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PROPAGATION OF SINGULARITIES WITH NORMALLY

HYPERBOLIC TRAPPING

QIUYE JIA

ABSTRACT. We prove a new microlocal estimate with normally hyper-
bolic trapping, which can be applied to Kerr and Kerr(-de Sitter) space-
times. We use a new type of symbol class, and corresponding operator
class, which is constructed by blowing up the intersection of the un-
stable manifold and the fiber infinity. The extra loss of the microlocal
estimates compared with the standard propagation of singularities with-
out trapping is arbitrarily small.
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1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Background.
The Kerr(-de Sitter) spacetime (before compactifying at time infinity) is a
manifold M° equiped with a Lorentzian metric g such that

(1.1) M° =Ry x X, X = (re,re) xS?%

For detailed definitions of 7, ¢, g, please refer to Section[[L2land 5.1l (M°, g)
is describing a rotating black hole. It is determined by two parameters: the
angular momentum a and the mass m. Our paper concerns the regularity of
solutions to wave equations on Kerr(-de Sitter) spacetimes by proving prop-
agation of singularities type estimates. Propagation of singularities builds
connection between the regularities of a solution to a partial differential
equation at different locations on bicharacteristics, which are integral curves
of the Hamilton vector field associated to that equation. The propagation
with finite time, i.e. the parameter of bicharacteristics, was considered by
Hormander [18] and his work joint with Duistermaat [8]. The propagation
with infinite time bifurcates into radial point estimates and trapping esti-
mates. The general form of the former is proven by Vasy [31]. The trapping
estimates, in particular with the normally hyperbolic trapping, is developed
by a series of works.

In [36], Wunsch and Zworski proved that for polynomially weighted L2
function spaces on stationary spacetimes, the loss of Sobolev regularity of the
propagation estimates with normally hyperbolic trapping compared with the
standard non-trapping propagation estimates is one logarithmic order. Hintz
[14] proved propagation estimates with one extra Sobolev order loss (extra
compared with non-trapping estimates) for exponentially weighted Sobolev
spaces on Kerr(-de Sitter) spacetimes and its time-dependent perturbations,
which is an important motivation of our work.

In this paper we prove propagation estimates with arbitrarily small extra
loss compared with the classical non-trapping propagation estimates. One
major application of estimates of this type is to linearized Einstein equa-
tions on the Kerr(-de Sitter) spacetimes. The novelty of this paper is that
we associate different orders to different boundary faces in the blown-up
compactified cotengent bundle. This further decomposes the positive com-
mutator argument in [14].
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1.2. The main result.
The metric g on the Kerr(-de Sitter) spacetime M° with angular momen-
tum a and mass m is given by

(1.2)
dr? d6? Agsin® 0

YN dt — 2 2 d 2
A(r) + Ag) A3(r? + a2 cos? 9)(0 (" + 7))

gma =(r? + o cos” 0)

A(r)
A3(r? + a2 cos? 6)

(dt — asin® fdyp)?,

where A is the cosmological constant and

2 2

AW = (2 40— ) —omr Ag =14 2oy,
(1.3) )
Ag =1+ AT“ A>0.

Specifically, the case A > 0 is called the Kerr-de Sitter spacetime, while the
case A = 0 is called the Kerr spacetime.

The wave operator O, on (M°, g) is a second order differential operator
and its principal symbol is the dual metric function G(z,¢) = |C |§,1(z),

where ¢ € T M°. The characteristic set X is defined to be
Y:={(2¢) € T"M°\o: G(z() = 0},

where o is the zero section in T*M. Denote momentum variables dual to
t,r, 0,0 by &, &, &y, &g respectively, then X has two components

S, o= YN {+& > 0}

We focus on X4, the ‘future’ part of X in our discussion. Since all objects
concerned here are homogeneous with respect to the dilation of fiber vari-
ables, we can pass our discussion to cosphere bundle which is obtained by
identifying orbits of the RT action given by dilation on fibers: S*M° =
(T*M°\o)/RT. We still use 3,34 to denote their images in S*M°. The
rescaled vector field Hg := (¢7(¢,dt)) ' Hg is a homogeneous (with re-
spect to the fiber dilation) vector field of degree 0, and thus can be viewed
as a vector field on S*M°. The main feature we use is that the Hg in X is
r—normally hyperbolic trapping for every r in the sense of [36]. See Section
for more discussion. The trapped set is given by

Iy ={(z,Q) el : & =r—ree, =G =0}

The definition of r¢, ¢, is given in Proposition (.3l Null-geodesics starting
from I'} never escape out of the event horizon {r = r.} or to the ‘spatial’
infinity. Instead, when projected to X, they stay in the compact set {r =
T¢, ¢, In addition, this trapped set is of the form I'y =T NT%. I‘_“i_/ * are
future components of unstable/stable manifolds respectively, consisting of
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(z,¢) € 34 such that the backward /forward integral curve starting at (z, ()
tends to I'. Both T'*/* are conic codimension 1 submanifolds of ¥, given by

(1.4) T = (" =0} N3y,

N F, —F, .
where @%/* := &, F sgn(r — e 6,) (1 + a)\/ k.60 (1) A(éﬁ)’é*’(rét’g“"), e, £, 18

defined in Proposition 5.3 F, ¢, (r) = A%T,)((TQ + a?)& + afy)?, A(r) is

defined in ([L3]), and & = AT“Z

Our key analytic tool is the cusp pseudodifferential algebra, which we
recall below. We recommend [14][22][32] as further references on this topic.
Our construction is on Kerr(-de Sitter) spacetimes, but the same construc-
tion applies to other manifolds with boundary. First we compactify M° to
be M = (M° U ([0,00); X X))/ ~, where ~ is identifying (t,z) € Ry x X
and (7 =t~1,z) for 0 < t < co. The cusp vector fields are

V(M) :={V € V(M) : VT € 72C°(M)}.

Away from {7 = 0}, Veu(M) is the same as V(M). Let z = (z1,...,x,-1) be
coordinates on X, then near {7 = 0}, V¢u(M) is locally spanned by

(15) ’7'287—,8:“,6;52,.-.6;5”,1

as a C*°(M)—module. And vector fields in Ve, (M) can be viewed as smooth
sections of a vector bundle ““T'M called the cusp tangent bundle. (1)) also
represents a local frame of “*T'M. The class of m—th order cusp differential
operators Diff[;, (M) then consists of products of up to m cusp vector fields.
As an element of Ve, (M), 720, is non-vanishing even down to 7 = 0, which
is similar to 79, in Melrose’s b-calculus.

The cusp cotangent bundle ““T*M is the dual bundle of ““T'M. Locally
it is spanned by

dr 1 3.2 n—1
(1.6) ﬁ,dx ydx”, ..., dx" .

Writing covectors in ““T* M as
dr n—1 n—1
—o 5+ Z Gida' = odt + Z &dxt,
i=1 i=1
then to a differential operator
P= Z ajo(1,2)(—7* Dy Y DY € DIff 2 (M),  ajo € C®(M),
J+lal
we associate a function called its principal symbol:
o (P) = Z aja0’ €.
J+lal=m

We write o(P) when there is no confusion about the order and in which pseu-
dodifferential algebra we are discussing this operator. More importantly,
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Diff? (M) can be generalized by allowing symbols to be more general func-
tions other than polynomials in fiber variables. The class of m—th order
symbols S (M) consists of functions a € C*°(““T*M) such that

(1.7) !5105?353?@(7,95,0, )| < Cians(1 + |o| + €)™ F18

in terms of local coordinates. a is said to be a symbol of order m on a
cone if a satisfies this estimate on this cone. a is said to be of order —oo
if it satisfies this estimate for any fixed m. Away from {7 = 0}, since
720, = —0,, this condition remains the same when we replace 9, by 0y,
which is how we define the standard symbol class. The quantization Op(a)
of a € SI(M) is a pseudodifferential operator acting on smooth functions
u € C(M) supported in a single coordinate patch near {r = 0} by

Op(a)u(t,x) = (277)_"/ei((t_t,)aﬂx_x,)g)a(ﬂ:17,a,ﬁ)u(t',x')dt'd:ﬂdad{.

For general u, we define this action using a partition of unity. We denote
the collection of all such Op(a) by ¥ (M). Then we define the cusp wave
front set WF., (A) of an operator A = Op(a) by defining its complement.

Definition 1.1. For; €™ T*M, we say that 3 ¢ WF., (A) when there exists
a cone containing 3 on which a is of order —oo (satisfy (1.7) for allm € R).

This is a conic set and we identify it with its image in the quotient space
cug*M. Next we define cusp L?—spaces and Sobolev spaces. The cusp
cotangent bundle is locally spanned by %, dxy,dxs, ...,dx,_1, whose wedge
product gives the cusp density ve,. L2,(M) consists of functions that are
square integrable with respect to density v.,, and it is equipped with the
norm |[ullzz () = (fy, |u|2dycu)%. L2, (M) is unaffected by the blowing up
near the fiber infinity. For € R, the r—weighted cusp L?—space is defined
by

L& (M) = {u € Li,o(M) : 777w € Lg, (M)},

where L2 (M) is the space of locally L?—integrable function class on M.

We use the notation (-) = (1+]- |2)% For a non-negative integer s, we define
the weighted cusp Sobolev space as

HET(M) :={u € L% : Au € L% for all A € Diffs (M)}.

For general s > 0, Hei (M) is defined by interpolation. For s < 0, Hey (M)
is defined to be the dual space of Hey' ' (M).

The operator of our major concern is P € W2 (M) with real principal
symbol p = o2,(P) and characteristic set ¥ := p~1(0) C ““T*M\o, where o
is the zero section of ““T* M. The order 2 can be replaced by other numbers,
and we make this choice in our statement of the theorem because of its most
important application: the linearized Einstein equations, which is the case
with differential order 2. The key property we need P to satisfy is that the
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trapping of H,—flow is normally hyperbolic trapping in the sense of Section
BIl Our main result, the propagation of singularities is as follows.

Theorem 1.2. For 0 < a < 1 and )\ satisfying (3.8), suppose v €
H-N#(M), Pv = f and WFsT1 201 ()T = (), WFSH AR () (T9\T) =
0; and WF“(f)NT = 0. Then WFZF(v) N T = 0.

1.3. Previous works.
The study of Kerr and Kerr-de Sitter spacetimes has been a vast literature,
from which we only list a few as examples.

The close connection between the normally hyperbolic trapping and Kerr
black holes is observed in [36]. Then this property is extended to the range
{]a] < m} by Dyatlov [9]. Kerr-de Sitter case with small angular momentum
is discussed by Vasy [31].

Nonnenmacher and Zworski [23] extended results in [36] with weaker con-
ditions. Before Hintz’s estimates in [14], Dyatlov [10] obtained the width
of the resonance free strip of the modified Laplacian under the same dy-
namical assumptions. Hintz’s work can be viewed as a quantitative version
of it. Vasy [31] gave a systematic microlocal treatment of Kerr-de Sitter
spacetimes with small angular momentum a and obtained an expansion of
solutions to wave equations on Kerr-de Sitter spacetimes with terms corre-
sponding to quasinormal modes. For the Kerr case (A = 0), it is known that
results for small |a| apply to the full subextremal range. See [35][5][26] and
references therein.

Regarding the stability aspect, the stability of the Schwarzschild black
holes was considered as early as in [34]. The linear stability of slowly rotat-
ing Kerr black holes was considered in [I3]. While the non-linear stability
of various families of black holes was considered in [4][15][37]. The mode
stability was also investigated in [3][26].

Local energy and decay estimates in the Schwarzschild case are proved
in [25]. For the Kerr case, see [29][28], in which the author proved ¢—3
local uniform decay rate for linear waves. See also [2][6] for sharp decay
estimates. The existence of solutions to semilinear equations with small
initial conditions and an extra null condition was considered in [21].

The method of blowing-up the compactified cotangent bundle and the
construction of our pseudodifferential algebra in this paper borrow the idea
of the second microlocalization from [20][33][30]. The method of treating
Schwartz kernels as paired Lagrangian distributions in [7] also inspired us.

1.4. Structure of this paper.

In Section 2] we recall some basic notations of microlocal analysis, and in-
troduce our new symbol classes, operator classes and Sobolev spaces. Then
we prove basic facts about them, including mapping properties, composi-
tion laws, elliptic estimates and Garding’s inequality. In Section [3], we state
assumptions needed for the proof of the main result and a microlocal quan-
titative version of Theorem Section Ml is our main analytic part, which
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is a multistage positive commutator argument. Finally, in Section B we
apply the microlocal framework that we constructed to the Kerr(-de Sitter)
spacetimes.

2. MICROLOCAL ANALYSIS

In this section, we are going to develop basic facts about microlocal anal-
ysis for the symbol class we construct for our purpose. We assume that
all functions are supported in the region {r < 1} (or equivalently, {t > 1})
throughout our argument, including latter sections. S& (M), W (M) denote
the cusp symbol class and pseudodifferential operator class respectively.

2.1. The new symbol class.

The spacetime we consider is M° = Ry x X, where X is an n—1 dimensional
closed manifold. n = 4 in our application to Kerr(-de Sitter) spacetimes.
We recall the basic set up of the cusp calculus in the introduction. M is
obtained by compactifying M° on the t—direction.

(2.1) M := (M°U([0,00); x X))/ ~,

where ~ is the identification: (t,z) ~ (r =t',z), 2 € X,t € (0,00). Use
V(M) to denote smooth vector fields on M. To facilitate our analysis, we
introduce the cusp vector fields:

(2.2) V(M) :={V € V(M) : VT € T2C™(M)}.

Suppose 1, Tg, ..., T,—1 are local coordinates of X, then V(M) is locally
spanned by

(2.3) 7207, 04, Opgovy O, -

YT M is the vector bundle with local frame consists of vectors in (2.3]). We
point out that, as a cusp vector field, 720, is nonvanishing down to 7 = 0.
And its dual bundle the cusp cotangent bundle ““T™ M is locally spanned by

(2.4) :Z_—Z,dxl,dxg,...,dxn_l.

We denote the defining function of the fiber infinity by p, and the radial com-
pactification of ““T'M,“*T*M by ““T'M,*T*M. Concretely, let R" denote
the radial compactification of R”, and in coordinate patches that trivialize
cuT* M, we replace the R” playing the role of fiber part by R™. Concretely,
suppose U is an open set in M on which T*M is trivialized, we define:

UTHEM :=U x R™.

We further identify the fiber infinity of ““I*M with the sphere bundle
cuS*M. Next we consider a submanifold Y of ““T*M, locally defined by
@y. Set Y :=Y N T}, M, and Yy := [0,00); x Y is the stationary exten-
sion of Y. The defining function of Y in ““T73, M is ¢y := ‘PY’Tg;M - And
©Y,, the defining function of Yy, is the stationary extension of @y .
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Next we define our new symbol class Seya (M,Y). In our setting, M =
(M° U ([0,00); x X))/ ~ is the base manifold before blowing up. Let Z be
the manifold with corner obtained by blowing up the boundary of Y, where
Yy and the fiber infinity intersect each other. For convenience, we define

p = 1p|% b= (9%, + P2,

where « is ‘the order of the blow up’ to be determined later. p is the defining
function of the front face introduced by the blow up. We emphasize that Z
is obtained by introducing 57 and its reciprocal as the coordinate on the
0 ~
front face. This is different from the ‘ordinary’ blow up, which use @LY and
0
its reciprocal.

Definition 2.1. ng;jz"(M, Y') consists of functions on Z satisfying:

m—m

(2.5) (Wi Wya| < Cymqep "p o,

where W; are lifts of smooth vector fields on ““T*M to Z which are homo-
geneous of degree 1 in the fiber part, tangent to the front face introduced by
the blow up.

In the construction of Z and the definition of Sg&:gf(M ,Y), we used Yy
instead of Y. But Y and consequently Y is uniquely determined by Y.
Thus Sevo (M,Y) is well defined.

