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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

M◦ = Rt ×X, X = (re, rc)× S
2,(1.1)

For detailed definitions of re, rc, g, please refer to Section 1.2 and 5.1. (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
Hörmander [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

gm,a =(r2 + a2 cos2 θ)(
dr2

∆(r)
+
dθ2

∆θ
)− ∆θ sin

2 θ

∆2
0(r

2 + a2 cos2 θ)
(adt − (r2 + a2)dϕ)2

+
∆(r)

∆2
0(r

2 + a2 cos2 θ)
(dt− a sin2 θdϕ)2,

(1.2)

where Λ is the cosmological constant and

∆(r) = (r2 + a2)(1− Λr2

3
)− 2mr, ∆θ = 1 +

Λa2

3
cos2 θ,

∆0 = 1 +
Λa2

3
, Λ ≥ 0.

(1.3)

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

The wave operator ✷g on (M◦, g) is a second order differential operator
and its principal symbol is the dual metric function G(z, ζ) := |ζ|2g−1(z),

where ζ ∈ T ∗
zM

◦. The characteristic set Σ is defined to be

Σ := {(z, ζ) ∈ T ∗M◦\o : G(z, ζ) = 0},

where o is the zero section in T ∗M . Denote momentum variables dual to
t, r, ϕ, θ by ξt, ξr, ξϕ, ξθ respectively, then Σ has two components

Σ± := Σ ∩ {±ξt > 0}.

We focus on Σ+, the ‘future’ part of Σ 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 R

+ action given by dilation on fibers: S∗M◦ =
(T ∗M◦\o)/R+. We still use Σ,Σ± to denote their images in S∗M◦. The
rescaled vector field HG := (g−1(ζ, dt))−1HG 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 Σ+ is
r−normally hyperbolic trapping for every r in the sense of [36]. See Section
5 for more discussion. The trapped set is given by

Γ+ := {(z, ζ) ∈ Σ+ : ξr = r − rξt,ξϕ = G = 0}.

The definition of rξt,ξϕ is given in Proposition 5.3. Null-geodesics starting
from Γ+ never escape out of the event horizon {r = re} or to the ‘spatial’
infinity. Instead, when projected to X, they stay in the compact set {r =

rξt,ξϕ}. In addition, this trapped set is of the form Γ+ = Γu
+ ∩ Γs

+. Γ
u/s
+ are

future components of unstable/stable manifolds respectively, consisting of
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(z, ζ) ∈ Σ+ such that the backward/forward integral curve starting at (z, ζ)

tends to Γ. Both Γu/s are conic codimension 1 submanifolds of Σ+ given by

Γ
u/s
+ := {ϕu/s = 0} ∩ Σ+,(1.4)

where ϕu/s := ξr ∓ sgn(r − rξt,ξϕ)(1 + α̂)

√

Fξt,ξϕ
(r)−Fξt,ξϕ

(rξt,ξϕ )

∆(r) , rξt,ξϕ is

defined in Proposition 5.3, Fξt,ξϕ(r) := 1
∆(r)((r

2 + a2)ξt + aξϕ)
2, ∆(r) is

defined in (1.3), and α̂ = Λa2

3 .
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◦ ⊔ ([0,∞)τ × X))/ ∼, where ∼ is identifying (t, x) ∈ Rt × X
and (τ = t−1, x) for 0 < t <∞. The cusp vector fields are

Vcu(M) := {V ∈ V(M) : V τ ∈ τ2C∞(M)}.
Away from {τ = 0}, Vcu(M) is the same as V(M). Let x = (x1, ..., xn−1) be
coordinates on X, then near {τ = 0}, Vcu(M) is locally spanned by

τ2∂τ , ∂x1 , ∂x2 , ...∂xn−1(1.5)

as a C∞(M)−module. And vector fields in Vcu(M) can be viewed as smooth
sections of a vector bundle cuTM called the cusp tangent bundle. (1.5) also
represents a local frame of cuTM . The class of m−th order cusp differential
operators Diffm

cu(M) then consists of products of up to m cusp vector fields.
As an element of Vcu(M), τ2∂τ is non-vanishing even down to τ = 0, which
is similar to τ∂τ in Melrose’s b-calculus.

The cusp cotangent bundle cuT ∗M is the dual bundle of cuTM . Locally
it is spanned by

dτ

τ2
, dx1, dx2, ..., dxn−1.(1.6)

Writing covectors in cuT ∗M as

−σdτ
τ2

+

n−1
∑

i=1

ξidx
i = σdt+

n−1
∑

i=1

ξidx
i,

then to a differential operator

P =
∑

j+|α|

ajα(τ, x)(−τ2Dτ )
jDα

x ∈ Diffm
cu(M), ajα ∈ C∞(M),

we associate a function called its principal symbol:

σmcu(P ) :=
∑

j+|α|=m

ajασ
jξα.

We write σ(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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Diffm
cu(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 Sm

cu(M) consists of functions a ∈ C∞(cuT ∗M) such that

|∂jτ∂αx ∂kσ∂βξ a(τ, x, σ, ξ)| ≤ Cjαkβ(1 + |σ|+ |ξ|)m−k−|β|(1.7)

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 −∞
if it satisfies this estimate for any fixed m. Away from {τ = 0}, since
τ2∂τ = −∂t, this condition remains the same when we replace ∂τ by ∂t,
which is how we define the standard symbol class. The quantization Op(a)
of a ∈ Sm

cu(M) is a pseudodifferential operator acting on smooth functions

u ∈ Ċ(M) supported in a single coordinate patch near {τ = 0} by

Op(a)u(t, x) = (2π)−n

∫

ei((t−t′)σ+(x−x′)ξ)a(τ, x, σ, ξ)u(t′, x′)dt′dx′dσdξ.

For general u, we define this action using a partition of unity. We denote
the collection of all such Op(a) by Ψm

cu(M). Then we define the cusp wave
front set WF′

cu(A) of an operator A = Op(a) by defining its complement.

Definition 1.1. For z ∈cu T ∗M , we say that z /∈ WF′
cu(A) when there exists

a cone containing z on which a is of order −∞ (satisfy (1.7) for all m ∈ R).

This is a conic set and we identify it with its image in the quotient space
cuS∗M . Next we define cusp L2−spaces and Sobolev spaces. The cusp
cotangent bundle is locally spanned by dτ

τ2
, dx1, dx2, ..., dxn−1, whose wedge

product gives the cusp density νcu. L
2
cu(M) consists of functions that are

square integrable with respect to density νcu, and it is equipped with the

norm ||u||L2
cu(M) := (

∫

M |u|2dνcu)
1
2 . L2

cu(M) is unaffected by the blowing up

near the fiber infinity. For r ∈ R, the r−weighted cusp L2−space is defined
by

L2,r
cu (M) := {u ∈ L2

loc(M) : τ−ru ∈ L2
cu(M)},

where L2
loc(M) is the space of locally L2−integrable function class on M .

We use the notation 〈·〉 = (1+ | · |2) 1
2 . For a non-negative integer s, we define

the weighted cusp Sobolev space as

Hs,r
cu (M) := {u ∈ L2,r

cu : Au ∈ L2,r
cu for all A ∈ Diffs

cu(M)}.
For general s > 0, Hs,r

cu (M) is defined by interpolation. For s < 0, Hs,r
cu (M)

is defined to be the dual space of H−s,−r
cu (M).

The operator of our major concern is P ∈ Ψ2
cu(M) with real principal

symbol p = σ2cu(P ) and characteristic set Σ := p−1(0) ⊂ cuT ∗M\o, where o
is the zero section of cuT ∗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 Hp−flow is normally hyperbolic trapping in the sense of Section
3.1. Our main result, the propagation of singularities is as follows.

Theorem 1.2. For 0 < α < 1 and λ satisfying (3.8), suppose v ∈
H−N,µ(M), Pv = f and WFs+1−λα,µ(v)∩Γs = ∅,WFs+1−λα,µ

cu (v)∩(Γ̄s\Γ) =
∅; and WFs−α,µ

cu (f) ∩ Γ = ∅. Then WFs,µ
cu (v) ∩ Γ = ∅.

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 (Λ = 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 [13]. 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 t−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 G̊arding’s inequality. In Section 3, we state
assumptions needed for the proof of the main result and a microlocal quan-
titative version of Theorem 1.2. Section 4 is our main analytic part, which



PROPAGATION OF SINGULARITIES WITH NORMALLY HYPERBOLIC TRAPPING 7

is a multistage positive commutator argument. Finally, in Section 5, 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 {τ ≤ 1} (or equivalently, {t ≥ 1})
throughout our argument, including latter sections. Sm

cu(M),Ψm
cu(M) denote

the cusp symbol class and pseudodifferential operator class respectively.

2.1. The new symbol class.
The spacetime we consider isM◦ = Rt×X, whereX 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.

M := (M◦ ⊔ ([0,∞)τ ×X))/ ∼,(2.1)

where ∼ is the identification: (t, x) ∼ (τ = t−1, x), x ∈ X, t ∈ (0,∞). Use
V(M) to denote smooth vector fields on M . To facilitate our analysis, we
introduce the cusp vector fields:

Vcu(M) := {V ∈ V(M) : V τ ∈ τ2C∞(M)}.(2.2)

Suppose x1, x2, ..., xn−1 are local coordinates of X, then Vcu(M) is locally
spanned by

τ2∂τ , ∂x1 , ∂x2 ..., ∂xn−1 .(2.3)

cuTM is the vector bundle with local frame consists of vectors in (2.3). We
point out that, as a cusp vector field, τ2∂τ is nonvanishing down to τ = 0.
And its dual bundle the cusp cotangent bundle cuT ∗M is locally spanned by

dτ

τ2
, dx1, dx2, ..., dxn−1.(2.4)

We denote the defining function of the fiber infinity by ρ̂, and the radial com-
pactification of cuTM,cu T ∗M by cuT̄M,cu T̄ ∗M . Concretely, let R̄

n denote
the radial compactification of Rn, and in coordinate patches that trivialize
cuT ∗M , we replace the R

n playing the role of fiber part by R̄
n. Concretely,

suppose U is an open set in M on which T ∗M is trivialized, we define:

cuT̄ ∗
UM := U × R̄

n.

We further identify the fiber infinity of cuT̄ ∗M with the sphere bundle
cuS∗M . Next we consider a submanifold Y of cuT̄ ∗M , locally defined by
ϕY . Set Ȳ := Y ∩cu T̄ ∗

∂MM , and Y0 := [0,∞)τ × Ȳ is the stationary exten-
sion of Ȳ . The defining function of Ȳ in cuT̄ ∗

∂MM is ϕ̄Y := ϕY |T̄ ∗

∂MM . And

ϕY0 , the defining function of Y0, is the stationary extension of ϕ̄Y .
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Next we define our new symbol class Sm,m̃
cu,α (M,Y ). In our setting, M =

(M◦ ⊔ ([0,∞)τ ×X))/ ∼ is the base manifold before blowing up. Let Z be
the manifold with corner obtained by blowing up the boundary of Y0, where
Y0 and the fiber infinity intersect each other. For convenience, we define

ρ := |ρ̂|α, ρ̃ := (ϕ2
Y0

+ ρ̂2α)1/2,

where α is ‘the order of the blow up’ to be determined later. ρ̃ is the defining
function of the front face introduced by the blow up. We emphasize that Z

is obtained by introducing ρ̂α

ϕY0
and its reciprocal as the coordinate on the

front face. This is different from the ‘ordinary’ blow up, which use ρ̂
ϕY0

and

its reciprocal.

Definition 2.1. Sm,m̃
cu,α (M,Y ) consists of functions on Z satisfying:

|W1...Wka| ≤ Ck,m,rρ̂
−mρ̃−

m̃−m
α ,(2.5)

where Wi are lifts of smooth vector fields on cuT̄ ∗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 Sm,m̃
cu,α (M,Y ), we used Y0

instead of Y . But Ȳ and consequently Y0 is uniquely determined by Y .

Thus Sm,m̃
cu,α (M,Y ) is well defined.

Next we give a description of Sm,m̃
cu,α (M,Y ) in terms of the local coordinate

patch.

Lemma 2.2. Suppose the defining functions of Ȳ and the fiber infinity are

x1 and ρ̂, then Sm,m̃
cu,α (M,Y ) consists of smooth functions on Z, in terms of

coordinates on M , satisfying:

|∂fτ∂lx1
∂βx̂1

∂γ̃
ξ̃
a(τ, x1, x̂1, ξt, ξ)| ≤ Cρ̂−m+|γ̃|ρ̃−

m̃−m
α

−|l|,(2.6)

where x̂1 means all xi other than x1, γ̃ = (γτ , γ1, ..., γn−1), ξ̃ =
(ξt, ξ1, ..., ξn−1).

Proof. Without loss of generality, we assume that ξn−1 is large relative to

other ξi, thus we take ρ̂ = |ξn−1|−1. We still write a ∈ Sm,m̃
cu,α (M,Y ) as a func-

tion of τ, xi, ξt, ξi, but the smoothness near the front face means smoothness
on Z. Concretely, they are smooth with respect to x1

|ξn−1|−α or its reciprocal

instead of x1, ξn−1 individually. Let ξt be the variable dual to τ and ξi be
the variable dual to xi.

First, we show that only the case f = 0 need to be considered. In (2.5),
write each Wi as

Wi = ciτ∂τ + W̄i,(2.7)

where ciτ ∈ C∞(Z) and W̄iτ = 0. Smoothness on the compactified space
implies ciτ and all of its derivatives are bounded. Consequently, we substi-
tute (2.7) into the left hand side of (2.5) and expand. The final expression



PROPAGATION OF SINGULARITIES WITH NORMALLY HYPERBOLIC TRAPPING 9

is a sum of terms of the form ∂f
′

τ W̄i1W̄i2...a with a bounded function coeffi-
cient in front of it (possibly with different f′ for different terms). Since the
right hand side of both (2.6) and (2.5) are independent of τ , and all ∂τ can
be commuted to the front, hence in the proof of their equivalence, we can
consider the f = 0 case first and then add ∂τ to (2.6) or each term of the
expanded (2.5). In the proof below, we assume f = 0.

To show that (2.5) is equivalent to (2.6). We show that (2.6) implies (2.5)
first, and then the reverse. Consider the region x1 ≤ Cρ = Cρ̂α, on which
the local coordinates are:

τ, σ :=
x1

|ξn−1|−α
, x2, x3, ..., xn−1,

ξt
ξn−1

,
ξ1
ξn−1

,
ξ2
ξn−1

, ..., ρ := ρ̂α.

We use the notation ξ̂j :=
ξj

ξn−1
, 1 ≤ j ≤ n − 1 or j = τ . Recall that ρ̂ =

|ξn−1|−1, we know (assuming ξn−1 > 0, the case where ξn−1 < 0 is treated

in the same manner) ξn−1∂ξn−1 = −ρ̂∂ρ̂, together with x1 = ρ̂σ, ρ̂ = ρ1/α,
we write b-vectors involving σ and ρ as:

V1 := ∂σ = ρ∂x1 = |ξn−1|−α∂x1 ,(2.8)

V2 := ρ∂ρ = ρσ∂x1 +
1

α
ρ1/α∂ρ̂ = x1∂x1 −

1

α
|ξn−1|∂ξn−1 .(2.9)

We first show that symbol class defined by (2.6) is invariant under appli-
cation of Wi defined after (2.5). We only need to verify this for V1 and V2
since invariance under other Wi is clear from (2.6) and standard facts in
microlocal analysis. For V1, we need to show that

|∂lx1
∂βx̂1

∂γ̃
ξ̃
(|ξn−1|−α∂x1a(τ, x1, x̂1, ξt, ξ)| ≤ Cρ̂−m+|γ̃|ρ̃−

m̃−m
α

−|l|.

Applying ∂
γn−1

ξn−1
, it produces ∂

γn−1

ξn−1
(|ξn−1|−α∂x1a(τ, x1, x̂1, ξt, ξ)| =

∑γn−1

k=0

(γn−1

k

)

∂kξn−1
(|ξn−1|−α)∂

γn−1−k
ξn−1

a. The k−th term is C|ξn−1|−α−k∂
γn−1−k
ξn−1

a.

Applying triangle inequality we reduce the proof to the case of a single
term, and notice that any power of |ξn−1| will commute with ∂xi in the
front, so the inequality is equivalent to:

|ρ̂α+k∂l+1
x1
∂βx̂1

∂
γ̃−(0,..,0,k)

ξ̃
a(τ, x1, x̂1, ξt, ξ)| ≤ Cρ̂−m+|γ̃|ρ̃−

m̃−m
α

−|l|.

Move ρ̂ to the right hand side, and since ρ̂ is equivalent to ρ̃ on this patch,
we have:

|∂l+1
x1
∂βx̂1

∂
γ̃−(0,..,0,k)

ξ̃
a(τ, x1, x̂1, ξt, ξ)| ≤ Cρ̂−m+(|γ̃|−k)ρ̃−

m̃−m
α

−(|l|+1),(2.10)

which is (2.6), with γ̃, l replaced by γ̃− (0, .., 0, k), l+1. For V2, we consider
x1∂x1 and ξn−1∂ξn−1 respectively. We prove:

|∂lx1
∂βx̂1

∂γ̃
ξ̃
(x1∂x1a(τ, x1, x̂1, ξt, ξ)| ≤ Cρ̂−m+|γ̃|ρ̃−

m̃−m
α

−|l|(2.11)

and

|∂lx1
∂βx̂1

∂γ̃
ξ̃
(ξn−1∂ξn−1a(τ, x1, x̂1, ξt, ξ)| ≤ Cρ̂−m+|γ̃|ρ̃−

m̃−m
α

−|l|.(2.12)
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The proof is the same as V1 case (even simpler, we only have 2 terms when
we expand the derivative), just notice we need to use x1 ≤ C|ξn−1|−α to
bound the extra x1 factor in (2.11). Thus we know that the function class
defined by (2.6) is invariant under the application of Wi, 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 ∂xi , ξi∂ξj , 2 ≤ i, j ≤ n, the inequality is straight
forward from (2.6) with one of |γ̃| or |β| equal to one, and l and the other
being 0. When this vector is V1, bound (2.5) follows from the case l = 1
and β = γ̃ = 0. When this vector is V2, we show the bound for two terms
respectively. For the first term, we use x1 ≤ Cρ and apply the result proved
for V1. For the second term, the bound follows from the case l = β = 0,
γ̃ = (0, 0, .., 0, 1) case. Combining all cases we know (2.5) holds.

