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Abstract

In 2003, Klainerman and Nicolò [14] proved the stability of Minkowski in the case of the
exterior of an outgoing null cone. Relying on the method used in [14], Caciotta and Nicolò [2]
proved the stability of Kerr spacetime in external regions, i.e. outside an outgoing null cone
far away from the Kerr event horizon. In this paper, we give a new proof of [2]. Compared
to [2], we reduce the number of derivatives needed in the proof, simplify the treatment of
the last slice, and provide a unified treatment of the decay of initial data which contains in
particular the initial data considered by Klainerman and Szeftel in [20]. Also, concerning
the treatment of curvature estimates, similar to [25], we replace the vectorfield method used
in [2, 14] by rp–weighted estimates introduced by Dafermos and Rodnianski in [8].
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1 Introduction

1.1 Einstein vacuum equations and the Cauchy problem

A Lorentzian 4–manifold (M,g) is called a vacuum spacetime if it solves the Einstein vacuum
equations:

Ric(g) = 0 in M, (1.1)

where Ric denotes the Ricci tensor of the Lorentzian metric g. The Einstein vacuum equations
are invariant under diffeomorphisms, and therefore one considers equivalence classes of solu-
tions. Expressed in general coordinates, (1.1) is a nonlinear geometric coupled system of second
order partial differential equations for g. In suitable coordinates, for example so-called wave co-
ordinates, it can be shown that (1.1) is hyperbolic and hence admits an initial value formulation.

The corresponding initial data for the Einstein vacuum equations is given by specifying a triplet
(Σ, g, k) where (Σ, g) is a Riemannian 3–dimension manifold and k is a symmetric 2–tensor on
Σ satisfying the constraint equations:

R = |k|2 − (tr k)2,

Djkij = Di(tr k),
(1.2)

where R denotes the scalar curvature of g, D denotes the Levi-Civita connection of g and

|k|2 := gadgbckabkcd, tr k := gijkij .

In the future development (M,g) of such initial data (Σ, g, k), Σ ⊂ M is a spacelike hypersurface
with induced metric g and second fundamental form k.

1.1.1 Local existence theorem

The seminal well-posedness results for the Cauchy problem obtained in [3,4] ensure that for
any smooth Cauchy data, there exists a unique smooth maximal globally hyperbolic develop-
ment (M,g) solution of Einstein equations (1.1) such that Σ ⊂ M and g, k are respectively
the first and second fundamental forms of Σ in M.

The simplest example of a vacuum spacetime is Minkowski spacetime:

M = R4, g = −dt2 + (dx1)2 + (dx2)2 + (dx3)2,

for which Cauchy data are given by

Σ = R3, g = (dx1)2 + (dx2)2 + (dx3)2, k = 0.

1.1.2 Special solutions

Minkowski spacetime is the simplest solution of (1.1). We recall two other relevant solutions
of (1.1):

• Schwarzschild spacetime
(1.1) admits a remarkable family of explicit, stationary, solutions given by the one param-
eter family of Schwarzschild solutions of mass M > 0

gM = −
Å

1 − 2M
r

ã
dt2 +

Å
1 − 2M

r

ã−1
dr2 + r2dσS2 . (1.3)
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Figure 1: Complete Penrose diagram of Schwarzschild spacetime

Though the metric seems singular at r = 2M , it turns out that one can glue together
two regions r > 2M and r < 2M of the Schwarzschild metric to obtain a metric which
is smooth along H = {r = 2M}, called the Schwarzschild event horizon. The portion of
r < 2M to the future of the hypersurface t = 0 is a black hole whose future boundary
r = 0 is singular. The similar region to the past of t = 0 is called a white hole. The region
r > 2M , called the domain of outer communication (DOC), is free of singularities. The
Penrose diagram of Schwarzschild space is recalled in Figure 1.

• Kerr spacetime
The Schwarzschild family is included in a larger two parameter family of solutions K(a,M)
discovered by Kerr in [13]. A given Kerr spacetime, with 0 ≤ |a| ≤ M has a well defined
domain of outer communication r > r+ := M + (M2 − a2) 1

2 . In Boyer-Lindquist coordi-
nates, well adapted to r > r+, the Kerr metric has the form:

ga,M = −(∆ − a2 sin2 θ)
q2 dt2 − 4aMr

q2 sin2 θdtdφ+ q2

∆dr2 + q2dθ2 + Σ2

q2 sin2 θdφ2, (1.4)

with

q2 = r2 + a2 cos 2θ, ∆ = r2 + a2 − 2Mr, Σ2 = (r2 + a2)2 − a2(sin θ)2∆.