Next we give a description of S(T;T;jg"(M ,Y) in terms of the local coordinate
patch.

Lemma 2.2. Suppose the defining functions of Y and the fiber infinity are
x1 and p, then Sevo (M,Y) consists of smooth functions on Z, in terms of
coordinates on M, satisfying:

(26) ’aﬂf'aéla§1aga(7—7xl7jlaftuf)’ S CpA_m—l—H‘la_m;m_ma
where &1 means all xz; other than z1, ¥ = (VryV1y-es Yn-1), f =
(gtvglv"wgn—l)-

Proof. Without loss of generality, we assume that &, is large relative to
other &;, thus we take p = |£,_1|~!. We still write a € Sewa (M,Y) as a func-
tion of 7, x;, &, &;, but the smoothness near the front face means smoothness
on Z. Concretely, they are smooth with respect to ‘gnfﬁ or its reciprocal
instead of x1,&,_1 individually. Let & be the variable dual to 7 and &; be
the variable dual to x;.

First, we show that only the case f = 0 need to be considered. In (2.35),
write each W, as

(27) Wi = ¢ir 0r + Wi7
where ¢;; € C*°(Z) and W;T = 0. Smoothness on the compactified space

implies ¢; and all of its derivatives are bounded. Consequently, we substi-
tute (27) into the left hand side of (2.5]) and expand. The final expression
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is a sum of terms of the form ai’ Wi1Wis...a with a bounded function coeffi-
cient in front of it (possibly with different §' for different terms). Since the
right hand side of both (26 and (2.5]) are independent of 7, and all 9, can
be commuted to the front, hence in the proof of their equivalence, we can
consider the f = 0 case first and then add 0, to (2.6)) or each term of the
expanded (2.5). In the proof below, we assume f = 0.

To show that (Z3]) is equivalent to (2.6]). We show that (2.6]) implies (2.5
first, and then the reverse. Consider the region z; < Cp = Cp*, on which
the local coordinates are:

1 & & &

T,0 = o 22,X3, .-, Tn—1, ) )
|£n—1| « " gn—l gn—l gn—l
We use the notation éj = gfilvl <j<n-—1orj=r7. Recall that p =
|€n—1|71, we know (assuming &, 1 > 0, the case where &, 1 < 0 is treated
in the same manner) &,_10¢, , = —p0p, together with 1 = po, p = pl/e,

we write b-vectors involving ¢ and p as:
(2.8) Vii=0,= pam = |£n—1|_aam1y

yeeny p 1= P

1 4. 1
(2.9) Vo := p0, = pody, + apl/ 0p = 1104, — a|£n_1|8§n71.

We first show that symbol class defined by (2.0) is invariant under appli-
cation of W; defined after (2.5]). We only need to verify this for V4 and V5
since invariance under other W; is clear from (2.6]) and standard facts in
microlocal analysis. For Vi, we need to show that

rhfm_m

108,05 01 (|€n—1]""0r, a(r, 21, 21,6, €)| < Cp =55

17 a1 I3
Applying ag:;l, it produces ag:;l (|€n—-11"0p a(T, 21, 21,8, 8)| =
flirs (V”kfl)(‘)fnil (|€n—1 ]_a)(‘)g:j_ka. The k—th term is C|&,_1 y—a—kag”*"fa.

n—1

Applying triangle inequality we reduce the proof to the case of a single
term, and notice that any power of |{,—1| will commute with 0., in the
front, so the inequality is equivalent to:

cak 5—(0,..,0,k . e |A ] ~—

petrarttof o1 O Wa(r ey .6, €) < 0oL
Move p to the right hand side, and since p is equivalent to p on this patch,
we have:

(2.10) ‘8?1_18?1ag_(07"70’k)a(7'7 21,31, 6,8)| < Cﬁ—m-i-(lﬂ—k)ﬁ—%_(m‘i‘l),

rhfm_H
« [,

which is (2.6), with 4, [ replaced by 4 — (0, ..,0, k), [+ 1. For V5, we consider
210y, and &,_10g, , respectively. We prove:

rhfm_H
- [

(2.11) 104,00 02 (210, a(r, 1,31,&,8)| < Cp™ 15~

1711 £
and
(212)  [08,07 07 (€n 10, ,alr, a1, 81,6,€)| < CH 15

x1 z17¢

ﬁzfm_‘['
@ .
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The proof is the same as V; case (even simpler, we only have 2 terms when
we expand the derivative), just notice we need to use x1 < Cl&,—1|7% to
bound the extra x; factor in (ZI1]). Thus we know that the function class
defined by (2.6]) is invariant under the application of W;, and in order to
show (2.5]) holds, we only need to consider the case with a single vector.
When this vector is one of 0y, &0, 2 < 1,j <n, the inequality is straight
forward from (2.6]) with one of |§| or |5| equal to one, and [ and the other
being 0. When this vector is Vj, bound (23] follows from the case [ = 1
and f =4 = 0. When this vector is V5, we show the bound for two terms
respectively. For the first term, we use 1 < Cp and apply the result proved
for V4. For the second term, the bound follows from the case [ = g = 0,
¥ =(0,0,..,0,1) case. Combining all cases we know (2.5 holds.

Conversely, we take (23 as the assumption to prove (2.6). We apply
induction on |I| + |5 + |¥|. We consider the case [, 8 or 7; increases by 1
respectively.

When #; increases, we multiply &,—1 on both sides of (2.6)), and notice
that:

n— +1 n— n—
£n10" T a = 0" (6n10g, a) — 0" la
n10] " a = 9] (6u-10g,0).

The symbol class defined by (23] is invariant under &,_10g,, so these
two equations complete the induction step for the case 7; increases (other
x—derivatives are not written here since they commute with everything here
and do not affect the result. When I increases, we rewrite 95! = p=1pottt,
factor out p~! ~ p~! (~ means quantities on each side can bound each

other up to a constant factor) and apply the induction hypothesis to the

rest part. Precisely, if 7,-1 = 0, then p commutes with all differential
operators appear: pdt 10}, la(r, x1, 81,6, €) = 0,05, 07 (pdy, (w1, 31,€))-

And then use the fact that pdy, a is in the same symbol class. For v,—1 > 1,
we have

pdt o] 0"l = 8,07 p0l ") Oy
_afvl s —aa’Y'n 18901&

=0%,05 (7" (|n—1|"*Or,a)—

T17x1

Tn—1

> [ aliléams| 7" (”“k”)@?:f"fama),

k=1

where [—a]; = (—a)(— —1)...(—a—k+1). Since S¢ia (M,Y) is invariant
under |&,_1|7“0y,, using the induction hypothesis, each term satisfies ([2.6l),
which completes the induction step. When [ increases, we simply notice
that 0,,,2 < j < n are b—vectors, hence the result is straightforward by
[235), we finishes the proof in the patch z; < Cp.
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Next we consider the other patch p < Cz;. The coordinate system is

T & & &
T,0 = ————, X2, L3y ... Ln—1,

x1 En-1 &n—1 &n1

b— vectors involving o', p are
K| =00, = —110,,,

sy p 1= P

1. 1
Ky = p0, = 210, + Ep(‘),; =210y — afn—la&hr

The argument is the same as in the first patch. We first verify that the
symbol defined by (2.6 is invariant under Kj, Ks. For Kj, the proof is
the same as V7 in the first patch, just notice that now Cz; > p, so p is

equivalent to z; now. For example: |r105,a| < p7"™p == s equivalent
to |8p,al < p~™p & L. For Ky, the proof is similar to Vi case in the
other patch, both terms are treated similarly. The difference is that, we use
x1 < p to bound 7 in the front.

On the other hand, suppose (2.5]) holds on this patch. In order to verify
([26]), we again use induction, the case in which 8 or 4 increase is the same
as before. When [ increases, we use 9, = (v1) (210, ), since now (1)~} ~
p~ ', and then use:

2195100 0la = 8%, 05 91(210,,a) — 3L,00 la

Z17¢ T17&1 € 17117

We have deduced that x10;,a is in the same symbol class, hence we can
apply induction hypothesis to the right hand side and use z1 ~ p, we know:

m—m

05107, 07a] < Cpmm Al
which completes the proof. O

Recall that the usual cusp symbol class S¢; (M) consists of smooth func-
tions on T* M satisfying:

(2.13) 0}0;,07, 07 a(r, 21,1, &, )| < O,

17 x1

Since smooth functions on 7% M lifts to smooth functions on Z, comparing
with (2.6]), we have the inclusion:

Corollary 2.3. For mm € R, m > m, M,Y as above, we have inclusion
relationship between symbol classes:

(2.14) Sm(M) C STT(M,Y).

cu,o

Next we discuss the quantization procedure. Let C°°(M) be the class of
smooth function on M vanish to infinite order at M. For u € C>(M)
supported in a coordinate chart near {7 = 0}, the action of Op(a), the left
quantization (in short, we use ‘quantization’ below) of a is defined by:

(2.15)
Op(a)u(t, z) = (27) " / A @=a) (471 2 &y )ult, o) dt da' dé,de,
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where & is the variable dual to t. Since we use % in the frame of ““T* M

and:

n—1 dr n—1
2.16 Gdt + ) &dry = —&§— + Y Lda,
(2.16) ; = ;
& is also dual to 7 up to a sign.

For general functions that are not necessarily supported in a coordinate
patch, we use a partition of unity to reduce to the case discussed above. We
use Weno (M,Y) to denote the operator class obtained by quantizing symbols
in Sgﬁgf(M ,Y'). The symbol class defined by (2.5) is globally defined, hence
by the equivalence shown by Lemma 2.2] (2.0)) also defines a symbol class on
the manifold Z. Next we verify that this class is closed under composition:

Proposition 2.4. For A € \Ifﬂlfaml(M,Y), Be€ \I'fogfm (M,Y) with symbols
a € ST (M,Y),b € SEM(M,Y), Ao B € Wiitmmitma(nr vy - gng
its symbol a o b € SouFmamtm (N oy,

expansion

In addition, a ob has asymptotic

—)Hl
(2.17) aob(z,n) = Z ( ZZ') O%aaib,

leN”

where the term with | = (l1,la,...,1,) € N" as derivative index belongs to
Sml—l—mg—‘l‘,ml—l—fhg—l(l—a) (M Y)
cu,x ) .

Proof. Using the same method as in the cusp calculus, we know that the left
symbol of Ao B is given by (2.17)). Assuming that both of a and b satisfy
24), we verify that (2I7) still satisfy (2.6). We only need to consider
the term a = 0. Because the only source of potential growth (as p —

_m—m

0) comes from 8;116, which gives p~t growth (compared with p~"5~ «

On the other hand, this term is multiplied by aga, which gives p'* decay.
Concretely, the [— term has at least |l|, |/|(1 — «) extra decay order in the
first and second indices respectively compared with the typical bound for
Sg&l&l—mz,m1+m2(M Y) ie. p (m1+m2)p m1+7n2aﬂ11 m2

In order to verify the symbolic property of a o b we can apply Leib-
niz’s rule. Each partial derivative will fall on exactly one of ala and OLb.
The bound on the right hand side of (2.6) with (m,r) being either one of
(m1 —|l|,m1) and (meg,m2 + aly) changes in the same manner under each
differentiation. Notice that I; < |I|, hence their product satisfy (Z.6]), but
with (mq + ma — |l], 1 + M2 — |I|(1 — «)) as the symbol class order. O

2.2. Sobolev spaces and operator classes.
Recall ([2.4)), the cusp cotangent bundle is locally spanned by ?_—2, dx1,dxs,
.,dz,_1, whose wedge product gives the cusp density ve,. L2,(M) consists
of functions that are square integrable with respect to density v, equipped
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with norm [Jul|2. () = ([}, |u|? dl/cu) . L2,(M) is unaffected by the blow-
ing up near the fiber 1nﬁn1ty Recall that for r € R, the r—weighted cusp
L?—space is defined by

L&T (M) = {u € Li,o(M) : 77"u € L, (M)},
where L2 (M) is the space of locally L?—integrable function class on M.

We use the notation (-) = (1 + |- ]2)% Define
D :=Op(p~"), (D) := Op((p~ 1)),
D :=O0p(p~ 1), (D) = Op((5 ")),

m—m

Dy = Op({p™)™(p7") "= ).

For s,5 > 0, the weighted Sobolev space can be characterized as
(2.18) HESM(M,Y) = {u € LAT(M) : Dy zu € LT (M)}.

cu,x

For 5,5 < 0, H3 % (M,Y) is defined to be the dual space of Hyy 5" (M,Y),
which has been defined above. For s > 0,5 < 0, notice that s = ﬁ‘g‘(s +
13]) + SHS| x0,§= S+\ X0+ SH ‘( — 13]), we know HES4(M,Y) can be
defined by interpolating Hﬁrf‘ 0T(M Y) and ch_of |g"r(]W,Y). Similarly
for the case s < 0,5 > 0. We equip these Sobolev spaces with norm

(2.19) ulls,zr := 177" Dsgullr2, (ar)-
The T—weighted version of SZ?&’ZL(M Y), \IJ%ZL(M ,Y') are defined by
ST (M,Y) = 7 "SI (M,Y) = {r"a: a € SI(M, Y)},

290 cu,o cu,o cu,x
(2.20) sz;’;’;:’“(M Y) —T_T\I’Z?IZ(M Y)={r""A: A€ \I/Q[;Q’}(M Y)}.

The weighted generalization of Proposition 2.4] holds:

Proposition 2.5. If A € WL (M,Y), B € W2 (M,Y), then Ao
Be \Ijgflblli-m%ml-l—fﬁ%ﬁ-l-m (M Y).

2.3. The principal symbol.

Definition 2.6. The principal symbol of A = qey.1.(a) € G (MY, de-

noted by o m.r(A) is the equivalent class [a] of a in SoLr g ~Lm=(l=a)r

In later arguments, we also call a the principal symbol of A if a is a
representative of A’s principal symbol. We emphasize that the principal
part is only (1 — a)—order higher than other parts in the second index,
and the decay order remains the same. An important result we need is the
following proposition about the principal symbol of commutators.

Proposition 2.7. If A € UIS™"(M,Y), B € I (M,Y), then [A, B] €
i —Lmt —(1=a),rtr (M,Y), with principal symbol

(221) 0m+m’—1,rh+7h’—(l—o¢),r+r’([Av B]) = —iH,b,
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where [a] = oy mr(a), [b] = o v o (B).

Proof. This follows from the symbolic expansion given in the proof of Propo-
sition[2.4l The principal symbol of AB and B A coincide, and going one order

further gives (2.21). O

2.4. Wavefront Sets and Ellipticity.
Symbol classes with infinite indices are defined by:

ST (M,Y) 1= Uy, 1pezSey2" (M, Y),

cu,x cu,x
ST (M,Y) 1= Uy, ez SI2" (M,Y),
ST (M,Y) i= Upez Sty (M, Y).

And replace union by intersection when we replace co by —oo:
S22 (MY i= My 1,ezS 27 (M, Y),

cu,x cu,o
Sae2"(M,Y) := My, ez S (M, Y),
ST (M,Y) = Nipez St (M, Y).

Similar notations apply to operator classes with Sc¢io(M,Y') replaced by
Ueia(M,Y), while for Sobolev spaces with S replaced by H and +oo ex-
changed. When we use —oo as an order of the Sobolev norm, we mean this
estimate holds for —N with large N € R*.

For a € S¢va’ (M,Y), we define its essential support ess supp(a) by
defining its complement:

Definition 2.8. For3 € Z, we say 3 ¢ ess supp(a) if there exist x; € C°(2)
being identically 1 near 3 such that x;a € Sewa " (M,Y).

For A = Op(a), we define its (cusp) wave front set by WF, ,(A) =
ess supp(a).