Conversely, we take (2.5) as the assumption to prove (2.6). We apply
induction on |l| + |β| + |γ̃|. We consider the case l, β or γ̃i increases by 1
respectively.

When γ̃i increases, we multiply ξn−1 on both sides of (2.6), and notice
that:

ξn−1∂
γn−1+1
ξn−1

a = ∂
γn−1

ξn−1
(ξn−1∂ξn−1a)− ∂

γn−1

ξn−1
a

ξn−1∂
γ̃i+1
ξi

a = ∂γ̃iξi (ξn−1∂ξia).

The symbol class defined by (2.5) is invariant under ξn−1∂ξi , so these
two equations complete the induction step for the case γ̃i increases (other
x−derivatives are not written here since they commute with everything here
and do not affect the result. When l increases, we rewrite ∂l+1

x1
= ρ−1ρ∂l+1

x1
,

factor out ρ−1 ≈ ρ̃−1 (≈ 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 γn−1 = 0, then ρ commutes with all differential

operators appear: ρ∂l+1
x1
∂βx̂1

∂γ̃
ξ̃
a(τ, x1, x̂1, ξt, ξ) = ∂lx1

∂βx̂1
∂γ̃
ξ̃
(ρ∂x1a(x1, x̂1, ξ)).

And then use the fact that ρ∂x1a is in the same symbol class. For γn−1 ≥ 1,
we have

ρ∂l+1
x1
∂βx̂1

∂
γn−1

ξn−1
a = ∂lx1

∂βx̂1
ρ∂

γn−1

ξn−1
∂x1a

=∂lx1
∂βx̂1

|ξn−1|−α∂
γn−1

ξn−1
∂x1a

=∂lx1
∂βx̂1

(∂
γn−1

ξn−1
(|ξn−1|−α∂x1a)−

γn−1
∑

k=1

[−α]k|ξn−1|−α−k

(

γn−1

k

)

∂
γn−1−k
ξn−1

∂x1a),

where [−α]k = (−α)(−α− 1)...(−α− k+1). Since Sm,m̃
cu,α (M,Y ) is invariant

under |ξn−1|−α∂x1 , using the induction hypothesis, each term satisfies (2.6),
which completes the induction step. When β increases, we simply notice
that ∂xj , 2 ≤ j ≤ n are b−vectors, hence the result is straightforward by
(2.5), we finishes the proof in the patch x1 ≤ Cρ.
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Next we consider the other patch ρ ≤ Cx1. The coordinate system is

τ, σ′ :=
|ξn−1|−α

x1
, x2, x3, ..., xn−1,

ξt
ξn−1

,
ξ1
ξn−1

,
ξ2
ξn−1

, ..., ρ := ρ̂α.

b− vectors involving σ′, ρ are

K1 = σ′∂σ′ = −x1∂x1 ,

K2 = ρ∂ρ = x1∂x1 +
1

α
ρ̂∂ρ̂ = x1∂x1 −

1

α
ξn−1∂ξn−1 .

The argument is the same as in the first patch. We first verify that the
symbol defined by (2.6) is invariant under K1,K2. For K1, the proof is
the same as V1 in the first patch, just notice that now Cx1 ≥ ρ, so ρ̃ is

equivalent to x1 now. For example: |x1∂x1a| ≤ ρ̂−mρ̃−
m̃−m

α is equivalent

to |∂x1a| ≤ ρ̂−mρ̃−
m̃−m

α
−1. For K2, the proof is similar to V2 case in the

other patch, both terms are treated similarly. The difference is that, we use
x1 ≤ ρ̃ to bound x1 in the front.

On the other hand, suppose (2.5) holds on this patch. In order to verify
(2.6), we again use induction, the case in which β or γ̃ increase is the same
as before. When l increases, we use ∂x1 = (x1)

−1(x1∂x1), since now (x1)
−1 ≈

ρ̃−1, and then use:

x1∂
l+1
x1
∂βx̂1

∂γ̃
ξ̃
a = ∂lx1

∂βx̂1
∂γ̃
ξ̃
(x1∂x1a)− ∂lx1

∂βx̂1
∂γ̃
ξ̃
a.

We have deduced that x1∂x1a is in the same symbol class, hence we can
apply induction hypothesis to the right hand side and use x1 ≈ ρ̃, we know:

|∂l+1
x1

∂βx̂1
∂γ̃
ξ̃
a| ≤ Cρ̂−m+|γ̃|ρ̃−

m̃−m
α

−|l|−1,

which completes the proof. �

Recall that the usual cusp symbol class Sm
cu(M) consists of smooth func-

tions on T̄ ∗M satisfying:

|∂fτ∂lx1
∂βx̂1

∂γ̃
ξ̃
a(τ, x1, x̂1, ξt, ξ)| ≤ Cρ̂−m+|γ̃|,(2.13)

Since smooth functions on T̄ ∗M lifts to smooth functions on Z, comparing
with (2.6), we have the inclusion:

Corollary 2.3. For m, m̃ ∈ R, m̃ ≥ m, M,Y as above, we have inclusion
relationship between symbol classes:

Sm
cu(M) ⊂ Sm,m̃

cu,α (M,Y ).(2.14)

Next we discuss the quantization procedure. Let Ċ∞(M) be the class of

smooth function on M vanish to infinite order at ∂M . For u ∈ Ċ∞(M)
supported in a coordinate chart near {τ = 0}, the action of Op(a), the left
quantization (in short, we use ‘quantization’ below) of a is defined by:

Op(a)u(t, x) := (2π)−n

∫

ei((t−t′)ξt+(x−x′)·ξ)a(t−1, x, ξt, ξ)u(t
′, x′)dt′dx′dξtdξ,

(2.15)
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where ξt is the variable dual to t. Since we use dτ
τ2

in the frame of cuT̄ ∗M
and:

ξtdt+

n−1
∑

i=1

ξidxi = −ξt
dτ

τ2
+

n−1
∑

i=1

ξidxi,(2.16)

ξt is also dual to τ 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 Ψm,m̃
cu,α (M,Y ) to denote the operator class obtained by quantizing symbols

in Sm,m̃
cu,α (M,Y ). The symbol class defined by (2.5) is globally defined, hence

by the equivalence shown by Lemma 2.2, (2.6) also defines a symbol class on
the manifold Z. Next we verify that this class is closed under composition:

Proposition 2.4. For A ∈ Ψm1,m̃1
cu,α (M,Y ), B ∈ Ψm2,m̃2

cu,α (M,Y ) with symbols

a ∈ Sm1,m̃1
cu,α (M,Y ), b ∈ Sm2,m̃2

cu,α (M,Y ), A ◦ B ∈ Ψm1+m2,m̃1+m̃2
cu,α (M,Y ), and

its symbol a ◦ b ∈ Sm1+m2,m̃1+m̃2
cu,α (M,Y ). In addition, a ◦ b has asymptotic

expansion

a ◦ b(x, η) =
∑

l∈Nn

(−i)|l|
l!

∂lηa∂
l
xb,(2.17)

where the term with l = (l1, l2, ..., ln) ∈ N
n as derivative index belongs to

S
m1+m2−|l|,m̃1+m̃2−l(1−α)
cu,α (M,Y ).

Proof. Using the same method as in the cusp calculus, we know that the left
symbol of A ◦ B is given by (2.17). Assuming that both of a and b satisfy
(2.6), we verify that (2.17) still satisfy (2.6). We only need to consider
the term α = 0. Because the only source of potential growth (as ρ̃ →
0) comes from ∂l1x1

b, which gives ρ̃−l1 growth (compared with ρ̂−mρ̃−
m̃−m

α .

On the other hand, this term is multiplied by ∂l1ξ1a, which gives ρ̂l1 decay.

Concretely, the l− term has at least |l|, |l|(1 − α) extra decay order in the
first and second indices respectively compared with the typical bound for

Sm1+m2,m̃1+m̃2
cu,α (M,Y ), i.e. ρ̂−(m1+m2)ρ̃−

m̃1+m̃2−m1−m2
α .

In order to verify the symbolic property of a ◦ b, we can apply Leib-
niz’s rule. Each partial derivative will fall on exactly one of ∂lξa and ∂lxb.

The bound on the right hand side of (2.6) with (m, r) being either one of
(m1 − |l|, m̃1) and (m2, m̃2 + αl1) changes in the same manner under each
differentiation. Notice that l1 ≤ |l|, hence their product satisfy (2.6), but
with (m1 +m2 − |l|, m̃1 + m̃2 − |l|(1 − α)) as the symbol class order. �

2.2. Sobolev spaces and operator classes.

Recall (2.4), the cusp cotangent bundle is locally spanned by dτ
τ2
, dx1, dx2,

..., dxn−1, whose wedge product gives the cusp density νcu. L
2
cu(M) consists

of functions that are square integrable with respect to density νcu equipped
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with norm ||u||L2
cu(M) := (

∫

M |u|2dνcu)
1
2 . L2

cu(M) is unaffected by the blow-
ing up near the fiber infinity. Recall that for r ∈ R, the r−weighted cusp
L2−space is defined by

L2,r
cu (M) := {u ∈ L2

loc(M) : τ−ru ∈ L2
cu(M)},

where L2
loc(M) is the space of locally L2−integrable function class on M .

We use the notation 〈·〉 = (1 + | · |2) 1
2 . Define

D := Op(ρ̂−1), 〈D〉 := Op(〈ρ̂−1〉),
D̃ := Op(ρ̃−1), 〈D̃〉 := Op(〈ρ̃−1〉),
Dm,m̃ := Op(〈ρ̂−1〉m〈ρ̃−1〉 m̃−m

α ).

For s, s̃ ≥ 0, the weighted Sobolev space can be characterized as

Hs,s̃,r
cu,α (M,Y ) = {u ∈ L2,r

cu (M) : Ds,s̃u ∈ L2,r
cu (M)}.(2.18)

For s, s̃ < 0, Hs,s̃,r
cu,α (M,Y ) is defined to be the dual space of H−s,−s̃,r

cu,α (M,Y ),
which has been defined above. For s > 0, s̃ < 0, notice that s = s

s+|s̃|(s +

|s̃|) + |s̃|
s+|s̃| × 0, s̃ = s

s+|s̃| × 0 + |s̃|
s+|s̃|(−s− |s̃|), we know Hs,s̃,r

cu,α (M,Y ) can be

defined by interpolating H
s+|s̃|,0,r
cu,α (M,Y ) and H

0,−s−|s̃|,r
cu,α (M,Y ). Similarly

for the case s < 0, s̃ > 0. We equip these Sobolev spaces with norm

||u||s,s̃,r := ||τ−rDs,s̃u||L2
cu(M).(2.19)

The τ−weighted version of Sm,m̃
cu,α (M,Y ),Ψm,m̃

cu,α (M,Y ) are defined by

Sm,m̃,r
cu,α (M,Y ) := τ−rSm,m̃

cu,α (M,Y ) = {τ−ra : a ∈ Sm,m̃
cu,α (M,Y )},

Ψm,m̃,r
cu,α (M,Y ) := τ−rΨm,m̃

cu,α (M,Y ) = {τ−rA : A ∈ Ψm,m̃
cu,α (M,Y )}.

(2.20)

The weighted generalization of Proposition 2.4 holds:

Proposition 2.5. If A ∈ Ψm1,m̃1,r1
cu,α (M,Y ), B ∈ Ψm2,m̃2,r2

cu,α (M,Y ), then A ◦
B ∈ Ψm1+m2,m̃1+m̃2,r1+r2

cu,α (M,Y ).

2.3. The principal symbol.

Definition 2.6. The principal symbol of A = qcu,L(a) ∈ Ψm,m̃,r
cu,α (M,Y ), de-

noted by σm,m̃,r(A) is the equivalent class [a] of a in Sm,m̃,r
cu,α /S

m−1,m̃−(1−α),r
cu,α .

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 − α)−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 ∈ Ψm,m̃,r
cu,α (M,Y ), B ∈ Ψm′,m̃′,r′

cu,α (M,Y ), then [A,B] ∈
Ψ

m+m′−1,m̃+m̃′−(1−α),r+r′
cu,α (M,Y ), with principal symbol

σm+m′−1,m̃+m̃′−(1−α),r+r′([A,B]) = −iHab,(2.21)
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where [a] = σm,m̃,r(a), [b] = σm′,m̃′,r′(B).

Proof. This follows from the symbolic expansion given in the proof of Propo-
sition 2.4. The principal symbol of AB and BA coincide, and going one order
further gives (2.21). �

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

S∞,∞,r
cu,α (M,Y ) := ∪l1,l2∈ZS

l1,l2,r
cu,α (M,Y ),

S∞,l2,r
cu,α (M,Y ) := ∪l1∈ZS

l1,l2,r
cu,α (M,Y ),

Sl1,∞,r
cu,α (M,Y ) := ∪l2∈ZS

l1,l2,r
cu,α (M,Y ).

And replace union by intersection when we replace ∞ by −∞:

S−∞,−∞,r
cu,α (M,Y ) := ∩l1,l2∈ZS

l1,l2,r
cu,α (M,Y ),

S−∞,l2,r
cu,α (M,Y ) := ∩l1∈ZS

l1,l2,r
cu,α (M,Y ),

Sl1,−∞,r
cu,α (M,Y ) := ∩l2∈ZS

l1,l2,r
cu,α (M,Y ).

Similar notations apply to operator classes with S·,·,·
cu,α(M,Y ) replaced by

Ψ·,·,·
cu,α(M,Y ), while for Sobolev spaces with S replaced by H and ±∞ ex-

changed. When we use −∞ as an order of the Sobolev norm, we mean this
estimate holds for −N with large N ∈ R

+.

For a ∈ Sm,m̃,r
cu,α (M,Y ), we define its essential support ess supp(a) by

defining its complement:

Definition 2.8. For z ∈ Z, we say z /∈ ess supp(a) if there exist χz ∈ C∞
c (Z)

being identically 1 near z such that χza ∈ S−∞,−∞,r
cu,α (M,Y ).

For A = Op(a), we define its (cusp) wave front set by WF′
cu,α(A) :=

ess supp(a).

Next we define the ellipticity of Sm,m̃,r
cu,α (M,Y ) and Ψm,m̃,r

cu,α (M,Y ) and give
the parametrix construction. Then we prove elliptic estimates after showing
the boundedness between Sobolev spaces.

Definition 2.9. For a ∈ Sm,m̃,r
cu,α (M,Y ), we say that a is elliptic at z ∈ ∂Z

if there is a neighborhood of z in Z on which a satisfies

|a| ≥ Cτ rρ̂−mρ̃−
m̃−m

α .(2.22)

a is said to be elliptic on U if it is elliptic on each point of U . A = Op(a)
is 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 ∈ H−∞,−∞,r
cu,α (M,Y ), we say z /∈ WFs,s̃,r

cu,α(u) if and

only if there exists A ∈ Ψs,s̃,r
cu,α(M,Y ) which is elliptic at z such that Au ∈

L2
cu(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 ∈ Ψm,m̃,r
cu,α (M,Y ) is elliptic at z ∈ ∂Z,

then there exist B ∈ Ψ−m,−m̃,−r
cu,α (M,Y ), E ∈ Ψ0,0,0

cu,α (M,Y ) such that
z /∈ WF′

cu,α(E), and following identity holds:

B ◦ A = Id + E.(2.23)

In particular, when A is elliptic everywhere, then E ∈ Ψ−∞,−∞,r
cu,α (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

cu boundedness, and then prove
L2
cu boundedness using this square root construction.

Lemma 2.12. Suppose A ∈ Ψ0,0,0
cu,α (M,Y ) is a self-adjoint elliptic operator

whose principal symbol has a representative a ∈ S0,0,0
cu (M,Y ) which is lower

bounded by a positive constant, i.e. a ≥ c > 0, then there exists an self-
adjoint B ∈ Ψ0,0,0

cu,α (M,Y ) such that A = B2 + E, E ∈ Ψ−∞,−∞,0
cu,α (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− α 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. �

Proposition 2.13. Suppose A ∈ Ψs,s̃,r′
cu,α (M,Y ), then for m, m̃, r′ ∈ R, A is

a bounded linear operator from Hm,m̃,r
cu,α (M,Y ) to Hm−s,m̃−s̃,r−r′

cu,α (M,Y ).

Proof. According to (2.19), Ds,s̃,r := Ds,s̃τ
−r is an isometry mapping

Hs,s̃,r
cu,α (M,Y ) to L2

cu(M) with right inverse D′
−s,−s̃,r := τ r〈D̃〉−s̃〈D〉−s, which

is an isometry as well. So the claim A ∈ L(Hm,m̃,r
cu,α (M,Y ),Hm−s,m̃−s̃,r−r′

cu,α (M,Y ))

can be reduced to the claim that Ã := Dm−s,m̃−s̃,−(r−r′)AD
′
−m,−m̃,r ∈

Ψ0,0,0
cu,α (M,Y ) is a bounded map from L2

cu(M) to L2
cu(M). To be more

concrete, we write A as

A = D′
−(m−s),−( ˜m−s̃),−(r−r′)

(Dm−s,m̃−s̃,(r−r′)AD
′
−m,−m̃,−r)Dm,m̃,r,(2.24)

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.