See Figure 2 for the Penrose diagram of Kerr spacetime.

1.2 Stability of Kerr conjecture

Conjecture 1.1 (Stability of Kerr conjecture). Vacuum initial data sets, sufficiently close to
Kerr initial data, have a maximal development with complete future null infinity1 and with
domain of outer communication which approaches (globally) a nearby Kerr solution.

The stability of Kerr has been proved in the case of small angular momentum, |a| ≪ M ,
in the sequence of works by Klainerman-Szeftel [18], [19], [20], Giorgi-Klainerman-Szeftel [9]

1This means, roughly, that observers which are far away from the black hole may live forever.
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Figure 2: Penrose diagram of Kerr for 0 < |a| < M . The surface r = r+, the larger root of
∆ = 0, is the event horizon of the black hole, r > r+ the domain of outer communication, I +

is the future null infinity, corresponding to r = +∞.

and the author [24], but the conjecture is open in general. For a complete introduction to this
problem, we refer the reader to [21] and to the introduction in [20] and [9].

In order to attack the conjecture, it is convenient to divide the domain of outer communi-
cation to the future of an initial spacelike hypersurface Σ0 into three causal regions as in Figure
3:

• Region I lies to the future of Σ0 and to the past of an ingoing null cone C0. The stability
of Kerr in spacetime region I is a direct consequence of the local existence results in [3,4].

• Region II lies to the future of Σ0 and to the past of an outgoing null cone C0 sufficiently
far away from the event horizon. See Section 1.4 for a discussion of Kerr stability in this
region. The goal of this paper is to provide a new proof of the stability of Kerr in Region
II.

• Region III lies to the future of the ingoing null cone C0 and of the outgoing null cone
C0. The stability of Kerr in region III for small angular momentum |a| ≪ M was proved
recently in the sequence of works [18], [19], [20], [9] and [24].

As mentioned above, the goal of this paper is to provide a new proof of the stability of Kerr in
Region II. In the next section, we review the corresponding problem for Minkowksi.

1.3 Minkowski stability in [14]

In 1993, Christodoulou and Klainerman [5] proved the stability of Minkowski for the Einstein-
vacuum equations, a milestone in the domain of mathematical general relativity. In 2003, Klain-
erman and Nicolò [14] gave a second proof of this result in the exterior of an outgoing cone.
Moreover, Klainerman and Nicolò [15] showed that under stronger asymptotic decay and regu-
larity properties than those used in [5,14], asymptotically flat initial data sets lead to solutions
of the Einstein vacuum equations which have strong peeling properties. For more references
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Figure 3: The Penrose diagram of a perturbation of Kerr

on the stability of Minkowski for Einstein vacuum equations or Einstein equations coupled to
matter, see for example the introduction of [25].

In this section, we present the main result of [14], which is the motivation for the analog
results in Kerr recalled in Section 1.4 and for our main result stated in Section 1.5. First, we
recall the definition of a maximal hypersurface, which plays an important role in the statements
of the main theorems in [14].

Definition 1.2. An initial data (Σ, g, k) is posed on a maximal hypersurface if it satisfies

tr k = 0. (1.5)

In this case, we say that (Σ, g, k) is a maximal initial data set, and the constraint equations
(1.2) reduce to

R = |k|2, div k = 0, tr k = 0. (1.6)

We introduce the notion of s–asymptotically flat initial data.

Definition 1.3. Let s be a real number with s > 3. We say that a data set (Σ0, g, k) is s–
asymptotically flat if there exists a coordinates system (x1, x2, x3) defined outside a sufficiently
large compact set such that2

g =
Å

1 − 2M
r

ã−1
dr2 + r2dσS2 + o4(r− s−1

2 ),

k = o3(r− s+1
2 ).

