error terms. We denote these terms by Rmass.

Covariant Error The error terms when we change from ∇̂ to ∂̃. This is because we have good
estimates of the related Christoffel symbol Γ̂. We denote these terms by Rcov.

Cubic Error Terms with an extra factor of decay. The extra factor makes the term much better.
This may include an extra factor of ψ, g̃ − m̂, derivatives of them, and terms comparable with
them (e.g. derivatives of tetrad, as we will see). We denote these terms by Rcube.

All these terms remain good after we apply vector fields, and we will simply add the index of
vector fields on it, e.g. Rmass I .

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 Rtan.

5 Choice of tetrad

The Gamma matrices adapted to the metric are determined by the tetrad by γµ = γ̄a(ea)
µ. 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
A.

For the sake of generality, we prefer to state this in the original notation in (R4, g).

Lemma 5.1 (Gram-Schmidt orthogonalization). We can do the standard Gram-Schmidt orthogo-
nalization to the set {∂1, ∂2, ∂3, ∂0 = ∂t} with respect to the metric g to get a tetrad {ea}, and the
following estimates hold, where hµν = gµν −mµν is the difference between g and the Minkowski
metric:

1. |(ea)µ − (∂a)
µ| . |h|+O(h2);

2. |∂α(ea)µ| . |∂αh|+O(h · ∂h);

3. The above two estimates also hold with vector fields: |ZI(ea)µ| . |ZIh|+
∑

J+K=I O(Z
Jh ·

ZKh), and |∂αZI(ea)µ| . |∂αZIh|+
∑
J+K=I O(∂Z

Jh · ZKh).

4. If g satisfies the reduced Einstein’s equation, then the tetrad satisfies the equation �̃g(ea)
µ =

Fµa (g, ∂g, ψ, ∂ψ) for functions Fµa at least quadratic;

5. Same estimates hold if one replaces eµa by γµ.
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Proof. We perform a standard Schmidt orthogonalization process to the Minkowski orthonormal
frame {∂1, ∂2, ∂3, ∂0 = ∂t}. We get

e1 = ∂1√
g11

= ∂1√
1+h11

,

v2 = ∂2 − proj∂1(∂2) = ∂2 − g12
g11
∂1, e2 = v2√

g(v2,v2)
= 1√

1+(
h12

1+h11
)2
∂2 − h12

1+h11

1√
1+(

h12
1+h11

)2
∂1,

v3 = ∂3 − proj∂1(∂3)− proje2(∂3) = ∂3 − h13

1+h11
∂1 −

h23− h12
1+h11

h13

1+(
h12

1+h11
)2

(∂2 − h12

1+h11
∂1)

e3 = v3√
g(v3,v3)

= · · · ,

v0 = ∂t − proj∂1(∂0)− proje2(∂0)− proje3(∂0) = · · · , e0 = v0√
g(v0,v0)

= · · ·

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. |∂µ(ea)ν | . |∂µh|+ |h||∂h|. Other estimates also follow
from the expression.

Tetrad in the new coordinates Now consider our new coordinates, where the Minkowski
metric here is m̂. Let {ẽa} this tetrad associated with g̃, 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 g̃ − m̂.

We have the following estimates for the spin connection coefficients. We will discuss higher
order cases in Section 11.2.

Lemma 5.2. The spin connection coefficients satisfy the following estimate:

|ω̃µab| . |∂̃g̃|+ |∂̃(ẽa)|,

Moreover, we have for the L̃ components

|L̃µω̃µab| . |∂̃g̃|+ |∂̃g̃|L̃T̃ + |∂̃(ẽa)|.

Proof. Recall that ω̃µab = g̃(ẽa,∇µẽb) = g̃αβ(ẽa)
α∇µ(ẽb)

β = g̃αβ(ẽa)
α∂̃µ(ẽb)

β+ g̃αβ(ẽa)
αΓ̃ β

µν (ẽb)
ν .

Then the first estimate follows in view of (2.2), and |g̃|, |ẽ| . 1.

Now contracting the identity with L̃µ we get L̃µω̃µab = g̃αβ(ẽa)
αL̃(ẽb)

β+ g̃αβ(ẽa)
αL̃µΓ̃ β

µν (ẽb)
ν .

The first term is comparable with L̃(ẽb). For the second term we recall (2.2) to get

g̃αβ(ẽa)
αL̃µΓ̃ β

µν = L̃µ(ẽa)
α 1

2
(∂̃µg̃να + ∂̃ν g̃µα − ∂̃αg̃µν) = (ẽa)

α 1

2
((L̃g̃)να + ∂̃ν g̃L̃α − ∂̃αg̃L̃ν).

We expand this in the null frame. Since L̃µ(∂̃µg̃να + ∂̃ν g̃µα − ∂̃αg̃µν)L̃
ν
L̃
α
= (L̃g̃)L̃L̃, and other

components can clearly be controlled by |∂̃g̃|+ |∂̃g̃|L̃T̃ , we get the desired estimate.

The second order equation of ψ reads in the massless case

�̃g̃ψ =
1

2
g̃µν ω̃µabΣ

ab∂̃νψ +
1

4
g̃µν∇µ(ω̃νab)Σ

abψ +
1

16
g̃µν ω̃µab ω̃νabΣ

abΣcdψ. (5.1)

There is a potential loss of derivative from the term ∇µ(ω̃νab)Σ
abψ, as ω̃µab 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 (4.8)
holds. Then

g̃µν∇µ(ω̃νab) = g̃µν(∇µ(ẽa))ρ(∇ν(ẽb))
ρ + g̃µν(ẽa)ρΓ̃

ρ
µβ∇ν(ẽb)

β − g̃µν(ẽa)ρΓ̃
α

µν ∇α(ẽb)
ρ

− (g̃δρRσδ + g̃µνΓ̃ ρ
µλ Γ̃ λ

σν − g̃µνΓ̃ ρ
σλ Γ̃ λ

µν + (∂̃σ g̃
µν)Γ̃ ρ

µν + ∂̃σ(g̃
µν Γ̂ ρ

µν ))(ẽa)ρ(ẽb)
σ

+ g̃µν(ẽa)ρΓ̃
ρ

νσ ∂̃µ(ẽb)
σ + (ẽa)ρ�̃g̃(ẽb)

ρ. (5.2)
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Proof. We have

g̃µν∇µ(ω̃νab) = g̃µν∇µ((ẽa)ρ(∇ν(ẽb))
ρ) = g̃µν(∇µ(ẽa))ρ(∇ν(ẽb))

ρ + g̃µν(ẽa)ρ∇µ∇ν(ẽb)
ρ.

Using (2.1), the second term here equals

g̃µν(ẽa)ρ∂̃µ(∇ν(ẽb)
ρ)− g̃µν(ẽa)ρΓ̃

α
µν ∇α(ẽb)

ρ + g̃µν(ẽa)ρΓ̃
ρ

µβ ∇ν(ẽb)
β .

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

g̃µν(ẽa)ρ∂̃µ(∂̃ν(ẽb)
ρ+Γ̃ ρ

νσ (ẽb)
σ) = (ẽa)ρ�̃g̃(ẽb)

ρ+ g̃µν(ẽa)ρΓ̃
ρ

νσ ∂̃µ(ẽb)
σ+ g̃µν(∂̃µΓ̃

ρ
νσ )(ẽa)ρ(ẽb)

σΣab.

We need to deal with the last term above. Recall the curvature formula (2.5)

Rµσν
ρ = −∂̃µΓ̃ ρ

σν + ∂̃σΓ̃
ρ

µν − Γ̃ ρ
µλ Γ̃ λ

σν + Γ̃ ρ
σλ Γ̃ λ

µν ,

so we have

g̃µν ∂̃µΓ̃
ρ

νσ = −g̃µνRµσνρ + g̃µν ∂̃σΓ̃
ρ

µν − g̃µνΓ̃ ρ
µλ Γ̃ λ

σν + g̃µνΓ̃ ρ
σλ Γ̃ λ

µν .

The first term on the right is −g̃δρRσδ, where Rµν is the Ricci tensor; for the second term we have

g̃µν ∂̃σΓ̃
ρ

µν = ∂̃σ(g̃
µν Γ̃ ρ

µν )− (∂̃σ g̃
µν)Γ̃ ρ

µν = ∂̃σ(g̃
µνΓ̂ ρ

µν )− (∂̃σ g̃
µν)Γ̃ ρ

µν , where for the last equality
we used the generalized wave coordinate condition (4.8).

Using the reduced Einstein equation and Proposition 5.1, we know that the tetrad we choose
satisfies the equation for its components �̃g̃(ẽa)

µ = F̃µa (g̃, ∂̃g̃, ψ, ∂̃ψ). 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
(5.1) only contains zero and first order derivatives of g̃ and ψ. 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.1213 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
2 estimate for Dirac equation

Consider the Dirac equation with an inhomogeneous term in a curved background:

γµDµψ + imψ = F.

From Section 2 we also have the adjoint Dirac equation Dµψγ
ν − imψ = F . Then by Corollary

2.7, we have ∇µ(ψγ
µψ) = ψ(F − imψ)+ (F + imψ)ψ = ψF +Fψ. Writing this in our coordinates

gives
∂̃µ(ψγ

µψ) = ψF + Fψ − Γ̃ µ
µρ ψγ

ρψ,

and we recall here γρ = γ̄a(ẽa)
ρ. We then integrate on the spacetime region between two time

slices to get

∫

Σt

ψγ0ψ dx̃ =

∫

Σ0

ψγ0ψ dx̃+

∫ t

0

∫

Στ

(ψF + Fψ − Γ̃ µ
µρ ψγ

ρψ) dx̃dτ.

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 �̃g̃(ea)

µ, the equation of ψ is well-posed, in view of Lemma 5.3. Here our choice just corresponds

to the equation �̃g̃(ẽa)
µ = F̃µ

a (g̃, ∂̃g̃, ψ, ∂̃ψ) which is actually derived from our explicit choice. See [3] for a use of
this idea in a more complicated model.

13It is also clear without any additional work that this local wellposedness also holds for massive case m 6= 0.
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Proposition 6.1. Suppose ψ ∈ C4 is a solution of the equation γµDµψ+ imψ = F which vanishes

at spacelike infinity. Assume that the background metric g̃ = h̃0 + h̃1 satisfies the bounds

|∂̃h̃1| ≤ Cε(1 + t)−
3
4 (1 + |q∗|)− 1

2 , |h̃1| ≤ Cε(1 + t)−
3
4 (1 + |q∗|) 1

2 ,

|∂̃ /trh̃1| ≤ Cε(1 + t)−
5
4 , |∂̃h̃1|L̃Ũ ≤ Cε(1 + t)−1, M ≤ ε,

where T̃ = {L̃, S̃1, S̃2}, and Ũ = {L̃, L̃, S̃1, S̃2}. Then

∫

Σt

|ψ|2 dx̃ ≤ 2

∫

Σ0

|ψ|2 dx̃+ 4

∫ t

0

∫

Στ

(
Cε

1 + τ
|ψ|2 + |ψ||F |

)
dx̃dτ

Proof. Notice that

Γ̃ µ
µρ =

1

2
g̃µν(∂̃µg̃ρν + ∂̃ρg̃µν − ∂̃ν g̃µρ) =

1

2
g̃µν ∂̃ρg̃µν =

1

2
m̂µν ∂̃ρg̃µν +

1

2
(g̃ − m̂)µν ∂̃ρg̃µν ,

so expanding in null frame we have the estimate

|Γ̃ µ
µρ | . |∂̃g̃|+ |∂̃ /trg̃|+ |∂̃g̃|L̃Ũ + |g̃ − m̂||∂̃g̃|,

and hence |Γ̃ µ
µρ ψγ

ρψ| ≤ Cε(1 + t)−1|ψ|2 using the assumption and (4.2). Now using the simple

bound |γ0 − γ̄0| ≤ 1
4 we have the relation

3

4

∫

Σt

|ψ|2 dx̃ ≤
∫

Σt

ψγ0ψ dx̃ ≤ 5

4

∫

Σt

|ψ|2 dx̃,

so the estimate follows.