Hm,m̃,r
cu,α (M,Y ) Hm−s,m̃−s̃,r−r′

cu,α (M,Y )

L2
cu(M) L2

cu(M)

A

Dm−s,m̃−s̃,(r−r′)

Ã

D′

−m,−m̃,−r
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So we only need to show that for any Ã = qcu,L(ã) ∈ Ψ0,0,0
cu,α (M,Y ), we

have Ã ∈ L(L2
cu(M,Y ), L2

cu(M,Y )). We apply the proof of Proposition
5.9 of [32] to reduce to the proof of the L2

cu(M) → L2
cu(M) boundedness

of E = qcu,L(e) ∈ Ψ−∞,−∞,0
cu,α (M,Y ). The modification needed is replacing

S0,0
∞,δ,Ψ

0,0
∞,δ, S

−1+2δ,0
∞,δ there by S0,0,0

cu,α ,Ψ
0,0,0
cu,α , S

−1,−(1−α),0
cu,α respectively. For a

complete statement of the classical Schur’s lemma, we refer readers to the
Lemma in [11, Appendix A.1]. Our final task is to verify the condition
needed for applying Schur’s lemma. Let KE(z, z

′) be the Schwartz kernel of
E, where z = (t, x), z′ = (t′, x′). Then we need to show

sup
z

∫

|KE(z, z
′)|dνcu(z′) <∞,

sup
z

∫

|KE(z, z
′)|dνcu(z) <∞.

(2.25)

By (2.15), we have

KE(z, z
′) = F−1

η̃ (e(z, η̃))(z, z − z′).

Use (2.6) with large (in absolute value) negative m, m̃ large (in each com-
ponent) positive γ̃, we know that we can find NE > n, constant CNE

such
that

|KE(z, z
′)| ≤ CNe〈z − z′〉−NE ,

which is sufficient for (2.25). �

Recall (2.23), and the boundedness of B there as a map from

Hm1−m,m̃1−m̃,r−r′
cu,α (M,Y ) to Hm1,m̃1,r

cu,α (M,Y ), we obtain the elliptic
estimate:

Proposition 2.14. Suppose A ∈ Ψm,m̃,r′
cu,α (M,Y ) is elliptic, then ∀N ∈ R,

we have

||u||s,s̃,r . ||Au||s−m,s̃−m̃,r−r′ + ||u||−N,−N,r(2.26)

When A is not globally elliptic, for B ∈ Ψ0,0,0
cu,α (M,Y ) such that

WF′
cu,α(B) ⊂ Ell(A), then (2.26) keeps to hold with the left hand side

replaced by ||Bu||s,s̃,r.
2.6. G̊arding’s inequality.
Next we prove G̊arding’s inequality, which exploits bounds on symbols, for
our symbols and operator classes.

Lemma 2.15. Let B,B′ ∈ Ψs,s̃,r
cu,α(M,Y ) with WF′

cu,α(B
′) ⊂ Ell(B), and

suppose that their rescaled symbols b = ρ̂sρ̃
s̃−s
α σ(B), b′ = ρ̂sρ̃

s̃−s
α σ(B′) satisfy:

|b′| ≤ b on WF′
cu,α(B

′), then for any δ > 0, there exists a constant C such
that:

||B′u||s,s̃,r ≤ (1 + δ)||Bu||s,s̃,r + C||u||s− 1
2
,s̃− 1−α

2
,r.
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Proof. We only need to prove the case r = 0, since we can replace u by τ−ru.

Consider (1+δ)2B∗B−(B′)∗B′ ∈ Ψ2s,2s̃,2r
cu,α (M,Y ), whose principal symbol is

always strictly positive near WF′
cu,α(B

′) , hence it has a smooth real square

root e ∈ Ss,s̃,r
cu,α (M,Y ). (Away from WF′

cu,α(B
′), we just set it to be (1 +

δ)σ(B) ). Then K := (1+ δ)2B∗B− (B′)∗B′−E∗E ∈ Ψ
2s−1,2s̃−(1−α),2r
cu,α (X).

Apply K to u and pair with u gives the desired inequality. �

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 2.

3.1. Assumptions near the trapped set.
The operator we consider is P ∈ Ψm

cu(M) with real principal symbol p =
σmcu(P ) and characteristic set Σ := p−1(0) ⊂ cuT ∗M\o, where o is the zero
section of cuT ∗M . We use p0 := p|τ=0 to denote its ‘boundary principal
symbol’. We also use p0 to denote the stationary extention of p0 iteself:
p0(t, x, ξt, ξ) := p0(x, ξt, ξ).

We make following assumptions (c.f. assumption (P.1)-(P.6) of [14], all
‘assumptions’ with indices mentioned in latter sections are assumptions
listed here) near the trapped set Γ ⊂ Σ ∩ cuS∗

∂MM :

(1) dp0 6= 0 on Σ near Γ.
(2) The defining function of fiber infinity ρ̂ is homogeneous of degree -1

and Hp0 ρ̂ = 0 near Γ.
(3) The rescaled Hamilton vector field is Hp0 := ρ̂m−1Hp0 ∈

Vcu(
cuS∗M). It is tangent to Γ, and satisfies:

inf
Γ

Hp0t > 0.

(4) Stable and unstable manifold at time infinity Γ̄u/s are smooth ori-
entable codimension 1 submanifolds of Σ ∩cu S∗

∂MM near Γ. They
intersect transversally at Γ. Hp0 is tangent to Σ ∩cu S∗

∂MM .

(5) There exists local defining functions φ̄u/s ∈ C∞(cuS∗
∂MM) of Γ̄u/s in

a neighborhood of Γ in Σ as submanifolds of Σ∩cuS∗
∂MM such that,

Hp0φ̄
u = −w̄uφ̄u, Hp0φ̄

s = −w̄sφ̄s,(3.1)

ρ̂−1Hφ̄u φ̄s = ρ̂−1{φ̄u, φ̄s} > 0,(3.2)

where φ̄u/s are also considered as functions on cuT̄ ∗M\ by stationary
homogeneous degree 0 extension. And we assume that

νmin := min{inf
Γ
w̄i, inf

Γ
w̄s} > 0.(3.3)
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(6) There exists smooth submanifolds Γu/s of Σ such that Γu/s ∩cu

S∗
∂MM = Γ̄u/s and Hp := ρ̂m−1Hp is tangent to Γu/s. There ex-

ists defining functions φu/s ∈ C∞(cuS∗M) of Γu/s in Σ such that

φu/s − φ̄u/s ∈ τC∞(cuS∗M).(3.4)

These assumptions encodes the nature of the normally hyperbolic trapping
in our application to the Kerr(-de Sitter) spacetime. In particular, assump-
tion (5) and (6) imply that the defining function in (6) satisfies:

Hpφ
u = −wuφu, Hpφ

s = wsφs on Σ,(3.5)

where wu − w̄u ∈ C∞(cuS∗M).

We use w̃u/s := (φu/s)2

(φu/s)2+|ρ̂|2α
wu/s to denote the counterpart of wu/s for ρ̃,

which satisfies

Hpρ̃ = −w̃uρ̃+ α
|ρ̂|2α
ρ̃

ρ̂−1Hpρ̂,

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

p1 := ρ̂m−1σ(
1

2i
(P − P ∗))(3.6)

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

Uǫ := {τ, |φu|, |φs|, |p| < ǫ}, Ūǫ = Uǫ ∩ {τ = 0},

Ûǫ := {τ, |φu|, |φ
u

ρ
|, |φs|, |p| < ǫ},Mc1,c2 := {c1 ≤ | ρ

φu
| ≤ c2}.

Rη := {ρ̃ ≤ η}, R̄η := Rη ∩ {τ = 0},

(3.7)

where p := ρ̂mp is the normalized symbol of p and we still use Γu/s,Γ to
denote their lifts to Z.

We introduce notations for bounds of wu, ws, and p1:

νmax = sup
Γ
wu, νmin = inf

Γ
wu, νmax,η1,c1,c2 = sup

Mc1,c2∩R̄η1

wu,

νmin,η1,c1,c2 = inf
Mc1,c2∩R̄η1

wu.s1,η1,c1,c2 = sup
Mc1,c2∩R̄η1

p1.

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

−p′
1 − c− λw̃u > 0 near M0,2C1 ∩ Ū2η1 ,

where p′
1 = p1 − wu. Since 0 ≤ w̃u ≤ wu, we only need

inf
M0,2C1

∩Ū2η1

(−p1 + (1− λ)wu)− c > 0,
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which holds if

−s1,2η1,0,2C1 + (1− λ)νmin,2η1,0,2C1 − c > 0,

or equivalently:

λ < 1− s1,2η1,0,2C1 + c

νmin,0,2C1

.(3.8)

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 φu = x1 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 2. Consider

P ∈ Ψm1,r1
cu (M), A ∈ Ψm2,m̃2,r2

cu,α (M,Γu), and view P as an operator lifted to

Ψm1,0,r1
cu,α (M,Γu). Recalling Proposition 2.4, the full symbolic expansion of

[P,A] is:

∑

α∈Nn

(−i)|α|
α!

(∂αζ pD
α
xa−Dα

xp∂
α
ζ a),(3.9)

where terms with |α| = k lies in S
m1+m2−k,m̃2−k(1−α),r1+r2
cu,α . 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 Ψm1,0,r

cu,α (M,Γu),
the orders of its derivatives are the same as that of cusp symbols. The
only loss in (3.9) 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 (x, ζ), consider
a typical term ∂kζ1D1p∂

k
x1
D2a, where D1 is an operator differentiating with

respect to other momentum variables other than ζ1, while D2 is differentiat-
ing with respect to spatial variables corresponding to momentum variables

in D1. This term is in S
m1+m2−k−k′,m̃2−k(1−α)−k′,r1+r2
cu,α (M,Γu), where k′ is

the differential order of D2 (and D1 as well).
Suppose D1,D2 are not vacuum, which means k′ ≥ 1, then the

term is in S
m1+m2−k−1,m̃2−k(1−α)−1,r1+r2
cu,α (M,Γu), which is contained in

Sm1+m2−2,m̃2−2+α,r1+r2
cu,α (M,Γu). Then we consider the case where D1,D2

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

∂kζ1p =∂
k
ζ1p

=− ∂k−1
ζ1

Hx1p

=∂k−1
ζ1

Hpx1

=∂k−1
ζ1

ρ̂−(m1−1)Hpx1

=∂k−1
ζ1

(−ρ̂−(m1−1)wux1 + ruρ̂p).

(3.10)
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When k = 1, we finish. When k ≥ 2, we repeat this process for
∂k−1
ζ1

(ρ̂−(m1−1)rup). Whenever ∂ζ1 hits p, an x1−factor is produced. The

only term that remain without x1−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 ∂kx1

a, has the form

x1a1 + a2p,(3.11)

where a1 ∈ S
m1+m2−k,m1+m2−k(1−α),r1+r2
cu,α (M,Γu), a2 ∈ S

m2−k,m2−k(1−α),r2
cu,α (M,Γu).

Since x1 ∈ S0,−α,0
cu,α , the first term x1a1 in fact is in S

m1+m2−k,m̃2−k(1−α)−α,r1+r2
cu,α (M,Γu).

In particular, when k = 1, this means that the principal part of the com-

mutator [P,A], given by Hpa is in Sm1+m2−1,m̃1+m̃2−1,r1+r2
cu,α (M,Γu), up to

an error term a2p. Any terms in the further expansion part in (3.9) has
strictly lower differential order since

−k(1− α)− α < −1 for k ≥ 2,(3.12)

which is equivalent to α < 1. We summarize discussion above as following
lemma, Let ã1 be x1 times the sum of a1 above, and ã2 be the sum of a2
above, all of which resclaed by a power of −i as in (3.9).

Lemma 3.1. Suppose P ∈ Ψm1,r1
cu (M), A ∈ Ψm2,m̃2,r2

cu,α (M,Γu), and P sat-
isfies assumptions listed in Section 3.1, then the full left symbol of [P,A] is
given by

−iHpa+ ã1 + ã2p,(3.13)

where a1 ∈ S
m1+m2−2,m1+m2−(2−α),r1+r2
cu,α (M,Γu), a2 ∈ S

m2−1,m2−(1−α),r2
cu,α (M,Γu).

Remark 3.2. Without the discussion in this section and this Lemma, the
main result will hold only for 0 < α < 1

2 . 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 ∈ Ψ0,0,r
cu,α (M,Γu) which is elliptic on Ûǫ0 and

the front face, in particular on Γ. B1, G0 ∈ Ψ0,0,r
cu,α (M,Γu) and WF′

cu,α(B1)∩
Γu = ∅,WF′

cu,α(G0)∩ Γu = ∅, and λ, c satisfy (3.8), such that for s,N ∈ R,
0 < α < 1, we have:

||Bv||s,s,0 .||B1v||s+1−λα,s,0 + c−1||G0Pv||s−m+2−λα,s−m+2−α,0 + ||v||−N,−N,0.

(3.14)

Remark 3.4. λ ∈ (0, 1) is the relative order on the front face, introduced
when we construct the commutator. In a typical situation p1 = 0, hence
s1 = 0. We take c small and expect λ to be close to 1. Since the orders
that capture the main feature of this estimate are: the second order of B0v
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and the first order of B1v, hence making λ close to 1 will make the loss of
propagation 1− λα 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 − 1

2 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 4.2 to Section 4.4. In Section 4.2, we an estimate near the front
face. In the second part, we consider the dynamics of φ̃u := φu/|ρ̂|α. In
Section 4.3, we control the energy on Γ by the energy on the region away
from Γs. In Section 4.4, we obtain a ‘reversed’ version of (4.36), using the
propagation estimate of Hp again. In Section 4.5, we combine estimates in
previous steps and obtain the estimate in Theorem 3.3. Lastly, in Section
4.6, we use the regularization to remove the priori regularity assumption on
v.

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 (B0−term below).
We first consider a simple estimate .

Since Hpρ̂ = o(ρ̂) by assumption 2. Terms involving it are negligible. By
(3.5), we can find ru ∈ C∞(cuS∗M) such that

Hpφ
u = −wuφu + rup,

with Hp = ρ̂m−1Hp. For [P,Φ
u], we assume

[P,Φu] = iW uΦu +R1P +R2,(4.1)

R1 ∈ Ψ−1,−1,0
cu,α (M,Γu), R2 ∈ Ψm−2,m−2,0

cu,α (M,Γu),(4.2)

whereW u ∈ Ψm−1,m−1,0
cu,α (M,Γu) is the quantization of ρ̂−(m−1)wu. Although

generally for operators in this operator algebra, the subprincipal part is 1−α
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 − α order lower on the front face, it should be 1 order lower on both of
them, which explains the orders of R1, R2 above.

Applying both sides of (4.1) to v, and notice that Pv = f , we have

P ′v′ = f ′,

where

P ′ := P − iW u, v′ = Φuv, f ′ = (Φu +R1)Pv +R2v.



22 QIUYE JIA

Using (4.2) and mapping properties of pseudodifferential operators, we have:

Proposition 4.1. With Φu, P,R1, R2 defined as above, then for G, G̃ ∈
Ψ0,0,r

cu,α (M,Γu) with WF′
cu,α(G) ⊂ Ell(G̃), we have:

||Gf ′||s−m+2,s−m+2+λα,0

.||G̃(Φu +R1)Pv||s−m+2,s−m+2+λα + ||G̃R2v||s−m+2,s−m+2+λα,0+

||v||s−1,s+λ−(1−α),r

.||G̃Pv||s−m+2,s−m+2+λα−α,0 + ||G̃v||s,s+λα,0 + ||v||s−1,s+λ−(1−α),r .

(4.3)

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

Proposition 4.2. There exist operators B0, G̃ ∈ Ψ0,0,r
cu,α (M,Γu), B1 ∈

Ψ0,−∞,r
cu,α (M,Γu), Bff ∈ Ψ−∞,0,r

cu,α (M,Γu) and constants C1, ǫ1, η1 > 0, with

WF′
cu,α(G̃),WF′

cu,α(B0),WF′
cu,α(B1) contained in a fixed neighborhood of

Γ, B0 being elliptic on M0,C1 ∩ Uη1 = {0 ≤ | ρ
φu | ≤ C1} ∩ Uη1 , WF′

cu,α(B1)

being disjoint from both the lift of Γu and the front face, such that for
s,N ∈ R, 0 < α < 1, λ, c satisfying (3.8), we have:

||B0v||−N,s−(1−λ)α,0 + ||Bffv||−N,s+λα−α,0

. ||B1v||s,−N + c−1||G̃Pv||s−m+1,s−m+1+λα−α,0 + ||G̃v||s−1,s−1+λα,0

+ ||v||s− 3
2
,s− 3

2
+λα+α,r.

(4.4)

In particular, we can take −N = s.

Remark 4.3. Recall (3.8), the restriction on λ. In order to diminish
the loss in this estimate by making λ close to 1, we should take c small.
This comes with the cost that the constant in front of the forcing term be-
coming large. Concretely, the constant is proportional to c−1 because the
||ǍP ′v′||−m−1

2
,−m−1

2
,0−term in the proof below, which we try to bound in the

proof below, has a coefficient 1
2c .

Proof. The normalized subprincipal part of P ′ is

p′
1 := ρ̂m−1σ(

1

2i
(P ′ − (P ′)∗)) = p1 −wu.(4.5)

Our commutant is

ǎ = τ−rρ̃−λρ̂−s−1+m−1
2 χff (

ρ

φu
)χinf(ρ̂ρ̃)χu((φu)2)χs((φs)2)χT (τ)χΣ(p),

where χinf , χu, χs, χT , χΣ are chosen to be identically 1 on [−η1
2 , η1], decreas-

ing on [0,∞), supported on [−η1, 2η1]. χff is identically 1 on [0, C1], decreas-

ing on [0,∞), supported on [−C1, 2C1]. SinceW
u ∈ Ψm−1,m−1,0

cu,α (M,Γu), the
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principal symbols and corresponding Hamilton vector fields of P ′ and P are
the same. We compute:

Hp(
ρ̂α

φu
) = (φu)−1αρ̂α−1Hpρ̂− ρ̂α

−wuφuρ̂−(m−1) + ρ̂−(m−1)rup

(φu)2

=
ρ̂α

φu
(αρ̂−1Hpρ̂+ wuρ̂−(m−1) + ρ̂−(m−1) r

u

φu
p).