(1.7)

We also introduce the following functional associated to any asymptotically flat initial data
set:

J0(Σ0, g, k) := sup
Σ0

(
(d2

0+1)3| Ric |2
)

+
∫

Σ0

3∑
l=0

(d2
0+1)l+1|Dlk|2+

∫
Σ0

1∑
l=0

(d2
0+1)l+3|DlB|2, (1.8)

where d0 is the geodesic distance from a fixed point O ∈ Σ0, and Bij := (curl R̂)ij is the Bach
tensor, R̂ is the traceless part of Ric. Now, we can state the main theorem of [14].

2The notation f = ol(r−m) means ∂αf = o(r−m−|α|), |α| ≤ l.
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Theorem 1.4 (Klainerman-Nicolò [14]). Consider an initial data set (Σ0, g, k), 4–asymptotically
flat in the sense of Definition 1.3 and maximal, and assume that J0(Σ0, g, k) is bounded. Then,
given a sufficiently large compact set K ⊂ Σ0 such that Σ0 \K is diffeomorphic to R3 \B1, and
assuming that J0(Σ0, g, k) is small enough, there exists a unique development (M,g) with the
following properties:

1. (M,g) can be foliated by a double null foliation {Cu} and {Cu} whose outgoing leaves Cu

are complete.

2. We have detailed control of all the quantities associated with the double null foliation of
the spacetime, see Theorem 3.7.1 of [14].

Remark 1.5. [15] and [25] extend Theorem 1.4 to the case of s–asymptotically flat initial data
with s > 7 and s > 3 respectively. See also [10] for a proof in the case 3 < s < 5 using wave
coordinates, constraint damping, spacetime compactification, b–Sobolev spaces and Nash-Moser
iteration.

1.4 Previous works of Kerr stability in external regions

In 2009, Nicolò [23] proved that the asymptotic behaviour of the Riemann components is in
agreement with the Peeling theorem if the corrections to the Kerr initial data decay sufficiently
fast. In 2010, Caciotta and Nicolò [2] proved the nonlinear stability of the Kerr spacetime for
any |a| ≤ M and appropriate class of initial data close to Kerr, in an external region where
r ≥ R0 and M

R0
≪ 1. Their main results can be stated as follows.

Theorem 1.6 (Caciotta-Nicolò [2]). Assume that the initial data are given on Σ0 outside of
a ball centered on the origin of radius R0, denoted K := BR0. They are perturbations of the
initial data of a Kerr spacetime with mass M and angular momentum a satisfying

M

R0
≪ 1, |a| ≤ M.

Let s > 7, and assume that the initial data satisfies for q ≥ 4:

gij = (gKerr)ij + oq+1(r− s−1
2 ),

kij = (kKerr)ij + oq(r− s+1
2 ).

(1.9)

Then, the initial data set (Σ0, g, k) has a unique development (M,g) defined outside I+(K), the
domain of influence of K. Moreover, M can be foliated by a canonical double null foliation (u, u)
whose outgoing leaves Cu are complete and suitable norms of Ricci coefficients and curvature
components are sufficiently small.

The goal of this paper is to provide a new proof of Theorem 1.6.

1.5 Rough version of the main theorem

In this section, we state a simple version of our main theorem. For the precise statement,
see Theorem 3.2.

Theorem 1.7 (Main Theorem, first version). Let K = BR0 ⊂ Σ0 a ball centered at the origin
of radius R0 and let ga,M a Kerr metric with mass M > 0 and angular momentum a satisfying

M

R0
≪ 1, |a| ≤ M.
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Let s > 3 and let an initial data set (Σ0, g, k) satisfying (1.9) with q = 2. Let K(0)
3 an initial

layer region near Σ0 \ K and assume that the initial data in K(0) are perturbations from the
initial data of ga,M of size ϵ0 ≪ M

R0
.4

Then, the initial data set (Σ0, g, k) has a unique development (M,g) in its future domain of
dependence with the following properties:

• M can be foliated by a double null foliation (u, u) whose outgoing leaves Cu are complete
for all u ≤ u0;

• we have detailed control of all the quantities associated with the double null foliation of
the spacetime, see Theorem 3.2.

Remark 1.8. In the particular case of s–asymptotically flat initial data with s > 7, we reobtain
the results of [2].