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 q∗ = r∗ − t

w(q∗) =

{
1 + (1 + |q∗|)−2µ, q∗ < 0

1 + (1 + |q∗|)1+2γ , q∗ > 0
(6.1)

and

w1(q
∗) =

{
1 + (1 + |q∗|)−2µ, q∗ < 0

1 + (1 + |q∗|)2+2s, q∗ > 0
(6.2)

where 0 < γ < 1, µ > 0, and 0 < s < 1. We have

(1+ |q∗|)−1(1+q∗−)
−2µw .µ w

′ . (1+ |q∗|)−1w, (1+ |q∗|)−1(1+q∗−)
−2µw1 .µ w

′
1 . (1+ |q∗|)−1w1.

Proposition 6.2. If g with g̃µν = m̃µν
0 + H̃µν

1 satisfies the following assumption:

M ≤ ε,

|H̃1|+ (1 + |q∗|)|∂̃H̃1|+ (1 + t+ r∗)|∂̃H̃1| ≤ Cε(1 + |q∗|) 1
2
−µ(1 + t)−

1
2
−µ,

|H̃1|L̃L̃ + (1 + |q∗|)|∂̃H̃1|L̃L̃ ≤ Cε(1 + |q∗|)(1 + t+ r∗)−1−2µ,

(6.3)

then

∫

Σt

|∂̃φ|2w dx̃+

∫ t

0

∫

Στ

|∂̃φ|2w′ dx̃dτ ≤ 8

∫

Σ0

|∂̃φ|2w dx̃+ 12

∫ t

0

∫

Στ

|�̃g̃φ||∂̃φ|w dx̃dτ,

and the same estimate holds if we replace w by w1, and φ by a 4-component spinor field ψ.
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Proof. We follow the idea of the proof from [26]. One can prove the following identity

d

dt

∫
(−g̃00∂̃tφ∂̃tφ+ g̃ij ∂̃iφ∂̃jφ)w(q

∗) dx̃ = −
∫
w′(q∗)(g̃αβ ∂̃αφ∂̃βφ+ 2(ωig̃

iα − g̃0α)∂̃tφ∂̃αφ) dx̃

−
∫
w(q∗)(2�̃g̃φ∂̃tφ− (∂̃tg̃

αβ)∂̃αφ∂̃βφ+ 2(∂̃αg
αβ)∂̃βφ∂̃tφ) dx̃

We also have m̂αβ ∂̃αφ∂̃βφ+2(ωim̂
iα−m̂0α)∂̃tφ∂̃αφ = (∂̃tφ+∂r∗φ)

2+δij ∂̃iφ∂̃jφ = |∂̃φ|2. Therefore,
using the equivalence

1

2
|∂̃φ|2 ≤ −g̃00∂̃tφ∂̃tφ+ g̃ij ∂̃iφ∂̃jφ ≤ 2|∂̃φ|2,

and integrating over [0, t], we have for Ĥαβ = g̃αβ − m̂αβ that

∫

Σ0

|∂̃φ|2w dx̃ + 2

∫ t

0

∫

Στ

|∂̃φ|2w′ dx̃ ≤ 4

∫

Σt

|∂̃φ|2w dx̃

+ 2

∫ t

0

∫

Στ

|Ĥαβ ∂̃αφ∂̃βφ+ 2(ωiĤ
iβ − Ĥ0β)∂̃βφ∂̃tφ|w′ dx̃dt

+ 2

∫ t

0

∫

Στ

|(2∂̃αĤαβ)∂̃βφ∂̃tφ− (∂̃tĤ
αβ)∂̃αφ∂̃βφ+ 2�̃g̃φ∂̃tφ|w dx̃,

Now by the null condition and the assumption we have

|(∂̃tH̃αβ
1 )∂̃αφ∂̃βφ| ≤ Cε

1

(1 + t+ r∗)1+2µ
|∂̃φ|2w + Cε|∂̃φ|2w′,

|(∂̃αH̃αβ
1 )∂̃βφ∂̃tφ| ≤ Cε

1

(1 + t+ r∗)1+2µ
|∂̃φ|2w + Cε|∂̃φ|2w′,

and if we replace H̃1 by m̃0, this two terms are also good in view of (4.2). Similarly, using
(1 + |q∗|)w′ . w

|H̃αβ
1 ∂̃αφ∂̃βφ|+ |(ωiH̃iβ

1 − H̃0β
1 )∂̃βφ∂̃tφ|w′ ≤ Cε

1

(1 + t+ r∗)1+2µ
|∂̃φ|2w

+ Cε
(1 + |q∗|) 1

2
−µ

(1 + t+ r∗)
1
2
+µ

|∂̃φ||∂̃φ|)w′

≤ Cε
1

(1 + t+ r∗)1+2µ
|∂̃φ|2w + Cε|∂̃φ|2w′.

Also, in view of the decomposition (4.5), we have |(m̃0 − m̂)|L̃L̃ .
M ln(1+r)
(1+t+r∗)2 +

Mχ′( r
1+t

) ln(1+r)

1+t+r∗ .

Cε(1 + |q∗|)(1 + t+ r∗)−1−2µ, so the same estimate holds. Now absorb terms with |∂̃φ|2 using the
spacetime integral on the left hand side, and use standard Gronwall’s inequality, we get the desired
estimate.

6.3 Hardy’s inequality

We state the following lemma from [26], which will be used to control the L2 norms of Lie derivatives
of the metric itself.

Lemma 6.3. Let w(q∗) be the weight function defined in (6.1). Then for any −1 ≤ a ≤ 1 and
any φ ∈ C∞

0 (R3),
∫ |φ|2

(1 + |q∗|)2
w dx̃

(1 + t+ |q∗|)1−a .

∫
|∂φ|2 w dx̃

(1 + t+ |q∗|)1−a . (6.4)

If in addition a < 2min(γ, µ), then
∫ |φ|2

(1 + |q∗|)2
(1 + |q∗|)−a

(1 + t+ |q∗|)1−a
w dx̃

(1 + q∗−)
2µ

.

∫
|∂φ|2 min(w′,

w

(1 + t+ |q∗|)1−a ) dx̃. (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 φ(t, x̃) which is spatially compactly supported, we have

|φ(t, x̃)|(1 + t+ |q∗|)(1 + |q∗|)w1/2
i (q∗) ≤ C

∑

|I|≤3

||w1/2
i (q∗)Z̃Iφ(t, ·)||L2(R3), i = 0, 1, 2

where w0 = w and w1 are defined in (6.1), (6.2), and w2 = 1.

The proof are the same since wi satisfies |w′
i(q

∗)|(1+ |q∗|) ≤ Cwi(q
∗) and wi(q∗) ≈ wi(t) in the

far interior r∗ ≤ t/2.

This also holds if we replace Z̃ by LZ̃ , or the version adapted to the spinor field (9.6) which
we will define, by the equivalence (2.23) and (9.7).

7.2 Hörmander L
1 - L

∞ estimate

We can improve the interior decay of the metric using Hörmander’s L1-L∞ estimates, see [26]:

Proposition 7.2. Suppose u is a solution to the linear inhomogeneous wave equation �u = F
with vanishing initial data u|t=0 = ∂tu|t=0 = 0. Then

|u(t, x)|(1 + t+ |x|) ≤ C
∑

|I|≤2

∫ t

0

∫

R3

|ZIF (s, y)|
1 + s+ |y| dyds.

We also need to estimate the linear homogeneous solution (also see [26]):

Lemma 7.3. If v is the solution to �v = 0, with initial data v|t=0 = v0 and ∂tv|t=0 = v1, then
for any γ > 0

(1 + t+ r)|v(t, x)| ≤ sup
x

(
(1 + |x|)2+γ(|v1(x)| + |∂v0(x)|) + (1 + |x|)1+γ |v0(x)|

)
.

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 [17] we have

Lemma 7.4. Let Dt = {(t, x̃) : |t − |x̃|| ≤ c0t} for some constant 0 < c0 < 1. Let w(q∗) be any
continuous function, where q∗ = r∗ − t, r∗ = r +M ln r. Suppose that �∗φµν = Fµν . Then for

Ũ , Ṽ ∈ {L̃, L̃, S̃1, S̃2} and φŨ Ṽ = φµν Ũ
µṼ ν we have

(1 + t+ r∗)|∂̃φŨ Ṽ (t, x)w(q∗)| . sup
|q∗|/4≤τ≤t

∑

|I|≤1

||Z̃Iφ(τ, ·)w||L∞

+

∫ t

|q∗|/4
(1 + τ)||FŨ Ṽ (τ, ·)w||L∞(Dτ ) +

∑

|I|≤2

(1 + τ)−1||Z̃Iφ(τ, ·)w||L∞(Dτ ) dτ.

Proof. For tangential derivatives, and for points (t, x̃) outside the region Dt, we can directly use
(2.19), so we focus on ∂q∗φŨ Ṽ at points inside D = ∪τ≥0Dτ . Recall the decomposition of the

Minkowski wave operator �∗φ = 4(r∗)−1∂s∗∂q∗(r
∗φ) + (r∗)−2△ωφ, where ∂q∗ = 1

2 (∂r∗ − ∂̃t),

∂s∗ = 1
2 (∂r∗ + ∂̃t), and △ω =

∑
i,j Ω

2
ij . Notice that the null frame vectors commute with ∂s∗ and

∂q∗ , so this gives the estimate

|∂s∗∂q∗(r∗φŨ Ṽ )| . r∗|FŨ Ṽ |+ (r∗)−1
∑

|I|≤2

|ŨµṼ ν Z̃Iφµν |.
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Now integrating along the flow lines of ∂s∗ from the boundary of D = ∪τ≥0Dτ to (t, x̃), and using
that w(q∗) is constant along these flow lines, we get the result.

Clearly, same estimate works if we consider the scalar case �∗φ = 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
0≤τ≤t

∫

Στ

|∂̃Z̃I h̃1|2w(q∗) dx̃, where

w(q∗) =

{
1 + (1 + |q∗|)−2µ, q∗ < 0,

1 + (1 + |q∗|)1+2γ , q∗ ≥ 0.

Similarly, we define E1
N (t) = sup

0≤τ≤t

∫

Στ

|∂̃Z̃Iψ|2w1(q
∗) dx̃, where

w1(q
∗) =

{
1 + (1 + |q∗|)−2µ, q∗ < 0,

1 + (1 + |q∗|)2+2s, q∗ ≥ 0.

These are the same weight functions we defined in (6.1), (6.2). We also consider the L2 norm for

the spinor field itself: CN (t) = sup
0≤τ≤t

∫

Στ

|ψ|2 dx̃.
Let T be the maximal time such that the following inequalities hold:

EN (t) + CN (t) ≤ Cbε
2(1 + t)2δ, E1

N (t) ≤ Cbε
2, (8.1)

where Cb is a constant which we will determine later (and all constant C below might be dependent
on Cb). We take δ > 0 small so that δ < s/10. By local existence result, we know that T > 0, and
we want to show that these estimates can be improved, so by continuity we must have T = ∞.

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

|∂̃Z̃I h̃1| ≤
{
Cε(1 + t)δ(1 + t+ r∗)−1(1 + |q∗|)− 1

2 , q∗ < 0

Cε(1 + t)δ(1 + t+ r∗)−1(1 + |q∗|)−1−γ , q∗ ≥ 0
, |I| ≤ N − 3 (8.2a)

|Z̃I h̃1| ≤
{
Cε(1 + t+ r∗)−1+δ(1 + |q∗|) 1

2 , q∗ < 0

Cε(1 + t+ r∗)−1+δ(1 + |q∗|)−γ , q∗ ≥ 0
, |I| ≤ N − 3 (8.2b)

|∂̃Z̃Iψ| ≤
{
Cε(1 + t)δ(1 + t+ r∗)−1(1 + |q∗|)− 3

2 , q∗ < 0

Cε(1 + t+ r∗)−1(1 + |q∗|)− 3
2
−s, q∗ ≥ 0

, |I| ≤ N − 4 (8.2d)

|Z̃Iψ| ≤
{
Cε(1 + t+ r∗)−1+δ(1 + |q∗|)− 1

2 , q∗ < 0

Cε(1 + t+ r∗)−1(1 + |q∗|)− 1
2
−s, q∗ ≥ 0

, |I| ≤ N − 3 (8.2c)

Proof. The decay (8.2a) follows from the bootstrap assumption and the Klainerman-Sobolev in-
equality (Proposition 7.1).