Now take c > 0 to be determined later, we have

ǎHpǎ+ ρ̂−(m−1)p′
1ǎ

2 =− cρ̂−(m−1)ǎ2 − (ρ̂−s−1ρ̃−λb0)
2 − (ρ̂−s−1ρ̃−λbs)2

+ (ρ̂−s−1ρ̃−λbu)2 + (ρ̂−s−1ρ̃−λbT )
2 + hp+ einf

− (ρ̂−s−1ρ̃−λbff )2,

(4.6)

where χ = χffχinfχuχsχTχΣ, and χ̂i means the product without χi, i =
ff, inf, u, s, T,Σ. einf , bff are terms introduced by taking derivative with
respect to χinf , χff :

einf = τ−2rρ̃−2λρ̂−2s−2(χ̂inf)2χinf(χinf)′(ρ̂Hpρ̃+ ρ̃Hpρ̂),

bff = τ−rχ̂ff (−χff (χff )′(
ρ̂α

φu
)(αρ̂−1Hpρ̂+ wu))1/2.

Since wu > 0 near Γu and (χff )′ < 0, we can choose χff so that the square

root in bff is well-defined and smooth. Recall that w̃u/s = (φu/s)2

(φu/s)2+|ρ̂|2α
wu/s

and ρ̃ satisfies

ρ̃−1Hpρ̃ = −w̃u + α
|ρ̂|2α
ρ̃2

ρ̂−1Hpρ̂.(4.7)

b0, b
u/s are defined by

b0 =τ
−rχ(−p′

1 − c+ rτ(τ−2Hpτ) + (s+ 1− m− 1

2
)(ρ̂−1Hpρ̂)

+ λρ̃−1Hpρ̃)
1/2

=τ−rχ(−p′
1 − c+ rτ(τ−2Hpτ) + (s+ 1− m− 1

2
+ λα(

ρ

ρ̃
)2)(ρ̂−1Hpρ̂)

− λw̃u)1/2,

bu/s =τ−rχ̂u/sφu/s
√

−2wu/sχu/s(χu/s)′

bT =τ−rχ̂T

√

τχTχ′
T (τ

−2Hpτ),

h =2τ−2rρ̃−2λρ̂−2s−2+mχ(χ̂u(χu)′φuru + χ̂s(χs)′φsrs +mχ̂Σχ
′
Σ(ρ̂

−1Hpρ̂))

+ 2τ−2rρ̃−2λρ̂−2s−2+m−αχχ̂ff (χff )′(
ρ̂α

φu
)2ru.

(4.8)
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Recall that τ−2Hpτ = −Hpt < 0, and it will be bounded if we localize to the
region where τ is small and near Γ, since Γ is compact. So rτ(τ−2Hpτ) → 0
as τ → 0. Combining (4.7) and the fact that ρ̂−1Hpρ̂ = o(1) as τ → 0, we
know that all square roots above are well-defined and smooth if we choose
χT to be supported near τ = 0.

Quantize both sides of (4.6), and apply it to v′, then pair it with v′. We
use Tj to denote the quantization of ρ̂−j and Fj to denote the quantization
of ρ̃−j , and for other parts we just use upper case letters to denote the
quantization of the corresponding symbol represented by lower case letters.

We get, with A := Ǎ∗Ǎ, Ǎ ∈ Ψ
s+1−m−1

2
,s+1−m−1

2
+λα,r

cu,α (M,Γu):

Im〈f ′, Av′〉 = 〈(1
2
i[P ′, A] +

P ′ − (P ′)∗

2i
A)v′, v′〉

= 〈(−c〈(T(m−1)/2Ǎ)
∗(T(m−1)/2Ǎ)− (Ts+1FλB0)

∗(Ts+1FλB0)

+ (Ts+1FλB
u)∗(Ts+1FλB

u) + (Ts+1FλBT )
∗(Ts+1FλBT ) +H∗P ′

+ E + Einf − (Ts+1FλB
ff )∗(Ts+1FλB

ff ))v′, v′〉,

(4.9)

where E ∈ Ψ2s+1,2s+2λα+1+α,2r
cu,α (M,Γu) is the error term introduced

because (4.6) concerns only principal symbols. And B0, B
u, BT , B

ff ∈
Ψ0,0,r

cu,α (M,Γu),H ∈ Ψ2s+2−m+α,2s+2−m+α+2λα,2r
cu,α (M,Γu). Next we inves-

tigate properties of operators above through analyzing their symbols.
B0 is elliptic on Uη1 . We can choose χu so that (χu)′ vanishes iden-
tically on [0, η1] to ensure that WF′

cu,α(B
u) ∩ Uη1 = ∅. Because of

the χ′
T factor, which vanishes identically near {τ = 0}, we know

WF′
cu,α(BT ) ∩ {τ = 0} = ∅. By the support condition of χff and its

derivative, we know: WF′
cu,α(B

ff ) ⊂ {C1 ≤ ρ
φu ≤ 2C1} ∩ U2η1 .. On the

other hand, for the left hand side of (4.9) we have:

Im〈f ′, Av′〉 ≤ |〈f ′, Av′〉| = |〈P ′v′, Ǎ∗Ǎv′〉| = |〈ǍP ′v′, Ǎv′〉|

≤ c||Ǎv′||2m−1
2

,m−1
2

,0
+

1

2c
||ǍP ′v′||2

−m−1
2

,−m−1
2

,0

(4.10)

Combining boundedness of ρ̂−1Hpρ̂ and (4.7), we know that ρ̃−1Hpρ̃ is
also bounded. Consequently ρ̂Hpρ̃ + ρ̃Hpρ̂ = ρ̂ρ̃(ρ̃−1Hpρ̃ + ρ̂−1Hpρ̂) ∈
S−1,−1−α,0
cu,α (M,Γu). So we have Einf ∈ Ψ2s+1,2s+1+2λα−α,2r

cu,α (M,Γu) and it
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can be absorbed into E−term. Combining these inequalities, we have

c||Ǎv′||2m−1
2

,m−1
2

,0
+ ||B0v

′||2s+1,s+1+λα,0 + ||Bsv′||2s+1,s+1+λα,0

+ ||Bffv′||2s+1,s+1+λα,0

≤ ||Buv′||2s+1,s+1+λα,0 + ||BT v
′||2s+1,s+1+λα,0 + |〈P ′v′,Hv′〉|

+ (||G′
1v

′||2
s+ 1

2
,s+λα+ 1+α

2
,0
+ C||v′||2

s− 1
2
,s+λα− 1

2
+ 3

2
α,r

) + c||Ǎv′||2m−1
2

,m−1
2

,0
+

1

2c
||ǍP ′v′||−m−1

2
,−m−1

2
,0 + 〈Einfv′, v′〉.

(4.11)

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 (4.6). 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 − α order lower (applying Lemma 3.1, where
the a2−term is absorbed into the h−term (and H−term after quantization)
in (4.8)) 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 χ factor
in h, Hv′ is microlocalized near the support of ǎ as well, using G′

1 as the
microlocalizer again and enlarge is wavefront set if necessary, we obtain

|〈P ′v′,Hv′〉| .||G′
1P

′v′||2s−m+2,s−m+2+λα,0 + ||Hv′||2−(s−m+2),−(s−m+2+λα),0

+ ||v′||2−N,−N,r

.||G′
1P

′v′||2s−m+2,s−m+2+λα,0 + ||G′
1v

′||2s+α,s+α+λα,0

+ ||v′||2−N,−N,r.

(4.12)

Recall the discussion following (4.9), we obtain (WF′
cu,α(B

u) ∪
WF′

cu,α(BT )) ∩ Ūu
η1 = ∅. Combine the first two terms on the right

hand side of (4.11) and control them by B1 ∈ Ψ0,0,r
cu,α (M,Γu) microlo-

calized in a neighborhood of Γ but away from Γ itself. They satisfy
WF′

cu,α(B
u) ∪ WF′

cu,α(BT ) ⊂ Ell(B1) and WF′
cu,α(B1) ∩ Ūη1 = ∅. In

particular, B1 ∈ Ψ0,−∞,r
cu,α (M,Γu). Since we can choose G′

1 to be el-
liptic on WF′

cu,α(A), ||ǍP ′v′||−m−1
2

,−m−1
2

,0 is controlled by the norm

||G′
1P

′v′||s−m+2,s−m+2+λα,0 = ||G′
1f

′||s−m+2,s−m+2+λα,0 using the mapping

property of Ǎ and the elliptic estimate. Since 0 < α < 1, combining
||G′

1v
′||s+ 1

2
,s+λα+ 1+α

2
,0 and ||G′

1v
′||s+α,s+α+λα,0 to be ||G′

1v
′||s+ᾱ,s+λα+ 1+α

2
,0,
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where ᾱ := max{α, 12}, we obtain

||B0Φ
uv||s+1,s+1+λα,0 + ||BffΦuv||s+1,s+1+λα,0

≤||B1Φ
uv||s+1,s+1+λα,0 + ||G′

1Φ
uv||s+ᾱ,s+λα+ 1+α

2
,0

+ ||Φuv||s− 1
2
,s+λα− 1

2
+2α,r + c−1||G′

1f
′||s−m+2,s−m+2+λα,0,

(4.13)

where G′
1 ∈ Ψ0,0,r

cu,α (M,Γu) is microlocalized near supp ǎ. Since the support
conditions of B0 and G′

1 are the same (possibly with different bounds on
φu

ρ ), we can iterate this estimate to control the ||G′
1v

′||s+ᾱ,s+λα+ 1+α
2

,0 term

at the cost of enlarging the wavefront set of G′
1. In each iteration we can

improve the first index by 1 − ᾱ and the second index by 1−α
2 . So after

finite iterations, we can absorb this term into the Φuv−term. We denote
the new operator playing the role of G′

1 in the last iteration by G̃. Then

we apply Proposition 4.1 to control ||G̃f ′||s−m+2,s−m+2+λα,0 and use the

mapping property of Φu ∈ Ψ0,−α,r
cu,α (M,Γu) to control norms of Φuv:

||B0Φ
uv||s+1,s+1+λα,0 + ||BffΦuv||s+1,s+1+λα,0

≤||B1Φ
uv||s+1,s+1+λα,0 + c−1||G̃Pv||s−m+2,s−m+2+λα−α

+ ||G̃v||s,s+λα,0 + ||v||s− 1
2
,s+λα− 1

2
+α,r,

(4.14)

where λ, c satisfies (3.8), and WF′
cu,α(G

′
1) ⊂ Ell(G̃). In particular, we can

require WF′
cu,α(G̃) ⊂ { ρ

φu ≤ 3C1} ∩ U3η1 . (4.14) will be the same as (4.4)

if we can replace Φuv by v, which we proceed to achieve next. Recall that
B1 ∈ Ψ0,−∞,r

cu,α (M,Γu), hence the second order of the B1−term can be taken
to be any real number.

Recall that φu ≥ C1ρ on the wave front set of B0, hence Φu is ellip-
tic near WF′

cu,α(B0) as an operator in Ψ−α,−α,0
cu,α (M,Γu), and we can write

B0Φ
u = ΦuB0 + [B0,Φ

u] with the commutator term having lower order,
hence conclude from above estimate:

||B0v||s+1,s+1+λα−α,0 + ||Bffv||s+1,s+1+λα−α,0

. ||B1v||s+1,s+1+λα−α,0 + ||G̃Pv||s−m+2,s−m+2+λα−α,0

+ ||G̃v||s,s+λα,0 + ||v||s− 1
2
,s+λα− 1

2
+α,r,

This implies, if we replace s+ 1 by s, and recall that B1 ∈ Ψ0,−∞,r
cu,α (M,Γu):

||B0v||s,s+λα−α,0 + ||Bffv||s,s+λα−α,0

.||B1v||s,−N1,0 + ||G̃Pv||s−m+1,s−m+1+λα−α,0

+ ||G̃v||s−1,s−1+λα,0 + ||v||s− 3
2
,s− 3

2
+λα+α,r,

(4.15)

for any N1 ∈ R. The constant implicitly included in ‘.’ depends on N1 as
well. The effect of Bff term here is that we can extend the region where we
have control to the area near the boundary of supp(χff ), where (χff )′ has
a lower bound but χff is almost vanishing. �
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Remark 4.4. The constant in (4.4) depends on how close the wave front
set of B0 is to the lift of Γu. We consider B0−term first. What affects
the constant in the estimate is, as we approach the lift of Γu, the elliptic-
ity of Φu is becoming weaker and weaker and we do not 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
WF′

cu,α(B
0) ⊂ {φu ≥ C−1

1 ρ}, hence the way that we can ‘push’ the estimate
near Γu is letting C1 → ∞ and the constant is proportional to C1. The term
||Bffv′||s+1,s+1+λα,0 is treated in a similar manner. And a more accurate
version of (4.15) is

||B0v||s,s+λα−α,0 + ||Bffv||s,s+λα−α,0

.C1(||B1v||s,−N,0 + ||G̃Pv||s−m+1,s−m+1+λα−α,0

+ ||G̃v||s−1,s−1+λα,0 + ||v||s− 3
2
,s− 3

2
+λα+α,r),

(4.16)

where C1 comes from WF′
cu,α(B

0) ⊂ {φu ≥ C−1
1 ρ}.

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

Proposition 4.5. There exist operators B̃0, G̃1 ∈ Ψ0,0,r
cu,α (M,Γu), B̃1 ∈

Ψ0,−∞,r
cu,α (M,Γu) and a small constant ǫ0 > 0, with WF′

cu,α(B̃0),WF′
cu,α(G̃1),

WF′
cu,α(B̃1) contained in a fixed neighborhood of Γ, B̃0 being elliptic on

Û2ǫ0 defined in (3.7), WF′
cu,α(B̃1) ∩ { |φu|

|ρ̂|α < ǫ0, τ = 0} = ∅, we have:

||B̃0Φ
uv||s+1,s+1,0 .||B̃1Φ

uv||s+1,s+1,0 + ||G̃1Pv||s−m+2,s−m+2,0

+ ||G̃1v||s,s,0 + ||v||s− 1
2
,s− 1

2
+2α,r,

(4.17)

Proof. We choose the commutant

a = ǎ2, ǎ = τ−rρ̂−s−1+(m−1)/2χu
1(
φu

|ρ̂|α )χ
s
1((φ

s)2)χT
1 (τ)χ

Σ
1 (p),

where p = ρ̂mp, χi
1(s) = 1, i = u, s, T,Σ for s ∈ [−2ǫ0, 2ǫ0], monotonically

decrease to 0 when s grow from 2ǫ0 to 3ǫ0 and extended to R in an even
manner. Then we consider the pairing

Im〈f ′, Av′〉 = 〈(1
2
i[P ′, A] +

P ′ − (P ′)∗

2i
A)v′, v′〉.

The principal symbol of the operator on the right hand side is

ǎHpǎ+ ρ̂−m+1p′
1ǎ

2 =− cρ̂−m+1ǎ2 − (ρ̂−s−1b̃0)
2 − (ρ̂−s−1b̃s)2

+ (ρ̂−s−1b̃u)2 + (ρ̂−s−1b̃T ) + hp.
(4.18)
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Defining χ1 := χu
1χ

s
1χ

T
1 χ

Σ
1 and defining χ̂i

1 to be the product without χi
1,

we have

b̃0 = τ−rχ1(−p′
1 − c+ rτ(τ−2Hpτ) + (s + 1− m− 1

2
)ρ̂−1Hpρ̂)

1/2

b̃s = τ−rχ̂s
1φ

s
√

−2wsχs(χs)′.

We can arrange that terms in the bracket in b̃0 all together is positive
when we use χT to localize to the region on which τ is small and use the
fact ρ̂−1Hpρ̂ = o(1) as τ → 0. We compute the derivative of φu/|ρ̂|α:

Hp(φ
u/|ρ̂|α) = −(wuφu + rup)|ρ̂|−α − αφu|ρ̂|−α−1Hpρ̂.

We have

b̃u = τ−rχ̂u
1((−wuφu|ρ̂|−α − α(φu|ρ̂|−α)ρ̂−1Hpρ̂)χ

u(χu)′)1/2

b̃T = τ−rχ̂T
1 (τχ

T
1 (χ

T
1 )

′(τ−2Hpτ))
1/2

h = 2τ−2rρ̂−2s−2+mχ1(χ̂
u
1(χ

u
1)

′ruρ̂−α + χ̂s
1(χ

s
1)

′rs +mχ̂Σ
1 (χ

Σ
1 )

′(ρ̂−1Hpρ̂))

We can choose χu
1 so that φuρ̂−α is small enough on suppǎ, and notice that

|ρ̃−1φu| ≤ 1, |ρ̃−1ρ̂| ≤ 1, and Hpρ̂ = o(ρ̂) as τ → 0. Evaluating Im〈f ′, Av′〉
and use (4.18), we know

Im〈f ′, Av′〉 = 〈(1
2
i[P ′, A] +

P ′ − (P ′)∗

2i
A)v′, v′〉

= 〈(−c〈(T(m−1)/2Ǎ)
∗(T(m−1)/2Ǎ)− (Ts+1B̃0)

∗(Ts+1B̃0)

+ (Ts+1B̃
u)∗(Ts+1B̃

u) + (Ts+1B̃T )
∗(Ts+1B̃T ) +H∗P ′ + E)v′, v′〉,

(4.19)

with Ǎ ∈ Ψ
s+1−(m−1)/2,s+1−(m−1)/2,r
cu,α (M,Γu), B̃0, B̃

u, B̃T ∈ Ψ0,0,r
cu,α (M,Γu),

H∗ ∈ Ψ2s+2−m+α,2s+2−m+α,2r
cu,α (M,Γu), E ∈ Ψ2s+1,2s+1+α,2r

cu,α (M,Γu). E is the
error term introduced because (4.18) concerns only principal symbols and
apply Lemma 3.1 when we count orders and the a2−part in that Lemma is
absorbed in h. We estimate the left hand side by

Im〈f ′, Av′〉 ≤ |〈f ′, Av′〉| = |〈P ′v′, Ǎ∗Ǎv′〉| = |〈ǍP ′v′, Ǎv′〉|

≤ c||Ǎv′||2m−1
2

,m−1
2

,0
+

1

2c
||ǍP ′v′||2

−m−1
2

,−m−1
2

,0
.