Remark 1.9. Let Cu0 be the outgoing null cone located near ∂K and choose s = 4 + 2δB

with δB > 0. Then, the estimates of Theorem 1.7 on Cu0 are consistent with the initial data
considered in [17] and [20].

Remark 1.10. Theorem 1.7 is the analog for the Kerr spacetime of the result for Minkowski
in [25].

The proof of Theorem 1.7 has the same structure as in [2, 14] and is closely related to the
one in [25]. Below, we compare the proof of this paper and that of [2]:

1. To estimate the norms of curvature components, [2] uses the vectorfield method introduced
in [5, 14]. Here, we estimate the curvature norms by the rp–weighted estimate method
introduced in [8]. This allows for a simple treatment of the curvature estimates.

2. [2] uses fourth order derivatives of Ricci coefficients and third order derivatives of curva-
ture components. Thanks to the use of rp–weighted estimates, we only need first order
derivatives of both Ricci coefficients and curvature components.

3. In order to control one more derivative for Ricci coefficients compared to curvature, [2]
relies on the canonical foliation on the last slice C∗. Since we control the same number
of derivatives for curvature and Ricci coefficients, instead of introducing the canonical
foliation, we use a geodesic type foliation to simplify the estimates on the last slice C∗.

1.6 Structure of the paper

• In Section 2, we recall the fundamental notions and basic equations used in this paper.
We also introduce the linearization procedure and the linearized equations.

• In Section 3, we state the precise version of the main theorem. We then state intermediate
results, and rely on them to prove the main theorem. The rest of the paper focuses on
the proof of these intermediary results. In Sections 4–6, we consider the case s ∈ [4, 6]
and deal with the other cases in Appendices B and C.

• In Section 4, we apply rp-weighted estimates to the linearized Bianchi equations to control
curvature.

3K(0) is defined in Section 2.1.4.
4See (3.6) for the explicit initial data assumptions and see Section 3.1.5 for the definitions of the norms on

the initial data.
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• In Section 5, we estimate the Ricci coefficients using the linearized null structure equations.

• In Section 6, we estimate the curvature in the initial layer region K(0). Then, we estimate
Ricci coefficients on the last slice C∗. We also show how to extend the spacetime in the
context of a bootstrap argument.

• In Appendix A, we provide the derivation of the linearized equations stated in Section
2.8.

• In Appendix B, we prove Theorem 1.7 in the case s ∈ (3, 4).

• In Appendix C, we prove Theorem 1.7 in the case s > 6 by applying rp–weighted estimates
to the linearized Teukolsky equation.

2 Preliminaries

2.1 Geometric set-up

2.1.1 Double null foliation

We first introduce the geometric setup. The material in this section is classical, see for
example Chapter 3 in [14].

We denote (M,g) a spacetime M with the Lorentzian metric g and D its Levi-Civita con-
nection. Let u and u be two optical functions on M, that is5

g(gradu, gradu) = g(gradu, gradu) = 0,

The spacetime M is foliated by the level sets of u and u respectively, and the functions u, u are
required to increase towards the future. We use Cu to denote the outgoing null cones which are
the level sets of u and use Cu to denote the ingoing null cones which are the level sets of u. We
denote

S(u, u) := Cu ∩ Cu, (2.1)

which is a spacelike 2–sphere. We define the area radius of S(u, u):

r(u, u) :=

 
|S(u, u)|

4π . (2.2)

We introduce the vector fields L and L by

L := − gradu, L := − gradu.

We define a positive scalar function Ω by:

g(L,L) = − 1
2Ω2 ,

called the lapse function. We then define the normalized null pair (e3, e4) by

e3 = 2ΩL, e4 = 2ΩL.
5Here, grad denotes the spacetime gradient.
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We also define the following vector fields:

N = Ωe3, N = Ωe4.

The flows generated by N and N preserve the double null foliation. On a given two sphere
S(u, u), we choose a local frame (e1, e2), and we call (e1, e2, e3, e4) a null frame. As a con-
vention, throughout the paper, we use capital Latin letters A,B,C, ... to denote an index from
1 to 2 and Greek letters α, β, γ, ... to denote an index from 1 to 4, e.g. eA denotes either e1 or e2.