From (8.2a) at t = 0 we see that

|∂Z̃I h̃1(0, x̃)| ≤ Cε(1 + r∗)−2−γ , |I| ≤ N − 3, (8.3)

we can integrate along ∂r∗ direction to spacelike infinity to get for the inital data that

|Z̃Ih1(0, x̃)| ≤ Cε(1 + r∗)−1−γ , |I| ≤ N − 3. (8.4)
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Then we integrate along the integral curve of ∂q∗ to the initial hypersurface and use the decay
property of initial data to get (8.2b) for q∗ ≤ 0, and the decay on q∗ = 0 to get for q∗ < 0.

For the spinor field ψ, when q∗ ≥ 0 we first use the bound of E1
N (t), and integrate along ∂q∗

as the metric case; for q∗ < 0, we use the bound of CN (t) first to get estimate for |Z̃Iψ| and then
use (2.19).

Corollary 8.2. For tangential derivatives we have

|∂̃Z̃I h̃1| ≤ Cε(1 + t+ r∗)−2+δ(1 + |q∗|) 1
2 (1 + q∗+)

− 1
2
−γ , |I| ≤ N − 4, (8.5)

|∂̃Z̃Iψ| ≤ Cε(1 + t+ r∗)−2+δ(1 + |q∗|)− 1
2 (1 + q∗+)

−s, |I| ≤ N − 4. (8.6)

Proof. These estimate immediately follow from the decay above and (2.19).

We will often need to estimate terms involing the inverse metric, where we need the following
lemmas in [17] to get same estimates for H̃1 as h̃1:

Lemma 8.3. Let gαβ = mαβ+h
0
αβ+h

1
αβ, and let gαβ = mαβ+Hαβ

0 +Hαβ
1 , where h0 and H0 are

defined as in (1.6) and (1.7). Suppose the estimate |ZI(h0αβ)|+ |ZI(h1αβ)| . ε(1+ t+ r)−1+δ holds
for |I| ≤ N , and a constant δ ∈ (0, 1/2). Then for vector fields X,Y with bounded components and
sufficently small ε > 0, we have

|XαY βZI(H1αβ)| ≤ |XαY βZI(h1αβ)|+ Cε2(1 + t+ r)−2+2δ ,

where H1αβ is from lowering indices of Hαβ
1 using Minkowski metric.

Lemma 8.4. Let w be a positive function, and take N such that |ZI(h0αβ)| + |ZI(h1αβ)| . ε(1 +

t+ r)−1+δ holds for |I| ≤ N/2. Then, for a given region Ω with volume element dV

∫

Ω

|ZI(H1αβ)|2wdV ≤
∫

Ω

|ZI(h1αβ)|2wdV +Cε
∑

|J|≤|I|−1

∫

Ω

(1 + t+ r)−2+2δ(|ZJh|2 + |ZJH |2)wdV.

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 5. Therefore, when
commuting we do not take local Lorentz covariance into consideration anymore. For instance, for
Lie derivative of ψ we view ψ as a four component complex scalar field.

9.1 Reduced wave operator

We define the modified Lie derivative in the new coordinates by

L̂Z̃K̃
α1···αr

β1···βs
+ r−s

4 (∂̃λZ̃
λ)K̃α1···αr

β1···βs
.

Then one can verify that L̂Z̃m̂αβ = 0 for Z̃ ∈ {∂̃µ, Ω̃ij , Ω̃0i, S̃}.
It is straightforward to verify the following identity, where κ = κ−1

0 with κ0 defined in Lemma
4.4:

LZ̃(κg̃αβ ∂̃α∂̃β h̃1µν) = (L̂Z̃(κg̃αβ))∂̃α∂̃β h̃1µν + κg̃αβ∂̃α∂̃βL̂Z̃ h̃1µν .

For the spinor field, we formally view ψ as a 4-component scalar in computation. Define
̂̂LZ̃ψ =

LZ̃ψ − cZ̃ψ, where cS̃ = 2 and cZ̃ = 0 for other vector fields. Then similarly

LZ̃(κg̃
αβ ∂̃α∂̃βψ) = (L̂Z̃(κg̃

αβ))∂̃α∂̃βψ + κg̃αβ∂̃α∂̃β
̂̂LZ̃ψ.
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Applying more LZ̃ on left hand side, and iterating the process, we have

Rcom I
h̃1

= κg̃αβ∂̃α∂̃βL̂IZ̃ h̃
1
µν−LI

Z̃
(κg̃αβ∂̃α∂̃β h̃

1
µν) =

∑

J+K=I, |K|<|I|
L̂J
Z̃
(κg̃−m̂)αβ ∂̃α∂̃βL̂KZ̃ h̃

1
µν , (9.1)

and

Rcom I
ψ = κg̃αβ∂̃α∂̃β(

̂̂LZ̃)Iψ−LI
Z̃
(κg̃αβ ∂̃α∂̃βψ) =

∑

J+K=I, |K|<|I|
L̂J
Z̃
(κg̃−m̂)αβ ∂̃α∂̃β(

̂̂LZ̃)Kψ, (9.2)

Note that κg̃αβ − m̂αβ = κH̃αβ
1 + (κm̃αβ

0 − m̂αβ). Using (4.5) and (2.19) we have

|(LI
Z̃
(κm̃µν

0 − m̂µν))∂̃µ∂̃νφ| .
M ln(1 + t+ r)

(1 + t+ r)2

∑

|J|≤1

|∂̃Z̃Jφ|, (9.3)

where φ can be L̂I
Z̃
h̃1µν or (

̂̂LZ̃)Iψ. For the H̃1 part, we expand in the null frame, using (2.19), to
get

|Rcom I
h̃1

| .
∑

|J|+|K|≤|I|+1
1≤|J|≤|I|

(
M ln(1 + t+ r)

(1 + t+ r)2
+

|LJ
Z̃
H̃1|L̃L̃

1 + |q∗| +
|LJ
Z̃
H̃1|

1 + t+ r

)
|∂̃LK

Z̃
h̃1|, (9.4)

and same estimate holds if we replace h̃1 by ψ.
We will also commute to get the constant wave operator �∗ = m̂µν ∂̃µ∂̃ν for decay estimates:

Rcom∗I
h̃1

= �∗L̂I
Z̃
h̃1µν − LI

Z̃
(κg̃αβ ∂̃α∂̃β h̃

1
µν) =

∑

J+K=I

L̂J
Z̃
(κg̃ − m̂)αβ ∂̃α∂̃βL̂KZ̃ h̃

1
µν ,

Rcom∗I
ψ = �∗(

̂̂LZ̃)Iψ − LI
Z̃
(κg̃αβ∂̃α∂̃βψ) =

∑

J+K=I

L̂J
Z̃
(κg̃ − m̂)αβ ∂̃α∂̃β(

̂̂LZ̃)Kψ,

and similarly,

|Rcom∗I
h̃1

| .
∑

|J|+|K|≤|I|+1
|J|≤|I|

(
M ln(1 + t+ r)

(1 + t+ r)2
+

|LJ
Z̃
H̃1|L̃L̃

1 + |q∗| +
|LJ
Z̃
H̃1|

1 + t+ r

)
|∂̃LK

Z̃
h̃1|. (9.5)

Again, same estimate holds if we replace h̃1 by ψ.

9.2 Dirac operator

We also want to commute the vector fields with the Dirac equation γµDµψ = 0. Like [1] 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 γ̄µ = γ̄a(∂̃a)
µ. In this way, we formally assign a tensorial index

to constant Gamma matrices, and the Lie derivative reads LZ̃ γ̄µ = Z̃(γ̄µ)− γ̄ν ∂̃νZ̃
µ = −γ̄ν ∂̃ν Z̃µ.

For the spinor field ψ, we define the modified derivative with respect to vector fields Ω̃µν =

x̃µ∂̃ν − x̃ν ∂̃µ
14 by

Lψ
Ω̃µν

ψ = LΩ̃µν
ψ − 1

2
γ̄µγ̄νψ = Ω̃µνψ − 1

2
γ̄µγ̄νψ, (9.6)

where γ̄µ = m̂µν γ̄
ν. The modified Lie derivative with respect to the scaling vector field S̃ = x̃µ∂̃µ

by
L̂ψ
S̃
ψ = Lψ

S̃
ψ − ψ = S̃ψ − ψ.

14We here lower the indices using m̂, so x̃0 = −t. In this convention we get the negative Lorentz boost Ω0i =
−t∂̃i − x̃i∂̃t, but clearly there is no essential difference.
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We also denote L̂Ωµν
ψ = LΩµν

ψ. Note that since γ̄µ are constant invertible matrices, we have
the equivalence of the norm:

∑

|J|≤|I|
|LJ
Z̃
ψ| . |(L̂ψ

Z̃
)Iψ| .

∑

|J|≤|I|
|LJ
Z̃
ψ|. (9.7)

Proposition 9.1. The following commuting properties hold:

Lψ
Ω̃µν

(γ̄ρ∂̃ρψ) = γ̄ρ∂̃ρLψΩ̃µν

ψ;

Lψ
S̃
(γ̄ρ∂̃ρψ) = γ̄ρ∂̃ρL̂ψS̃ψ.

Proof. By definition

Lψ
Ω̃µν

(γ̄ρ∂̃ρψ) = (LΩ̃µν
γ̄ρ)∂̃ρψ + γ̄ρ∂̃ρLΩ̃µν

ψ − 1

2
γ̄µγ̄ν γ̄

ρ∂̃ρψ

= −(γ̄σ∂̃σ(Ω̃µν)
ρ)∂̃ρψ + γ̄ρ∂̃ρLΩ̃µν

ψ − 1

2
γ̄µγ̄ν γ̄

ρ∂̃ρψ

= −(γ̄σ∂̃σ(Ω̃µν)
ρ)∂̃ρψ + γ̄ρ∂̃ρLψΩ̃µν

ψ +
1

2
γ̄ργ̄µγ̄ν ∂̃ρψ − 1

2
γ̄µγ̄ν γ̄

ρ∂̃ρψ.

For the first term we calculate

(γ̄ρ∂̃ρ(Ω̃µν)
σ)∂̃σψ = γ̄ρ(∂̃ρ(x̃µδ

σ
ν − x̃νδ

σ
µ))∂̃σψ = γ̄ρ(m̂ρµδ

σ
ν − m̂ρνδ

σ
µ)∂̃σψ = γ̄µ∂̃νψ − γ̄ν ∂̃µψ,

and this equals− 1
2 (γ̄µγ̄ν γ̄

ρ∂̃ρψ−γ̄ργ̄µγ̄ν ∂̃ρψ) by noticing γ̄µγ̄
µ = −I and γ̄σγ̄ρ = −γ̄ργ̄σ. Therefore

Lψ
Ω̃µν

(γ̄ρ∂̃ρψ) = γ̄ρ∂̃ρLψ
Ω̃µν

ψ.

For the second identity, notice that LS̃ γ̄µ = −γ̄ρ∂̃ρS̃µ = −γ̄µ, so

LS̃(γ̄ρ∂̃ρψ) = −γ̄ρ∂̃ρψ + γ̄ρLS̃ ∂̃ρψ = γ̄ρ∂̃ρ(LS̃ψ − ψ) = γ̄ρ∂̃ρL̂ψ
S̃
ψ.

We are now ready to commute with curved Dirac operator. Recall that γµ = γ̄a(ẽa)
µ, where

ẽa’s are constructed in Section 5. Define γ̊µ := γµ − γ̄µ = γ̄a((ẽa)
µ − (∂̃a)

µ), and we calculate

(Lψ
Z̃
)I(γµDµψ) = (Lψ

Z̃
)I (̊γµ∂̃µψ) + (Lψ

Z̃
)I(γ̄µ∂̃µψ)−

1

4
(Lψ

Z̃
)I(γµω̃µabΣ

abψ)

= (Lψ
Z̃
)I (̊γµ∂̃µψ) + γ̄µ∂̃µ(L̂ψ

Z̃
)Iψ − 1

4
(Lψ

Z̃
)I(γµω̃µabΣ

abψ)

=
(
(Lψ

Z̃
)I (̊γµ∂̃µψ)− γ̊µ∂̃µ(L̂ψZ̃)

Iψ
)
+ γµDµ(L̂ψZ̃)

Iψ

+
1

4

(
γµω̃µabΣ

ab(L̂ψ
Z̃
)Iψ − (Lψ

Z̃
)I(γµω̃µabΣ

abψ)
)
. (9.8)

Note that (Lψ
Z̃
)I (̊γµ∂µψ) equals LIZ̃ (̊γ

µ∂̃µψ) plus terms involing at most |I| − 1 vector fields, and

γ̊µ∂µ(L̂ψ
Z̃
)Iψ equals γ̊µ∂̃µLIZ̃ψ plus terms with at most |I| − 1 vector fields, we see that there are

cancellations for terms with all |I| vector fields falling on ψ. Similar cancellation occurs in the last
parenthesis. Therefore, we have the following estimate for the commutator, using that Σab and γ̄a

are constant matrices, γµ = γ̄a(ẽa)
µ, and the equivalence (9.7):

|γµDµ(L̂ψZ̃)
Iψ − (Lψ

Z̃
)I(γµDµψ)| .