Combining above equations and inequalities, the estimate we obtain is

c||Ǎv′||2(m−1)/2,(m−1)/2,0 + ||B̃0v
′||2s+1,s+1 + ||B̃sv′||2s+1,s+1,0

≤||B̃uv′||2s+1,s+1,0 + ||B̃T v
′||s+1,s+1,0 + |〈P ′v′,Hv′〉|+ (||G′

1v
′||2

s+ 1
2
,s+λα+ 1+α

2
,0

+C||v′||2
s− 1

2
,s+λα− 1

2
+ 3

2
α,r

) + c||Ǎv′||2(m−1)/2,(m−1)/2,0

+
1

2c
||ǍP ′v′||2−(m−1)/2,−(m−1)/2,0 .

(4.20)
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Terms in the bracket are similar to terms in the bracket in (4.11). The
Sobolev order of the leading part of terms in the bracket is 2 order lower in
the first index and 2(1− α) order lower in the second index compared with
the product P ′A. Applying Cauchy-Schwartz inequality to |〈P ′v′,Hv′〉|,
since supph ⊂ suppǎ, we can add a microlocalizer at the cost of introducing
a lower order error term:

|〈P ′v′,Hv′〉| .||G̃1P
′v′||2s−m+2,s−m+2,0 + ||Hv′||2−(s−m+2),−(s−m+2),−r

+ ||v||s+α− 1
2
,s+α− 1

2
,r.

Since H ∈ Ψ2s+2−m+α,2s+2−m+α,2r
cu,α (M,Γu), we know

||Hv′||−(s−m+2),−(s−m+2),−r ≤ ||G̃1v
′||s+α,s+α,0

for G̃1 ∈ Ψ0,0,r
cu,α (M,Γu) that is elliptic on WF′

cu,α(H). The terms

c||Ǎv′||2(m−1)/2,(m−1)/2,0 on both sides of (4.20) cancel out. Dropping the

B̃s−term on the left hand side of (4.20), we have

||B̃0Φ
uv||s+1,s+1,0 ≤||B̃1Φ

uv||s+1,s+1,0 + ||G̃1f
′||s−m+2,s−m+2,0

+ ||G̃1Φ
uv||s+ 1

2
,s+ 1

2
+α,0 + C||Φuv||s− 1

2
,s− 1

2
+2α,r,

where B̃1 ∈ Ψ0,0,r
cu,α (M,Γu) is elliptic on WF′

cu,α(B
u)∪WF′

cu,α(BT ). We iter-

ate this estimate to control ||G̃1Φ
uv||s+ 1

2
,s+ 1

2
+α,0. Then apply Proposition

4.1 to estimate G̃1f
′−term:

||B̃0Φ
uv||s+1,s+1,0 .||B̃1Φ

uv||s+1,s+1,0 + ||G̃1Pv||s−m+2,s−m+2,0

+ ||G̃1v||s,s,0 + ||v||s− 1
2
,s− 1

2
+2α,r,

where the wavefront set of G̃1 is enlarged when we iterate the estimate. Our
operators satisfy: B̃0 is elliptic on Û2ǫ0 , WF′

cu,α(B̃1) ∩ {|φu|/|ρ̂|α < ǫ0, τ =
0} = ∅. �

4.3. Propagation to the trapped set.

In this step we consider the dynamics of φ̃u := φu/|ρ̂|α, and denote its

quantization by Φ̃u ∈ Ψα,0,0
cu,α (M,Γu). The estimate we obtain in this step is

to control the energy on Γ (i.e., the Bδ−term) by the energy on the region
away from Γs (i.e., the Eδ−term). The regions of microlocalization depend
on a parameter δ ∈ (0, ǫ03 ) to be specified later.

Proposition 4.6. There exist Bδ, Eδ, B2, G̃2 ∈ Ψ0,0,r(M,Γu) with Bδ being

elliptic on Ûǫ0 ∩{|φs| ≤ 3δ}, Eδ satisfying (4.35) below, WF′
cu,α(B2)∩ Ûǫ0 =

∅, and constants C, C̃ such that

||Bδv||s,s,0 ≤C(δ1/2||Eδv||s,s,0 + ||B2v||s+1−α,s+1−α,0

+ ||G̃2Pv||s−α−m+2,s−α−m+2,0 + C̃||v||s− 1
2
,s− 1−α

2
,r).

(4.21)
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Proof. We use a new commutant

a = ǎ2, ǎ = τ−rρ̂−s−1/2ψ2(φ
s)χu

2 (φ
u/|ρ̂|α)χT

2 (τ)χ
Σ
2 (p),(4.22)

where χu
2 , χ

T
2 , χ

Σ
2 are identically 1 on [−ǫ0, ǫ0] and supported in [−2ǫ0, 2ǫ0].

Notice that

Hφu/|ρ̂|α = φuH|ρ̂|−α + |ρ̂|−αHφu

= −αφu|ρ̂|−α−1Hρ̂ + |ρ̂|−αHφu ,

we compute the principal symbol of i
2 [Φ̃

u, A] as two parts corresponding to
two terms above:

ǎHφ̃u ǎ = −αφ̃uǎρ̂−1Hρ̂ǎ+ ρ̂−αǎHφu ǎ.(4.23)

Recall our assumptions on φu/s, we can choose Cφ > 1 such that

C−1
φ ≤ Hφuφs ≤ Cφ on Û3ǫ0 ,(4.24)

where Hφu := ρ̂−1Hφu is the normalized Hamilton vector field associated
with φu. We recall the construction of the cutoff with respect to φs in
step 2 of the proof of Theorem 3.9 of [14], i.e. we choose smooth ψ2 such
that: suppψ2 ⊂ [−4δ, 2ǫ0], 0 ≤ ψ2 ≤ 1, ψ′

2 ≥ 0 on (−∞, 0], ψ2(−3δ) ≥ 1
4 ,

ψ′
2 ≥ 1

12δ on [−3δ, 3δ], ψ′
2 ≥ − 1

ǫ0
on [0,∞), ψ2 ≤ 12δψ′

2 on [−4δ, 3δ]. The

last inequality automatically holds on [−3δ, 3δ] by constant bounds on each
side respectively, and we can choose appropriate ψ2 to extend it to [−4δ, 3δ].
The construction of ψ2 is elementary. Then decompose ψ2 as

ψ2
2 = ψ2

2− + ψ2
2+,

where ψ2− = ψ2 on (−∞, 3δ] and suppψ2− ⊂ [−4δ, 4δ], and suppψ2+ ⊂
(3δ, 2ǫ0]. Define a± to be symbols obtained from a by replacing ψ2

by ψ2+ and ψ2− respectively. Hence we have ǎ2 = ǎ2+ + ǎ2−, and

e3 = −αφ̃uρ̂−1Hρ̂ǎ
2 = −1

2αφ̃
uρ̂−1Hρ̂(ǎ

2
+ + ǎ2−). Consequently we have

ψ2ψ
′
2 =

1

24δ
ψ2
2− +

1

24δ
b̃2δ − ẽ,(4.25)

where suppẽ ⊂ (3δ, 2ǫ0], |ẽ| ≤ ǫ−1
0 , b̃δ ≥ 0, suppb̃δ ⊂ [−4δ, 4δ] and

b̃δ ≥
1

4
on [−3δ, 3δ].(4.26)

We consider two terms in (4.23) separately. For the second term we have:

ǎHφu ǎ =
1

48Cφδ
ρ̂ǎ2 + (ρ̂−sb̃−)

2 +
1

24Cφδ
(ρ̂−sbδ)

2

+ ρ̂−2se1 − ρ̂−2se2,

(4.27)

where

b− =τ−rψ2−χ
u
2χ

T
2 χ

Σ
2 (

1

24δ
(Hφuφs − 1

2
C−1
φ )− rτ(τ−2Hφuτ)

− (s+ 1/2)(ρ̂−1Hφu ρ̂))1/2,
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bδ =τ
−rχu

2χ
T
2 χ

Σ
2 b̃δ

√

CφHφuφs,

e1 =τ
−2rψ2

2(τ
2(χu

2)
2χT

2 (χ
T
2 )

′(χΣ
2 )

2τ−2Hφuτ + τ−2r(χu)2χ2
TχΣ(χ

Σ
2 )

′(Hφup))

+ τ−2r(χT
2 )

2(χΣ
2 )

2χu
2(χ

u
2)

′(φu/|ρ̂|α)ρ̂−1Hφu ρ̂,

e2 =τ
−2r(χu

2)
2(χT

2 )
2χ2

Σ((Hφuφs)ẽ+ τ−2rψ2
2+(rτ(τ

−2Hφuτ) + (s+
1

2
)(ρ̂−1Hφu ρ̂))),

where the term introduced by differentiating χu is included in e1. Combining
properties of ẽ, ψ2+, we know that e1, e2 satisfy

suppe1 ∩ Ûǫ0 = ∅,
suppe2 ⊂ {φs > 3δ}, |e2| ≤ Cφǫ

−1
0 + C,

(4.28)

where C is independent of δ. bδ satisfies

τ rbδ ≥
1

4
on Ûǫ0 ∩ {|φs| ≤ 3δ}(4.29)

by (4.24) and (4.26).

Although φ̃u ∈ Sα,0,0
cu,α (M,Γu), χu

2 is supported on the region where φu

ρ is

bounded, so χu
2 φ̃

u ∈ S0,0,0
cu,α (M,Γu). Consequently e1 ∈ S0,0,2r

cu,α (M,Γu).

Next we consider the first term in (4.23). Define e3 := −αφ̃uǎρ̂−1Hρ̂ǎ.
Recall the definition of ǎ in (4.22), factors of terms in e3 involving differentia-
tion are: ρ̂−1Hρ̂φ

s, ρ̂−1Hρ̂φ
s, ρ̂−1Hρ̂τ, ρ̂

−1Hρ̂p, all of which are all bounded

quantities. In addition, because of the χu factor in ǎ, φ̃u is bounded on
WF′

cu,α(E3), so e3 quantizes to be E3 ∈ Ψ2s,2s,2r
cu,α (M,Γu), which introduces

another term |〈E3v, v〉|. We define

e31 =
1

2
ρ̂−

1+α
2 Hρ̂ǎ, e32 = ǎρ̂−

1−α
2 ,

and we have e3 = e31e32φ̃
u. And define the version truncated by ψ2± as:

e31± =
1

2
ρ̂−

1+α
2 Hρ̂ǎ±, e32± = ǎ±ρ̂

− 1−α
2 .

We define E31, E32, E31±, E32± 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 Eij by 1

2(Eij + E∗
ij)). Thus E31± ∈

Ψ
s−1+α

2
,s−1+α

2
,r

cu,α (M,Γu), E32± ∈ Ψ
s+1−α

2
,s+1−α

2
,r

cu,α (M,Γu). Hence we have

E3 = (E∗
31+E32+ + E∗

31−E32−)Φ̃
u and:

|〈E3v, v〉| = |〈(E∗
31+E32+ + E∗

31−E32−)Φ̃
uv, v〉|

≤ |〈E32+Φ̃
uv,E31+v〉|+ |〈E32−Φ̃

uv,E31−v〉|
≤ ||E32+Φ̃

uv||20,0,0 + ||E31+v||20,0,0 + ||E32−Φ̃
uv||20,0,0 + ||E31−v||20,0,0

We can control E31±−term up to a constant by ||v||s−1+α
2
,s−1+α

2
,r, and con-

trol E32±−term by ||ǍΦ̃uv|| 1−α
2

, 1−α
2

,0 by mapping properties and counting
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the order of operators, where we have used the fact that e32± = ǎ±ρ̂
− 1−α

2 ,
hence they are just order-shifted version of each other, i.e. ||E32±Φ̃

uv||L2
cu

is equivalent to ||ǍΦ̃uv|| 1−α
2

, 1−α
2

,0. To summarize, we have

|〈E3v, v〉| ≤ ||E32+Φ̃
uv||20,0,0 + ||E31+v||20,0,0 + ||E32−Φ̃

uv||20,0,0 + ||E31−v||20,0,0
. ||Ǎ+Φ̃

uv|| 1−α
2

, 1−α
2

,0 + ||Ǎ−Φ̃
uv|| 1−α

2
, 1−α

2
,0 + ||v||s−1+α

2
,s−1+α

2
,r

(4.30)

Now we evaluate the pairing Im〈Φ̃uv,Av〉 = 〈 i2 [Φ̃u, A]v, v〉. First we
quantize both sides of (4.23) and then apply it to v and pair with

v. We have Ǎ, Ǎ± ∈ Ψ
s+1/2,s+1/2,r
cu,α (M,Γu), B−, Bδ ∈ Ψ0,0,r

cu,α (M,Γu),

E1, E2 ∈ Ψ0,0,2r
cu,α (M,Γu). Setting ṽ := Φ̃uv to simplify notations, we get:

1

48Cφδ
||Ǎ−v||2−1+α

2
,−1+α

2
,0
+ ||B−v||2s+α

2
,s+α

2
,0 +

1

24Cφδ
||Bδv||2s+α

2
,s+α

2
,0

≤|〈E1v, v〉| + |〈E2v, v〉| + |+ |〈Ǎ−ṽ, Ǎ−v〉|+ |〈Ǎ+ṽ, Ǎ+v〉|
+ C̃||v||2

s+α−1
2

,s+α
2
− 1−α

2
,r
+ |〈E3v, v〉|

≤|〈E1v, v〉| + |〈E2v, v〉| + |〈E3v, v〉| +
1

48Cφδ
||Ǎ−v||2−1+α

2
,−1+α

2
,0

+ 24Cφδ||Ǎ−ṽ||21−α
2

, 1−α
2

,0
+ ǫ0||Ǎ+Φ̃

uv||21−α
2

, 1−α
2

,0
+

1

2ǫ0
||Ǎ+v||2α−1

2
,α−1

2
,0

+ C̃||v||2
s+α−1

2
,s+α

2
− 1−α

2
,r

.|〈E1v, v〉| + |〈E2v, v〉| +
1

48Cφδ
||Ǎ−v||2−1+α

2
,−1+α

2
,0
+ 24Cφδ||Ǎ−ṽ||21−α

2
, 1−α

2
,0

+ ǫ0||Ǎ+Φ̃
uv||21−α

2
, 1−α

2
,0
+

1

2ǫ0
||Ǎ+v||2α−1

2
,α−1

2
,0
+ C̃||v||2

s+α−1
2

,s+α
2
− 1−α

2
,r
.

C̃||v||s+α−1
2

,s+α
2
− 1−α

2
,r = C̃||v||s− 1

2
+α

2
,s− 1

2
+α,r arises because (4.23) concerns

only principal symbols. In the last step, we used (4.30). Multiply 24Cφδ on
both sides and then taking square root, applying Lemma 2.15, we obtain:

||Bδv||s+α
2
,s+α

2
,0 ≤C(

√

δ/ǫ0||Ẽδv||s+α
2
,s+α

2
,0 + ||B2v||s+α

2
,s+α

2
,0 + (δ +

√

δǫ0)

||G̃2Φ̃
uv||s+1−α

2
,s+1−α

2
,0 + C̃||v||s− 1

2
+α

2
,s− 1

2
+α,r),

(4.31)

where G̃2 is microlocalized near suppǎ, which contains Γ. The
term δ||G̃2Φ̃

uv||s+1−α
2
,s+1−α

2
controls 24Cφδ||Ǎ−ṽ|| 1−α

2
, 1−α

2
,0 and the

term
√
ǫ0δ||G̃2Φ̃v||s+1−α

2
,s+1−α

2
,0 controls ǫ0||Ǎ+Φ̃

uv|| 1−α
2

, 1−α
2

,0. Ẽδ ∈
Ψ0,0,r

cu,α (M,Γu) controls E2v−term and Ǎ+v−term. Its principal symbol ẽδ
satisfies

|τ rẽδ| ≤ 1 and WF′
cu(Eδ) ⊂ {φs > 3δ}.(4.32)
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B2 is chosen to control |〈E1v, v〉|. B2 satisfies

WF′
cu,α(B2) ∩ Ûǫ0 = ∅,(4.33)

which is possible by (4.28).

Next we estimate (δ +
√
δǫ0)||G̃2Φ̃

uv||s+1−α
2
,s+1−α

2
,0, which is equivalent

to (δ +
√
δǫ0)||G̃2Φ

uv||s+1+α
2
,s+1+α

2
,0. We control this term using (4.17).

Enlarging the wavefront set of G̃2 if necessary, this results in an error term
(δ +

√
δǫ0)||G̃2v||s+α

2
,s+α

2
,0. By Lemma 2.15 and (4.29), we know

||G̃2v||s+α
2
,s+α

2
,0 ≤2||Bδv||s+α

2
,s+α

2
,0 + 2||Eδv||s+α

2
,s+α

2
,0 + C̃||B2v||s+α

2
,s+α

2
,0

+ C̃||v||s− 1
2
+α

2
,s− 1

2
+α,0

=2||Bδv||s+α
2
,s+α

2
,0 + 2||Eδv||s+α

2
,s+α

2
,0 + C̃||B2v||s+α

2
,s+α

2
,0

+ C̃||v||s− 1
2
+α

2
,s− 1

2
+α,r,

(4.34)

where Eδ satisfies

|τ rσ(Eδ)| ≤ 1, τ rσ(Eδ) = 1 on {3δ ≤ φs ≤ 4ǫ0, |τ | ≤ ǫ0, |φ̃u| ≤ ǫ0, |p| ≤ ǫ0},

WF′
cu,α(Eδ) ⊂ {5

2
δ ≤ φs ≤ 5ǫ0, |τ | ≤ 2ǫ0, |φ̃u| ≤ 2ǫ0, |p| ≤ 2ǫ0}.