The spacetime metric g induces a Riemannian metric γ on S(u, u). Using (u, u), we can in-
troduce a local coordinates system (u, u, xA) on M with e4(xA) = 0. The metric g takes the
form:

g = −2Ω2(du⊗ du+ du⊗ du) + γAB(dxA − bAdu) ⊗ (dxB − bBdu), (2.3)

and we have N = ∂u + b and N = ∂u where

b := bA∂xA .

We recall the null decomposition of the Ricci coefficients and curvature components of the null
frame (e1, e2, e3, e4). We have:

χ
AB

= g(DAe3, eB), χAB = g(DAe4, eB),

ξ
A

= 1
2g(D3e3, eA), ξA = 1

2g(D4e4, eA),

ω = 1
4g(D3e3, e4), ω = 1

4g(D4e4, e3),

η
A

= 1
2g(D4e3, eA), ηA = 1

2g(D3e4, eA),

ζA = 1
2g(DeAe4, e3),

(2.4)

and

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

βA = 1
2R(eA, e4, e3, e4), β

A
= 1

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

ρ = 1
4R(e3, e4, e3, e4), σ = 1

4
∗R(e3, e4, e3, e4),

(2.5)

where R denotes the curvature tensor of g and ∗R denotes the Hodge dual of R. The null second
fundamental forms χ, χ are further decomposed in their traces trχ and trχ, and traceless parts
χ̂ and χ̂:

trχ := δABχAB, χ̂AB := χAB − 1
2δAB trχ,

trχ := δABχ
AB
, χ̂

AB
:= χ

AB
− 1

2δAB trχ.

We define the horizontal covariant operator ∇ as follows:

∇XY := DXY − 1
2χ(X,Y )e4 − 1

2χ(X,Y )e3.
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We also define ∇4X and ∇3X to be the horizontal projections:

∇4X := D4X − 1
2g(X,D4e3)e4 − 1

2g(X,D4e4)e3,

∇3X := D3X − 1
2g(X,D3e3)e3 − 1

2g(X,D3e4)e4.

A tensor field ψ defined on M is called tangent to S if it is a priori defined on the spacetime
M and all the possible contractions of ψ with either e3 or e4 are zero. We use ∇3ψ and ∇4ψ
to denote the projection to S(u, u) of usual derivatives D3ψ and D4ψ. As a direct consequence
of (2.4), we have the Ricci formulae:

DAeB = ∇AeB + 1
2χABe3 + 1

2χAB
e4,

DAe3 = χ
AB
eB + ζAe3,

DAe4 = χABeB − ζAe4,

D3eA = ∇3eA + ηAe3 + ξ
A
e4,

D4eA = ∇4eA + η
A
e4 + ξAe4,

D3e3 = −2ωe3 + 2ξ
B
eB,

D3e4 = 2ωe4 + 2ηBeB,

D4e4 = −2ωe4 + 2ξBeB,

D4e3 = 2ωe3 + 2η
B
eB.

(2.6)

In addition to
ξ = ξ = 0, (2.7)

the following identities hold for a double null foliation:

∇ log Ω = 1
2(η + η), ω = −1

2D4(log Ω), ω = −1
2D3(log Ω),

η = ζ + ∇ log Ω, η = −ζ + ∇ log Ω,
(2.8)

see for example (6) in [16].

2.1.2 Geometry of Kerr spacetime

In this section, we recall the basic notions of the geometry of Kerr spacetime used in the
sequel. See Section 4 in [12] and Appendix A in [7] for more details.

Let MKerr be a 4–dimensional manifold diffeomorphic to R2 × S2 which describe the Kerr
black hole. The Kerr metric ga,M with mass M and angular momentum a is a smooth metric
on MKerr, which takes the following form in the Boyer-Lindquist local coordinates (t, r, θ, ϕ):

ga,M = −
Å

1 − 2Mr

Σ

ã
dt⊗ dt+ Σ

∆dr ⊗ dr + Σ dθ ⊗ dθ,

+R2 sin2 θ dϕ⊗ dϕ− 2Mar sin2 θ

Σ (dϕ⊗ dt+ dt⊗ dϕ),
(2.9)

where

Σ := r2 + a2 cos2 θ, R2 := r2 + a2 + 2Ma2r sin2 θ

Σ , ∆ := r2 + a2 − 2Mr.
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We denote
r+ := M + (M2 − a2)

1
2 ,

and recall that r = r+ defines the event horizons of Kerr black hole. Note that (2.9) is valid in
r > r+.