∑

|J|+|K|≤|I|, |K|<|I|

(
|LJ
Z̃
γ̊µ∂̃µLKZ̃ ψ|+ |LJ

Z̃
(γµω̃µab)LKZ̃ ψ|

)

.
∑

|J|+|K|≤|I|, |K|<|I|

(
|LJ
Z̃
((ẽa)

µ − (∂̃a)
µ)∂̃µLKZ̃ ψ|+ |LJ

Z̃
((ẽc)

µω̃µab)LKZ̃ ψ|
)

(9.9)
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10 Improved estimate from generalized wave coodinate con-

dition

The wave coordinate condition can be written as �gx
ν = 0, i.e. ∂µ(g

µν
√
| det g|) = 0 in the original

coordinates, which implies for the tensor Hµν = gµν − mµν that ∂µ(H
µν − 1

2m
µνmαβH

αβ) =

W ν(g)(H, ∂H). Since H0 is explicit, we can compute to see that |∂µ(Hµν
0 − 1

2m
µνmαβH

αβ
0 )| .

M(1 + t+ r)−2 decays well, so we have a similar estimate as H for H1 = H −H0, and in the new
coordinates it reads

∂̃µ(H̃
µν
1 − 1

2
m̃µνm̃αβH̃

αβ
1 ) = W̃ ν(g̃)(H̃1, ∂̃H̃1) + W̃ ν

mass + W̃ ν
cov,

where W̃ ν
mass and W̃ ν

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

Section 4. This also commutes well with modified Lie derivatives, since L̂Z̃ falling on m̃ provides
extra decay. Then as in [17] the following estimate holds:

Lemma 10.1. Suppose the generalized wave coordinate condition (4.8) holds. Then

|∂q∗LIZ̃H̃1|L̃T̃ + |∂q∗ /trLIZ̃H̃1| . |∂̃LI
Z̃
H̃1|+

∑

|J|+|K|≤|I|
i,j∈{0,1}

|LJ
Z̃
H̃i||∂̃LKZ̃ H̃j |+

M |χ′( r
t+1 )|

(1 + t+ r)2
(10.1)

where χ′(s) is nonzero when 1/4 ≤ s ≤ 1/2.

Proof. Let Ĥµν
1 = H̃µν

1 − 1
2m̃

µνm̃αβH̃
αβ
1 . By the property of Lie derivative, we have for the

commuting vector fields Z̃ that

∂̃µL̂IZ̃Ĥ
µν
1 =

∑

|J|≤|I|
cIJ L̂JZ̃ ∂̃µĤ

µν
1 . (10.2)

Now we expand the divergence in the null frame

∂̃µL̂IZ̃Ĥ
µν
1 = L̃µ∂q∗L̂IZ̃Ĥ

µν
1 − L̃µ∂s∗L̂IZ̃Ĥ

µν
1 +

∑

i=1,2

S̃iµ∂S̃i
L̂I
Z̃
Ĥµν

1 .

Notice that (L̂I
Z̃
Ĥ1)

µν ≈ L̂I
Z̃
H̃µν

1 − 1
2m̂

µνm̂αβL̂IZ̃H̃
αβ
1 modulo quadratic terms, so (L̂I

Z̃
Ĥ1)L̃L̃ =

/trL̂I
Z̃
H̃1 plus quadratic terms. Therefore, contracting with T̃ν and L̃ν respectively we get

|∂q∗LIZ̃H̃1|L̃T̃ + |∂q∗ /trLIZ̃H̃1| . |∂̃LI
Z̃
H̃1|+ |∂̃µL̂IZ̃Ĥ

µν
1 |

plus error terms. Then, using (10.2) and the decay of error terms, we get the result.

Proposition 10.2. Suppose the weak decay (8.1) holds. Then

∫ t

0

∫

Στ

(|∂q∗LIZ̃H̃1|2L̃T̃ + |∂q∗ /trLIZ̃H̃1|2)w′ dx̃dτ .

∫ t

0

∫

Στ

|∂̃LI
Z̃
h̃1|2w′ dx̃dτ

+ (M2 + ε2)


1 +

∑

|J|≤|I|

∫ t

0

1

(1 + τ)2−2δ

∫

Στ

|∂̃LJ
Z̃
h̃1|2w dx̃dτ


 . (10.3)

11 Estimate of inhomogeneous terms

11.1 Einstein’s equation

Recall that the main part of the inhomogeneous term F̃µν(g̃)(∂̃h̃
1, ∂̃h̃1) is P̃ (g̃)(∂̃µh̃

1, ∂̃ν h̃
1). Mod-

ulo cubic terms we can consider P̂ = P (m̂), and P (m̂)(π, θ) = 1
4m̂

αβπαβ m̂
ρσθρσ− 1

2m̂
αβm̂ρσπαρ θβσ.

First we have

|P̂ (∂̃µh̃1, ∂̃ν h̃1)− L̃µL̃νP̂ (∂q∗ h̃
1, ∂q∗ h̃

1)| . |∂̃h̃1||∂̃h̃1|+ |∂̃h̃1||∂̃h̃1|. (11.1)
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Now expanding P̂ in the null frame we obtain P̂ (π, θ) = −(πL̃L̃θL̃L̃ + πL̃L̃θL̃L̃)/8 − (2πABθ
AB −

/trπ /trθ)/4 + δAB(2πAL̃θBL̃ + 2πAL̃θBL̃ − πABθLL̃ − πL̃L̃θAB)/4. Therefore

|P̂ (π, θ) − P̂S(π, θ)| . (|π|L̃T̃ + |/trπ|)|θ| + |π|(|θ|L̃T̃ + |/trθ|),

with
PS(π, θ) = −π̂AB θ̂AB/2, A,B ∈ S̃ = {S̃1, S̃2}, where π̂AB = πAB − δAB /trπ/2,

so clearly |PS(π, θ)| . |π|T̃ T̃ |θ|T̃ T̃ .
For higher order, the structure is well preserved thanks to the properties of Lie derivatives:

LZ̃Sµν(∂̃h, ∂̃k) = Sµν(∂̃L̂Z̃h, ∂̃k) + Sµν(∂̃h, ∂̃L̂Z̃k), (11.2)

where S can be P̂ or Q. Therefore

LI
Z̃
(F̃µν(g̃)(∂̃h̃

1, ∂̃h̃1)) =
∑

J+K=I

F̃µν(g̃)(∂̃L̂JZ̃ h̃
1, ∂̃L̂K

Z̃
h̃1) +Rcube I ,

and by (11.1) we have

κ2F̃µν(g̃)(∂̃L̂JZ̃ h̃
1, ∂̃L̂K

Z̃
h̃1) = L̃µL̃νP̂ (∂q∗L̂JZ̃ h̃

1, ∂q∗L̂KZ̃ h̃
1) + κ2Rtan + κ2Rcube, (11.3)

with the same P̂ as above.
We also need to estimate the term from the spinor field. Recall from (1.1) that

Tµν =
i

4
(ψγµDνψ −Dνψγµψ) +

i

4
(ψγνDµψ −Dµψγνψ). (11.4)

Note that in this expression, we are lowering the index of γ using the metric g, which is different
from γ̄µ = m̂µν γ̄

ν . Then γµ − γ̄µ = g̃µνγ
ν − m̂µν γ̄

ν = g̃µν(γ
ν − γ̄ν) + (g̃µν − m̂µν)γ̄

ν , so modulo

error terms we consider instead γµ to γ̄µ. Also Dµψ = ∂̃µψ + 1
4 ω̃µabΣ

abψ, and the terms involing
the connection ω̃ are also with an extra factor decay. The main term then reads

i

4
(ψγ̄µ∂̃νψ + ∂̃νψγ̄µψ) + (µ↔ ν) (11.5)

Noticing that LZ̃ γ̄µ = Z(γ̄µ) + (∂̃µZ
ν)γ̄ν = (∂̃µZ

ν)γ̄ν is a constant multiple of γ̄µ, we derive the
following estimate:

Proposition 11.1. Assume the weak decay in Proposition 8.1 holds. Then

|LI
Z̃
T |T̃ T̃ .

∑

|J|+|K|≤|I|
|LJ
Z̃
ψ||∂̃LK

Z̃
ψ|+

∑

|J1|+|J2|+|J3|≤|I|
|LJ1

Z̃
ψ||∂̃LJ2

Z̃
ψ||LJ3

Z̃
(g̃ − m̂)|. (11.6)

We now look at other components. The Dirac equation reads γµDµψ = 0. If we decompose
this in the Minkowski null frame, we get

1

2
γL̃DL̃ψ = −1

2
γL̃DL̃ψ +

∑

A∈S̃

γADAψ,

where γŨ = m̂µνγ
µŨν , and similarly we can do for the conjugate equation. This means that for

the solution of Dirac equation, the expression γL̃DL̃ψ actually behaves like a good (tangential)

derivative. Then in view of (1.1), if we contract Tµν with L̃µ, then modulo error terms (e.g. from

γµL̃
µ = γL̃+(g̃− m̂)µνγ

µL̃ν because of the notation), which can be ignored, we can always control

it by ψ · ∂̃ψ.
For higher order, it is similar as we have γµDµ(L̂ψ

Z̃
)Iψ equal to the commutator F com I , which

is quadratic in view of (9.9). When contracting (LI
Z̃
T̃ )µν with L̃µŨν , we get tangential derivatives

with one exception, which is γL̃DL̃(L̂
ψ

Z̃
)Iψ. Then we can do the same decomposition for the

equation γµDµ(L̂ψ
Z̃
)Iψ = F com 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 ψ satisfies the Dirac equation γµDµψ = 0, and the weak decay

in Proposition 8.1 holds. Then for L̃ = {L̃}, Ũ = {L̃, L̃, S̃1, S̃2}

|LI
Z̃
T |L̃Ũ .

∑

|J|+|K|≤|I|
|LJ
Z̃
ψ||∂̃LK

Z̃
ψ|+

∑

|J1|+|J2|+|J3|≤|I|
|LJ1

Z̃
ψ||∂̃LJ2

Z̃
ψ||LJ3

Z̃
(g̃ − m̂)|. (11.7)

11.2 Spin connection coefficients

We now consider when LZ̃ applied on the spin connection coefficients. Recall that

ω̃µab = g̃(ẽa,∇µẽb) = g̃αβ(ẽa)
α∇µ(ẽb)

β = g̃αβ(ẽa)
α∂̃µ(ẽb)

β + g̃αβ(ẽa)
αΓ̃ β

µν (ẽb)
ν .

Note that LZ̃ does not interact with tetrad indices by our definition. Applying LI
Z̃
, one can verify

that
LI
Z̃
(g̃αβ(ẽa)

α∂̃µ(ẽb)
β) =

∑

J+K=I

LJ
Z̃
(g̃αβ(ẽa)

α)∂̃µL̂KZ̃ (ẽb)
β .

Also, recall that Γ̃ β
µν = 1

2 g̃
βρ(∂̃ν g̃µρ + ∂̃µg̃νρ − ∂̃ρg̃µν). Then similarly

LI
Z̃
(g̃αβ(ẽa)

αΓ̃ β
µν (ẽb)

ν) =
1

2

∑

J+K=I

LJ
Z̃
(g̃βρg̃αβ(ẽa)

α(ẽb)
ν)(∂̃νLKZ̃ g̃µρ + ∂̃µLKZ̃ g̃νρ − ∂̃ρLKZ̃ g̃µν)

For both terms, the factors with LJ
Z̃
are clearly bounded, and the factors with LK

Z̃
will determine

the decay properties.
This gives the estimate for general components of the spin connection. Also, if we contract

with L̃µ, the first term becomes L̃ 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 5.1, to get the following
estimate:

Lemma 11.3. Suppose the weak decay (8.1) holds. Then |LI
Z̃
ω̃µab| .