(4.35)

Substitute (4.34) in (4.31), and choose δ small enough so that the Bδ−term
on the right hand side can be absorbed by the Bδ−term on the left hand
side and fix ǫ0, we get:

||Bδv||s+α
2
,s+α

2
,0 ≤C(δ1/2||Eδv||s+α

2
,s+α

2
,0 + ||B2v||s+1−α

2
,s+1−α

2
,0

+ ||G̃2Pv||s−α
2
−m+2,s−α

2
−m+2,0 + C̃||v||s− 1

2
+α

2
,s− 1

2
+α,r)

After an overall α
2 shift of differential orders, we can rewrite this as:

||Bδv||s,s,0 ≤C(δ1/2||Eδv||s,s,0 + ||B2v||s+1−α,s+1−α,0

+ ||G̃2Pv||s−α−m+2,s−α−m+2,0 + C̃||v||s− 1
2
,s− 1−α

2
,r)

(4.36)

�

4.4. Propagation using Hp-flow.
The goal of this part is to control ||Eδv||s,s,0 by ||Bδv||s,s,0 and get a ‘re-
versed’ version of (4.36), using the propagation estimate of Hp again.

Proposition 4.7. There exist B̃1, G̃3 ∈ Ψ0,0,r
cu,α (M,Γu) with WF′

cu,α(B̃1) ⊂
Û7ǫ0\Û ǫ0

4
, G̃3 microlocalized near Γ, such that

||Eδv||s,s,0 ≤C(δ−β(||Bδv||s,s,0 + ||B̃1v||s,s,0 + ||v||s−1/2,s−(1−α)/2,r)

+
√

C̃(||G̃3Pv||s−m+1,s−m+1,0 + ||v||s−1/2,s−(1−α)/2,r)),

(4.37)
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where C is independent of δ, and δC̃ is bounded, Eδ, Bδ are the same as in
Proposition 4.6.

Proof. Consider the commutant

a = ǎ2, ǎ = τ−rρ̂−s+(m−1)/2|φs|−βψ3(log |φs/δ|)χu
3 (φ

u/|ρ̂|α)χT
3 (τ)χ

Σ
3 (p),

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

step, whenever companied with χu
3 or (χu

3)
′, φu

ρ̂α is effectively a symbol in

S0,0,r
cu,α (M,Γu). For the cut-off ψ3, we can arrange

ψ3ψ
′
3 = −b̃2l + ẽ,

where ẽ is supported in {δ ≤ |φs| ≤ 9
4δ} and it satisfies |ẽ| ≤ 1. b̃l ≥ 0,

and it is supported in {3
2δ ≤ |φs| < 6ǫ0δ

−1}. And according to the support

of b̃l and ẽ, we use a partition ψ2
3 = (ψ3−)

2 + (ψ3+)
2, where ψ3+ = ψ3 on

{9
4δ ≤ |φs| < 6ǫ0δ

−1}, suppψ3− ⊂ [0, log 9
4), 0 ≤ ψ3± ≤ 1. Next we consider

the pairing

Im〈Pv,Av〉 = 〈( i
2
[P,A] +

P − P ∗

2i
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

ǎHpǎ+ ρ̂−m+1p1ǎ
2 =− cρ̂−m+1ǎ2 − (ρ̂−sbl,−)

2 − (ρ̂−sbl,+)
2 + f1

+ f2 + hp,
(4.38)

where

bl,± =τ−r|φs|−βψ±
3 χ

u
3χ

T
3 χ

Σ
3 (βw

s − p1 − c+ rτ(τ−2Hpτ)

+ τ−r(s− (m− 1)/2)(ρ̂−1Hpρ̂) + wsb̃2l )
1/2

f2 =τ
−2rρ̂−2s|φs|−2βwsẽ(χu

3)
2(χT

3 )
2(χΣ

3 )
2,

h =τ−2rρ̂−2s+m|φs|−2βψ2
3(χ

u
3)

2(χT
3 )

2(−βrs + ψ′
3r

s

ψ3φs
+m(ρ̂−1Hpρ̂χ

Σ
3 (χ

Σ
3 )

′)).

f1 =τ
−2rρ̂−2s|φs3|−2βψ2

3(χ
Σ
3 )

2((−(wuφu + rup)|ρ̂|−α − αφu|ρ̂|−α−1Hpρ̂)

(χu
3)

′χu
3(χ

T
3 )

2 + (τ−2Hpτ)τ
2(χu

3)
2χT

3 (χ
T
3 )

′).

(4.39)

In the calculation of f1, we used

Hp(φ
u/|ρ̂|α) = −(wuφu + rup)|ρ̂|−α − αφu|ρ̂|−α−1Hpρ̂.

bl,+ is the main term, giving control over the region away from Γs. fi
are ‘error terms’. On the support of f1, which is away from Γ̄u, we have a
priori control (because when τ and φu/|ρ̂|α are close enough to 0, (χu)′ and
χ′
T will vanish, hence f1 is supported away from these regions). Recall that
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suppẽ(·) ⊂ [0, log(94 )), hence suppf2 ⊂ {δ ≤ |φs| ≤ 9
4δ}. bl,+ and f2 satisfy

bounds:

τ rbl,+ ≥ c′ on Û3ǫ0 ∩ {9
4
δ ≤ |φ|s ≤ 5ǫ0},

|f2| . τ−2rρ̂−2sδ−2β .
(4.40)

Quantize both sides of (4.38), and apply them to v and pairing with v,
we have:

c||Ǎv||2(m−1)/2,(m−1)/2,0 + ||Bl,+v||2s,s,0 + ||Bl,−||2s,s,0
≤|〈F1v, v〉| + |〈F2v, v〉| + |〈Pv,Hv〉| + |〈ǍPv, Ǎv〉| + C̃||v||s−1/2,s− 1−α

2
,r

≤|〈F1v, v〉| + |〈F2v, v〉| + ||G̃3Pv||2s−m+1,s−m+1,0 + C̃||G̃3v||2s−1,s−1,0

+ c||Ǎv||2(m−1)/2,(m−1)/2,0 +
1

2c
||ǍPv||2−(m−1)/2,−(m−1)/2,0

+ C̃||v||2
s−1/2,s− 1−α

2
,r
,

(4.41)

where G̃3 ∈ Ψ0,0,r
cu,α (M,Γu) is the microlocalizer. G̃3 is elliptic near suppǎ with

WF′
cu,α(G̃3) contained in a neighborhood of suppǎ. C̃||v||s−1/2,s− 1−α

2
,r arise

because (4.38) concerns only principal symbols and apply Lemma 3.1 when
we count orders and the a2−term in that Lemma is absorbed into f1−term
(and F1−term after quantization) here. Due to the ψ3 factor, |φs|−β . δ−β

on suppǎ and this estimate gives an upper bound of ǎ as well. Consequently,
for each set of fixed parameters other than δ, δ2βC̃ is bounded. Since β < 1

2

and we only concern δ small, δC̃ is bounded.
The Ǎv−terms on both sides cancel each other. The G̃3v−term and

G̃3Pv−term are introduced to control |〈Pv,Hv〉|. Use B̃1 ∈ Ψ0,0,r
cu,α (M,Γu)

which is elliptic on Û6ǫ0\Û ǫ0
2

and WF′
cu,α(B̃1) ⊂ Û7ǫ0\Û ǫ0

4
to control the

errors slightly away from Γ̄u. As we have mentioned, the main term be-
ing controlled is Bl,+−term, which is elliptic on a region that is near Γ̄u

but away from Γs. By our construction, WF′
cu,α(Eδ) ⊂ Ell(Bδ). For

F2−term, since Ûǫ0∩{|φ|s ≤ 3δ} ⊂ Ell(Bδ) and Û6ǫ0\Û ǫ0
2
⊂ Ell(B̃1), we know

WF′
cu,α(F2) ⊂ Ell(Bδ) ∪Ell(B̃1). Consequently, we can control |〈F2v, v〉| by

δ−2β(||Bδv||2s,s,0 + ||B̃1v||s,s,0 + ||v||s−1/2,s−(1−α)/2,r). Substitute this into
(4.41) and take square root on both sides, and we have:

||Eδv||s,s,0 ≤C(δ−β(||Bδv||s,s,0 + ||B̃1v||s,s,0 + ||v||s−1/2,s−(1−α)/2,r)

+
√

C̃(||G̃3Pv||s−m+1,s−m+1,0 + ||v||s−1/2,s−(1−α)/2,r)),

where C is independent of δ, and δC̃ is bounded. �

4.5. Combining Estimates.
Combine (4.37) with (4.36), we obtain an estimate with leading term
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δ1/2−β ||Bδv||s,s. By choosing δ small enough, we can absorb this term into
the left hand side and get:

||Bδv||s,s,0 .||B̃1v||s+1−α,s+1−α,0 + ||G̃2Pv||s−m+2−α,s−m+2−α,0

+ ||v||s−1/2,s−(1−α)/2,r ,
(4.42)

with following properties: Bδ is elliptic on (the lift of) Γ, WF′
cu,α(B̃1) ⊂

Û7ǫ0\Û ǫ0
4
. In addition, we enlarge Ell(G̃2) and WF′

cu,α(G̃2) to absorb the

G̃3−term. Now combine (4.4) and (4.42), and let B̃1 in (4.42) play the role
of B0 in (4.4). Since the order now is s + 1 − α instead of s + λα − α, so

the order need to be shifted by 1− λα. For B̃1−term, we localize inside the
front face by inserting another cutoff, i.e., we use

||B̃1v||s+1−λα,s+1−α,0 .||B1v||s+1−λα,−∞,0 + ||G̃Pv||s−m+2−λα,s−m+2−α,0

+ ||G̃v||s−λα,s,0 + ||v||s− 1
2
−λα,s− 1

2
+α,r,

where these operators satisfy: Û6ǫ0\Ûǫ0/2 ⊂ Ell(B̃1) ⊂ WF′
cu,α(B̃1) ⊂

Û7ǫ0\Ûǫ0/4, WF′
cu,α(G̃) ⊂ {| ρ

φu | ≤ 3C1} ∩ U3η1 = {|φu

ρ | ≥ (3C1)
−1} ∩ U3η1 ,

and WF′
cu,α(B1) ∩ Ūη1 = ∅. In particular, if we choose C1, η1, ǫ0 so that

(3C1)
−1 > ǫ0

2 , 3η1 < 6ǫ0, then WF′
cu,α(G̃) ⊂ Ell(B̃1) and we can iterate to

improve this error term. Concretely, apply the same estimate to G̃v 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
B̃1, the microlocal error and G̃v−term with one order lower norm can both
be absorbed into the last error term ||v||s− 1

2
−λα,s− 1

2
+α,r:

||B̃1v||s+1−λα,s+1−α,0 .||B1v||s+1−λα,−∞,0 + ||G̃Pv||s−m+2−λα,s−m+2−α,0

+ ||v||s− 1
2
−λα,s− 1

2
+α,r.

Substitute this estimate into (4.42) and we get

||Bδv||s,s,0 .||B1v||s+1−λα,−∞,0 + ||G̃Pv||s−m+2−λα,s−m+2−α,0

+ ||G̃3Pv||s−m+2−α,s−m+2−α,0 + ||v||s− 1
2
,s− 1

2
+α,r.

G̃3 is microlocalized in a neighborhood of Γ but WF′
cu,α(G̃3)∩Γs = ∅. G̃3Pv

and G̃Pv−terms can be combined together using a G0 obtained by enlarging
their wavefront set. And then we iterate to improve the last error term to
obtain

||Bδv||s,s,0 .||B1v||s+1−λα,s,0 + ||G0Pv||s−m+2−λα,s−m+2−α,0 + ||v||−N,−N,r,

where Bδ is elliptic on Γ, and WF′
cu,α(B1)∩ Γ̄u = ∅, and λ satisfies (3.8). In

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

λ < 1− c

νmax
.
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We recall that we can take c→ 0, at the cost of making the constant in the
estimate O(c−1) 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, ||B̃1v||s+1−λα,s+1−α,0, ||B1v||s+1−λα,s,0

etc. Equivalently we have

||Bv||s,s,0 .||B1v||s+1−λα,s,0 + ||G0Pv||s−m+2−λα,s−m+2−α,0 + ||v||−N,−N,r,
(4.43)

where B ∈ Ψ0,0,r
cu,α (M,Γu) is elliptic on both Ûǫ0 and the front face.

4.6. Regularization.
Only assuming that the right hand side of (3.14) 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.,
(4.9) and (4.10)) are not finite with only (−N,−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 − 1

2 first
and then for general N by induction. Starting with Proposition 4.2, we
replace ǎ by:

ǎηr := t2ηr ǎ,(4.44)

where tηr = (1+ηr ρ̂
−1)−1, ηr > 0. In (4.6), this new t2ηr factor introduces an

extra term given by the Hp−derivative falling on tηr . Direct computation
shows

Hp(t
4
ηr ) = 4t3ηrHptηr = 4

ηr
ηr + ρ̂

t4ηr(ρ̂
−1Hpρ̂).

Now since | ηr
ηr+ρ̂ | ≤ 1, ρ̂−1Hpρ̂→ 0 as τ → 0, hence this term can be made

small when we localize near τ = 0. Consequently, this term can be absorbed
into the b0− term (notice that all terms have an extra t4ηr−factor now).

For ηr > 0, we know that aηr = ǎ2ηr is a symbol of 4 order less in both the
indices associated with the fiber infinity and the front face compared with

a = ǎ2. To be concrete, a ∈ S
2s+2−(m−1),2s+2−(m−1)+2λα,2r
cu,α (M,Γu), aηr ∈

S2s−m−1,2s−m−1+2λα,2r
cu,α (M,Γu). Thus assuming −N = s − 1

2 regularity
of v in a priori, all pairing and integration by parts are justified and we
obtain an estimate similar to (4.15), but with B0, B

ff , ... replaced by

B0,ηr , B
ff
ηr , ..., which are obtained by quantizing the symbol of the same

lowercase letter (without ηr) with an extra tηr factor. Fianlly we let
ηr → 0 and apply the weak-* compactness argument, see for example
Section 5.4.4 of [32], we obtain the estimate above (4.15) without ηr and

B0v ∈ Hs+1,s+1+λα−α,r
cu,α (M,Γu). 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

∆(r) = (r2 + a2)(1− Λr2

3
)− 2mr

has four distinct real roots

r− < rC < re < rc.

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 [1] for more details.

Recall that in the Boyer-Lindquist coordinates, the Kerr(-de Sitter) space-
time is given by (1.1). We use ϕ ∈ S

1, θ ∈ [0, π] as spherical coordinates on
S
2. And M◦ is equipped with the metric gm,a given by (1.2).
As discussed after (2.1), we useM = (M◦⊔([0,∞)τ×X))/ ∼ to denote the

spacetime that is compactified at the time infinity. Since (1.2) is independent
of t, it naturally extends to a metric on M . In order to distinguish with our
model M̃ in following sections, variables on T ∗M are denoted as (xM , ξM ).
The singularity of (1.2) at horizons {r = re, rc} 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 +Gθ,

(r2 + a2 cos2 θ)Gr = ∆(r)ξ2r −
(1 + Λa2

3 )2

∆(r)
((r2 + a2)ξt + aξϕ)

2

(r2 + a2 cos2 θ)Gθ = ∆θξ
2
θ +

(1 + Λa2

3 )2

∆θ sin
2 θ

(a sin2 θξt + ξϕ)
2.

(5.1)

The singularities of g and G at {θ = 0, π} can be resolved by coordinate
change, we refer to [9, Section 3.1] for more detailed discussion. Applying
the analytic framework we developed, we take

pm,a = (r2 + a2 cos2 θ)Gm,a.(5.2)

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:

Acu = {u ∈ L∞(M) : Au ∈ L∞(M), ∀A ∈ Diffcu(M)},(5.3)

where Diffcu(M) = ∪m∈ZDiffm
cu(M). And also its weighted version:

Aα
cu(M) := ταAcu(M).(5.4)

We will only consider the case α > 0.

Definition 5.2. A metric g is called an Aα
cu−asymptotic Kerr(-de Sitter)

metric if

g = gm,a + g̃,(5.5)

where gm,a is given by (1.2) and g̃ ∈ Aα
cu(M) ⊗ S2,cuT ∗M . And we denote

its dual metric function by G. We say g is subextreamal if gm,a is so. This
is well-defined since gm,a in (5.5) is unique when α > 0.

In this case we denote

p = (r2 + a2 cos2 θ)G(5.6)

and consider P ∈ Ψ2
cu(M) with principal symbol p. In particular, (r2 +

a2 cos2 θ)✷g, which is a smooth (and uniformly lower and upper bounded)
multiple of ✷g 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 [9, Proposition 3.5] (for Kerr case) restated as Proposition
5.3.

Proposition 5.3. For (ξt, ξϕ) ∈ R
2\{(0, 0)}, define:

Fξt,ξϕ(r) :=
1

∆(r)
((r2 + a2)ξt + aξϕ)

2.

(1) Then either:
• Fξt,ξϕ vanishes at re or rc and has no critical point in (re, rc).
• Fξt,ξϕ has exactly one critical point rξt,ξϕ ∈ (re, rc) and
F ′′
ξt,ξϕ

(rξt,ξϕ) > 0.

(2) Fξt,ξϕ > 0 on Σ.

(3) The trapped set in M is:

Γ := ∪(ξt,ξϕ)∈R2\{(0,0)}Γξt,ξϕ ,(5.7)

where Γξt,ξϕ := {ξr = r − rξt,ξϕ = pm,a = 0}.
(4) Γ is a smooth connected 5-dimensional submanifold of T ∗M with

defining function ξr, r − rξt,ξϕ , pm,a.
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(5) The trapping of the flow of 1
Hpm,a t

Hpm,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:

Γu/s := {ϕu/s = 0} ∩ Σ,(5.8)

where ϕu/s = ξr ∓ sgn(r − rξt,ξϕ)(1 + α̂)

√

Fξt,ξϕ
(r)−Fξt,ξϕ

(rξt,ξϕ )

∆(r) and

α̂ = Λa2

3 .

Remark 5.4. Coupling with sgn(r− rξt,ξϕ), the square root function in the

definition of Γu/s is smooth because at rξt,ξϕ, F
′
ξt,ξϕ

(r) = 0 and Fξt,ξϕ(r) −
Fξt,ξϕ(rξt,ξϕ) vanishes quadratically at rξt,ξϕ.