Next we define the ellipticity of Smm"(M,Y) and Wasm"(M,Y) and give
the parametrix construction. Then we prove elliptic estimates after showing
the boundedness between Sobolev spaces.

Definition 2.9. For a € Sg&:g}’r(M,Y), we say that a is elliptic at 3 € 0Z
if there is a neighborhood of 3 in Z on which a satisfies

(2.22) la| > Crmpmp

a is said to be elliptic on U if it is elliptic on each point of U. A = Op(a)
1s said to be elliptic at a point or on an open set if and only if a is elliptic
at that point or on that open set. The elliptic set of A (resp. a) is denoted
by Ell(A) (resp. Ell(a)).

The wave front set of a distribution is defined as

Definition 2.10. For u € Holo  °O"(M,Y), we say 3 ¢ WFS3T (u) if and

cu,a
only if there exists A € Wena(M,Y) which is elliptic at 3 such that Au €
L2, (M)
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The parametrix construction using a Neumann series in the classical mi-
crolocal analysis generalizes to our situation directly.

Proposition 2.11. Suppose A € G (MY s elliptic at 3 € 8Z,
then there exist B € Uolw ™ "(M,Y),E € WXUX(M,Y) such that
3¢ WF. (E), and following identity holds:

cu,a

(2.23) BoA=1d+E.
In particular, when A is elliptic everywhere, then E € Voo °"(M,Y)

2.5. Mapping properties.

Next we state mapping properties of our operator class, which is analogous
to that in previous calculi. We first give a square root construction and
reduce the general boundedness to the L2, boundedness, and then prove
L2, boundedness using this square root construction.

Lemma 2.12. Suppose A € \I'S{E;S(M,Y) s a self-adjoint elliptic operator
whose principal symbol has a representative a € SS{IO’O(M ,Y') which is lower
bounded by a positive constant, i.e. a > ¢ > 0, then there exists an self-
adjoint B € Whn (M,Y) such that A= B2+ E, E € U090 %(M,Y).

Proof. The proof is the same as Lemma 5.7 of [32]. The only difference is
that the gain of the error term in each inductive is 1 and 1 — « on the first
and second indices now. But this does not essentially change the proof as
long as we have positive gain in first two indices in each step. O

Proposition 2.13. Suppose A € \Pi{ig/(M,Y), then for m,m,r’ € R, A is
a bounded linear operator from Hewa (M,Y) to Hena ' 2" (M,Y).

Proof. According to (2.19), Dsjs, := Dgs7 " is an isometry mapping
HES(M,Y) to L2, (M) with right inverse D, s = 77(D)~%(D)~*, which

is an isometry as well. So the claim A € L(HIT"(M,Y), HRS™ 57" (M, Y))
can be reduced to the claim that A := Dm—s,m—g,—(r—r')AD/_m,_m,r €
UM, Y) is a bounded map from L2, (M) to L2 (M). To be more
concrete, we write A as

— / ~
(224) A=D" ool

Dm—s,fn—E,(r—r’)AD/—m,— ¥ )Dm,m,m
where two operators outside the bracket are isometries between weighted
Sobolev spaces with appropriate indices. The graphic illustration of this

conjugation process is given below.

HIMT(M,Y) —A HES™ 57 (M, Y)

Dl,m’,ﬁl,,,‘T \LDmfs,”rhfi(rfr’)

LZ,(M) r L2, (M)

b
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So we only need to show that for any A = ez (@) € WHW(M,Y), we
have A € L(L2,(M,Y),L2,(M,Y)). We apply the proof of Proposition
5.9 of [32] to reduce to the proof of the L2 (M) — L2%,(M) boundedness
of B = qeyr(e) € \I/C_u?z’_oo’o(M,Y). The modification needed is replacing

5&06,1’2505,5;1;25’0 there by Sg{l%) , \112;3;8 ,S;ll,,’;(l_a)’o respectively. For a
con&pleteétatefnent of the classical Schur’s lemma, we refer readers to the
Lemma in [I1, Appendix A.1]. Our final task is to verify the condition
needed for applying Schur’s lemma. Let Kg(z,2’) be the Schwartz kernel of

E, where z = (t,z),z' = (t,2’). Then we need to show

Sup/ |Kg(z, 2')|dve (2) < oo,
(2.25) ‘
Sup/ |Kg(2,2')|dveu(2) < oo.

By (213)), we have
KE(Z7 Z/) = ]:ﬁ_l(e(zyﬁ))(zvz - Z/)‘

Use (2.6) with large (in absolute value) negative m,m large (in each com-
ponent) positive 7, we know that we can find Ng > n, constant C, such
that

|Kp(2,2)| < Oy (2 = 2/)7"7,
which is sufficient for (2.25]). O

Recall (2.23), and the boundedness of B there as a map from
Heala ™M™ (MLY) to Hend ™' (M,Y), we obtain the elliptic
estimate:

Proposition 2.14. Suppose A € 112};,@"“’(M, Y) is elliptic, then VN € R,
we have

(2.26) lullss.r S [1AU]s—m 5 + |Jull N, -

When A is not globally elliptic, for B € \If(c){g;)? (M,Y) such that
WFL, o(B) C Ell(A), then ([2:26) keeps to hold with the left hand side

cu,a

veplaced by |[Bul|ss,-

2.6. Garding’s inequality.

Next we prove Garding’s inequality, which exploits bounds on symbols, for
our symbols and operator classes.
Lemma 2.15. Let B,B' € U&Sh(M,Y) with WF,,o(B') C El(B), and
suppose that their rescaled symbols b= p*p o o(B),VY = ppe o(B') satisfy:
b'| < b on WFy, (B'), then for any § > 0, there exists a constant C' such
that:

1B ullssr < (U 6)|Bullssr + Cllull, s 5 1-a o
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Proof. We only need to prove the case r = 0, since we can replace u by 77" u.
Consider (1+-6)2B*B—(B')*B’ € W2%* (M, Y'), whose principal symbol is

always strictly positive near WF’CH,Q(B’ ) , hence it has a smooth real square

root e € S5iv(M,Y). (Away from WF. (B'), we just set it to be (1 +

8)o(B) ). Then K := (146)2B*B — (B')*B' — E*E € W W* (172 x),
Apply K to uw and pair with u gives the desired inequality. O

3. STATEMENT OF THE THEOREM

In this section, we state assumptions that we need for our microlocal
estimates. For more detailed background, please refer to [16] and [36]. The
definitions of the space model X and the spacetime M are the same as in
Section 21

3.1. Assumptions near the trapped set.

The operator we consider is P € W (M) with real principal symbol p =
o™ (P) and characteristic set ¥ := p~1(0) C ““T*M\o, where o is the zero
section of ““T*M. We use py := p|r—o to denote its ‘boundary principal
symbol’. We also use pg to denote the stationary extention of pg iteself:
po(t, z,&t, 6) = p()(.il', &t f)

We make following assumptions (c.f. assumption (P.1)-(P.6) of [I4], all
‘assumptions’ with indices mentioned in latter sections are assumptions

listed here) near the trapped set I' C X N " S%,,M:

(1) dpop # 0 on ¥ near I'.

(2) The defining function of fiber infinity p is homogeneous of degree -1
and Hp,p = 0 near T'.

(3) The rescaled Hamilton vector field is H,, = pm'H, €
Veu ("S*M). Tt is tangent to I', and satisfies:

inf H,, ¢ > 0.
r
(4) Stable and unstable manifold at time infinity I'/* are smooth ori-
entable codimension 1 submanifolds of ¥ N S5, M near I'. They
intersect transversally at I". Hy, is tangent to ¥ N" S35, M.

(5) There exists local defining functions P e C>®(S5 M) of v/s in
a neighborhood of I' in ¥ as submanifolds of ¥ N S3,, M such that,

(3.1) H, ¢" = —w"¢", H,¢® = —w°¢°,
(3:2) P Hguo® = p~ 9", 0"} > 0,

where ¢%/* are also considered as functions on “I™* M \ by stationary
homogeneous degree 0 extension. And we assume that

(3.3) Vinin 1= min{inf o', inf "} > 0.



18 QIUYE JIA

(6) There exists smooth submanifolds T%/® of ¥ such that I/ nev
SyuM = v/ and H, = Am_al is tangent to I'*/5. There ex-
ists defining functions ¢*/* € C°(°"S* M) of I'*/* in ¥ such that

(3.4) $u/% — G5 € TC(USFM).

These assumptions encodes the nature of the normally hyperbolic trapping
in our application to the Kerr(-de Sitter) spacetime. In particular, assump-
tion (Bl) and (@) imply that the defining function in (@) satisfies:

(3.5) H,¢" = —w"¢", Hp¢* =w’¢® on X,
where w" — w" € C*("S*M).
We use /% = — @ /s 15 denote the counterpart of w*/* for p,

) ] T (@%9)2 | p|P
which satisfies

H 35— —ats ‘/3‘2QA—1H .
pp = —0"p o Hyp,

and similar equation for w*® but without the negative sign. The normalized
subprincipal symbol of P is:

(3.6) Py = ﬁm‘lo(%(P - P7)

We apply the construction in Section 2] to our current setting. We take
Y = I'%, and all other notations play the same role as in Section In
addition, we introduce following regions on Z to facilitate our discussion:

Ue == {7,1¢"|,1¢°|, Ip| < €}, Ue = U N {T =0},
) u B s 14

(3-7) U = {7—7 |¢ |7 |?|7 |¢ |7 |p| < 6}7M01,02 = {Cl < |@| < 02}-
Ry = {p<n},R,:=R,N{r =0},

where p := p™p is the normalized symbol of p and we still use '“/s T to
denote their lifts to Z.
We introduce notations for bounds of w",w?®, and py:

u : u u
Vmax = SUPW ', Vmin = lgfw y Vmax,n1,c1,c2 = sup  w-,
r Meq,co MRy
_ : u _
Vmingg ,c1,c2 = inf  w".s1c1,00 = sup  p;.
Mo, o MRy, Moy cq MRy,

For purposes that will be clear in our positive commutator argument, we fix
¢, C1 > 0 and require following inequality for A to hold:

—p| — ¢ — M\ > 0 near My 20, ﬂZ/_[gm,
where pj = p; — w*. Since 0 < w" < w", we only need

inf  (—p;+ (1 —=XNw")—¢c>0,
Mo 20y MU2p,
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which holds if

—s1,2m,0,2¢; + (1 = A)Vmin 25 020, — ¢ > 0,
or equivalently:
_ S1,2m,020; €

Vmin,0,2C

(3.8) A< 1

3.2. Improve orders of operators.

Using assumptions above, we show that if we choose the coordinate system
as in Section [2], that is, choose ¢ = x; to be the first ‘spatial’ coordinate
(possibly after a rescaling to make it to be homogeneous degree 1 with re-
spect to fiber dilation), then the symbolic expansion of commutators we
use in fact have lower order than the order we can count from the gen-
eral property of the symbol class we constructed in Section Consider
Pe W™ (M), A€ Ua2y"™*" ™ (M,T%), and view P as an operator lifted to

231109 "H(M,T%). Recalling Proposition 2.4} the full symbolic expansion of
[P, A] is:

—3)lal
(3.9) > %(agppga — Dgpda),
aeN?

where terms with |a| = k lies in Séﬁ};mz_k’mz_k(l_a)’rﬁm. But in fact the

proof of Proposition 2.4] gave us more concrete characterization of orders of
terms. Since P is a cusp operator lifted to be the operator of \I’E'flfao’r(M , ),
the orders of its derivatives are the same as that of cusp symbols. The
only loss in (89) making orders of terms higher than that of classical re-
sults (e.g. the symbolic expansion for cusp pseudodifferential algebra) is
the x1—derivatives of a. Writing the local coordinates as (z,(), consider
a typical term 8§1D1p8§1 Dsa, where Dq is an operator differentiating with
respect to other momentum variables other than (7, while Ds is differentiat-
ing with respect to spatial variables corresponding to momentum variables
in D;. This term is in Séﬁ};mz_k_k/’mz_k(l_a)_k/’”Hz (M,T"), where £ is
the differential order of Dy (and D; as well).

Suppose D, Dy are not vacuum, which means k' > 1, then the

o —k—1,ma—k(1—a)—1 o . .
term is in Seea k(1) =Lrtr2 (o r puy - which is contained in

— 29 —2 .
Sggi,l;mQ 22Tt (Vf Tu) - Then we consider the case where Dy, Dy

are vacuum, i.e., ¥ = 0. On the other hand, by the property of normally
hyperbolic trapping, we have

aé?lp :agp
=— 0 Hyp
(3.10) =0f " Hpmy
=0y pm MV H
zakl_l(—ﬁ_(ml_l)w“azl + 7"pp).
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When £ = 1, we finish. When k£ > 2, we repeat this process for
agl_l(ﬁ_(ml_l)r“p). Whenever 0, hits p, an x1—factor is produced. The
only term that remain without x;—factor is the one that all derivatives fall
on other factors, hence it has a p— factor. The sum of all those terms,
multiplied by Oﬁla, has the form

(3.11) T1a1 + azp,

mi1+ma—k,mi+mo—k(l—a),r1+r2 (M Fu) ay € sz—k,mg—k(l—a),rg (M Fu)
s s 5 .

Where aq S Scu,a cu,x

Since z; € Scoﬁfaa’o, the first term x;a; in fact is in ng;mz_k’mz_k(l_a)_amﬁrz
In particular, when k = 1, this means that the principal part of the com-

mutator [P, A], given by Hpa is in Sﬁ}imrl’mﬁmrl’rﬁm (M,T%), up to

an error term asgp. Any terms in the further expansion part in (3.9) has

strictly lower differential order since
(3.12) —k(l—a)—a< —1fork>2,

which is equivalent to a@ < 1. We summarize discussion above as following
lemma, Let a; be z1 times the sum of a; above, and do be the sum of as
above, all of which resclaed by a power of —i as in (3.9]).

Lemma 3.1. Suppose P € Yo" (M), A € \I/?ff,&mz’rz(M, '), and P sat-
isfies assumptions listed in Section [31], then the full left symbol of [P, A] is
given by

(3.13) —ina + a1 + asp,

(M, T%).

-2 —(2—- —1,ma—(1—
where ay € Soyly 2T @ma)ritra (hr Tuy gy € Sena (1=e)r2(yr Tuy,

Remark 3.2. Without the discussion in this section and this Lemma, the
main result will hold only for 0 < a < % This condition comes from the
requirement that the sub-principal part of commutators, which comes from
the sub-sub-principal part in the asymptotic expansion of the full symbol of
products PA, AP, should have orders lower than that of the principal part
of the commutator.

3.3. The microlocal estimate.

Theorem 3.3. There exists B € \I'g{g;;(M, ') which is elliptic on Z/?EO and
the front face, in particular on T. By, Gy € WS (M, T%) and WF’,, (B1)N

cu,a

' =0, WFq, ,(Go) NI =0, and \, ¢ satisfy (3.8), such that for s, N € R,
0 < a<1, we have:

(3.14)

||B'U||s,s,0 §||Blv||s+1—)\o¢,s,0 + C_1||G0PU||s—m+2—)\o¢,s—m+2—o¢,0 + ||U||—N,—N,0
Remark 3.4. X € (0,1) is the relative order on the front face, introduced
when we construct the commutator. In a typical situation p; = 0, hence

s1 = 0. We take ¢ small and expect A to be close to 1. Since the orders
that capture the main feature of this estimate are: the second order of Byv
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and the first order of Biv, hence making \ close to 1 will make the loss of
propagation 1 — Ao smaller.

4. POSITIVE COMMUTATOR ARGUMENT

We start our positive commutator argument. In proofs below, we first
assume that the priori —N order regularity of v is high enough to justify
integration by parts and pairing in our proof. Specifically, —N = s — % is
sufficient. And we apply the regularization technique to justify the general
N case.