∑
|J|≤|I| |∂̃LJZ̃ g̃|. Moreover,

for components in L̃ direction we have

|L̃µLI
Z̃
(ω̃µab)| .

∑

|J|≤|I|
|∂̃LJ

Z̃
g̃|+ |∂̃LJ

Z̃
g̃|L̃T̃ .

11.3 Second-order equation for spinor field

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

F̃ψ(ω̃, ∂̃ψ, ψ) =
1

2
g̃µν(ω̃µabΣ

ab∂̃νψ +
1

2
∇µ(ω̃νab)Σ

abψ +
1

8
ω̃µabω̃νcdΣ

abΣcdψ). (11.8)

We use the calculation in Section 5 to estimate the second term here. From Lemma 5.3 we
know it equals −g̃δρRσδ − ∂̃σ(g̃

µνΓ̂ ρ
µν )(ẽa)ρ(ẽb)

σΣabψ + (ẽa)ρ�̃g̃(ẽb)
ρΣabψ plus cubic terms. For

Rσδ and �̃g̃(ẽb)
ρ, we use the Einstein equation to replace them, and then we again have cubic

terms. The term with Γ̂ also decays well, in view of (4.3).

Lemma 11.4. We have

|LI
Z̃
F̃ψ| .

∑

|J|+|K|≤|I|
|∂̃LJ

Z̃
ψ||∂̃LK

Z̃
g̃|+

∑

|J|+|K|≤|I|
|∂̃LJ

Z̃
ψ|(|∂̃LK

Z̃
g̃|+ |∂̃LK

Z̃
g̃|L̃T̃ ) + |Rcube I |. (11.9)

Proof. We have already discussed the second term in (11.8), and the third term is clearly a cubic
term. For the first term, modulo a cubic error term, we can consider instead

LI
Z̃
(m̂µν ω̃µabΣ

ab∂̃νψ) =
∑

I1+I2+I3=I

(LI1
Z̃
m̂µν)LI2

Z̃
ω̃µabΣ

ab∂̃νLI3Z̃ ψ.

Since LI1
Z̃
m̂ is a multiple of m̂, we can expand in the null frame, and use Lemma 11.3 to get the

estimate.
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Using the weak decay (8.1) for the factor with less vector fields, we obtain

Proposition 11.5. We have

|LI
Z̃
Fψ | .

∑

|J|≤|I|

(
ε

(1 + t)2−2δ
+
M ln(1 + t+ r∗)

(1 + t+ r∗)2

)
|∂̃LJ

Z̃
ψ|+ ε(1 + t)−1+δ(1 + |q∗|)− 1

2 |∂̃LJ
Z̃
ψ|

+ ε(1 + t)−1+δ(1 + |q∗|)− 3
2 (1 + q∗+)

−s(|∂̃LJ
Z̃
h̃1|+ |∂̃LJ

Z̃
h̃1|L̃T̃ )

+ ε(1 + t)−2+δ(1 + |q∗|)− 1
2 (1 + q∗+)

−s|∂̃LJ
Z̃
h̃1|. (11.10)

12 Improved decay estimates of the metric and field

12.1 Decay estimates from Hörmander estimate

Proposition 12.1. We have

|Z̃Ih1| ≤ Cε(1 + t)2δ(1 + t+ r∗)−1(1 + q∗+)
−γ , |I| ≤ N − 3 (12.1)

and consequently

(1 + t+ r∗)|∂̃Z̃Ih1|+(1+ |q∗|)|∂̃Z̃Ih1| ≤ Cε(1+ t)2δ(1 + t+ r∗)−1(1+ q∗+)
−γ , |I| ≤ N − 4 (12.2)

Proof. The estimates for q∗ ≥ 0 follow directly from the weak decay (8.1). We now prove the case

for q∗ < 0. Consider L̂I
Z̃
h̃1µν = vIµν + uIµν , where

�∗vIµν = 0, vIµν |t=0 = L̂I
Z̃
h̃1µν |t=0, ∂̃tv

I
µν |t=0 = ∂̃tL̂IZ̃ h̃

1
µν |t=0,

and
�∗uIµν = �∗L̂I

Z̃
h̃1µν , uIµν |t=0 = ∂̃tL̂IZ̃uµν |t=0 = 0.

By (9.5) we have

|�∗L̂I
Z̃
h̃1| . |�∗L̂I

Z̃
h̃1 − LI

Z̃
(κ�̃g̃h̃

1)|+ |LI
Z̃
F̃ (g̃)(∂̃h̃1, ∂̃h̃1)|+ |LI

Z̃
T̃ |+ |R̃mass I |+ |R̃cov I |

.
∑

|J|+|K|≤|I|+1
|J|≤|I|

(
M ln(1 + t+ r∗)

(1 + t+ r∗)2
+

|L̂J
Z̃
H̃1|

1 + |q∗|

)
|∂̃L̂K

Z̃
h̃1|+

∑

|J|+|K|≤|I|
|∂̃L̂J

Z̃
g̃||∂̃L̂K

Z̃
g̃|

+
∑

|J|+|K|≤|I|
|LJ
Z̃
ψ||∂̃LK

Z̃
ψ|+ |R̃mass I |+ |R̃cov I |,

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

Σt

|∂̃L̂J
Z̃
g̃||∂̃L̂K

Z̃
g̃| dx̃ .

∫

Σt

|∂̃L̂K
Z̃
h̃1|2 + |∂̃L̂K

Z̃
m̃0|2 dx̃

.

∫

Σt

|∂̃Z̃K h̃1|2 dx̃ +

∫

Σt

ε2 ln(1 + t+ r∗)2

(1 + t+ r∗)4
dx̃ . ε2(1 + t)2δ,

and ∫

Σt

|LJ
Z̃
ψ||∂̃LK

Z̃
ψ| dx̃ .

(∫

Σt

|Z̃J1ψ|2 dx
) 1

2
(∫

Σt

|∂̃Z̃J2ψ|2 dx
) 1

2

. ε2(1 + t)δ.

The term from the commutator can also be controlled similarly, using Lemma 6.3 and Lemma 8.4.
Now applying Proposition 7.2 to uIµν we have

|uIµν(t, x̃)|(1 + t+ r∗) .

∫ t

0

ε(1 + τ)2δ

1 + τ
dτ . ε(1 + t)2δ.

Then also applying Lemma 7.3 to vIµν , using (8.3) and (8.4), we get the result.
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12.2 Improved decay estimates from generalized wave coordinate con-

dition

Using the decay we get from Proposition 12.1, we can get the improved decay estimate from our
(generalized) wave coordinate condition.

Proposition 12.2. For |I| ≤ N − 4,

|∂q∗LIZ̃H̃1|L̃T̃ + |∂q∗ /trL̂IZ̃H̃1| . ε(1 + t+ r∗)−2+4δ(1 + q∗+)
−γ(1 + |q∗|)−2δ, (12.3)

|LI
Z̃
H̃1|L̃T̃ + |/trL̂I

Z̃
H̃1| . ε(1 + t+ r∗)−1−γ+2δ(1 + q∗−)

γ . (12.4)

Proof. The first estimate follows from (10.1). Then we integrate along ∂q∗ to get the second
estimate.

Remark 12.3. Similarly, one can show that the same estimates hold with H̃1 replaced by h̃1.

12.3 Improved decay estimates from the L
∞-L∞ estimate

Proposition 12.4. For |I| ≤ N − 5,

|∂̃LI
Z̃
ψ| . ε(1 + t+ r∗)−1(1 + |q∗|)− 3

2
+δ(1 + q∗+)

−s, (12.5)

|LI
Z̃
ψ| . ε(1 + t+ r∗)−1(1 + |q∗|)− 1

2
+δ(1 + q∗+)

−s. (12.6)

Proof. Let w(q∗) = (1+ |q∗|) 3
2
−2δ(1+ q∗+)

s. Then by the weak decay |LI
Z̃
ψ| . ε(1+ t+ r)−1+δ(1+

|q∗|)− 1
2 (1 + q∗+)

−s, we have ||Z̃Iψ(τ, ·)w||L∞(Dτ ) . ε(1 + τ)−δ, so using Lemma 7.4 applied to

(
̂̂LZ̃)Iψ, we get

(1 + t+ r)|∂̃LI
Z̃
ψ(t, x)w(q∗)| . ε sup

|q∗|/4≤τ≤t
||(1 + τ)−δ||L∞ + ε

∫ t

|q∗|/4
(1 + τ)−1−δ dτ

+
∑

|J|≤|I|

∫ t

|q∗|/4
(1 + τ)||�∗(

̂̂LZ̃)
Iψ(τ, ·)w||L∞(Dτ ) dτ.

Using the decay we now have and (12.4) for the commutator estimate (9.5), along with the estimate
in Lemma 11.4, we obtain

|�∗(
̂̂LZ̃)Iψ| . |�∗(

̂̂LZ̃)Iψ − LI
Z̃
(�̃κg̃ψ)|+ |LI

Z̃
Fψ|

.
∑

|J|+|K|≤|I|+1,|J|≤|I|

(
M ln(1 + t+ r∗)

(1 + t+ r∗)2
+

|LJ
Z̃
H̃1|L̃L̃

1 + |q∗| +
|LJ
Z̃
H̃1|

1 + t+ r∗

)
|∂̃LK

Z̃
ψ|

+
∑

|J|+|K|≤|I|

(
|∂̃LJ

Z̃
ψ||∂̃LK

Z̃
g̃|+ |∂̃LJ

Z̃
ψ|(|∂̃LK

Z̃
g̃|+ |∂̃LK

Z̃
g̃|L̃T̃ )

)
+ |Rcube I |

. ε2(1 + t+ r∗)−2−γ+3δ(1 + |q∗|)− 5
2
+γ(1 + q∗+)

−s.

Therefore we obtain
∫ t

|q∗|/4
(1 + τ)||�∗LI

Z̃
ψ(τ, ·)w||L∞(Dτ ) dτ . ε2

∫ t

|q∗|/4
(1 + τ)−1−γ+3δ dτ . ε(1 + |q∗|)−γ+3δ.

Now for every terms on the right we get at least an additional decay factor (1 + |q∗|)−δ, and the
Proposition follows in view of the weight we use. For the second estimate, we again integrate along
∂q∗ to get it15.

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

|∂̃LI
Z̃
h1|T̃ T̃ . ε(1 + t+ r∗)−1(1 + |q∗|)−1+2δ(1 + q∗+)

−min(γ,2s), (12.7)

|∂̃LI
Z̃
h1|L̃Ũ . ε(1 + t+ r∗)−1(1 + |q∗|)−1+2δ(1 + q∗+)

−min(γ,2s), (12.8)

|∂̃LI
Z̃
h1| . ε(1 + t+ r∗) ln

(
1 +

1 + t+ r∗

1 + |q∗|

)
(1 + |q∗|)−1+2δ(1 + q∗+)

−min(γ,2s). (12.9)

Proof. Since |(�∗L̂I
Z̃
h̃1)ŨṼ | . |Rcom∗I

ŨṼ
| + |(LI

Z̃
F̃ )Ũ Ṽ |+ |(LI

Z̃
T̃ )Ũ Ṽ |, contracting (11.3) with T̃ µT̃ ν

and L̃µŨν we get
|LI
Z̃
F̃ |T̃ T̃ + |LI

Z̃
F̃ |L̃Ũ . Rtan I + Rcube I .

By (11.6) we have

|LI
Z̃
T̃ |T̃ T̃ . |∂̃LJ

Z̃
ψ||LK

Z̃
ψ|+ |Rcube I | . ε2(1 + t+ r∗)−3+δ(1 + |q∗|)−1(1 + q∗+)

−2s.

The estimate of the commutator is very similar with the proposition above. Hence, using Lemma
7.4 with w(q∗) = (1 + |q∗|)1−3δ(1 + q∗+)

min(γ,2s) we get the first estimate. The second estimate
follows similarly using (11.7) instead.