Remark 2.1. Note that (θ, ϕ) are spherical coordinates on S(t, r) and have a coordinate sin-
gularity at θ = 0, π. We thus also introduce

x1 := sin θ cosϕ, x2 := sin θ sinϕ.

Then, (x1, x2) are regular coordinates when 0 ≤ θ ≤ π
3 and 2π

3 ≤ θ ≤ π. Hence, S(t, r) can be
covered by three regular coordinates charts. In the sequel, we focus on the spherical coordinates
chart (θ, ϕ).

Proposition 2.2. We can define two new functions r∗ = r(r, θ) and θ∗ = θ∗(r, θ) such that the
Kerr metric takes the following form in r > r+:

ga,M = ∆
R2 (−dt⊗ dt+ dr∗ ⊗ dr∗) + ℓ2

R2dθ∗ ⊗ dθ∗

+R2 sin2 θ

Å
dϕ− 2Mar

ΣR2 dt

ã
⊗
Å
dϕ− 2Mar

ΣR2 dt

ã
,

(2.10)

where

ℓ := −Ma
√

sin2 θ∗ − sin2 θ
»

(r2 + a2)2 − a2 sin2 θ∗∆,
∆ := r2 + a2 − 2Mr,

R2 := r2 + a2 + 2Ma2r sin2 θ

Σ ,

Σ := r2 + a2 cos2 θ.

Proof. See Appendices A.1–A.3 in [7].

We can also write the Kerr metric in double null foliation. We define

uKerr := t+ r∗, uKerr := t− r∗, ϕ∗ := ϕ− h(r∗, θ∗),

where
dh

dr∗
(r∗, θ∗) = 2Mar

ΣR2 .

We easily obtain in r > r+
6

ga,M = − 2Ω2
Kerr(duKerr ⊗ duKerr + duKerr ⊗ duKerr)

+ (γKerr)AB(dxA
Kerr − bA

Kerr duKerr) ⊗ (dxB
Kerr − bB

Kerr duKerr),

where (x1
Kerr, x

2
Kerr) = (θ∗, ϕ∗) or (x1

Kerr, x
2
Kerr) = (sin θ∗ cosϕ∗, sin θ∗ sinϕ∗).

We also denote

LKerr := − graduKerr, LKerr := − graduKerr, g(LKerr, LKerr) = − 1
2Ω2

Kerr

,

6See (A.42) in [7] and notice the exchange of role between u and u.
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and

(e4)Kerr := 2ΩKerr LKerr, (e3)Kerr := 2ΩKerr LKerr.

The leaves of MKerr are defined by

SKerr(uKerr, uKerr) := (CKerr)uKerr ∩ (CKerr)uKerr
,

where (CKerr)uKerr and (CKerr)uKerr
respectively denote the outgoing and ingoing null cones of

the (uKerr, uKerr)–foliation in MKerr. Let also rKerr denote the area radius of the S(uKerr, uKerr),
i.e.

rKerr :=

 
|S(uKerr, uKerr)|

4π .

Note that rKerr is a function of r∗(r, θ).

We define
ΣKerr := {p ∈ MKerr/ uKerr + uKerr = 0},

and
wKerr := uKerr − uKerr

2 .

Let δ0 > 0 be a fixed small constant. The initial layer region of MKerr is defined by

(K(0))Kerr :=
{
p ∈ MKerr/ 0 ≤ uKerr + uKerr ≤ 2δ0

}
\ I+(KKerr), (2.11)

where

KKerr := {p ∈ ΣKerr/wKerr(p) ≤ R0}, (2.12)

I+(KKerr) denotes the future domain of influence of KKerr and R0 > 0 is a constant.

2.1.3 Decay of quantities in Kerr spacetime

In this section, we provide the decay of quantities associated to the double null foliation in
MKerr induced by (uKerr, uKerr) introduced in Section 2.1.2.