In the first step, we use the energy away from the front face to control
the energy on the front face. The second step is divided into three parts:
Section to Section .4l In Section .2, we an estimate near the front
face. In the second part, we consider the dynamics of ¢* := ¢"/|p|*. In
Section [4.3] we control the energy on I' by the energy on the region away
from I'*. In Section .4 we obtain a ‘reversed’ version of (4.36]), using the
propagation estimate of H, again. In Section [4.5] we combine estimates in
previous steps and obtain the estimate in Theorem B3l Lastly, in Section
[4.6] we use the regularization to remove the priori regularity assumption on
.

4.1. Propagation near the fiber infinity side of the corner.

In this step, we use the energy on the region away from the front face
(B1—term below) to control the energy on the front face (Byp—term below).
We first consider a simple estimate .

Since Hyp = o(p) by assumption 2l Terms involving it are negligible. By
@3), we can find r* € C*°(“"S*M) such that

H,¢" = —w"¢" +r'p,
with H, = p"™ 1 H,,. For [P, ®"], we assume
(4.1) [P, ®"] = iW"®" + R1P + Ry,
(4.2) Ry € U LobO(M, TY), Ry € U 2m=20(Af T,

cu,a cu,a

where W € WL P10 (M, T%) is the quantization of p~(™~Dyw¥. Although
generally for operators in this operator algebra, the subprincipal part is 1—«
order lower on the front face. But now all those operators are lifted from
the unblown up manifold, the asymptotic expansions of their compositions
behave the same as in the cusp calculus. Hence the subprincipal symbols
are 1 order lower on both boundary faces, instead of 1 on fiber infinity and
1 — « order lower on the front face, it should be 1 order lower on both of
them, which explains the orders of R, Re above.
Applying both sides of (£1I]) to v, and notice that Pv = f, we have

P/U/ — f/
where
P =P —iW" v =%, f' = (D" + R1)Pv + Rov.
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Using (4.2]) and mapping properties of pseudodifferential operators, we have:

Proposition 4.1. With ®*, P, Ry, Ry defined as above, then for G,G €

OAOT (M, T) with WF., (G) C Ell(G), we have:

cu,o

||Gf/| |s—m+2,s—m+2+)\a,0
§| |é(q)u + RI)PU| |s—m+2,s—m+2+)\o¢ + ||éR2U||s—m+2,s—m+2+)\a,0+

(4.3)
[[v] |s—1,s+)\—(1—a),r

5‘ ’éPU‘ ’s—m+2,s—m+2+)\a—a,0 + HGUHS,S—FAO{,O + HUHS—I,S—l—)\—(l—a),r’

There is no restriction on A here, but in latter steps it needs to satisfy
(B:8)). Next we state the main estimate of this step:

Proposition 4.2. There exist operators By,G € \IJS{BZ(M,F“),Bl €
\Ifg{;(ﬁo’r(M, ), BIf ¢ \I'C_u?z’o’r(M, ') and constants Cq,e1,m > 0, with

WF., (G),WF. . (Bo), WF. .(B1) contained in a fized neighborhood of

cu,o cu,a cu,a

T, By being elliptic on Moc, NUy, = {0 < |£] < Ci} NUy,, WEG, o(B1)

cu,«
being disjoint from both the lift of I'* and the front face, such that for
s, NeR, 0< a<1,\c satisfying (3.8), we have:

||BOU||—N,S—(1—)\)O¢,O + ||Bffv||—N,s+)\a—a,0
(44) S ||B1U||S,—N + C_1||GPU||s—m+1,s—m+1+)\o¢—o¢,0 + ||G'U||s—1,s—l+)\a,0
+ ||’U||s—%,s—%+)\a+a,r‘
In particular, we can take —N = s.
Remark 4.3. Recall (3.8), the restriction on A. In order to diminish
the loss in this estimate by making A close to 1, we should take ¢ small.
This comes with the cost that the constant in front of the forcing term be-

coming large. Concretely, the constant is proportional to ¢! because the
[|AP'V'|| _m=1 _m—1 y—term in the proof below, which we try to bound in the
P 2

proof below, has a coefficient %

Proof. The normalized subprincipal part of P’ is

L (P (P')) = py — w.

4. L= o (=
(4.5) Pl = p 0(22.

Our commutant is

. e\ Amg—] 4 m=1 1% i o

a=7"p AT xff(@)X‘“f(pp)x“((¢“)2)x5((¢s)2)xT(7)xE(p),
where '™, x*, x*, x7, X3 are chosen to be identically 1 on [, m], decreas-
ing on [0, 00), supported on [—n1, 2m]. x/7 is identically 1 on [0, Cy], decreas-
ing on [0, c0), supported on [—C1,2C4]. Since W € \If?fl,_al’m_l’o(M, '), the
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principal symbols and corresponding Hamilton vector fields of P’ and P are
the same. We compute:
> _,wu(bu ~r—(m—1) +p —(m— 1) rp
) = (¢") "t Hyp —
Pt (¢*)?

¢u(ap YHpp 4w pm (MY 4 pmlme 1)¢u p).

Hy(2

Now take ¢ > 0 to be determined later, we have
(4.6)
aHpa+pA—(m—1)p/1v2 =—cp —(m— 1)a2 - (ﬁ s—1~ )\bo) . (pA—s—lﬁ—)\bS)2
+ (pA—s—lﬁ—)\bu) + (ﬁ s—1~ )\bT) + hp + einf

(R
inf, u,,s

where ¥ = x/ x™x“x*x1xx, and X’ means the product without x* i =
[fiinf,u, s, T, 3. e™ bff are terms introduced by taking derivative with
respect to ™™, x/7:

einf — T—2rﬁ—2)\pA—2s—2(Xinf)2xinf(xinf)/(ﬁHpﬁ + ﬁHpﬁ)7

[ rXff( Xff(Xff) (ga)(a/’_lH b+ w ))1/2'

Since w* > 0 near I'* and (x//)’ < 0, we can choose x// so that the square
u/s
root in b// is well-defined and smooth. Recall that "/ (gr°)?

u/s
= e
and p satisfies

(4.7) P Hp = —0" + o  Hyp.
bo, b"/* are defined by
(4.8)
m—1,. 1. .
bo =7 X(=P} — ¢+ (T HyT) + (s + 1= T (57 Hp)
+ )\ﬁ_alﬁ)l/z
m

—1
=T X(=P — e (T P H,T) + (s 1 - T +)\a(%)2)(ﬁ_1Hpﬁ)

—)\’LZ)u)l/2,

bu/s :T_T)ZU/S(JSU/S \/_Zwu/sxu/s(xu/s)/

br =7 S/ TXTX (T 2H,7),
h =272 52 TR TR (R () U + X5 (X5) °r° + mxexs (p Hypp))

ff)/(g_z)2ru'

—|—2T —2X 2—25—24+m—a. o ff

p XX’ (x
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Recall that 7'_2Hp7' = —H,t < 0, and it will be bounded if we localize to the
region where 7 is small and near I', since I is compact. So r7(77?H,7) — 0
as 7 — 0. Combining (£7)) and the fact that p~'H,p = o(1) as 7 — 0, we
know that all square roots above are well-defined and smooth if we choose
X1 to be supported near 7 = 0.

Quantize both sides of ([&6]), and apply it to ¢/, then pair it with v'. We
use T} to denote the quantization of p~7 and F}; to denote the quantization
of 577, and for other parts we just use upper case letters to denote the

quantization of the corresponding symbol represented by lower case letters.

_m=1
We get, with A = A*A, A e WSl "2 s F " Har by,

(4.9)
Im(f’, Av') = ((%z‘[P’,A] + %AW,M

= ((—=c{(Tim-1)/2A) (Tin-1)2A) — (Ts41F\Bo)*(Ts1-1FrBo)
+ (T 1 FAB")" (Ts41 FAB") + (Ts11F\Br)*(Ts41 FABr) + H* P’
+ E+ E™ — (T 1 NBI Y (T  FABI D))o o),

where B € QZfl2st2Aetltolr r puy js the error term introduced
because ([@B) concerns only principal symbols. And By, BY, By, Bff ¢
OA0T (M, T, H € WZfimten2stizmrot2dedr vr puy - Next we inves-
tigate properties of operators above through analyzing their symbols.
By is elliptic on U,,. We can choose x* so that (x“)" vanishes iden-
tically on [0,m] to ensure that WFg, ,(B*) NU, = §. Because of
the x/. factor, which vanishes identically near {r = 0}, we know
WEFL, o(Br) N {r = 0} = 0. By the support condition of x// and its
derivative, we know: WF,, ,(B/f) c {C; < 4u < 2C1} NUy,.. On the
other hand, for the left hand side of (4.9) we have:

Im(f', Av') < [(f', A')| = [(PV/, A" A')| = [(AP"Y', Ad')]
(4.10)

[ [ %HAP/’U'H%m_ﬂ _mo1g
5 5

Combining boundedness of p~'H,p and (&1)), we know that ﬁ_alﬁ is
also bounded. Consequently pH,p + pH,p = pp(p *H,p + p1H,p) €
Sc_u%zx_l_a’o(M, I'*). So we have E™ ¢ \1133’;1 25+1+20a— O‘2T(M ') and it
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can be absorbed into F—term. Combining these inequalities, we have

(4.11)

CHA’U/H%anQmTfl,O + HBOU/H§+1,3+1+AQ,0 + HBSU/H3+1,5+1+/\a,0

+ "Bffv/"§+1,s+1+>\a,0
< ||BUU/||§+175+1+>@,0 + ||BTU/||§+1,5+1+Aa,O + |<P/U/a HU/>|

+(IGh )+ Il )+ ell AV B s o+

s—i—%,s—i—)\a-i-HTa, s—%,s—l—)\a—%—l—%a,r

1 )
%||AP,U,||_"LT*17_"LT*17O + <Elnf’Ul,’Ul>.

The terms in the bracket comes from the fact that (4.6]) only concerns prin-
cipal symbols. They collect terms of order lower than the principal part
in ([46). They are generated from full symbol expansion of composition
of P'A, AP’ (P’)* A, hence the highest order term among them is 2 order
lower in the first index and 2 — « order lower (applying Lemma B.1] where
the ag—term is absorbed into the h—term (and H —term after quantization)
in ([£3)) in the second index compared with the product P’A. Here the
order refers to the sum of the orders of two operators in a pairing. Use
Cauchy-Schwartz inequality to control [(P’v', Hv')|. Because of the x factor
in h, Hv' is microlocalized near the support of G as well, using G} as the
microlocalizer again and enlarge is wavefront set if necessary, we obtain

(4.12)
(P!, HY')| SJ"G/IP/U/’E—m+2,s—m+2+)\a,0 + "HU/"2—(s—m+2),—(s—m+2+)\a),0
+ ||U,||2—N,—N,r
5"Gllpl’”,"g—m+2,s—m+2+Aa,O + HGllleg—i-a,s+a+>\a,0

+ HU,H2—N,—N,T"

Recall the discussion following (@3), we obtain (WFL, (B%) U

WEFL, o(Br)) NUY = 0. Combine the first two terms oncufhe right
hand side of (£II) and control them by B; € \I/B{S’g; (M,T*) microlo-
calized in a neighborhood of I" but away from I' itself. They satisfy
WF., o(B"Y) UWF, ,(Br) C El(B;) and WF,, ,(B1) NU,, = 0. In
particular, By € \IIS{ITQOO’T(M, I'*). Since we can choose G} to be el-

liptic on WFL, o(A), [[APV||_m-1 m-1, is controlled by the norm
2 ) 2 ’

cu,«

||G,1P/U/||s—m—i—2,s—m+2+)\o¢,0 = ||G/1f,||s—m+2,s—m+2+)\oc,0 using the mapping
property of A and the elliptic estimate. Since 0 < « < 1, combining
||G,1U/||s+%,s+)\a+1+7a,0 and [|G1V'|[s+a,s+a+2a,0 tO be ||G/1U/||5+a,5+)\a+1+7a,0,
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— . 1 .
where @ := max{a, 5}, we obtain

‘ ’BOCI)UU‘ ’s—l—l,s—l—l—l—)\a,o + ‘ ’Bff(pu,v‘ ’s—l—l,s—l—l—l—)\a,o

(4.13) <||B1®“v||s+1,5+1420,0 + HG/lq)uvHs+d,s+)\a+1+T“,0
+ ||(I)uv||s—%7s+>\a—%+2a,r + C_1||G/1f/||5_m+275_m+2+)‘a70’

where G € \IIS{ELS (M,T") is microlocalized near suppa. Since the support
conditions of By and G are the same (possibly with different bounds on
¢—:), we can iterate this estimate to control the HG’lv’HH&’HMJFHTa’O term
at the cost of enlarging the wavefront set of G). In each iteration we can
improve the first index by 1 — & and the second index by 1_7" So after
finite iterations, we can absorb this term into the ®“v—term. We denote
the new operator playing the role of G in the last iteration by G. Then
we apply Proposition 1] to control Héf’Hs_m+27s_m+2+>\a,0 and use the

mapping property of ®* € W " (M,T") to control norms of ®“v:
|| Bo®v|s11.541470,0 + [|B %0541 51142000
(414) §| |B1 q)u,u| |s+1,s+l+)\a,0 + C_l | |GPU| |s—m+2,s—m+2+)\o¢—o¢

+ HGUH&S-FAOHO + "U"s—%,s+)\a—%+a,7”

where A, ¢ satisfies (B.8), and WF., ,(G}) C Ell(G). In particular, we can

cu,«
require WFgua(é) C {¢—pu < 3C1} NUsy, . ([EI4) will be the same as (£.4)
if we can replace ®“v by v, which we proceed to achieve next. Recall that
B, € \IIS{;OCOO’T(M, '), hence the second order of the B;—term can be taken
to be any real number.
Recall that ¢* > Cip on the wave front set of By, hence & is ellip-
tic near WFy, ,(Bo) as an operator in Ul *O(M, ), and we can write
By®" = ®“By + [By, "] with the commutator term having lower order,

hence conclude from above estimate:
|1 Bov||s+1.5+142a—a.0 + 1B 0] 51154102000
S IB1vllst1s41420-00 + 1GPU|[s—mi2,s—mi24ra-a0
UG aerrno + 1l ssroeg s
This implies, if we replace s + 1 by s, and recall that B; € \IJS{;OCOO’T(M ,T):
| Bov|s,s+xa—a,0 + ||Bffv||s,s+)\oc—oc,0
(4.15) SIB1[ls,~ 310 + (|G PV st s—mt14ra—a0
+ |GV s—1,5-1420,0 + HUHs—g,s—an\aJraw

for any N1 € R. The constant implicitly included in ‘<’ depends on Np as
well. The effect of B/ term here is that we can extend the region where we
have control to the area near the boundary of supp(x//), where (x//)’ has
a lower bound but x/7 is almost vanishing. O



PROPAGATION OF SINGULARITIES WITH NORMALLY HYPERBOLIC TRAPPING27

Remark 4.4. The constant in (4.4) depends on how close the wave front
set of By is to the lift of T"*. We consider Bo—term first. What affects
the constant in the estimate is, as we approach the lift of I'*, the elliptic-
ity of ®Y is becoming weaker and weaker and we do mnot have a uniform
lower bound of its principal symbol. The constant in the elliptic estimate is
proportional to the reciprocal of the lower bound of the symbol. Recall that
WEFL, o(BY) C {¢" > Cr'pY, hence the way that we can ‘push’ the estimate
near I'* is letting Ch7 — oo and the constant is proportional to Cv. The term
||BI 70! ||s51.s114 2.0 is treated in a similar manner. And a more accurate

version of ([{-17) is
||BO,U||S78+)\05—O!70 + ||Bffv||s,s+)\o¢—oc,0
(4.16) SCL(||B1v]s,~ w0 + [|GPV|s—ms 15— m+142a—a,0

+ HGUHS_Ls—l—l-)\a,O + "v"s—%,s—%+)\a+a77“)’

where Cy comes from WFE., (B%) C {¢* > C;'p}.

cu,a

4.2. Propagation near the I'* side of the corner.
In this step, our positive commutator argument gives an estimate near the
front face.