Now for general components, in view of (11.3), we estimate the main term

|P̂ (∂q∗L̂JZ̃ h̃
1, ∂q∗L̂KZ̃ h̃

1)| . |∂̃LJ
Z̃
h̃1|T̃ T̃ |∂̃L

K
Z̃
h̃1|T̃ T̃ + (|∂q∗LJZ̃ h̃

1|L̃T̃ + |∂q∗ /trLJZ̃ h̃
1|)|∂̃LK

Z̃
h̃1|

+ |∂̃LJ
Z̃
h̃1|(|∂q∗LKZ̃ h̃

1|L̃T̃ + |∂q∗ /trLKZ̃ h̃
1|)

. ε2(1 + t+ r)−3+3δ(1 + |q∗|)−1−δ(1 + q∗+)
−2γ + |∂̃LJ

Z̃
h̃1|T̃ T̃ |∂̃LKZ̃ h̃

1|T̃ T̃ ,

(12.10)

and for the last term we use the estimate of |∂̃LI
Z̃
h̃1|T̃ T̃ , which we have just established, to get

|P̂ (∂q∗ L̂JZ̃ h̃
1, ∂q∗L̂KZ̃ h̃

1)| . ε2(1 + t+ r∗)−2(1 + |q∗|)−2+4δ(1 + q∗+)
−2min(γ,2s)

Also, we have for the field that

|(LI
Z̃
T̃ )Ũ Ṽ | .

∑

|J|+|K|≤|I|
|LJ
Z̃
ψ||∂̃LK

Z̃
ψ|+ |Rcube I | . ε2(1 + t+ r∗)−2(1 + |q∗|)−2+2δ(1 + q∗+)

−2s.

(12.11)
The t−2 decay rate in light cone direction will give the logarithmic growth when we use Lemma
7.4, and the third estimate follows.

Integrating along the integral curve of ∂q∗ we obtain

Proposition 12.6. For |I| ≤ N − 5

|LI
Z̃
h̃1| . ε(1 + t+ r∗)−1 ln(1 + t+ r∗) (1 + |q∗|)δ(1 + q∗+)

−min(γ,2s). (12.12)

13 Improved Energy estimate for the system

13.1 Einstein’s equation

Commuting the equation multiplied by κ with LI
Z̃
, using the definition of the commutator (9.1),

we get

�̃g̃L̂IZ̃ h̃
1
µν +κ

−1Rcom I
h̃1

= κ−1
∑

I′+I′′=I

LI′′
Z̃
κ
( ∑

J+K=I′

F̃µν(g̃)(∂̃LJZ̃ h̃
1, ∂̃LK

Z̃
h̃1) + LI

Z̃
T̃µν

+Rcube Iµν +Rmass Iµν +Rcov Iµν

)
.
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The factor with κ clearly behaves good and we can focus on the other factor. By Proposition 6.2
we now have

∫

Σt

|∂̃L̂I
Z̃
h̃1|2w dx̃+

∫ t

0

∫

Στ

|∂̃L̂I
Z̃
h̃1|2w′ dx̃dτ

≤ 8

∫

Σ0

|∂̃L̂I
Z̃
h̃1|2w dx̃+ 12

∫ t

0

∫

Στ

|�̃g̃L̂IZ̃ h̃
1||∂̃L̂I

Z̃
h̃1|w dx̃dτ

≤ 8

∫

Σ0

|∂̃L̂I
Z̃
h̃1|2w dx̃+ 12

∫ t

0

∫

Στ

ε

1 + τ
|∂̃L̂I

Z̃
h̃1|2 + ε−1(1 + τ)|�̃g̃L̂IZ̃ h̃

1|2w dx̃dτ. (13.1)

We need to estimate the last term. From (11.3) we know that the main contributions from the

last term are from P̂ (∂q∗ L̂JZ̃ h̃
1, ∂q∗ L̂KZ̃ h̃

1), the commutator Rcom I
h̃1

, and the matter LI
Z̃
T̃µν . We

have

|LI
Z̃
F̃ | .

∑

|J|+|K|≤|I|
|P̂ (∂q∗ L̂JZ̃ h̃

1, ∂q∗L̂KZ̃ h̃
1)| .

∑

|J|+|K|≤|I|
|∂̃LJ

Z̃
h̃1|(|∂q∗LKZ̃ h̃

1|L̃T̃ + |∂q∗ /trLKZ̃ h̃
1|)

+ (|∂q∗LJZ̃ h̃
1|L̃T̃ + |∂q∗ /trLJZ̃ h̃

1|)|∂̃LK
Z̃
h̃1|+ |∂̃LJ

Z̃
h̃1|T̃ T̃ |∂̃L

K
Z̃
h̃1|T̃ T̃

.
∑

|J|+|K|≤|I|

ε(1 + q∗+)
−γ

(1 + t+ r∗)1−2δ(1 + |q∗|) (|∂q∗L
J
Z̃
h̃1|L̃T̃ + |∂q∗ /trLJZ̃ h̃

1|)

+
ε(1 + q∗+)

−min(γ,2s)

(1 + t+ r∗)(1 + q∗)1−2δ
|∂̃LJ

Z̃
h̃1| (13.2)

using (12.2), (12.3) and (12.7). Then

∫ t

0

∫

Στ

ε−1(1 + τ)|LI
Z̃
F̃ |2w dx̃dτ .

∑

|J|≤|I|

∫ t

0

ε

1 + τ
|∂̃LJ

Z̃
h̃1|2w dx̃dτ

+

∫ t

0

∫

Στ

ε(1 + τ)−1+4δ(1 + |q∗|)−2(|∂̃LJ
Z̃
h̃1|2 + |∂q∗LJZ̃ h̃

1|2L̃T̃ + |∂q∗ /trLJZ̃ h̃
1|2)w dx̃dτ. (13.3)

For the commutator, by (9.4), (12.4) and the weak decay,

|κ−1Rcom I
h̃1

| . ε(1 + q∗+)
−γ

(1 + |q∗|) 1
2 (1 + t+ r∗)1−δ

∑

|J|≤|I|

(
|LJ
Z̃
H̃1|L̃L̃

1 + |q∗| +
|LJ
Z̃
H̃1|

1 + t+ r∗

)

+
ε

(1 + t+ r∗)1+γ−δ

∑

|J|≤|I|
|∂̃LJ

Z̃
h̃1|.

We have

∫ t

0

∫

Στ

ε−1(1 + τ)|κ−1Rcom I
h̃1

|2w dx̃dτ .

∫ t

0

∫

Στ

ε

(1 + τ + |q∗|)1−2δ
(1 + |q∗|)−3|LJ

Z̃
H̃1|2L̃L̃w dx̃dτ

+

∫ t

0

∫

Στ

ε

(1 + τ + |q∗|)3−2δ
(1 + |q∗|)−1|LJ

Z̃
H̃1|2w dx̃dτ

+

∫ t

0

ε

(1 + τ)1+2γ−2δ

∫

Στ

|∂̃LJ
Z̃
h̃1|2w dx̃dτ.

For this we use Lemma 6.3 to see that

∫ t

0

∫

Στ

ε

(1 + τ + |q∗|)3−2δ

|LJ
Z̃
H̃1|2

1 + |q∗| w dx̃dτ .

∫ t

0

∫

Στ

ε

(1 + τ + |q∗|)2−2δ

|LJ
Z̃
H̃1|2

(1 + |q∗|)2w dx̃dτ

.

∫ t

0

∫

Στ

ε

(1 + τ + |q∗|)2−2δ
|∂̃LJ

Z̃
H̃1|2w dx̃dτ, (13.4)
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and

∫ t

0

∫

Στ

ε
|LJ
Z̃
H̃1|2L̃T̃

(1 + |q∗|)2
(1 + |q∗|)−2δ

(1 + τ + |q∗|)1−2δ

w dx̃dτ

(1 + q∗−)
2µ

.

∫ t

0

∫

Στ

(|∂̃q∗LJZ̃ h̃
1|2L̃T̃ + |∂̃LJ

Z̃
h̃1|2)w′ dx̃dτ.

(13.5)
For the term involing the spinor field, we have

|LI
Z̃
T̃µν | . ε

(1 + |q∗|)− 1
2
+δ(1 + q∗+)

−s

1 + t+ r∗

∑

|J|≤|I|
|∂̃LJ

Z̃
ψ|+ (1 + |q∗|)− 3

2
+δ(1 + q∗+)

−s

1 + t+ r∗

∑

|J|≤|I|
|LJ
Z̃
ψ|.

Recall that we require s > δ and γ < 1. Under this assumption

∫ t

0

∫

Σt

ε−1(1 + τ)|LI
Z̃
T̃µν |2w dx̃dτ .

∑

|J|≤|I|

∫ t

0

ε

1 + τ
(|∂̃LJ

Z̃
ψ|2w1 + |LJ

Z̃
ψ|2 dx̃dτ

.

∫ t

0

ε

1 + τ
E1
N (τ) dτ +

∫ t

0

ε

1 + τ
CN (τ) dτ. (13.6)

Define

SN (t) =
∑

|I|≤N

∫ t

0

∫

Στ

|∂̃LI
Z̃
h̃1|2w′ dx̃dτ.

Then term involing tangential derivatives can be absorbed by SN(t). Combining these estimate
together, and summing (13.1) up all |I| ≤ N , we get

EN (t) + SN(t) ≤ 8EN(0) +

∫ t

0

Cε

1 + τ
(EN (τ) + E1

N (τ) + CN (t)) dτ. (13.7)

13.2 Second order equation of the field

Commuting the equation (4.13) multiplied by κ with LI
Z̃
, and using the definition (9.2) we get

�̃g̃(
̂̂LZ̃)Iψ + κ−1Rcom I

ψ = κ−1
∑

I′+I′′=I

LI′
Z̃
κLI′′

Z̃
Fψ +Rcov I .

By Proposition 6.2 we have

∫

Σt

|∂̃(̂̂LZ̃)Iψ|2w1 dx̃+

∫ t

0

∫

Στ

|∂̃(̂̂LZ̃)Iψ|2w′
1 dx̃dτ ≤ 8

∫

Σ0

|∂̃(̂̂LZ̃)Iψ|2w1 dx̃

+ 12

∫ t

0

∫

Στ

|�̃g̃(̂̂LZ̃)Iψ||∂̃(
̂̂LZ̃)Iψ|w1 dx̃dτ. (13.8)

The main contribution from the last term can be estimated by

∫ t

0

∫

Στ

(|Rcom I
ψ |+

∑

|I′′|≤|I|
|(̂̂LZ̃)I

′′

Fψ|)|∂̃(̂̂LZ̃)Iψ|w1 dx̃dt

.
∑

|J|≤|I|

∫ t

0

∫

Στ

ε

(1 + τ)1+2δ
|∂̃LJ

Z̃
ψ|2w1 dx̃dτ

+

∫ t

0

∫

Στ

ε−1(1 + τ)1+2δ(|Rcom I
ψ |2 +

∑

|I′′|≤|I|
|LI′′
Z̃
Fψ|2)w1 dx̃dτ.
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For the commutator term, using (9.4) with h̃1 replaced by ψ, (12.4) and the weak decay we
have

|Rcom I
ψ | . ε(1 + q∗+)

−s

(1 + t+ r∗)−1+δ(1 + |q∗|) 3
2

∑

|J|≤|I|

(
|LJ
Z̃
H̃1|L̃L̃

1 + |q∗| +
|LJ
Z̃
H̃1|

1 + t+ r∗

)

+
ε

(1 + t+ r∗)1+γ−δ

∑

|J|≤|I|
|∂̃LJ

Z̃
ψ|.

Then

∫ t

0

∫

Στ

ε−1(1 + τ)1+2δ |Rcom I
ψ |2w1 dx̃dτ

.
∑

|J|≤|I|

∫ t

0

∫

Στ

ε
1

(1 + τ + r∗)3−4δ

(1 + q∗+)
−2s

(1 + |q∗|)3 |LJ
Z̃
H̃1|2w1 dx̃dτ

+

∫ t

0

∫

Στ

ε
(1 + |q∗|)−3(1 + q∗+)

−2s

(1 + τ + |q∗|)1−4δ

|LJ
Z̃
H̃1|2L̃L̃

(1 + |q∗|)2w1 dx̃dτ +
ε

(1 + τ + r∗)1+2γ−4δ
|∂̃LJ

Z̃
ψ|2w1 dx̃dτ

Recall that w1(q
∗) = w(q∗)(1 + q∗+)

1+2s−2γ , so by Lemma 6.3 we have

∫ t

0

∫

Στ

ε
(1 + |q∗|)−3(1 + q∗+)

−2s

(1 + τ + |q∗|)1−4δ

|LJ
Z̃
H̃1|2L̃L̃

(1 + |q∗|)2w1 dx̃dτ

.