Next we verify that the rescaled version of ϕu/s above are exactly the
defining functions that characterize the normally hyperbolic trapping prop-
erties, i.e. they satisfy (3.5). Define

ϕ̂u := ξ−1
t ϕu, ϕ̂s := ϕs.(5.9)

Proposition 5.5. ϕ̂u/s defined in (5.9) satisfy (3.5) with φu/s replaced by

ϕ̂u/s.

Proof. Since Hpm,aξt = 0, thus any factor as a function of ξt commute with

Hp and we consider ϕu/s instead, i.e., ignore the ξt power in front of ϕu. We
have

pm,a(x, ξ) =(r2 + a2 cos2 θ)Gm,a(x, ξ)

=∆(r)ξ2r + (1 + α̂ cos2 θ)ξ2θ +
(1 + α̂)2

(1 + α̂ cos2 θ) sin2 θ
(aξt sin

2 θ + ξϕ)
2

− (1 + α̂)2

∆(r)
((r2 + a2)ξt + aξϕ)

2.

Thus

Hpm,aξt = Hpm,aξϕ = Hpm,arξt,ξϕ = 0,

Hpm,aϕ
u/s = Hpm,aξr ∓ sgn(r − rξξt,ξϕ )(1 + α̂)Hpm,a(

√

Fξt,ξϕ(r)− Fξt,ξϕ(rξt,ξϕ)

∆(r)
),

Hpm,ar = −Hrpm,a = ∂ξrpm,a = 2∆(r)ξr,

Hpm,aξr = −Hξrpm,a = −∂rpm,a = −∆′(r)ξ2r + (1 + α̂)2F ′
ξt,ξϕ(r),

Hpm,a(

√

Fξt,ξϕ(r)− Fξt,ξϕ(rξt,ξϕ)

∆(r)
)

=
1

2
(F ′

ξt,ξϕ(r)((Fξt,ξϕ(r)− Fξt,ξϕ(rξt,ξϕ))∆(r))−1/2
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− (Fξt,ξϕ(r)− Fξt,ξϕ(rξt,ξϕ))
1/2∆(r)−3/2∆′(r))Hpm,ar,

Hpm,aϕ
u/s =Hpm,aξr ∓ sgn(r − rξξt,ξϕ )(1 + α̂)Hpm,a(

√

Fξt,ξϕ(r)− Fξt,ξϕ(rξt,ξϕ)

∆(r)
).

=−∆′(r)ξ2r + (1 + α̂)2F ′
ξt,ξϕ(r)∓ sgn(r − rξξt,ξϕ )(1 + α̂)

× 1

2
(F ′

ξt,ξϕ(r)((Fξt,ξϕ(r)− Fξt,ξϕ(rξt,ξϕ))∆(r))−1/2

− (Fξt,ξϕ(r)− Fξt,ξϕ(rξt,ξϕ))
1/2∆(r)−3/2∆′(r))Hpm,ar

=−∆′(r)ξ2r + (1 + α̂)2F ′
ξt,ξϕ(r)∓ sgn(r − rξξt,ξϕ )(1 + α̂)

× (F ′
ξt,ξϕ(r)((Fξt,ξϕ(r)− Fξt,ξϕ(rξt,ξϕ))∆(r))−1/2

− (Fξt,ξϕ(r)− Fξt,ξϕ(rξt,ξϕ))
1/2∆(r)−3/2∆′(r))∆(r)ξr

=−∆′(r)ξ2r + (1 + α̂)2F ′
ξt,ξϕ(r)∓ sgn(r − rξξt,ξϕ )(1 + α̂)

(F ′
ξt,ξϕ(r)(Fξt,ξϕ(r)− Fξt,ξϕ(rξt,ξϕ))

−1/2∆1/2(r)

− (Fξt,ξϕ(r)− Fξt,ξϕ(rξt,ξϕ))
1/2∆(r)−1/2∆′(r))ξr

=(ξr ∓ (1 + α̂)Sξt,ξϕ(r))× (−∆′(r)ξr ∓
(1 + α̂)F ′

ξt,ξϕ
(r)

Sξt,ξϕ(r)
).

where

Sξt,ξϕ(r) = sgn(r − rξt,ξϕ)

√

Fξt,ξϕ(r)− Fξt,ξϕ(rξt,ξϕ)

∆(r)
,

which is a monotonically increasing smooth function with inverse function
S−1
ξt,ξϕ

when we restrict r close enough to rξt,ξϕ . Next we show that

(1 + α̂)F ′
ξt,ξϕ

(r)

Sξt,ξϕ(r)

is lower bounded. By the charaterization of Fξt,ξϕ in Proposition 5.3, we can
set

F ′
ξt,ξϕ(r) = (r − rξt,ξϕ)fξt,ξϕ(r),

where cf (ξ
2
t + ξ2ϕ) ≤ fξt,ξϕ(r) ≤ Cf (ξ

2
t + ξ2ϕ) with cf , Cf > 0 when r is close

to rξt,ξϕ . The upper bound follows fron the smoothness of F ′
ξt,ξϕ

. On the

other hand, cf is obtained by considering the homogeneous degree of Fξt,ξϕ

and hence we can restrict (ξt, ξϕ) to a sphere, which is compact. If such
cf does not exist, then by compactness argument we can find (ξt, ξϕ) ∈ S

2

such that fξt,ξϕ(rξt,ξϕ) = 0, contradicting the simplicity of this critical point.

Similarly for the argument about f̃ξt,ξϕ below. Since rξt,ξϕ is a critical point
of Fξt,ξϕ with F ′′

ξt,ξϕ
(r) > 0, then we can assume

Fξt,ξϕ(r)− Fξt,ξϕ(rξt,ξϕ) = (r − rξt,ξϕ)
2f̃ξt,ξϕ(r),
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with cf̃ (ξ
2
t + ξ2ϕ) ≤ f̃ξt,ξϕ(r) ≤ Cf̃ (ξ

2
t + ξ2ϕ) near rξt,ξϕ . Consequently

Sξt,ξϕ(r) = (r − rξt,ξϕ)f̃
1/2
ξt,ξϕ

(r)∆(r)−1/2.(5.10)

Thus

(1 + α̂)F ′
ξt,ξϕ

(r)

Sξt,ξϕ(r)
= (1 + α̂)fξt,ξϕ(r)f̃

−1/2
ξt,ξϕ

∆(r)1/2

is lower bounded by a positive constant multiple of (ξ2t + ξ2ϕ)
1/2 near r =

rξt,ξϕ . In particular, using the characterization of Γ in Proposition 5.3,
we can choose a neightborhood of Γ on which ξr is small. Thus the sign

of (−∆′(r)ξr ∓ (1+α̂)F ′

ξt,ξϕ
(r)

Sξt,ξϕ
(r) ) is ∓ for ϕu/s respectively and (−∆′(r)ξr ∓

(1+α̂)F ′

ξt,ξϕ
(r)

Sξt,ξϕ
(r) ) is a multiple of (ξ2t + ξ2ϕ)

1/2 bounded away from 0, which

verifies (3.5) after rescaling by (ξ2t + ξ2ϕ)
−1/2. �

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
‘x1’. 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

M̃◦ := Rx1 × S
2 ×Rx4 .(5.11)

Set X̃ := Rx1 × S
2 and use x2 ∈ [0, π], x3 ∈ S

1 as spherecal coordinates.

Similar to how we obtain M from M◦, we define M̃ to be M̃◦ compactified
by attaching the hypersurface {x4 = ∞}. Formally, using x = (x1, x2, x3, x4)

as coordinates on M̃◦, we set

M̃ := (M̃◦ ⊔ (X̃ × [0,∞)τ̃ ))/ ∼,
where ∼ is the identification: (x1, x2, x3, x4) ∼ (x1, x2, x3, τ̃ = x−1

4 ). And
cuT ∗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 Γ to a conic set in cuT ∗M̃ . In particular,
Sp sends Γu to {x1 = 0}. We begin by stating our result.

Theorem 5.6. There exists a homogeneous symplectomorphism Sp from U
to cuT ∗M̃ , such that Sp(Γu ∩ U) = {x1 = 0} ∩ Sp(U), Sp(Γs ∩ U) = {ξ1 =
0} ∩ Sp(U). In addition, Sp preserves the time infinity in the sense that
Sp({τ = 0}) ⊂ {τ̃ = 0}.
Proof. We define Sp on the coordinate patch Rt × X and then show that
|t − x4| is bounded, so that t−infinity and x4−infinity coincide and tak-
ing t → ∞ gives the extension of Sp down to {τ = 0} ⊂cu T ∗M . For
z0 = (τ = t−1, r, ϕ, θ) ∈ U , we define Sp(z0) by defining its components
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(x1, x2, x3, x4, ξ1, ξ2, ξ3, ξ4). Sp is a homogeneous symplectomorphism if and
only if

{Sp∗(xi),Sp∗(xi)} = δij , {Sp∗(ξi),Sp∗(ξj)} = δij ,

{Sp∗(xi),Sp∗(ξj)} = 0, G̃td ◦ Sp = Sp ◦Gtd ,
(5.12)

where the Poisson brackets are with respect to the natural symplectic struc-
ture on cuT ∗M . Gtd , resp. G̃td are dilating fiber parts by td ∈ R on cuT ∗M ,

resp. cuT ∗M̃ . In discussion below, we use xi, ξj to donote their pull-back by
Sp when there is no confusion. Define x1 by

x1 := ϕ̂u = ξ−1
t (ξr − sgn(r − rξt,ξϕ)(1 + α̂)

√

Fξt,ξϕ(r)− Fξt,ξϕ(rξt,ξϕ)

∆(r)
),

which is the normalized defining function of Γu.
Since Hϕ̂uϕ̂s > 0 in a neighborhood U of Γ, we know that starting from

each point p = (t, r, θ, ϕ, ξt, ξr, ξθ, ξϕ) in U , the Hϕ̂u−flow has exactly one
intersection with Γs and denote it by p0 = (t0, r0, θ, ϕ0, ξt, ξr0, ξθ, ξϕ), where
we used the fact that ξt, ξθ, ξϕ, θ are constants along Hϕ̂u−flow. Define ξ1
to be the time need for traveling from p to p0 along the Hϕ̂u−flow:

ξ1 := T s(p) =
r − r0
Hϕ̂ur

= ξt(r − r0).

Since ξ1 is defined as travel time to Γs, hence Γs is sent to {ξ1 = 0}. Since
ϕ̂u is preserved by Hϕ̂u−flow, we know

ξr0 − ξr = (1 + α̂)Sξt,ξϕ(r0)− (1 + α̂)Sξt,ξϕ(r),(5.13)

Since p0 ∈ Γs, we know

ξr0 = −(1 + α̂)Sξt,ξϕ(r0).

Thus

2ξr0 = ξr − (1 + α̂)Sξt,ξϕ(r) = ϕu(p).(5.14)

Combining (5.13) and (5.14), we obtain

Sξt,ξϕ(r0) =
ξr0 − ξr
1 + α̂

+ Sξt,ξϕ(r)

=
ξr − (1 + α̂)Sξt,ξϕ(r)

2(1 + α̂)
− ξr

1 + α̂
+ Sξt,ξϕ(r)

= −ξr − (1 + α̂)Sξt,ξϕ(r)

2(1 + α̂)
.

Thus

r0 = S−1
ξt,ξϕ

(− ϕu(p)

2(1 + α̂)
).(5.15)

Consequently

T s(p) = ξt(r − S−1
ξt,ξϕ

(− ϕu(p)

2(1 + α̂)
)).(5.16)
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By considering dependence of x1 = ϕ̂u and ξ1 = T s(p), we can choose

x2 = θ, ξ2 = ξθ, ξ3 = ξϕ, ξ4 = ξt.

So θ = 0, π are sent to x2 = 0, π respectively. Those S
1
ϕ degenerate to a

single point inM correspond to those S1x3
degenerate to a single point in M̃ ,

thus Sp is smooth and well defined on M . Next we try to find X3 so that

x3 = ϕ+X3(x, ξ)

satisfies (5.12), where we are interpreting S
1
ϕ as Rϕ/2πZ and x3 is

also parametrizing S
1
x3
, i.e. Rx3/2πZ. If two points have the same

x3−coordinates, but with different ϕ,X3 respectively, then their
x1 = ϕ̂u, ξ1 = T s coordinates are different as well because of (5.17)
below. On the other hand, when we choose two different representatives
of ϕ for the same point, the x3 components of their image, which is given
by ϕ +X3, differ by a multiple of 2π, hence correspond to the same point
in Rx3/2πZ. Thus this map is well-defined and injective. Using (5.12),
{ξθ,X3} = {θ,X3} = {ξt,X3} = 0 implies that X3 is independent of
θ, ξθ, t. {ξϕ, ϕ +X3} = 1 implies {ξϕ,X3}, i.e. X3 is independent of ϕ. By
remaining equations: {ϕ̂u, ϕ+X3} = 0, {T s, ϕ+X3} = 0, the ODE system
that X3 satisfies is











HT sX3 = −∂ξϕT s(p)

Hϕ̂uX3 = −∂ξϕ(ϕ̂u)

VDX3 = 0,

(5.17)

where VD = ξr∂ξr + ξϕ∂ξϕ + ξt∂ξt , in which we neglected ξθ∂ξθ component

since it is not involved in the defining function of Γu/s and hence not involved
in our discussion.

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

[Hϕ̂u , VD] = Hϕ̂u ,

[HT s , VD] = 0.

Combining with the fact that Hθ,Hξθ ,Hϕ̂u ,HT s ,Hξϕ commute with each
other, the condition (C.1.2) is satisfied. Next we verify (C.1.4) there:

HT s(∂ξϕϕ̂
u)−Hϕ̂u(∂ξϕT

s) = 0,

which is equivalent to, using Hϕ = −∂ξϕ ,
∂ξϕHT sϕ̂u + [HT s ,−Hϕ]ϕ̂

u = ∂ξϕHϕ̂uT s + [Hϕ̂u ,−Hϕ]T
s.

SinceHϕ̂uT s = 1 by the definition of T s, the first terms on both sides vanish,
and this is equivalent to

H{T s,ϕ}ϕ̂
u +H{ϕ,ϕ̂u}T

s = 0.

Using Poisson brackets, this is

{{T s, ϕ}, ϕ̂u}+ {{ϕ, ϕ̂u}, T s} = 0.
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Since {{ϕ̂u, T s}, ϕ} = {1, ϕ} = 0, above equation holds by Jacobi’s identity.
Equations in (C.1.4) involving VD are

HT s0− VD(−∂ξϕT s) = 0,

Hϕ̂u0− VD(−∂ξϕϕ̂u) = −∂ξϕϕ̂u,

both of which follow from the fact that ∂ξϕT
s and ∂ξϕϕ 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 Θ1 := U ∩ {T s = ϕ̂u = 0, t = t1, θ = θ1, ϕ = ϕ1, ξθ = ξθ1, |ξ| =
1}, where t1, ξθ1, ϕ1, θ1 are fixed constants and |ξθ1| < 1. By Proposition
5.3, T s = ϕ̂u = 0 is equivalent to r = rξt,ξϕ , ξr = 0, thus Θ1 is parametrized
by ξϕ. We set X3 = 0 on this codimension 7 smooth submanifold.

Using the same method, we construct X4 in x4 = t+X4 such that


















HT sX4 = −∂ξtT s(p)

Hϕ̂uX4 = −∂ξt(ϕ̂u)

Hx3X4 = −∂ξtx3,
VDX4 = 0,

where other commutation relations are already satisfied. Condition (C.1.2)
and (C.1.4) in [19] are verified in the same manner. We take the first and
the third equations as examples. We need to verify

Hx3∂ξtT
s(p)−HT s∂ξtx3 = 0.

This is equivalent to

{{T s, t}, x3}+ {{t, x3}, T s} = 0,

which follows from {{x3, T s}, t} = {0, T s} = 0 and Jacobi’s identity. The
rest conditions involving VD are verified in the same manner as when we solve
X3. And we can assign initial value ofX4 at Θ2 := U∩{ξr = 0, r = rξt,ξϕ , t =

t1, θ = θ1, ϕ = ϕ1, ξθ = ξθ1, ξϕ = ξϕ1, |ξ| = 1} with |ξϕ1|2 + |ξθ1|2 < 1, which
is a single point. We set X4 = 0 at Θ2. Finally we show that X4 = 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
X4 are varying over a bounded region and the right hand sides of those
ODEs are bounded as well, thus X4 is bounded. �

By [14, Theorem 2.3,2.6,4.3], we know that the properties we stated in
Section 3.1 holds not only for the Hpm,a−flow, but also for the Hp−flow. Let

Γ
u/s
g be the unstable and stable manifolds defined for p in (5.6), then their

intersection with time infinity {τ = 0} are the same as Γ̄u/s = Γu/s∩{τ = 0}.
Since ϕu/s are time-independent, Γu/s in fact is the stationary extension of

Γ̄u/s, and hence the stationary extension of Γ
u/s
g ∩ {τ = 0}. Γ

u/s
g approach

Γu/s in the Aα
cu−sense (i.e., it is a graph of a Aα

cu−function over Γu/s near
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Γ̄u/s. Thus Sp∗(x1) is still the defining function of the stationary extension

of Γ
u/s
g ∩ {τ = 0}. Summarizing the discussion, we have

Corollary 5.7. The homogeneous symplectomorphism Sp constructed in
Theorem 5.6 sends the stationary extension of Γu

g ∩ {τ = 0} to {x1 = 0},
and the stationary extension of Γs

g ∩ {τ = 0} to {ξ1 = 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 T 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 eiαij , and hence always cancels out if we conjugate by T ,
i.e., multiplying T, T ∗ simultaneously. We use a finite open cover {Uj}j∈J of
U so that Ui ∩ Uj is contractible for i, j ∈ J and {(πM (Uj), ϕj)} 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 Rt only need one
chart to cover and the 2 charts are needed for the S

2 component.
We denote the coordinates on Uj by (y, η) = (ty, ry, ϕy , θy, ηt, ηr, ηϕ, ηθ)

and the coordinates on Sp(Uj) by (x, ζ) = (x1, x2, x3, x4 = τ̃−1, ζ1, ζ2, ζ3, ζ4),
which is valid down to τ = 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 {χj}j∈J be a partition of unity subordinate to
{πM (Uj)}j∈J , shrinking Uj if necessary, we can choose a family of Fourier
integral operators Tj associated to Sp|Uj such that

(1) T ∗
j Tj − IdM ∈ Ψ−∞,0

cu (M) microlocally on Uj, TjT
∗
j − IdM̃ ∈

Ψ−∞,0
cu (M̃) microlocally on Sp(Uj). Tj is elliptic on Uj.