Proposition 4.5. There exist operators By,Gy € \If(c){gg(M,F“),Bl €
UL T (M,T%) and a small constant ey > 0, with WF', (Bo), WF., (G1),

cu,a cu,a

WF! (Bl) contained in a fized neighborhood of T, By being elliptic on

cu,a

Use, defined in (37), WFéu’a(Bl) N {% < €9, 7 =0} =0, we have:

|Bo®“v||s11.641.0 S|[B1®"“0||s11.641.0 + [|G1PV|s—mi2.6—mi2.0

(4.17) ~
+ ||G1vs,5,0 + |[0]]

s—%,s—%—l—Za,r’

Proof. We choose the commutant

L9 s _ o

a=a a=7"p o IHm 1)/2X?(W)Xf((¢8)2)X1T(T)X12(p)7

where p = p™p, xi(s) = 1,i = u,s,T,% for s € [—2¢p, 2¢0], monotonically
decrease to 0 when s grow from 2¢p to 3¢y and extended to R in an even
manner. Then we consider the pairing

Pl _ (P/)*

Tm(f, Au') = ((%z‘[P’,A] e

A ).
The principal symbol of the operator on the right hand side is
ade + pA—m+1p/1a2 - _ Cﬁ_m+1a2 _ (ﬁ—s—150)2 _ (ﬁ—s—155)2

(4.18) o o
+ (p—s—lbu)2 + (p—s—le) + hp.
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Defining x1 := x¥xx? xT and defining X} to be the product without x4,
we have

- B _ m—1 4 -
bo =T TXl(_p& —Cc+ TT(T 2HpT) + (3 +1-— T)p 1pr)l/2

b* =770V 2w X ().

We can arrange that terms in the bracket in by all together is positive
when we use xr to localize to the region on which 7 is small and use the
fact p~1H,p = o(1) as 7 — 0. We compute the derivative of ¢*/|p|*:

H,(¢"/171) = —(w"¢" + r"p)|p| ™ — ag"|p| ' Hyp.
We have
b = TR (w6 AT — g A1) AT Hpp)X " (X))
br = 77X (rxd () (7 H,m) 2
ho= 2072 GG (R () T + KT (OG) T+ mRy (60 (07 Hyp))
We can choose x{ so that ¢“p~ is small enough on suppa, and notice that

Ip~te% <1, |p~tp| <1, and Hyp = o(p) as 7 — 0. Evaluating Im(f’, Av’)
and use (4.18)), we know

(4.19)
Im(f’, Av/) = ((%z‘[P’,A] + #A)v',w

= <(_C<(T(m—1)/214)*(T(m—l)/2*’zl) - (Ts+1éo)*(Ts+1BO)

+ (Ts41 B (Tor1B") + (Tos1 Br)*(Tos1 Br) + H*P' + EW' ),
with A € Wiy (mmD/2sH=m=D/2r yr puy Bo Bu Br e w90 (M, TY),
H* € Wgghzmmtezst2mmtalr yr puy pe gostb2 e (v 7o) B s the
error term introduced because (4I8]) concerns only principal symbols and

apply Lemma B.I]l when we count orders and the ao—part in that Lemma is
absorbed in h. We estimate the left hand side by

Im(f', Av') < [(f', A')| = [(P", A" Av')| = [(AP'V, Av')]
. 1. .
< A/%nf m— _AP//2m7 m— .
<l v"Tllevo+20|| U||_T1,_T170
Combining above equations and inequalities, the estimate we obtain is
(4.20)
el AV |11y /2. m 1y /2.0 + [1Bov 241 51 + 1BV |1 341 5410

<B4 an0 + 1B losnss10 + (P HO) + (IG5, ygise g

2 A 2
+OIIE 1 siram 14 200) T AV 1) /2, m1) /20

1. .
+ %||AP/UI||2—(m—1)/2,—(m—1)/2,0'
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Terms in the bracket are similar to terms in the bracket in (ZIIl). The
Sobolev order of the leading part of terms in the bracket is 2 order lower in
the first index and 2(1 — «) order lower in the second index compared with
the product P’A. Applying Cauchy-Schwartz inequality to |[(P'v', Hv')|,
since supph C suppd, we can add a microlocalizer at the cost of introducing
a lower order error term:

’<P/U/7 HU/H SHGlP/U/Hg—m+2,s—m+2,O + "HU/"2—(s—m+2),—(s—m+2),—r

+ [Jo]]

s—i—a—%,s—l—a—%,r‘
Since H € W2T2TmT2st2miadr (v r pu) e know
HHU,H—(S—m-iQ) —(s—m+2),—r < Hélvl"s-‘,-a,s—i-a,o

for Gi € \112{3;5 (M,T%) that is elliptic on WFL, ,(H). The terms
C~||A,U,||%m—l)/2,(m—l)/270 on both sides of ([4.20) cancel out. Dropping the
B?—term on the left hand side of ([4.20)), we have

cu Cl{(

| Bo®“v||s 41,5410 <|[B1®“v||s11,501.0 + [|G1f |ls—mi2.s—mi2.0
+ HGch)uUHS-i-l s+1+a,0 + CH®“”H5—%,5—%+20¢,7~7

where By € WU (M, T*) is elliptic on WF”,, o(BY)UWFy, (Br). We iter-
ate this estimate to control HG1<I>“UH8+§78+§+%O. Then apply Proposition

A1 to estimate Gy f'—term:
1Bo®"|[s41,541,0 S B12"0||s51,511,0 + [|G1 PV s—mt2,5-m+2,0

+|G10lls,5,0 + [10]]

s—— s——+2a )

where the wavefront set of G is enlarged when we iterate the estimate. Our
operators satisfy: By is elliptic on Us,, WFéua(Bl) N{lo"|/1p|* < €0, 7 =
0} = 0. O

4.3. Propagation to the trapped set.

In this step we consider the dynamics of ¢* := ¢*/|p|%, and denote its
quantization by &% € \Ifg‘d?&o(M ,'"). The estimate we obtain in this step is
to control the energy on I' (i.e., the Bs—term) by the energy on the region
away from I'* (i.e., the Es—term). The regions of microlocalization depend
on a parameter § € (0, %) to be specified later.

Prop051t10n 4.6. There exist Bs, Es, By, Gy € % 0 (M, T%) with Bs bemg
elliptic on U, N{|¢°| < 30}, Es satisfying ({-.33) below, WF., (B2) U, =
0, and constants C,C such that

||Bt5v||8,8,0 <C(51/2||E6U||530 + ||B2U||s+1 a,s+1—a,0
+HG2PUH8 a—m+2,s—a— m+20+CHUH

cu Cl{(

4.
(4.21) )

S—S 3
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Proof. We use a new commutant
(4.22) a=a’ a=1""p" a0 x (6" /16)x5 (T)XF (D),

where x4, X3, x5 are identically 1 on [—eg, €o] and supported in [—2eg, 2¢q].
Notice that

Hgupple = " Hjpj-o + |pI ™" Hye
= —ag"|p| " Hp + |p| " Hyu,

we compute the principal symbol of %[@“, A] as two parts corresponding to
two terms above:

(4.23) aH g, = —ag"ap  Hyi+ p~“aHgua.

Recall our assumptions on ¢/, we can choose Cy > 1 such that

(4.24) Cy' <Hguo® <Cy on  Us,

where Hyu := ﬁ_1H¢u is the normalized Hamilton vector field associated

with ¢%. We recall the construction of the cutoff with respect to ¢° in
step 2 of the proof of Theorem 3.9 of [14], i.e. we choose smooth v, such
that: suppys C [—40,2€0],0 < 1po < 1, ¥y > 0 on (—00,0], 1o(—35) > %,
P > 35 on [=36,36], ¢ > —% on [0,00), 1y < 126¢% on [—44,36]. The
last inequality automatically holds on [—34, 3d] by constant bounds on each
side respectively, and we can choose appropriate ¥ to extend it to [—44, 34].
The construction of 15 is elementary. Then decompose 5 as

¢§ = 1/}%— + 1/’%—1-7

where 19 = 1)y on (—o0,3d] and suppye_ C [—49,4d], and suppye C
(36,2¢p]. Define ay to be symbols obtained from a by replacing o

by 1o and o_ respectively. Hence we have a? = di + a2, and
e3 = —aqﬁ“[)_lHﬁ(ﬂ = —%agbuﬁ_lHﬁ(di + a%). Consequently we have
1 1 -
4‘2 / - 2 - 2 _
(4.25) V2l = 5V Tt — 6
where suppé C (30, 2¢], |é] < 60_1, bs > 0, suppbs C [—44, 46] and
~ 1
(4.26) bs > 7 o0 [—34, 30].
We consider two terms in ([£23)) separately. For the second term we have:
1 ~ 1

A H ol — A2 575h 2 55D 2

(4.27) WHonl =550 +(p~°b-) +—240¢5('0 5)

~A—28 ~A—28
+p Ter—p Teg,

where
1
[ b Y T. X
T M- xaxe X2 (55

— (s+1/2)(p~  Hyup))'/?,

1 . _
(H¢u¢s — §C¢ 1) - TT(T 2H¢u7’)
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bs =T "x5X3 X3 b5/ CsHpu g,
e1 =7 3(r* (x3)*xa (x3 ) (x3) 7 Hyut + 772" (x") X7 x=(x3) (Hgep))
+ 72 ()2 (X)X () (0/1|) p Hgu p,

1
e2 = (x5)* (x3 ) XB((Hgu*)e + 77203, (r7 (7~ Hau) + (s + 5) (57 Hgup)),

where the term introduced by differentiating x* is included in e;. Combining
properties of €, Y9, , we know that ey, es satisfy

suppe; N Z/Aleo = @,

(4.28) X
suppes C {¢° > 30}, |ea| < Cyey™ + C,

where C' is independent of §. bs satisfies

1 ~
(4.29) T"bs > 7 o Ue, N {|0°] < 36}
by ([@24) and (£20).

Although ¢* € Sg{;?,;lo(M ,I'"), x4 is supported on the region where ¢—: is
bounded, so X%(ﬁ“ € Sg{l%)(M, I'). Consequently e; € SB{S;ET(M, r+).

Next we consider the first term in (£23]). Define e3 := —aq@“d[}_lHﬁd.
Recall the definition of @ in ([@.22]), factors of terms in e3 involving differentia-
tion are: ﬁ_lHﬁés, ﬁ_lHﬁés, ,é_lH,;T, ﬁ_lHﬁp, all of which are all bounded
quantities. In addition, because of the x* factor in @, ¢* is bounded on
WE, . (E3), so e3 quantizes to be By € W22 (M, T*), which introduces

cu,a

another term |(E3v,v)|. We define

11—«

1 14+ . - A
Hza, e =ap 2,

e3] = 5[’_ 2

and we have e3 = 631632¢~5“. And define the version truncated by o4 as:

1 A 1lta . . L l-a
e31x = 50 Hzay, ezr=axp 2z .

We define E31, E33, F314, F30+ to be operators with principal symbols de-
noted by corresponding lower-case letters. In addition, we require them
to be self-adjoint (if not, replace Ej;; by %(E,] + EZ*])) Thus E31+ €

s—1+< s—1+%r s+1-% s+1-%r
Vena 2 2 (M, TY), Eseyr € Yepa 2 27 (M,T"). Hence we have

E3 = (B}, Esoy + B3 E3p_)®" and:
[(Esv,v)| = [((E511 32y + E3_Esp_)®"v,v)]
< |(B324 ®"v, E3140)| + |(EB32-®"v, E31_v)]
< ||B324-90][3 0,0 + 1 Ez11-0l[5,0,0 + [ B32- 0[5 0.0 + || E31-v][5,0,0

We can control F3,+—term up to a constant by HUHS_H%,S_H%W and con-

trol F3s4—term by ||/1<i>“v|| 1—a 1-a o by mapping properties and counting
2 0 20
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11—«

the order of operators, where we have used the fact that egoy = asp” 2,
hence they are just order-shifted version of each other, i.e. |[E32+®"v|f2

is equivalent to [|A®“v||1-a 1-a ;. To summarize, we have
2 0 20

(4.30)
(B30, v)| < || B2 @"0l[3 0,0 + 1 E5110113 0,0 + 1 E52- @ 0l 13 0,0 + | E31-0113 0,0
S HA+(I’U’UH1*TQ,1*TQ,0 + HA—‘I)HUHPTO‘,FT&,O +lvlls—1+2 5-1+2,r

Now we evaluate the pairing Im(®%v, Av) = <%[§>“,A]v,v>. First we

quantize both sides of ([£23]) and then apply it to v and pair with

v. We have A Ay e WiV (T, B_ By € wili(M,Tv),

Ei, By € \I/Bﬁ?;fT(M, I'*). Setting ¥ := ®“v to simplify notations, we get:
B TR + sl Bsul?

48C46 —1lta —lta s+9,5+%,0 24C,0 0UNs+2,5+2,0

<[(B1v,v)| + [(Bav,v)| + | + [(A-0, A_v)| + (419, A1 v)]

+CHUHS+O‘ 1 +%_FTQ7T+‘<E3'07U>‘

<[(Erv,v)| + [(E2v,v)| + [(E30,0)] [A-vl2ia —1ta g

+480 5!
+HOA - s 0l 0l s+ A0l s

+Cfolf?

s+o5= 1 s—}—%—lfTa,r

<I{Bro, )| + (B, v)] Aot s —ra o+ UC0 AT s 1o

+480 5!

teoll A8l s o ol B o+ Cllol?

s+ 95 1 s+%—177a,7"

C’||v||s+a77175+%_1;a .= C||v||s_%+%’s_%+a’r arises because (4.23]) concerns

only principal symbols. In the last step, we used ([.30]). Multiply 24C4d on
both sides and then taking square root, applying Lemma Z.T5] we obtain:

(4.31)

1 Bsvllsxa sr2.0 SC(V/6/eo||Esvlsra sro 0+ | Bavllsra sya o+ (6 + v/deo)
||é2<i>uv||s+1—g,s+1—g,o + C~'||U||s_%+%,s—%+a,r)a

where C~¥2~ is microlocalized near suppd, which contains I The

term  0|[Go®"v|[s11-g 5412 controls 24C0|[A- z7||1 o 1-a and the

term \/60_(5”(;2&)?)"54_1_%754_1__0 controls €| A d* vH1 a Lo - Es €

\I/B{S;;” (M,T") controls Fov—term and A+v term. Its prln(npal symbol ég
satisfies

(4.32) |7"¢5| < 1 and WF', (Ej) C {¢° > 36}.
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Bs is chosen to control |(Eqyv,v)|. By satisfies
(4.33) WFL, o(B2) NUe, =0,
which is possible by (4.28)). o
Next we estimate (6 + v/deo)[|[G22v|[s+1-g s+1-2 0, which is equivalent
to (0 + \/E)\!GQ(I)“UHHH%SJFH%,O. We control this term using (£17).