∫ t

0

∫

Στ

ε
(1 + |q∗|)−2−2γ

(1 + τ + |q∗|)1−4δ

|LJ
Z̃
H̃1|2L̃L̃

(1 + |q∗|)2w dx̃dτ

.

∫ t

0

ε(1 + τ)−8δ

∫

Στ

|LJ
Z̃
H̃1|2L̃L̃

(1 + |q∗|)2
(1 + |q∗|)−12δ

(1 + τ + |q∗|)1−12δ

1

(1 + |q∗|)2µw dx̃dτ

.

∫ t

0

ε(1 + τ)−8δ

∫

Στ

|∂q∗LJZ̃H̃1|2L̃L̃ + |∂̃LJ
Z̃
H̃1|2w′ dx̃dτ,

and

∫ t

0

∫

Στ

ε
1

(1 + t+ r∗)3−4δ

(1 + q∗+)
−2s

(1 + |q∗|)3 |LJ
Z̃
H̃1|2w1 dx̃dτ

.

∫ t

0

∫

Στ

ε
1

(1 + t+ r∗)3−4δ

|LJ
Z̃
H̃1|2

(1 + |q∗|)2w dx̃dτ .

∫ t

0

∫

Στ

ε
1

(1 + t+ r∗)3−4δ
|∂̃LJ

Z̃
H̃1|2w dx̃dτ.

For the term involing Fψ, we can use (11.10) 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

S1
N (t) =

∑

|I|≤N

∫ t

0

∫

Στ

|∂̃LI
Z̃
ψ|2w′

1 dx̃dτ.

Using Lemma 10.2 and summing (13.8) up all |I| ≤ N , we have

E1
N (t) + S1

N (t) ≤ 8E1
N (0) +

∫ t

0

Cε

(1 + τ)1+2δ
(E1

N (τ) + EN (τ)) dτ

+
∑

|J|≤N

∫ t

0

∫

Στ

Cε

(1 + τ)8δ
|∂̃LJ

Z̃
h̃1|2w′ dx̃dτ (13.9)
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The last term here can be bounded by CεSN (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 Ik = [2k−1, 2k] for k = 1, · · · ,K − 1, I0 = [0, 1], IK = [2K−1, T ]. Then

∫ t

0

∫

Στ

Cε(1 + τ)−8δ|∂̃LJ
Z̃
h̃1|2w′ dx̃dτ =

K∑

k=0

∫

Ik

∫

Στ

Cε2−8δk|∂̃LJ
Z̃
h̃1|2w′ dx̃dτ

≤ Cε

K−1∑

k=0

2−8δkSN (2k) + Cε2−8δKSN (t). (13.10)

We will use this later in this section.

13.3 Dirac equation

We commute the Dirac equation with modified vector fields. By (9.8) the higher order equation
reads

γµDµ(L̂ψZ̃)
Iψ = F com I .

By (12.8) and (4.2) we have the decay |∂̃g̃|L̃Ũ ≤ Cε(1 + t)−1, so using Proposition 6.1 we get

∫

Σt

|(L̂ψ
Z̃
)Iψ|2 dx̃ ≤ 2

∫

Σ0

|(L̂ψ
Z̃
)Iψ|2 dx̃+ 4

∫ t

0

∫

Στ

Cε

1 + τ
|(L̂ψ

Z̃
)Iψ|2 + |F com I ||(L̂ψ

Z̃
)Iψ| dx̃dτ.

(13.11)
In view of (9.8), the last term can be estimated by

∫ t

0

∫

Στ

ε

1 + τ
|(L̂ψ

Z̃
)Iψ|2 + ε−1(1 + τ)|F com I |2 dx̃dτ .

∫ t

0

∫

Στ

ε

1 + τ
|(L̂ψ

Z̃
)Iψ|2

+
∑

|J|+|K|≤|I|
|K|<|I|

ε−1(1 + τ)
(
|LJ
Z̃
((ẽa)

µ − (∂̃a)
µ)∂µLKZ̃ ψ|

2 + |LJ
Z̃
((ẽa)

µωµab)LKZ̃ ψ|
2
)
dx̃dτ.

We need to estimate the last two integrands. Recall from Proposition 11.3 that |LJ
Z̃
ωµab| .

∑
|J′|≤|J| |∂̃LJ

′

Z̃
g̃|. When |K| ≤ |J |, it is equivalent to estimate

∑

|J|+|K|≤|I|
|K|≤|I|/2

∫ t

0

∫

Στ

ε−1(1 + τ)
(
|∂̃LK

Z̃
ψ|2|LJ

Z̃
(g̃ − m̂)|2 + |LK

Z̃
ψ|2|∂̃LJ

Z̃
g̃|2
)
dx̃dτ.

Using (12.5), (12.6), and |LJ
Z̃
(m̃0 − m̂)| . Mχ ln r

1+t+r (which implies |LJ
Z̃
(m̃0 − m̂)| . Mχ ln(1+t)

1+t in

view of the support of given by χ and the fact that f(x) = ln x
x is decreasing when x > 3) by (4.2),

the integral can be controlled by

∫ t

0

∫

Στ

ε

1 + τ
(1 + |q∗|)−1+2δ(1 + q∗+)

−2s

(
|LJ
Z̃
h̃1|2

(1 + |q∗|)2 + |∂̃LJ
Z̃
h̃1|2

)

+
M(ln(1 + τ))2

1 + τ
|∂̃LK

Z̃
ψ|2 + M(ln(1 + τ))2

(1 + τ)3
|LK
Z̃
ψ|2 dx̃dτ

≤
∫ t

0

ε

1 + τ

∫

Στ

(
|LJ
Z̃
h̃1|2

(1 + |q∗|)3−2δ
+ |∂̃LJ

Z̃
h̃1|2

)
w dx̃dτ +

∫ t

0

∫

Στ

ε(ln(1 + τ))2

1 + τ
|∂̃LK

Z̃
ψ|2w1 dx̃dτ

.

∫ t

0

ε

1 + τ
EN (τ) +

ε(ln(1 + τ))2

1 + τ
E1

[N/2](τ) +
ε(ln(1 + τ))2

(1 + τ)3
C[N/2](τ) dτ, (13.12)

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 (9.7), it suffices to estimate

∑

|J|+|K|≤|I|
|I|/2≤|K|<|I|

∫ t

0

∫

Στ

ε−1(1 + τ)
(
|LJ
Z̃
(g̃ − m̂)|2|∂̃LK

Z̃
ψ|2 + |∂̃LJ

Z̃
g̃|2|LK

Z̃
ψ|2
)
dx̃dt

For the first term here, we interpolate two estimates. Recall from (2.19) that

|∂̃LK
Z̃
ψ| ≤ min


|∂̃LK

Z̃
ψ|,

∑

|K′|≤|K|+1

|LK′

Z̃
ψ|

1 + |q∗|


 ,

so |∂̃LK
Z̃
ψ|2 ≤∑|K′|≤|K|+1(1+ |q∗|)−1|∂̃LK

Z̃
ψ||LK′

Z̃
ψ|. Now since |LJ

Z̃
(g̃−m̂)| . |LJ

Z̃
h̃1|+ |LJ

Z̃
(m̃0−

m̂)|, using (12.12) and (4.2) we derive

∫ t

0

∫

Στ

ε−1(1 + τ)|LJ
Z̃
(g̃ − m̂)|2|∂̃LK

Z̃
ψ|2 dx̃dτ

.
∑

|K|≤|I|−1

∫ t

0

∫

Στ

(
ε(1 + q∗−)

2δ(ln(1 + τ))2

1 + τ
+
ε−1M2(ln(1 + τ))2

1 + τ

)
|∂̃LK

Z̃
ψ|2 dx̃dτ

.
∑

|K′|≤|I|
|K|≤|I|−1

∫ t

0

∫

Στ

ε

1 + τ
(ln(1 + τ))2(1 + |q∗|)−1+2δ|∂̃LK

Z̃
ψ||LK′

Z̃
ψ| dx̃dτ

.
∑

|K′|≤|I|
|K|≤|I|−1

∫ t

0

∫

Στ

ε

1 + τ

(
(1 + |q∗|)−2+4δ|LK′

Z̃
ψ|2 + (ln(1 + τ))4|∂̃LK

Z̃
ψ|2
)
dx̃dτ

.
∑

|K′|≤|I|

∫ t

0

∫

Στ

ε

1 + τ
|LK′

Z̃
ψ|2 dx̃dτ + Cε3(ln(1 + t))5, (13.13)

where we have used the bootstrap assumption on E1
N (t) for the last inequality.

For the other term, using the decay |∂̃LJ
Z̃
h1| . ε(1+ t)−1 ln t (1+ |q∗|)−1+δ(1+ q∗+)

−γ and (4.2)
we have

∑

|J|+|K|≤|I|
|I|/2≤|K|<|I|

∫ t

0

∫

Στ

ε−1(1 + τ)|∂̃LJ
Z̃
g̃|2|LK

Z̃
ψ|2 dx̃dτ .

∑

|K|<|I|

∫ t

0

∫

Στ

ε(ln(1 + τ))2

1 + τ
|LK
Z̃
ψ|2 dx̃dτ.

(13.14)
Therefore, summing up |I| ≤ k, and using (13.13) and (13.14) we get

Ck(t) ≤ 8Ck(0)+

∫ t

0

Cε

1 + τ
(Ck(τ) + Ek(τ))+

Cε(ln(1 + τ))2

1 + τ
Ck−1(τ) dτ+Cε

3(ln(1+t))5. (13.15)

13.4 Improvement of bootstrap assumptions

DefineGk(t) = Ek(t)+E
1
k(t)+Ck(t). Then by the assumption on initial data, we haveGN (0) ≤ 3ε2.

Adding (13.7), (13.9) with last term bounded by CεSk(t), and (13.16) we get

Gk(t) + Sk(t) + S1
k(t) ≤ 24ε2 +

∫ t

0

Cε

1 + τ
Gk(τ) +

Cε(ln τ)2

1 + τ
Gk−1(τ) dτ +Cε3(ln(1 + t))5. (13.16)

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(t) ≤
∫ t

0

f(τ)G(τ) dτ + g(t),

for all t ∈ [0, T ], then

G(t) ≤ g(t) exp(

∫ t

0

f(τ) dτ).

Now we do the induction. We want to prove that Gk(t) ≤ 25ε2(1+t)ckε, where ck are constants,
satisfying 2ci−1 ≤ ci. For k = 0 by (13.15) we have

G0(t) ≤ 24ε2 +

∫
Cε

1 + t
G0(τ) dτ + Cε3(ln(1 + t))5,

so using Gronwall’s inequality we get G0(t) ≤ (24ε2 + Cε3(ln(1 + t))5)(1 + t)Cε ≤ 25ε2(1 + t)c0ε

for ε small enough and c0 = 2C. Now suppose the bound holds for k − 1. Then

Gk(t) ≤ 24ε2 +

∫ t

0

Cε

1 + τ
Gk(τ) dτ + Cε3(1 + t)ck−1ε ln(1 + t) + Cε3(ln(1 + t))3.