(2) For A ∈ Ψm,r
cu (M) with principal symbol a and WF(a) ⊂ Uj, B :=

TjAT
∗
j ∈ Ψm,r

cu (M̃) has principal symbol

b = (Sp−1)∗(a) = a ◦ (Sp−1).(5.18)

(3) T ∗
k Tj − ckje

iαkj ∈ Ψ−∞,0
cu (M) on Uj ∩ Uk, where ckj > 0, αkj ∈ R.

Define the global Fourier integral operator T by

Tu = T1χ1u+ c21e
iα21T2χ2u, u ∈ D′(M).

Then for the glued conjugated P :

P̃ :=
∑

j∈J

Tj(χjP )T
∗
j ,(5.19)
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we have

P̃ T = TP +R,(5.20)

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) ⊂cu T ∗M×cuT ∗M̃ , the graph of Sp, has a generating function
in the sense of [12], which means there exists ϕ(z, η) such that Sp has the
form

(ϕ′
η(x, η), η) 7→ (x, ϕ′

x(x, η)).(5.21)

By [12, Theorem 5.3], we need to verify that, the projection πSp from G(Sp)
toM×R

4, i.e., the (τ, r, θ, ϕ, ζ1, ζ2, ζ3, ζ4) 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’
on U×cuT ∗M̃ . Since ζ2 = ζθ, ζ3 = ζϕ, ζ4 = ζt = −ζτ , and the projection from
G(Sp) to cuT ∗M , i.e., the (τ, r, θ, ϕ, ζt, ζr, ζθ, ζϕ) part is a diffeomorphism,
we need to verify

∂ζ1
∂ζr

6= 0,

which is sufficient for πSp to have full rank. This is straight forward by

ζ1 = ζt(r − S−1
ζt,ζϕ

(− ϕu(p)
2(1+α̂))), ϕ

u = ζr − Sζt,ζϕ(r) and (S−1
ζt,ζϕ

)′ 6= 0, where

the last condition holds because by (5.10), when r is close to rζt,ζϕ , S
′
ζt,ζϕ

(r)

is continuous and positive, thus (S−1
ζt,ζϕ

)′ 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) ⊂ U ×cu T ∗M̃ . We obtain a Fourier integral operator
Tj : D

′(πM (Uj)) → D′(πM̃ (Sp(Uj))) quantizing Sp|Uj , being elliptic on and
microlocally unitary on Uj in the sense that

T ∗
j Tj − IdM ∈ Ψ−∞,0

cu (M) on Uj , TjT
∗
j − IdM̃ ∈ Ψ−∞,0

cu (M̃) on Sp(Uj).

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 ∈ Ψm,r

cu (M) with principal symbol a and WF′(A) ⊂ Uj,

we know B := TjAT
∗
j ∈ Ψm,r

cu (M̃). And it has the same symbol modulo

Sm−2,r
cu (M):

b = (Sp−1)∗(a) = a ◦ (Sp−1)modSm−2,r
cu (M),(5.22)

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(hµ)−terms are understood as µ−order lower symbol or operators in the
classical case. And the factors 1

h 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 Uj , we choose Tj of the form

Tju(x) =

∫

ei(ϕ(x,η)−y·η)tj(x, y, η)u(z)dydη +Ku,(5.23)

where K is a smoothing operator, and T ∗
j has a similar expression.

Under composition, for A ∈ Ψm,r
cu (M) with principal symbol a and

WF′(A) ⊂ Uj , TAT
∗ has an oscillatory integral representation (see [12,

page 109])

(TjAT
∗
j u)(x) =

∫

ei(ϕ(x,η)−x′·η+x′·θ−ϕ(y,θ))t(x, x′, η)a(y, ϕ′
x(x, η))

t∗(x′, y, θ)u(y)dx′dηdydθ

for u ∈ C∞(Uj) and we used (y′, η′) to denote a point on cuT ∗M̃ . Apply-
ing the stationary phase lemma, its leading contribution is from the non-
degenerate critical point η = θ, x′ = ϕ′

η(x, η), and we have (on the principal
symbol level)

(TjAT
∗
j u)(x) =

∫

ei(ϕ(x,θ)−ϕ(y,θ))c(x, y, θ)u(y)dydθ.

Notice that,

ϕ(x, θ)− ϕ(y, θ) = (x− y)Ξ(x, y, θ),

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

(TjAT
∗
j u)(x) =

∫

ei(x−y)·ξc(x, y, ξ)u(y)dydξ +Ku,(5.24)

This has the form of a cusp pseudodifferential operator, as long as
we verify that c(x, y, η)|x=y is a cusp symbol. This is because c is
t(x, ϕ′

η(x, η), θ)a(y, ϕ
′
x(x, η))t

∗(ϕ′
η(x, η), y, θ) multiplied by a factor involv-

ing the second derivative of ϕ(x, η) − x′ · η + x′ · θ − ϕ(y, θ) with respect to
(x′, η). By the remark at the end of [12, Section 9], the generating function
is

ϕ(x, η) = y · η|G(Sp) = πy(π
−1
x,η(x, η)) · η.
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Notice that the only part in y that involves t is x4 = t+X4, with X4 being
independent of t, thus all these extra factors arise from applying the method
of stationary phase is bounded under iterated application of t2∂t, which is
the desired property for a cusp symbol (the boundedness when taking other
derivatives is clear).

Let {χj}j∈J be a partition of unity subordinate to {πM (Uj)}j∈J , shrinking
Uj if necessary, we can choose a family of Fourier integral operators Tj
associated to Sp|Uj satisfying properties listed in Proposition 5.8. Define
the global Fourier integral operator T by

Tu = T1χ1u+ c21e
iα21T2χ2u, u ∈ D′(M).

By Property (3) in the statement of the proposition, two terms here are
microlocally equal on Uj ∩ Uk, and since Tj is elliptic on Uj, T is elliptic on
U . Notice that T ∗

1 T2T
∗
2 T1 = IdM microlocally on U1 ∩ U2, thus we know

c12 = c−1
21 , α12 = −α21.

Direct computation shows

T ∗T − IdM ∈ Ψ−∞,0
cu (M) on U , TT ∗ − IdM̃ ∈ Ψ−∞,0

cu (M̃) on Sp(U).

Then we consider P̃ :=
∑

j∈J Tj(χjP )T
∗
j . We have

P̃ Tu =(T1χ1PT
∗
1 + T2χ2PT

∗
2 )(T1χ1u+ c21e

iα21T2χ2)u

=(T1χ1Pχ1 + T2χ2Pc21e
iα21χ1 + T1χ1PT

∗
1 c21e

iα21T2χ2+

c21e
iα21T2χ2Pχ2)u+Ru.

Since the third term has both χ1, χ2 factor, and on U1 ∩U2 we have T ∗
1 T2 =

c12e
iα12 +R. So

T1χ1PT
∗
1 c21e

iα21T2χ2u = T1χ1Pc21c12e
i(α21+α12)χ2u = T1χ1Pχ2u.

We have

P̃ Tu =(T1χ1Pχ1 + T2χ2Pc21e
iα21χ1 + T1χ1Pχ2 + c21e

iα21T2χ2Pχ2)u

+Ru

=(T1χ1 + c21e
iα21)Pu+Ru

=TPu+Ru.

(5.25)

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. �

5.5. Properties of the conjugated operator.

In this part we verify that P̃ fits into the framework in Section 2 to Section
4. In particular, the microlocal estimate in Section 4 holds with P replaced
by P̃ and v replaced by Tv.
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First we prove that weighted Sobolev spaces are preserved under T . When
an inequality involves norms on both M and M̃ , we write Hs

cu(M̃ ),Hs
cu(M)

to index the norm instead of only writing the orders.

Proposition 5.9. Suppose u ∈ τµHs
cu(M) and suppu ⊂ πM (U), then Tu ∈

τ̃µHs
cu(M̃). And conversely if Tu ∈ τ̃µHs

cu(M̃ ), then u ∈ τµHs
cu(M) and

||τ̃−µTu||Hs
cu(M̃) . ||τ−µu||Hs

cu(M),

||τ−µu||Hs
cu(M) . ||τ̃−µTu||Hs

cu(M̃ ) + ||τ−µu||H−N
cu (M).

(5.26)

Proof. By the definition of T , we only need to prove the same estimates
for Tj , j = 1, 2 respectively. In this proof we denote the coordinates on
Uj by (y, η) = (ty, ry, ϕy, θy, ηt, ηr, ηϕ, ηθ) and the coordinates on Sp(Uj) by
(x, ξ) = (x1, x2, x3, x4 = τ̃−1, ξ1, ξ2, ξ3, ξ4), which is valid down to τ = 0
when we consider oscillatory integral expression of Tj. First suppose that

u ∈ τµHs
cu(M) and suppu ⊂ πM (Uj) and we need to show Tju ∈ τ̃µHs

cu(M̃ ).
By the remark at the end of Section 9 of [12], the generating function is

ϕ(x, η) = y · η|G(Sp) = πy(π
−1
x,η(x, η)) · η.

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, η) is a diffeomorphism. πy(π

−1
x,η(x, η))

is the y−component of the point on G(Sp) parametrized by (x, η), which is
different, actually independent of, the y written in the oscillatory integral.
Tj can be written as

Tju(x) =

∫ ∫

ei(πy(π
−1
x,η(x,η))−y)·ηa(x, y, η)u(y)dydη.

We choose a(x, y, η) to be smooth and uniformly bounded. Denote
πy(π

−1
x,η(x, η)) by z(x, η) = (tz, rz, ϕz, θz), then

Tju(x) =

∫ ∫

ei(z(x,η)−y)·ηa(x, y, η)u(y)dydη.(5.27)

In discussion below, subindex X means function spaces or variables cor-
responds to variables on X and their dual variables. For example, yX =
(ry, ϕy , θy). Define the Sobolev spaceHs1

cu,tH
s2
cu,X(M) as: u ∈ Hs1

cu,tH
s2
cu,X(M)

if and only if

〈ηt〉s1〈ηX〉s2û(η) ∈ L2(R4),(5.28)

where ηX = (ηθ, ηϕ, ηr). Now suppose tµu(y) ∈ Hs
cu(M), which is equivalent

to

|t|µDα1
t Dα2

X u ∈ L2
cu(M),

for all α1 ∈ R, α2 ∈ R
n−1 such that α1 and components of α2 have the same

sign as s and sum to be s. Dα1
t ,Dα2

X are understood as the left quantizations
of ηα1

t , ηα2
X . Thus we can take partial Fourier transform in t and obtain

|ηt|α1Dα2
X Ftu ∈ Hµ

ηtL
2
cu,X(Rηt ×X),(5.29)
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where Hµ
ηtL

2
cu,X(Rηt ×X) is defined in the same manner as (5.28). Integrate

against ty in (5.27) first, we obtain

Tju(x) =

∫ ∫

ei(z(x,η)·η−yX ·ηX)Ft(au)(x, ηt, yX , η)dηtdXdηX

=

∫ ∫

eitxηte−iX4(z(x,η))ηtei(zX−yX)·ηXFt(au)(x, ηt, yX , η)dηtdXdηX .

By the construction process of X4, it is independent of tx, hence
we can interchange e−iX4(z(x,η))ηtei(zX−yX)·ηX and Ft, and multiplying
e−iX4(z(x,η))ηtei(zX−yX)·ηX does not affect both smoothness and integrability
of au, thus

|ηt|α1Dα2
X Ft(e

−iX4(z(x,η))ηtei(zX−yX)·ηXu) ∈ Hµ
ηtL

2
X(Rηt ×X).(5.30)

The integration against ηt is an inverse Fourier transform evaluated at tx,
and by (5.30) we know

〈tx〉µTju(x) ∈ Hs
cu(M̃),

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):

||τ̃−µTu||Hs
cu(M̃) . ||τ−µu||Hs

cu(M).

Conversely, the same argument applies to T ∗, which quantizes Sp−1, and
notice that T ∗T = IdM + R, with R ∈ Ψ−∞,0

cu (M), we obtain the second
inequality of (5.26). �

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
Γ̃u = Sp(Γu), Γ̃u

g = Sp(Γu
g ), Γ̃

s = Sp(Γs), Γ̃s
g = Sp(Γs

g), p̃ = (Sp−1)∗p. Since
Sp is a symplectomorphism, we know Hp̃ = Sp∗Hp. We have:

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

stable manifolds are Γ̃u
g , Γ̃

s
g respectively, and the stationary extension of their

intersection with the time infinity {τ = 0} are Γ̃u/s, which have defining
functions x1, (Sp

−1)∗ϕs respectively, which satisfy (3.5) with φu, φs replaced
by x1, (Sp

−1)∗ϕs respectively.

This means the dynamical assumption we needed in Lemma 3.1 and Sec-
tion 4 applies to p̃. Next we prove that wave front sets of functions and
operators are preserved under the action of Sp and its quantization.

Proposition 5.11.

WFs,r
cu (Tv) = Sp(WFs,r

cu (v))(5.31)



52 QIUYE JIA

Proof. We consider the complement of WFs,r
cu (v). Suppose x0 /∈ WFs,r

cu (v),

then there is an A ∈ Ψ0,0
cu (M) such that Au ∈ Hs,r

cu (M) and A is elliptic
at x0. Since T ∗T = IdM microlocally, this is equivalent to the existence of
B ∈ Ψ0,0

cu (M̃) such that BTv ∈ Hs,r
cu (M̃) with B = TAT ∗, which is elliptic

at Sp(x0). This shows Sp((WFs,r
cu (v))

c) ⊂ (WFs,r(Tv))c. The converse also
holds, which implies WFs,r(Tv) = Sp(WFs,r(v)). �

Proposition 5.9 and (5.25) imply that, the estimate (3.14) in which P̃ and
Tv play the role of P and v implies the same estimate for P and v:

Theorem 5.12. There exists B ∈ Ψ0,0,r
cu,α (M̃ , Γ̃u) which is elliptic on

Γ̃ and the front face in blown-up cuT ∗M̃ , , B1, G0 ∈ Ψ0,0,r
cu,α (M̃ , Γ̃u) and

WF′
cu,α(B1)∩ Γ̃u = ∅,WF′

cu,α(G0)∩ Γ̃u = ∅, and λ, c satisfy (3.8), such that
for s,N ∈ R, 0 < α < 1, we have:

||BTv||s,s,0 .||B1Tv||s+1−λα,s,0 + c−1||G0TPv||s−m+2−λα,s−m+2−α,0

+ ||Tv||−N,−N,0.

(5.32)

Proof. Applying (3.14) with P̃ , T v being P, v there, we obtain

||BTv||s,s,r .||B1Tv||s+1−λα,s,r + c−1||G0P̃ T v||s−m+2−λα,s−m+2−α,r

+ ||Tv||−N,−N,r,

where B ∈ Ψ0,0,r
cu,α (M̃ , Γ̃u) which is elliptic near Γ̃ = Γ̃u∩ Γ̃s∩{τ̃ = 0} and the

front face. B1, G0 ∈ Ψ0,0,r
cu,α (M̃, Γ̃u) and WF′

cu,α(B1) ∩ Γ̃u = ∅,WF′
cu,α(G0) ∩

Γu = ∅, and λ, c satisfy (3.8), such that for s,N ∈ R, 0 < α < 1, λ, c

satisfying (3.8) with sup and inf being that of subprincipal part of P̃ over
Sp(M0,2C1 ∩ ¯U2η1). Then we apply (5.25) to obtain

||BTv||s,s,r .||B1Tv||s+1−λα,s,r + c−1||G0TPv||s−m+2−λα,s−m+2−α,r

+ ||Tv||−N,−N,r,
(5.33)

�

Away from the trapped set, we apply the real principal type propagation.
Combining this, Proposition 5.11 and the microlocal estimate in Theorem
5.12, we obtain Theorem 1.2.
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Matemàtiques, pages 77–120, 2007.

[28] Daniel Tataru. Local decay of waves on asymptotically flat stationary space-times.
American Journal of Mathematics, 135(2):361–401, 2013.

[29] Daniel Tataru and Mihai Tohaneanu. A local energy estimate on Kerr black hole
backgrounds. International Mathematics Research Notices, 2011(2):248–292, 2011.

[30] Aandrás Vasy and Jared Wunsch. Semiclassical econd microlocalization on a La-
grangian.

[31] András Vasy. Microlocal analysis of asymptotically hyperbolic and Kerr-de Sit-
ter spaces (with an appendix by Semyon Dyatlov). Inventiones mathematicae,
194(2):381–513, 2013.

[32] András Vasy. A minicourse on microlocal analysis for wave propagation. Asymptotic
analysis in general relativity, 443:219–374, 2018.

[33] András Vasy. Resolvent near zero energy on Riemannian scattering (asymptotically
conic) spaces, a Lagrangian approach. Communications in Partial Differential Equa-
tions, 46(5):823–863, 2021.

[34] Robert M. Wald. Note on the stability of the Schwarzschild metric. Journal of Math-
ematical Physics, 20(6):1056–1058, 1979.

[35] Bernard F Whiting. Mode stability of the kerr black hole. Journal of Mathematical
Physics, 30(6):1301–1305, 1989.

[36] Jared Wunsch and Maciej Zworski. Resolvent estimates for normally hyperbolic
trapped sets. In Annales Henri Poincaré, volume 12, pages 1349–1385. Springer,
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