Enlarging the wavefront set of Go if necessary, this results in an error term
(6 + V0¢€0)[|G2v|[s+2 s+ 0. By Lemma 2.I5 and (.29), we know

(4.34)

1G20]ls1g 5420 <2/|Bsvllstg 5420 + 2| Esvlls+ 25420 + ClIB2vlls+ 2 5420
+ CHUHS_%JF%@—%JW,O

=2|[Bsvl[s+2 s+2,0 + 2| Esv|ls+2 5120 + Cl|B2v|[s 42 s+2.0

+ C"U"s—%+%7s—%+a7r’

where Ej satisfies

(4.35)

770 (Es)| < 1, 770 (E5s) = 1 on {36 < ¢° < deo, |7| < €0,[0"| < €0, |P| < €0},

5 -
WFL, .(E5) C {55 < @® < Beo, |T| < 260, [0"| < 26, |P| < 260}

cu,a

Substitute (£.34) in (4.31]), and choose § small enough so that the Bs—term
on the right hand side can be absorbed by the Bs—term on the left hand
side and fix ¢g, we get:

1Bsvlssg sr2,0 SCO?||Esvllssa s 0+ [|Bavllssi—g ss1-2.0
+ ||G2PU||S—%—m+2,s—%—m+2,0 + C||U||s—%+%7s—%+a,r)
After an overall § shift of differential orders, we can rewrite this as:
1Bsel a0 SC@2|Bsvllssio + 1Bavllsi-anti-an

+ Hé2PU‘ls—a—m+278—0c—m+270 + C(HUHS_%,S_FTQ,T)

(4.36)

O

4.4. Propagation using H,-flow.
The goal of this part is to control ||Esvl|ss0 by ||Bsv|s,s0 and get a ‘re-
versed’ version of (4.30]), using the propagation estimate of H,, again.

Proposition 4.7. There exist By, Gs € Wowa (M, T") with WF’,, (B1) C

cu,a

5{760\5{%0 . G microlocalized near T, such that

(4.37)
HEJUHS,&O SC(‘S_B(HB5UHS78,O + HBlUHS,S,O + HUHS—1/2,5—(1—a)/2,r)

+ V(G Plls—mitsmir0 + 0]t 2sm(1—a)/20));
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where C' is independent of 5, and 6C' is bounded, Ey, By are the same as in
Proposition [{.6]

Proof. Consider the commutant

a=a?, a=1"p TR Py (log |67 /6])x (6" /1A1*)xE ()XF (P,

where § € (0, 1) is typically a small parameter. The same as in the previous

step, whenever companied with x4 or (x%)’, ?—z is effectively a symbol in

ngg (M,T"). For the cut-off ¢3, we can arrange
Yot = —b +&,

where € is supported in {§ < [¢*] < 26} and it satisfies |¢] < 1. b > 0,

and it is supported in {%5 < |¢*] < 6ep6~1}. And according to the support

of b, and €, we use a partition V2 = (¥3-)% + (¥34+)?, where ¢34 = 13 on

{%5 < |¢*| < 6egd™ 1Y, suppys_ C [0,log %), 0 < )34+ < 1. Next we consider

the pairing

P - P*
21

Im(Pv, Av) = ((%[P, Al + A)v,v).

For the left hand side, we have
Im(Pv, Av) < |Im(Pv, Av)| < [(Pv, Av)|.
For the right hand side, its principal symbol is
gy O = = T — () = ()
+ f2 + hp,

where
(4.39)
be =1 "10°| TP XN x5 (Bw® — py — ¢+ r7(7 HyT)
+777(s — (m —1)/2)(p” " Hpp) + w'b})' />
fo = 20 P P08
o A _ sr’ ler
h=772 072G TS 0)" 0 ) (=B + 2+ m(p T Hydxs (6 )):
Fu=m72 TP () (— (we +rp) A7 — ag |57 H,p)
() X506+ (P Hr) T (068) G 06)).
In the calculation of f1, we used
H,(¢"/1p|%) = —(w"¢" +rp)[p|~* — ag"|p|~* "H,p.
b+ is the main term, giving control over the region away from I'*. f;
are ‘error terms’. On the support of f;, which is away from I'“, we have a

priori control (because when 7 and ¢"/|p| are close enough to 0, (x*)" and
x/r will vanish, hence f; is supported away from these regions). Recall that
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suppé(-) C [0,1og()), hence suppfo C {0 < [¢°| < 36}. b+ and fo satisfy
bounds:

- 9
oy > on Use N {15 < |9|® < 5ep},

ol S TR

(4.40)

Quantize both sides of (£38]), and apply them to v and pairing with v,
we have:

(4.41)
CHAUH%m—l)/Z(m—l)/ZO + HBl,+’UH§,s,0 + HBl,—Hg,s,O
<|(Fiv,0)| + [(Fyv, )| + [(Po, Ho)| + [(APv, Av)| + Cllell,_y o, 1o,

<[(Fro, )| + [(F2v,0) + [IG3 Pl i1 s-mi10 + ClIGsvIIE 1 10

; 1.
+ell A7, 1y o (m1)/20 + Z—CHAPU\fz_(m_1)/2,_(m_1)/2,0

+ CN(HUH?—I/ZS—PTO‘,T’

where G5 € \I/(C]{Bg (M, T") is the microlocalizer. Gj is elliptic near suppa with
WFL, o(G3) contained in a neighborhood of suppa. Cllvlls_1/2,5— 12, arise
b 2 b}

cu,«
because ([4.38]) concerns only principal symbols and apply Lemma [B.1] when
we count orders and the ao—term in that Lemma is absorbed into f;—term
(and Fy—term after quantization) here. Due to the 13 factor, |¢*|# < 675
on suppa and this estimate gives an upper bound of @ as well. Consequently,
for each set of fixed parameters other than d, §2?C is bounded. Since 8 < %
and we only concern d small, 6C is bounded.

The Av—terms on both sides cancel each other. The égv—term and
G Pu—term are introduced to control |(Pv, Hv)|. Use By € Woli (M, T%)
which is elliptic on LAIGGO\LA{%O and WF/ (Bl) C 0760\0% to control the

cu,«
errors slightly away from ['*. As we have mentioned, the main term be-
ing controlled is B; —term, which is elliptic on a region that is near I'*
but away from I'*. By our construction, WF, ,(Fs) C Ell(Bs). For

Fy—term, since U, N{|¢|* < 36} C Ell(Bs) and LAIGGO\ZJ%O C Ell(By), we know
WF., . (Fy) C Ell(Bs) UEI(B;). Consequently, we can control |(Fyv,v)| by

cu,« )
(5‘26(HB50H37570 + [|B1v]]s,5,0 + [|[v]ls=1/2,s—(1—=a)/2,-)- Substitute this into
([#4T)) and take square root on both sides, and we have:

HEJUHS,&O SC(‘S_B(HB5UHS78,O + HBWHS,S,O + HUHS—1/2,5—(1—a)/2,r)
+ V(IG5 Pells-mits-mi10 + 110]lsm1 /25— (1-a)20)
where C' is independent of §, and 6C is bounded. O

4.5. Combining Estimates.
Combine ([437) with (£36), we obtain an estimate with leading term
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6'/27P|| Bsv||s.s- By choosing § small enough, we can absorb this term into
the left hand side and get:

Bsv Sl|Bio - 00+ G2 POl |s—mto—os—mao
(442) || 0 ||s,s,0 N|| 1 ||s+1 a,s+1-a,0 || 2 ||s m+2—a,s—m+2—a,0

+ |vlls=1/2,5— (1—a) /2,5

with following properties: Bj is elliptic on (the lift of) T', WF._(B;) C

2;1750\2;{%0 . In addition, we enlarge Ell(Gs) and WFéu’a(ég) to absorb the
Gs—term. Now combine @ 4) and (@42), and let B; in [@42) play the role
of By in (&4). Since the order now is s + 1 — « instead of s + Ao — «, so
the order need to be shifted by 1 — Aa. For B;—term, we localize inside the

front face by inserting another cutoff, i.e., we use
||Blv||s+1—)\o¢,s+1—a,0 §||B1U||s+1—)\o¢,—oo,0 + ||GPU||s—m+2—)\o¢,s—m+2—o¢,0

+ ||GU||8—)\07870 + ||U||s—%—)\a,s—%+a,r7

where these operators satisfy: Use,\Us, /2 C Ell(B;) C WF’Cma(BNl) C
u760\u60/4’ WF/cu,a(g) - {|¢Lu| < 3C1} NUsy, = {|¢7| > (301)_1} N Usy,
and WF, ,(B1) NUy,, = 0. In particular, if we choose Ci,71,€ so that
(3C1)™' > <, 3y < 6¢p, then WF’Cua(é) C Ell(B;) and we can iterate to
improve this error term. Concretely, apply the same estimate to Gv with
s replaced by s — 1, and then repeat. The only cost this iteration might
cause is the microlocal error introduced when we apply elliptic estimate to
By, the microlocal error and Gv—term with one order lower norm can both
be absorbed into the last error term HUHS_%_M,S_%JMJ,:
||Blv||s+1—)\o¢,s+1—a,0 §||B1U||s+1—)\o¢,—oo,0 + ||GPU||s—m+2—)\o¢,s—m+2—o¢,0

+ ]l

s—%—)\a,s—%—i-a,r‘

Substitute this estimate into ([£42]) and we get

||B(5U| |s,s,0 §| |B1U| |s+l—)\a,—oo,0 + | |GPU| |s—m+2—)\a,s—m+2—a,0

G Plls-ms2-as-miz-a0 + 3ot
G4 is microlocalized in a neighborhood of ' but WFy, ,(G3)NI'* = 0. G3Pv
and G Pv—terms can be combined together using a G obtained by enlarging
their wavefront set. And then we iterate to improve the last error term to
obtain

HBJUHS,S,O ngBlvHs—H—)\a,s,O + HGOPU"s—m+2—)\a,s—m+2—a,0 + HUH—N,—N,T7

where By is elliptic on I', and WF., (B1)NT% = (), and ) satisfies (3.8). In

cu,x
the special case where P is self-adjoint, it becomes

A<]1—

Vmax
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We recall that we can take ¢ — 0, at the cost of making the constant in the
estimate O(c™!) large. Finally, notice that the estimate keeps to hold when
we add intermediate terms in the proof to the left hand side. Concretely,
in terms of notations in this chapter, ||B1v||s4+1-xa,s+1-0,0, || B19]|s+1-ra,s,0
etc. Equivalently we have

(4.43)
HBUHS,S,O SJHBlvHs—H—)\a,s,O + "GOP'U"s—m+2—)\a,s—m+2—a,0 + HUH—N,—N,T’a

where B € \IIS{BQJZ (M,T") is elliptic on both Z/Aleo and the front face.

4.6. Regularization.

Only assuming that the right hand side of (8.14)) is finite is not sufficient
to guarantee that each pairing in our positive commutator is finite and
integrations by parts are legal. Potentially some terms in equations (e.g.,
(#9) and (4I0)) are not finite with only (—NN,—N) order priori control of
v. In this section we justify pairing and integration by parts in our positive
commutator argument by a regularization argument for —N = s — % first
and then for general N by induction. Starting with Proposition E.2], we
replace a by:

(4.44) iy, =t d,
where t,, = (1+n9,p71)"!,n, > 0. In [@8), this new t;_factor introduces an

extra term given by the H,—derivative falling on t, . Direct computation
shows

n A N
Hp(t%r) = 4t?37ert’7r = 477 + ﬁ %r(p alp)’
T

Now since n:-?jrﬁ‘ <1, ﬁ_al,ﬁ — 0 as 7 — 0, hence this term can be made
small when we localize near 7 = 0. Consequently, this term can be absorbed
into the byp— term (notice that all terms have an extra t%r—factor now).
For n, > 0, we know that a,, = CVL2T. is a symbol of 4 order less in both the

indices associated with the fiber infinity and the front face compared with

. 25+2—(m—1),25+2— (m—1)+2Xa,2
a = a*>. To be concrete, a € Smslj; (m=1),2s+2=(m—-1)+2ra "(M,TY),ay, €
Sgg;m—172s—m—1+2>\a,2r(M7 I'*). Thus assuming —N = s — 5 regularity

of v in a priori, all pairing and integration by parts are justified and we
obtain an estimate similar to (@I5), but with By, B//, ... replaced by

BOWT,B,{Tf ,..., which are obtained by quantizing the symbol of the same
lowercase letter (without 7,) with an extra t, factor. Fianlly we let
n- — 0 and apply the weak-* compactness argument, see for example
Section 5.4.4 of [32], we obtain the estimate above (4.I5]) without 7, and
Byv € Hgié’erH)‘a_a’r(M, I'*). The regularization arguments for step
2.1-2.3 are similar. We conduct the argument for step 2.1 individually,
but regularize step 2.2, step 2.3 and step 3 together to obtain (4.43]) by

taking the regularization parameter to 0. And then we prove the general
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N case by induction. For N less than our initial case, the estimate holds
automatically by our initial case.

5. APPLICATION TO KERR(-DE SITTER) SPACETIMES AND ITS
PERTURBATIONS

5.1. Kerr(-de Sitter) spacetime and its perturbations.

In this section, we consider Kerr(-de Sitter) spacetimes parameterized by
the black hole mass m and the angular momentum a € R and its perturba-
tions. We assume the black hole is subextremal in the sense that

A(r) = (r* +a®)(1 — ATﬁ) — 2mr

has four distinct real roots
r_<ro<re < Te.

We point out here that some authors use the condition |a] < m to define
the subextremal property, which is slightly stronger than the distinct root
condition. See [I] for more details.

Recall that in the Boyer-Lindquist coordinates, the Kerr(-de Sitter) space-
time is given by (LI). We use ¢ € S,0 € [0, 7] as spherical coordinates on
S%. And M° is equipped with the metric gmq given by (L2).

As discussed after (2.1]), we use M = (M°LI(]0,00),x X))/ ~ to denote the
spacetime that is compactified at the time infinity. Since (L2]) is independent
of ¢, it naturally extends to a metric on M. In order to distinguish with our
model M in following sections, variables on T*M are denoted as (x s, &nr)-
The singularity of (I.2]) at horizons {r = r¢, 7.} can be resolved by a change
of coordinates, see [1] for more detailed discussion. In our coordinate system,
the dual metric is given by

Gm,a:Gr+G07
2, 2 2 2 (1+ATC12)2 2, 2 2
(5.1) (r* 4+ a“cos”0)G, = A(r)&;: —W((r +a®)& + a&y)
2, 2 2 _ 2 (1+ATa2)2 .9 2
(1" + a”cos”0)Gy = Ay +m(ﬂsm 08 +&p)°

The singularities of g and G at {# = 0,7} can be resolved by coordinate
change, we refer to [0, Section 3.1] for more detailed discussion. Applying
the analytic framework we developed, we take

(5.2) Pma = (7‘2 + a? cos? 0)Gm.a-

And other notations in propagation estimates are inherited as well.
Next we consider perturbations of the Kerr(-de Sitter) metric in the sense
of [14], Section 4].
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Definition 5.1. The cusp-conormal functions consists of functions remains
bounded under iterated application of cusp vector fields:

(5.3) Acw = {u € L®(M) : Au € L®(M), VA € Diffo, (M)},
where Diffoy (M) = UpezDiffl (M). And also its weighted version:
(5:4) AG(M) = 7% Aca(M).

We will only consider the case o > 0.

Definition 5.2. A metric g is called an A% —asymptotic Kerr(-de Sitter)
metric if

(5.5) 9= gma+ 9,

where Gu.q is given by (12) and g € A% (M) @ S>“T*M. And we denote
its dual metric function by G. We say g is subextreamal if gm o is so. This
is well-defined since gy o in (Z3) is unique when a > 0.

In this case we denote
(5.6) p=(r?+ a%cos?0)G

and consider P € U2 (M) with principal symbol p. In particular, (r? +
a? cos? )0,, which is a smooth (and uniformly lower and upper bounded)
multiple of O, satisfies this.

5.2. Defining functions of the unstable and stable manifolds.

In this section, we characterize the trapping phenomena in exact Kerr(-de
Sitter) spacetimes using the combination of [24] Theorem 3.2] (for Kerr-de
Sitter case) and [9l Proposition 3.5] (for Kerr case) restated as Proposition

B3l
Proposition 5.3. For (&,&,) € R2\{(0,0)}, define:

Feog, (1) 1= g5+ )6+ ot

(1) Then either:
o Fee, vanishes at re or r. and has no critical point in (re,7¢).
® It ¢, has ervactly one critical point re, e, € (re,7c) and

Fﬁ/i,ﬁp (7’&7&9) > 0.