Using again Gronwall’s inequality we get

Gk(t) ≤ (24ε2 + Cε3)(1 + t)2ck−1ε ≤ 25ε2(1 + t)ckε

as desired.
Now we have proved that Gk(t) ≤ 25ε2(1 + t)ckε. This improves the boostrap assumptions

on EN (t) and CN (t), once we let Cb > 25 in the beginning and ε > 0 small so that cNε < δ.
Substituting the bound to the right hand side of (13.16) we get Sk(t) ≤ Cε2(1 + t)ckε. Using this
bound, the improved bound for EN (t), and (13.10) for (13.9) we have

E1
N (t) + S1

N (t) ≤ 8E1
N (0) +

∫ t

0

Cε

(1 + τ)1+2δ
(E1

N (τ) + EN (τ)) dτ + Cε3
∞∑

k=0

2−8δk2δk

≤ 8ε2 +

∫ t

0

Cε

(1 + τ)1+2δ
E1
N (τ) dτ + Cε3,

so using Gronwall’s inequality we get E1
N (t) ≤ 8ε2 + Cε3 < Cbε

2 when ε is small. Therefore we
have improved all bootstrap assumptions, and it follows that T = ∞.
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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 γµ∂µψ (and higher order version with vector fields),
where Lψ (or ∂qψ) has worse behavior than other derivatives of ψ. Therefore, by expanding the
contraction in the null frame, we see that the behavior of the term γL∂qψ is important. We are
interested in two questions:

(1) We know that γµ−γ̄µ behaves like the perturbation of metric h = g−m, which is extensively
used in this work, but does the component (γ − γ̄)L has better decay? (One can think about the
contractionHαβ∂α∂βφ, the worst term is like HLL∂q∂qφ, and in our context HLL indeed has better
behavior, using wave coordinate condition)

(2) Is there any special structure of the matrix γ̄L, 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 γ̄L∂qψ 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 γµ 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 (γ − γ̄)L 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 (R4, g).

Lemma A.1. On the region where r > t/2 and t > 1, We have |∂IZJUµ| . (1 + t+ r)−|I|, where
U ∈ {L,L, S1, S2}.

Proof. Consider a derivative ∂α operating on Uµ. Notice that Uµ does not change along the radial
direction ∂r and time direction ∂t, so the relavant part is the angular derivative. Therefore we
have |x|∂iUµ(t, x) = ∂iU

µ(t, x/|x|), and writing all vector fields explicitly we get the estimate.

Proposition A.2. Suppose that gµν = mµν + hµν satisfies |ZIh| . (1 + t+ r)−
1
2 for |I| ≤ N/2.

Then there exists a choice of tetrad {ea} satisfying the following properties, with χ = χ( r
1+t ) defined

in (1.6):

1. |(ea)µ − (∂a)
µ| . |h|;

2. |∂µ(ea)ν | . |∂µh|+ χ 1
r |h|;

3. |ZI((ea)µ − (∂a)
µ)| . ∑

|J|≤|I| |ZJh|, and |∂µZI(ea)ν | .
∑

|J|≤|I| |∂µZJh| + χ 1
r |ZJh| plus

quadratic terms;

4. On the region where χ( r
1+t ) = 1, i.e. r ≥ 3

4 (t+1), we have |m(ea−∂a, L)|+ |m(ea−∂a, Si)| .
|h|T U +O(h2).

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

hLLa
2 + 2gLLa+ hLL = 0.

Note that gLL = −2 + hLL so its absolute value is significantly bigger than other coefficients. If

hLL = 0, then we have the unique solution a = − hLL

2gLL
; if hLL 6= 0, then the discriminant is greater

than zero, and a =
−gLL±

√
g2
LL

−hLLhLL

hLL
. We take the root whose absolute value is smaller so that

a really means a perturbation, i.e.

a =
gLL

hLL
(−1 +

√
1− hLLhLL

g2LL
) ≈ gLL

hLL
(−1

2

hLLhLL

g2LL
) +O(h3) = − hLL

2gLL
+O(h2) ≈ 1

4
hLL +O(h2).

The limit here as hLL → 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)gLL + ahLL + bhLL, which differs from −2 by a quadratic term. Let

L̃ =
√
− 2

(1+ab)gLL+ahLL+bhLL
(L+ aL), L̃ =

√
− 2

(1+ab)gLL+ahLL+bhLL
(L + bL).

Then L̃, L̃ are g-null vectors and g(L̃, L̃) = −2.
Let

T̃ = 1
2 (L̃+ L̃) =

√
− 2

(1+ab)gLL+ahLL+bhLL
(∂t +

a
2L+ b

2L),

R̃ = 1
2 (L̃− L̃) =

√
− 2

(1+ab)gLL+ahLL+bhLL
(∂r +

a
2L− b

2L).

Then we have
m(T̃ , L) = −1− a+O(h2), m(R̃, L) = 1− a+O(h2), (A.1)

and we note that a = 1
4hLL +O(h2).
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We now define ẽ0 = ∂t + χ( r
t+1 )(T̃ − ∂t), ẽi = ∂i + ωiχ(

r
t+1 )(R̃ − ∂r), where χ(s) is a smooth

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

g(ẽ0, ẽ0) = 1 + h00 + 2g(∂t, χ(T̃ − ∂t)) +O(h2),

g(ẽ0, ẽi) = h0i + g(χ(T̃ − ∂t), ∂i) + ωig(∂t, χ(R̃− ∂r)) +O(h2),

g(ẽi, ẽj) = δij + hij + g(∂i, ωjχ(R − ∂r)) + g(ωi(R− ∂r), ∂j) +O(h2).

(A.2)

The set {ẽa} is not an orthonormal frame yet, and we now do a Gram-Schmidt orthogonaliztion
to this set, just like the process in Lemma 5.1. This will result in a modification comparable with
hUV , possibly with coefficients χ( r

t+1 ), ωi and components of S1, S2 (we call these coeffecients of
power 0), plus quadratic terms. We denote the orthonormal frame we get by {ea}. Then clearly
we have |eµa − (∂a)

µ| . |eµa − ẽµa | + |(ẽa)µ − (∂a)
µ| . |h| + O(h2) . |h|, where we use the decay

assumption for the last inequality.
For derivatives we have

∂µ(ea)
ν = ∂µ((ea)− (ẽa))

ν + ∂µ(ẽa)
ν .

For the second term, in view of the definition of ẽa, the derivative may fall on χ( r
t+1 ) or ωi, which

leads to 1
1+tχ

′ and 1
rχ respectively, or the vector field T̃ and R̃, i.e. fall on terms like hUV , modulo

quadratic terms. So also using ∂µU
ν ≈ 1

r when r > t/10 from Lemma A.1, we have the second
term controlled by |∂µh|+ |χr h|+O(h · ∂h). 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 |∂IZJUν | . r−|I| on the
support of χ, by Lemma A.1. Note that when the partial derivative ∂µ falls on h, the direction of
the derivative is preserved. Therefore the first three statement holds.

Moreover, in the region where χ( r
t+1 ) = 1, we have ẽ0 = T̃ , ẽi = ∂i + ωiR̃, so

g(ẽ0, ẽ0) = 1,

g(ẽ0, ẽi) = h(T̃ , ∂i) ≈ h(∂t, ∂i) +O(h2),

g(ẽi, ẽj) = δij + h(∂i, ∂j) + ωjh(∂i, R̃) + ωih(∂j , R̃)

≈ h(∂i, ∂j) + ωjh(∂i, ∂r) + ωih(∂j , ∂r) +O(h2).

(A.3)

In view of the expression after the Gram-Schmidt process (Lemma 5.1), we know that ea − ẽa,
hence m(ea − ẽa, 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(h2).

Also we havem(ẽ0−∂0, L) = −a+O(h2) ≈ − 1
4hLL+O(h

2), andm(ẽi−∂i, L) = −ωia+O(h2) ≈
− 1

4ωihLL +O(h2). Therefore

|m(ea − ∂a, L)| ≤ |m(ea − ẽa, L)|+ |m(ẽa − ∂a, L)| ≤
∑

T∈T , U∈U
|h|T U + |h|2,

and similar estimates holds if we change L to S1, S2. Hence the last estimate follows.

Remark A.3. From this we can prove the control of γL − γ̄L when r
t+1 >

3
4 :

|γL − γ̄L| . |h|T U + |h|2. (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 γ̄L. This can be viewed as an analogue of the spacetime integral we get from the
weighted energy estimate of the wave equation in Proposition 6.2.

Consider the Dirac equation in a curved background spacetime (R4, g):

γµDµψ + imψ = F,

where the metric g satisfies the decay

(1 + |q|)−1|h1|+ |∂h1| ≤ Cε(1 + t)−
3
4 (1 + |q|)− 1

2 , |∂h1| ≤ Cε(1 + t)−
5
4 (B.1)

|h1|T U ≤ Cε(1 + t)−1(1 + |q|) 1
2 (B.2)

with gµν = mµν + h0µν + h1µν , and h0 = χ( r
1+t )

M
r δµν . 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 |γµ − γ̄µ| . Cε(1 + t)−
3
4 (1 + |q|) 1

2 if we
choose the tetrad as in Proposition 5.1, or as in Appendix A.

We consider a weight function w = w(q) with w′(q) ≤ 0, and w′(q) . (1 + |q|)−1w(q). Again
by Corollary 2.7 we have ∇µ(ψγ

µψ) = ψF + Fψ, which implies in our coordinates ∂µ(ψγ
µψ) =

ψF + Fψ − Γ µ
µρ ψγ

ρψ. Then adding the weight to the estimate we have

∂µ(w(q)ψγ
µψ) = w(q)(ψF + Fψ) + w′(q)ψγLψ − w(q)Γ µ

µρ ψγ
ρψ,

where γL := mµνL
µγν .

We put the center value (which corresponds to γ̄L) of the second term on the right hand side
to the left, and integrate on the spacetime region between two time slices to get

∫

Σt

w(q)ψγ0ψ dx+

∫ t

0

∫

Στ

(−w′(q))ψγ̄Lψ dxdτ =

∫

Σ0

w(q)ψγ0ψ dx

+

∫ t

0

∫

Στ

w(q)(ψF + Fψ − Γ µ
µρ ψγ

ρψ) + w′(q)ψ(γµ − γ̄µ)Lµψ dxdτ.

(B.3)

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 matrix γ̄0γ̄L = (γ̄L)
†γ̄0 is semi-negative definite at every point where L is

defined.

Proof. Recall that L = ∂t + ∂r, so γ̄L = γ̄µLµ = −γ̄0 + ωiγ̄
i we have

γ̄0γ̄L =




1 0 0 0
0 1 0 0
0 0 −1 0
0 0 0 −1







−1 0 ω3 ω1 − iω2

0 −1 ω1 + iω2 −ω3

−ω3 −ω1 + iω2 1 0
−ω1 − iω2 ω3 0 1


 ,

=




−1 0 ω3 ω1 − iω2

0 −1 ω1 + iω2 −ω3

ω3 ω1 − iω2 −1 0
ω1 + iω2 −ω3 0 −1


 ,

(B.4)

and it is straightforward to verify that γ̄0γ̄L = (γ̄L)
†γ̄0. It remains to compute all possible principal

minors by linear algebra ([34], [31, Page 566]). We do not need to compute the 4× 4 determinant
since we know it is zero from the following observation:

γ̄2L = (γ̄µLµ)(γ̄
νLν) = γ̄µγ̄νLµLν = −mµνLµLν = 0.

For remaining principal minors, we just compute one of them (Row 1,3,4) since others are
similar:

∣∣∣∣∣∣

−1 ω3 ω1 − iω2

ω3 −1 0
ω1 + iω2 0 −1

∣∣∣∣∣∣
= −1(1− ω2

3) + (ω1 + iω2)(ω1 − iω2) = −1 + ω2
1 + ω2

2 + ω2
3 = 0.
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From this we know that −ψγ̄Lψ = ψ(−γ̄0γ̄L)ψ ≥ 0 for every spinor field ψ which takes value
in C4.

Theorem B.2. Suppose ψ is a solution of the equation γµDµψ + imψ = F , and vanishes at
infinity. Assume the background metric g satisfies the assumption (B.1), (B.2), then

∫

Σt

|ψ|2w dx̃+

∫ t

0

∫

Στ

(−ψγ̄Lψ)w′ dx̃dτ ≤ 2

∫

Σ0

|ψ|2w dx̃

+ 2

∫ t

0

∫

Στ

(
Cε

1 + τ
|ψ|2 + |ψF |+ |Fψ|

)
w dx̃dτ (B.5)

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

Γ µ
µρ =

1

2
gµν(∂µgρν + ∂ρgµν − ∂νgµρ) =

1

2
gµν∂ρgµν ,

so we have the estimate |Γ µ
µρ ψγ

ρψ| . |∂g||ψγ̄Lψ| + |∂g||ψ|2 + |γµ − γ̄µ||∂g||ψ|2. 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 A, we have |(γµ − γ̄µ)Lµ| . |h|T U + O(h2) . ε(1 + t)−1(1 + |q|) 1
2 , so using also

w′(q) . (1 + |q|)−1w(q) we get the estimate.
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