(2) Fee, >0 on 3.

(3) The trapped set in M is:

(5.7) I':= U, e.)er2\ {0,060

where th,gv = {& =T =T = Pma = 0}-
(4) T is a smooth connected 5-dimensional submanifold of T*M with

defining function §m,v — T¢, ¢, Pm,a-
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(5) The trapping of the flow of ﬁHpm,a in any subextremal Kerr(-de

Sitter) spacetime is eventually absolutely r-normally hyperbolic for
every r in the sense of [36]. The unstable(u) and stable(s) manifolds
are smooth manifold given by:

(5.8) s = {o¥* = 0} N'X,

where ¢"/* = & Fsgu(r —re,¢,)(1+ d)\/ Pereo M Fenee Uence) g

A(r)

5 — Ad?
= 48,

Remark 5.4. Coupling with sgn(r —r¢, ¢,), the square root function in the
definition of T"/* is smooth because at Tergos IE, gv(r) =0 and Fg, ¢, (r) —
Fe e, (re,¢,) vanishes quadratically at r¢, ¢, .

Next we verify that the rescaled version of ¢"/* above are exactly the
defining functions that characterize the normally hyperbolic trapping prop-
erties, i.e. they satisfy (B8.5]). Define

(5.9) pv =10, ¢ =%,

Proposition 5.5. ¢%/* defined in ([5.9) satisfy ([33) with ¢*/* replaced by
/s

puls,

Proof. Since H,, & = 0, thus any factor as a function of §; commute with

H,, and we consider ©"/* instead, i.e., ignore the & power in front of ¢*. We
have

Paa(®,€) =(r* + a” c0s” 0) G, €)
(1+a)?
(14 @ cos?h)sin? 6

((r? + a?)& + a&,)™.

=A(r)& + (1 + Gcos? 0)E2 + (a& sin? 0 + £,)?

_(1+a)
A(r)
Thus

Hpm,a& = Hpm,a&o = Hpm,arft@o = 0’

. Fee, (1) = Feog, (reve,)
Hpm,a('lpu/s = Hpm,agT + Sgn(r - rfgt,gw )(1 + Oé)Hpmya(\/ : &P A(f; &P . fip )7

Hpm’ar = _Hrpm,a = 8£T'pm7a = 2A(T)£T7
Hpm,agT = _H&-pm,a - _arpm,a == —A,(T‘)ﬁg + (1 -+ d)2F§{t,€¢ (’f’),

Feog, (1) = Feg, (reve,)
Hpm,a (\/ A (T) )

=5 (e (D ((Fo e, (1) — Fe g, e 6, ))AG) ™
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— (Fe g, (r) = Fe e, (re ) 2 A(r) 720 (1)) Hy, o1,

. Fee, (1) = Feog, (reve,)
Hpm,a(pU/S :Hpm,agT + Sgn(r - rgft»&p )(1 + Oé)Hpmya(\/ : &P A(f; &P : fip )

=—ANrEe+ 0+ 64)2F§/t7§¢ (r) Fsgn(r — r&t@)(l + &)
X S (e (P)((Foye, (1) — Feog, (res 6, )A() ™2
— (Feogo (1) = Feog, (re ) P A(r) 7P A (r) Hy, 7
== A&+ (1 + @) F, ¢ (r) Fsen(r —rg, . )(1+4)
X (Fl, e, () (Fe g, (r) = Fepe, (rege,))A(r) /2
— (Fe 6, (1) = Fere, (re,,)) P Ar) P PA () A(r)€,
= — A&+ (1 + @)’ F, ¢ (r) Fsen(r —re,, . )1+ @)
(Fl, 6, () (Fe ¢, (1) = Fe, g, (re, e,)) "2 AY2(r)
— (Feog, (1) = Feo, (re ) P A(r) T2 A (r))€,

1+ 6)F. , (r
—(& F (1+@)S,¢, (1)) (A 3 D e (1)
Sﬁt@p(r)

where

Feoe (1) — Fepe,(re,e,)
S&vgv(’r) = Sgn(r _Tﬁt@p)\/ = A(f; Sl Tlnty )

which is a monotonically increasing smooth function with inverse function
Se, 1&{) when we restrict r close enough to r¢, ¢,. Next we show that

1+ d)Fg’t@(r)

Sty e, (1)

is lower bounded. By the charaterization of Fy, ¢, in Proposition[5.3] we can
set

Fétvgip (T) = (T - rftvgtp)fftvgtp (7‘),

where ¢ (67 4 €2) < fe,e, (1) < Cp(& + €2) with ¢, Cy > 0 when 7 is close
to r¢,¢,. The upper bound follows fron the smoothness of FE/t,ﬁw‘ On the
other hand, ¢y is obtained by considering the homogeneous degree of F, ¢,
and hence we can restrict (§,£,) to a sphere, which is compact. If such
cy does not exist, then by compactness argument we can find (&,§,) € S?
such that fe, ¢ (7¢,¢,) = 0, contradicting the simplicity of this critical point.
Similarly for the argument about f&,g » below. Since r¢, ¢ is a critical point
of Fg, ¢, with FS’;@ (r) > 0, then we can assume

Feoe,(r) = Fee (re,e,) = (1 —ree,) fere, (1),
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with cf~(£t2 + 5?0) < fgt,&p (r) < C’f(ﬁf + 530) near ¢, ¢,. Consequently

(5.10) Sere,(r) = (r = e, ) fel e (N AG) T2,
Thus

(1+&)F, ¢ (1) A -
Sectr O e LA

is lower bounded by a positive constant multiple of (&2 + 53) near r =
¢, 6,- In particular, using the characterization of I' in Proposition [5.3]
we can choose a neightborhood of I' on which &, is small. Thus the sign

1/2

1+&)F. . (r
of (=A'(r)& F (Jrsg)g%‘j()) is T for ¢"/* respectively and (—A/(r)¢, T
sy
1+&)F. r
%) is a multiple of (£ + 530)1/ 2 bounded away from 0, which
tSp
verifies (3.5) after rescaling by (&2 + fi)_l/ 2, O

5.3. Construction of the symplectomorphism.

The pseudodifferential algbera we constructed exploits the fact that the
defining functions of the stationary extension of the unstable manifold is
‘z1’. In this section we construct a symplectomorphism to reduce estimates
on Kerr(-de Sitter) spacetimes to the model case satisfying this property.
Define our ‘model manifold’ to be

(5.11) M° =R, xS?xRy,,.

Set X := Ry, x S? and use zo € [0,7],23 € S! as spherecal coordinates.
Similar to how we obtain M from M?°, we define M to be M° compactified
by attaching the hypersurface {4 = oco}. Formally, using x = (x1, x2, x3, 1)
as coordinates on M°, we set

M := (M° U (X x [0,00)7))/ ~,

where ~ is the identification: (z1,z2,x3,24) ~ (21,22, 23,7 = x;l). And
W™ M is equipped with the natural symplectic structure, extending the one
on T*M?°.

We prove that there exists a homogeneous symplectomorphism Sp map-
ping U, a conic neighborhood of I' to a conic set in “*T*M. In particular,
Sp sends I'* to {x1 = 0}. We begin by stating our result.

Theorem 5.6. There exists a homogeneous symplectomorphism Sp from U
to ““T*M, such that Sp(I"* NU) = {x; = 0} N SpU), Sp(T* NU) = {& =
0} N Sp(Uf). In addition, Sp preserves the time infinity in the sense that
Sp({r =0}) Cc {7 =0}.

Proof. We define Sp on the coordinate patch R; x X and then show that
|t — x4| is bounded, so that t—infinity and z4—infinity coincide and tak-
ing t — oo gives the extension of Sp down to {r = 0} C®® T*M. For
20 = (1 =t71r,0,0) € U, we define Sp(zy) by defining its components
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(r1, 22,23, %4,&1,&2,&3,&4). Sp is a homogeneous symplectomorphism if and
only if

{Sp*(2:), Sp™ (i)} = dij, {Sp™(&),Sp™(§;)} = iy
{Sp*(x:),Sp*(&;)} = 0, G4, 0 Sp = Sp o Gy,

where the Poisson brackets are with respect to the natural symplectic struc-
ture on ““T*M. Gy, resp. Gy, are dilating fiber parts by t; € R on “"T™* M,
resp. T M. In discussion below, we use x;,&; to donote their pull-back by
Sp when there is no confusion. Define x; by

(5.12)

oy e o [ Fengo(r) = Feoe, (rene,)

Ty =@t =¢; (& —sen(r — re e, ) (1 + Oé)\/ ke A(f; o fube )
which is the normalized defining function of I'*.

Since Hzu®® > 0 in a neighborhood U of I', we know that starting from
each point p = (¢,7,0,¢,&,&,80,&p) in U, the Hzu—flow has exactly one
intersection with I'* and denote it by pg = (t0, 70,6, v0, &, &r0, €6, €p), Where
we used the fact that &, &y, §,,0 are constants along Hz«—flow. Define &;
to be the time need for traveling from p to po along the Hgzu—flow:

r—r
&:=T(p) = —— = &(r — o).

H@u’f’
Since & is defined as travel time to I'*, hence I'® is sent to {{; = 0}. Since
" is preserved by Hgsu—flow, we know

(5.13) §ro — & = (14 a)Se, ¢, (ro) — (14 &)Se, ¢, (1),

Since pg € I'?, we know

§ro = _(1 + d)Sﬁt,5¢(T0)’

Thus
(5.14) 26, = & — (14 &) Sg ¢, (r) = 0" (p).
Combining (5.13]) and (5.14]), we obtain
57‘0 - gr
Sergo(r0) = 3o 1 Sa6, ()
. &—(1+ d)Sﬁt@p (r) &
- 2(1+ &) “Tya Sasn)
&G (1 +@)Sg e, (r)
21+ &)
Thus
_ g1 ©"(p)
(5.15) ro = S&@P( 20+ d))
Consequently

(5.16) T(p) = &4(r — S <—%)>.
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By considering dependence of z1 = ¢" and & = T%(p), we can choose
xo =10,8 =&y, 83 =&y §0 = &1

So 6 = 0,7 are sent to x9 = 0,7 respectively. Those S}O degenerate to a

single point in M correspond to those Sig degenerate to a single point in M,
thus Sp is smooth and well defined on M. Next we try to find X3 so that

T3 =@+ X3($7£)

satisfies (0.12]), where we are interpreting S}D as Ry,/27Z and x3 is
also parametrizing S}CB, ie. R,,/2nZ. If two points have the same
xg—coordinates, but with different ¢, X3 respectively, then their
x1 = ¢", & = T° coordinates are different as well because of (B5.I7)
below. On the other hand, when we choose two different representatives
of ¢ for the same point, the x3 components of their image, which is given
by ¢ + X3, differ by a multiple of 27, hence correspond to the same point
in Ry,/27Z. Thus this map is well-defined and injective. Using (512I),
{&, X3} = {0,X3} = {&, X3} = 0 implies that X3 is independent of
0,80, t. {&p, ¢ + X3} =1 implies {&,, X3}, i.e. X3 is independent of . By
remaining equations: {¢p% ¢+ X3} = 0,{T*, ¢+ X3} = 0, the ODE system
that X3 satisfies is

Hrs X3 = =0, T%(p)
(5.17) Hpu X3 = —0¢, (")

VpXs3 =0,

where Vp = &.0¢, + §,0¢, + &0, in which we neglected §y0¢, component
since it is not involved in the defining function of I'*/* and hence not involved
in our discussion.

Next we apply Corollary C.1.2 of [I9]. Applying equation (21.1.6)" of
[19], we obtain

[Hgu, VD] = Hyw,
[Hoe, Vp] = 0.

Combining with the fact that Hy, He,, Hpu, Hps, He, commute with each
other, the condition (C.1.2) is satisfied. Next we verify (C.1.4) there:

Hrs(0g, ") — Hpu (0, T7) = 0,
which is equivalent to, using H, = —0¢,,
85¢HTS<,5U + [HTS, —H@]tﬁu = 85¢H¢uTs + [H@u, —H@]Ts.

Since Hzu'T® = 1 by the definition of 7%, the first terms on both sides vanish,
and this is equivalent to

Hizs )" + Hip gy T" = 0.
Using Poisson brackets, this is
{{Ts7 90}7 @u} + {{(,0, @u}v TS} = 0.
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Since {{¢", T°}, ¢} = {1, ¢} = 0, above equation holds by Jacobi’s identity.
Equations in (C.1.4) involving Vp are

HTSO - VD(—O&PTS) = 0,
Hpu0 — Vp(—0¢,p") = —0¢, 0",

both of which follow from the fact that d¢,T* and O¢, ¢ are homogeneous
function of degree 0 and -1 respectively and Euler’s Theorem on homoge-
neous functions. Thus we can solve the ODE of X3 with prescribed initial
condition on ©1 :=UN{T* = ¢* = 0,t = 11,0 = 01,0 = p1,& = &o1, €| =
1}, where t1,&p1, 01,61 are fixed constants and |£y;| < 1. By Proposition
B3l T° = ¢ = 0 is equivalent to r = r¢, ¢, & = 0, thus ©; is parametrized
by £,. We set X3 = 0 on this codimension 7 smooth submanifold.
Using the same method, we construct X, in x4 =t + X4 such that

Hps Xy = _aftTS(p)
Hgu Xy = —0,(2")
Hx3X4 = —8&1’3,
VpX, =0,

where other commutation relations are already satisfied. Condition (C.1.2)
and (C.1.4) in [I9] are verified in the same manner. We take the first and
the third equations as examples. We need to verify

Hm@&Ts(p) — HTsaftilﬁg =0.
This is equivalent to
{{Ts’ t}’ l‘3} + {{t’ l‘3}, TS} =0,

which follows from {{x3,7°},t} = {0,7°} = 0 and Jacobi’s identity. The
rest conditions involving Vp are verified in the same manner as when we solve
X3. And we can assign initial value of X4 at @9 :=UN{, = 0,7 = Te ot =
t1,0 = 01,0 = @1,& = &1, & = Ep1, [€] = 1} with [€,1] + [€g1]* < 1, which
is a single point. We set X4 = 0 at ©5. Finally we show that X, = x4 —t is
bounded. Since X4 is homogeneous of degree 0, we consider its value on the
unit sphere bundle. Then the variables in the ODE from which we obtain
X, are varying over a bounded region and the right hand sides of those
ODEs are bounded as well, thus X, is bounded. O

By [14, Theorem 2.3,2.6,4.3], we know that the properties we stated in
Section 3.1l holds not only for the H), ,—flow, but also for the H,—flow. Let
FZ/ * be the unstable and stable manifolds defined for p in (5.6]), then their
intersection with time infinity {7 = 0} are the same as T%/® = T%*/n{r = 0}.
Since ¢*/* are time-independent, I'*/* in fact is the stationary extension of
['“/s, and hence the stationary extension of FZ/ *Nn{r =0} FZ/ * approach
I'“/% in the A%, —sense (i.e., it is a graph of a A% —function over I'*/* near
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['%/%, Thus Sp*(x1) is still the defining function of the stationary extension
of FZ/ *N{r = 0}. Summarizing the discussion, we have

Corollary 5.7. The homogeneous symplectomorphism Sp constructed in
Theorem sends the stationary extension of 'y N {1 = 0} to {1 = 0},
and the stationary extension of I'y N {r =0} to {& = 0}.

5.4. Quantize Sp.

Next we apply the Egorov’s theorem of conjugating pseudodifferential op-
erators by multi-valued Fourier integral operators to reduce our estimates to
the model case. The key observation is that, although the Fourier integral
operator 1" itself, which is locally defined, has an obstruction to be glued
to be a global Fourier integral operator, but this obstruction is a transition
factor of the form €', and hence always cancels out if we conjugate by T,
i.e., multiplying 7', T* simultaneously. We use a finite open cover {U;};es of
U so that U; NU; is contractible for i,j € J and {(ma(U;), @)} is an atlas
of M. We use J = {1,2}, which is possible for our M. Here we allow half
spaces in the model of charts, so that the compactified R; only need one
chart to cover and the 2 charts are needed for the S? component.

We denote the coordinates on U; by (y,1) = (ty, Ty, ©y, Oy, N> s Nps M6)
and the coordinates on Sp(l;) by (,C) = (w1,9, 23,24 = 7,1, Ca, 3, Ca)s
which is valid down to 7 = 0 when we consider oscillatory integral expression
of Tj. We apply [12] Theorem 10.1]. The original proof given is valid for
conjugating classical pseudodifferential operators, we will verify that it is
valid for cusp calculus in our setting as well after verifying the condition
needed to quantize Sp\uj in that theorem.

Proposition 5.8. Let {xj}jes be a partition of unity subordinate to
{ma(U;)}jes, shrinking U; if necessary, we can choose a family of Fourier
integral operators T associated to Sp\uj such that

(1) T;T; —~IdM e Vo %M) microlocally on Uy, T;T; — 1dy €
UM microlocally on Sp(U;). T; is elliptic on U;.
(2) For A € ¥&y" (M) with principal symbol a and WF(a) C U;, B :=

T; AT} € Uey" (M) has principal symbol
(5.18) b= (Sp)*(a) =ao (Sp?).
(3) TFT; — cyje™i € oM on U N Uy, where crj > 0,ap; € R.
Define the global Fourier integral operator T by
Tu =Ty x1u+ 21 Thxou, u € D'(M).
Then for the glued conjugated P:

(5.19) P:=% " Ti(x;P)T},
jed
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we have
(5.20) PT =TP +R,
where R is a smoothing operator.

Proof. The condition we need to verify in order to apply [12, Theorem 10.1]
is that G(Sp) C" T*M x*T*M, the graph of Sp, has a generating function
in the sense of [12], which means there exists ¢(z,n) such that Sp has the
form

(5.21) (o (x,m),m) = (5 (x,m)).

By [12, Theorem 5.3], we need to verify that, the projection gy, from G(Sp)
to M xR?,i.e., the (1,7,0, 0, (1, (2, (3,(4) part is a diffeomorphism. Although
the result of Theorem 5.3 there is local, but the proof only relies on the
fact that closed differential forms are locally exact, which is true on any
contractible region, thus its proof gives a generating function that is ‘global’
onUxT*M. Since (o = (g, (3 = Cp»Ca = ¢t = — (7, and the projection from
G(Sp) to ““T*M, i.e., the (7,7,0,¢,(, ¢, o, Cp) part is a diffeomorphism,
we need to verify

Q1
o, 7O

which is sufficient for 7s, to have full rank. This is straight forward by

G = G(r— 5;,1@(—5?1—%))7 0" = G — Sqc,(r) and (S ) # 0, where
the last condition holds because by (5.10), when 7 is close to ¢, ¢, Sé‘t@ (r)

is continuous and positive, thus (Sc_t ’1@)’ is continuous and positive by the
inverse function theorem.

Consequently, we can apply [12] Theorem 10.1] (assuming that it holds for
the cusp calculus for the moment), which is stated for a small conic region,
but its proof goes through on the region where the generating function is
valid, hence on G(Sp) C U x°"T*M. We obtain a Fourier integral operator
T; : D'(mp(U;)) — D' (77 (Sp(U;))) quantizing Sply;,, being elliptic on and
microlocally unitary on U; in the sense that

TiTy —1dy € U 200(M) on U, TyT; —1dy; € W2>0(M) on Sp(Ud;).

The unitary property is not included in [12], but as stated before (2.7) of
[17], we can achieve this by adding a smooth factor to the amplitude. In
addition, for A € W' (M) with principal symbol a and WF'(A) C U,

we know B := T;AT; € U¢y"(M). And it has the same symbol modulo
SIET(M):

(5.22) b= (Sp~H)*(a) = ao (Sp~!) mod ST2"(M),

which is the improved Egorov’s property, i.e., their symbol coincide up to

the sub-principal level and this comes from the argument in [17, Section 2].
Although the argument there is for the semiclassical case, but the part
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starting from equation (2.6) there goes through for classical case as well.
O(h*)—terms are understood as pu—order lower symbol or operators in the
classical case. And the factors % in phases are not needed. The fact we
use is that differences between oscillatory integrals in different patches are
purely imaginary. Thus when we go back to the same point following a
closed loop, the product of all these factors, which is the obstruction to the
compatibility, is a purely imaginary factor. This factor is cancelled when we
apply both the Fourier integral operator and its adjoint.

We mention that this property is also discussed in [27], and the global
version is mentioned in remark i) in Section 1.2.

Now we verify that [12, Theorem 10.1] applies to the cusp calculus as
well. In each U;, we choose T} of the form

(5.23)  Tyu(x) = / e PEN 1N (3 . n)u(2)dydn + K,

where K Is a smoothing operator, and T} has a similar expression.

Under composition, for A € V¢ (M) with principal symbol a and
WEF'(A) C U;, TAT* has an oscillatory integral representation (see [12]
page 109])

(CTJA,_T]*U) (.’L’) = /ei(gp(z,n)—x/~n+x/'9—sﬁ(y79))t(w7 xla T/)a(ya QO; (.’L’, 77))
t* (2, y, 0)u(y)dx' dndydf

for u € C®(U;) and we used (y,7) to denote a point on ““T*M. Apply-
ing the stationary phase lemma, its leading contribution is from the non-
degenerate critical point n = 6, 2" = ¢ (,7), and we have (on the principal
symbol level)

(T;ATu)(z) = / P02 o(z, y, O)u(y)dydo.

Notice that,
QO(x, 9) - (lp(y7 9) = (.’L’ - y)E(.’L’, Y, 6)7

where Z is smooth and homogeneous of degree 1 with respect to #. and so
does its inverse. After a change of variable we have

(5.24)  ([jAT}u)(z) = / GV E (3, uly)dydE + Ku,

This has the form of a cusp pseudodifferential operator, as long as
we verify that c¢(x,y,n)z=y is a cusp symbol. This is because ¢ is
t(x, oy (z,m), 0)aly, @ (z,m)t" (¢, (x,1),y,0) multiplied by a factor involv-
ing the second derivative of ¢(x,n) — 2’ -n+ 2’ - 6 — p(y,0) with respect to
(z',7n). By the remark at the end of [12, Section 9], the generating function
is

o(x,n) =y nlasp) = Ty (T (2,7)) 1.
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Notice that the only part in y that involves t is x4 = t + X4, with X4 being
independent of ¢, thus all these extra factors arise from applying the method
of stationary phase is bounded under iterated application of t20;, which is
the desired property for a cusp symbol (the boundedness when taking other
derivatives is clear).

Let {x;}jes be a partition of unity subordinate to {mys(U})} e, shrinking
U; if necessary, we can choose a family of Fourier integral operators T}
associated to Sply;, satisfying properties listed in Proposition 5.8 Define
the global Fourier integral operator T by

Tu = Tix1u + c21° Tyxou, u € D'(M).

By Property (B]) in the statement of the proposition, two terms here are
microlocally equal on U; N Uy, and since T} is elliptic on U, T' is elliptic on
U. Notice that T T»T5T) = Idys microlocally on U N Us, thus we know

C12 = 02_11,0412 = —aQa1.
Direct computation shows
T*T —Tdp € W20 M) on U, TT* —1dy, € W 2(M) on Sp(U).
Then we consider P := > ies Tj(x;P)T;. We have
PTu =(Tyx1 PT} + Toxa PT5)(Tixau + ca1€ 2 Toxo)u
=(Tix1Px1 + Toxa Pea1€'® x1 + Tix1 PTy 1€ Ty xo+
621ei0‘21T2X2PX2)u + Ru.

Sinqe the third term has both x1, x2 factor, and on U; Nz we have T7TH =
c12€'*2 + R. So

Tyx1 PT 167 Tyxou = Ty x1 Pegy c12eH@21712) yoy, = Ty yq Pxou.
We have

(5.25)
PTu =(Tix1Px1 + TngPCglem21X1 +Tix1Pxs2 + Cglem21T2X2PX2)u
+ Ru
=(Tyx1 + 212 ) Pu + Ru
=TPu + Ru.

R representing the microlocal errors in different steps may represent different
operators, but all of them are infinitely smoothing operators and do not
affect estimates. O

5.5. Properties of the conjugated operator.

In this part we verify that P fits into the framework in Section 2to Section
[ In particular, the microlocal estimate in Section [ holds with P replaced
by P and v replaced by Tv.
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First we prove that weighted Sobolev spaces are preserved under 7'. When
an inequality involves norms on both M and M, we write HS, (M), HZ, (M)
to index the norm instead of only writing the orders.

Proposition 5.9. Suppose u € T"H¢, (M) and suppu C ma(U), then Tu €
THHS (M). And conversely if Tu € TFHE, (M), then uw € THE (M) and
F#Tullye iy S I ullme,an

(5.26) » L B
||T u||ng(M) S ||7— TUHH&J(M) + ||7' ’LL||HC—HN(M)

Proof. By the definition of 7', we only need to prove the same estimates
for Tj,5 = 1,2 respectively. In this proof we denote the coordinates on
Uy by (41) = (t4: 7+ 2ys Bys 1es 1Moo g) and the coordinates on Sp(d;) by
(33‘,5) = ($1,$2,$3,$4 = 7:_1751752753754)7 which is valid down to 7 = 0
when we consider oscillatory integral expression of 7T}. First suppose that
u € THHS, (M) and suppu C 7 (U;) and we need to show Tju € 7#HZ, (M).
By the remark at the end of Section 9 of [12], the generating functlon is

e(x,m) =y - lasp) = my (T (@,m) - 1.
By the argument in [12], this is valid on the entire G(Sp) since we have shown
that the projection from G(Sp) to (x,n) is a diffeomorphism. Wy(wgz}?(x, n))
is the y—component of the point on G(Sp) parametrized by (z,n), which is
different, actually independent of, the y written in the oscillatory integral.
T; can be written as

z) :/ / e man @M= N (5 y )y dyd.

We choose a(z,y,n) to be smooth and uniformly bounded. Denote
Wy(W;%(w,n)) by 2(x,1) = (2,72, ¢,0.), then

(5.27) / / G0z, . m)u(y)dyds.

In discussion below, subindex X means function spaces or variables cor-
responds to variables on X and their dual variables. For example, yx =
(Ty, ¢y, Oy). Define the Sobolev space HZy  H22 (M) ast u € Hey (HT? (M)
if and only if

(5.28) ()™ (nx)*2al(n) € L*(RY),

where nx = (19, 1,,nr). Now suppose t*u(y) € Hg, (M), which is equivalent
to

|t D DPu € LE, (M),
for all a1 € R, a9 € R™ ! such that a; and components of s have the same

sign as s and sum to be s. D{"*, D¢ are understood as the left quantizations
of n,n?. Thus we can take partial Fourier transform in ¢ and obtain

(5.29) ne| D2 Feu € HY L2, 5 (Ry, x X),
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where H#tLgm ¢ (Ry, x X) is defined in the same manner as (5.28]). Integrate
against t, in (5.27) first, we obtain

Tyu() :/ / e/ CEmn=ux ) 7 (qu) (x, i, yx, n)dned X dix

Z//eitzme_ix‘*(z(m’n))mei(ZX_yX)'”X]:t(au)(x,nt,yX,n)dnthan.

By the construction process of X4, it is independent of ¢,, hence
we can interchange e 'Xs(z@M)meilex—yx)nx and F,, and multiplying
e~ i Xa(z(zm)m gilzx —¥x) X does not affect both smoothness and integrability
of au, thus

(5.30) Ime|t Dg{zﬂ(e—in;(Z(rm))mei(ZX—yX)'nxu) c H#tL?X(Rm x X).

The integration against 7, is an inverse Fourier transform evaluated at t,

and by (5.30) we know
(to)" Tju(z) € Hy, (M),

which completes the proof of the first claim. Notice that our procedure
above is using the equivalences of norms between different Sobolev spaces,
hence we have the first inequality of (5.26]):

Tl iy S I ull s, an)-

Conversely, the same argument applies to 7%, which quantizes Sp~!, and
notice that T*T" = Idy + R, with R € \IJC_UOO’O(M), we obtain the second
inequality of (5.26]). O

Since the symplectomorphism preserves the symplectic form, it pre-
serves equations using Hamiltonian vector fields, hence the normally
hyperbolic trapping is preserved under the symplectomorphism. Define
I = Sp(I'),I'¥ = Sp(I'¥),I'* = Sp(I'*),T'§ = Sp(I'5),p = (Sp~')*p. Since
Sp is a symplectomorphism, we know H; = Sp, H,,. We have:

Proposition 5.10. The trapping of the flow of Hp is eventually absolutely
r-normally hyperbolic fo~r every r in the sense of [36]. The unstable and

stable manifolds are I'y

, I'g respectively, and the stationary extension of their
intersection with the time infinity {T = 0} are T%/5, which have defining
functions 1, (Sp~1)*p* respectively, which satisfy (33) with ¢*, ¢* replaced

by x1, (Sp_l)*gps respectively.

This means the dynamical assumption we needed in Lemma [B.1] and Sec-
tion [] applies to p. Next we prove that wave front sets of functions and
operators are preserved under the action of Sp and its quantization.

Proposition 5.11.
(5.31) WE (Tv) = Sp(WFE (v))
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Proof. We consider the complement of WEZ(v). Suppose z¢g ¢ WFIT (v),
then there is an A € \P(C){IO(M ) such that Au € Hgy (M) and A is elliptic
at xg. Since T*T = Idjs microlocally, this is equivalent to the existence of
B € UL (M) such that BTv € HE (M) with B = TAT*, which is elliptic
at Sp(zg). This shows Sp(WF! (v))¢) € (WF*"(T'v))¢. The converse also
holds, which implies WE*"(Tv) = Sp(WF*"(v)). O

Proposition B9 and (25 imply that, the estimate (3I4)) in which P and
Tv play the role of P and v implies the same estimate for P and v:

Theorem 5.12. There exists B € \yEﬁQg(M,f“) which s elliptic on
' and the front face in blown-up ““T*M, ,B1,Gy € \IJ(C){SZ(M,F“) and
WF, o(B1) NI = 0, WF, ,(Go) N\T* =0, and X, c satisfy (3.8), such that

for s, N e R, 0 < a <1, we have:

(5.32)
HBTU‘ ’8,870 5‘ ’BITU‘ ’s—l—l—)\a,s,o + C_l ’ ‘GOTPU‘ ’s—m+2—)\a,s—m+2—a,0
+[|T[|-n,—n,0-

Proof. Applying [3I4) with P, Tv being P, v there, we obtain

HBTU‘ ’s,s,r SJHBlTUHs—H—)\a,s,r + C_IHGOPTU‘ ’s—m+2—)\a,s—m+2—a,r
+ 1Tl -N, =N

where B € \IJE{S;;“(M, f“) which is elliptic near T’ = f“ﬂf‘sﬂ{? = 0} and the
front face. By, Gy € WA%T (M, T*) and WF, «(B1)N e = 0, WF, o(Go) N
' = (), and \,c satisfy (B8], such that for s, N € R, 0 < a < 1, A\, ¢
satisfying (8.8) with sup and inf being that of subprincipal part of P over

Sp(Mo 2¢y, MUay, ). Then we apply (5.25) to obtain

||BTU| |s,s,r §||BITU||S+1—)\OL,S7T + C_1||GOTPU| |s—m+2—)\a,s—m+2—a,r

5.33
(5.53) Tl

O

Away from the trapped set, we apply the real principal type propagation.
Combining this, Proposition [E.11] and the microlocal estimate in Theorem
B.I2, we obtain Theorem
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