Definition 2.3. For any SKerr–tangent tensor field hKerr defined in MKerr, we denote

hKerr = Op
q , (2.13)

if for any integer l ≥ 0

|∇≤lhKerr| ≲ Mp

rq+l
Kerr

,

where
∇ :=

ß
∇∂uKerr

, ∇∂uKerr
, r−1

Kerr∇∂
xA

Kerr

™
,

where the coordinates (uKerr, uKerr, x
A
Kerr) and the area radius rKerr of S(uKerr, uKerr) have

been introduced in Section 2.1.2.
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Proposition 2.4. The Ricci coefficients of the (uKerr, uKerr) double null foliation satisfy in
MKerr:

(trχ)Kerr − 2
rKerr

= O1
2, (trχ)Kerr + 2

rKerr
= O1

2,

ωKerr = O1
2, ωKerr = O1

2,

χ̂Kerr = O2
3, χ̂

Kerr
= O2

3,

(∇ trχ)Kerr = O2
4, (∇ trχ)Kerr = O2

4,

ηKerr = O2
3, η

Kerr
= O2

3,

(∇ω)Kerr = O2
4, (∇ω)Kerr = O2

4,

bKerr = O2
2, ΩKerr − 1

2 = O1
1.

Proof. See for example Section 2.2.3 in [2] and Appendix A.4 in [7].

Proposition 2.5. The curvature components of the (uKerr, uKerr) double null foliation satisfy
in MKerr:

αKerr = O3
5, αKerr = O3

5,

βKerr = O2
4, β

Kerr
= O2

4,

ρKerr = O1
3, σKerr = O2

4.

Proof. See Section 3.3.5 of [2].

2.1.4 Initial layer region

Let Σ0 be a spacelike hypersurface, called the initial hypersurface. Let K ⊂ Σ0 be a compact
subset such that Σ0 \K is diffeomorphic to R3 \B1 where B1 is the unit closed ball in R3. We
fix a radial foliation on the initial hypersurface Σ0 \K by the level sets of a scalar function w,
its leaves are denoted by

S(0)(w1) = {p ∈ Σ0/w(p) = w1},

where w1 ≥ 0. We assume that

∂K = {p ∈ Σ0/w(p) = R0}, K = {p ∈ Σ0/w(p) ≤ R0},

where R0 > 0 is the constant appearing in (2.12).

We now construct an initial layer region K(0) near Σ0 \ K endowed with a double null foli-
ation (u(0), u) as in Section 2.1.1 satisfying

u(0)(p) = −w(p), u(p) = w(p), on Σ0 \K.

We then define
K(0) :=

{
p
/

0 ≤ u(0)(p) + u(p) ≤ 2δ0
}
, (2.14)

where δ0 > 0 is the small constant appearing in (2.11). The double null foliation (u(0), u) is
called the initial layer foliation. Its leaves are denoted by

S(0)(u(0), u) := (C(0))u(0) ∩ Cu, (2.15)
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where (C(0))u(0) is the outgoing null cone emanating from S(0)(u(0),−u(0)) and Cu is the ingoing
null cone emanating from S(0)(−u, u). By construction, we have

Σ0 \K =
{
p ∈ K(0)/ u(0)(p) + u(p) = 0

}
, S(0)(u) = S(0)(−u, u). (2.16)

We extend the domain of the function w to K(0) as follows:

w(p) :=
u(p) − u(0)(p)

2 , ∀p ∈ K(0).

Also, as in Section 2.1.1, K(0) is covered by coordinates systems (u(0), u, x
A
(0)) with L(0)(xA

(0)) = 0
and the metric g in K(0) has the form:

g = −2Ω2
(0)(du⊗ du(0) + du(0) ⊗ du) + (γ(0))AB(dxA

(0) − bA
(0)du(0)) ⊗ (dxB

(0) − bB
(0)du(0)). (2.17)

Let Φ(0) be the map defined on Σ0 such that

Φ(0) : Σ0 −→ ΣKerr,

p −→ Φ(0)(p)
/
uKerr(Φ(0)(p)) = u(p), uKerr(Φ(0)(p)) = u(p), xA

Kerr(Φ(0)(p)) = xA
(0)(p).

The map Φ(0) being defined on Σ0, we now extend it to K(0). We denote L(0) and LKerr

respectively the generator of (C(0))u(0) and CKerr(uKerr). For any p ∈ K(0), we denote ϕL(0)
t (p)

the flow of L(0) emanating from p to the past. Then, we denote

p(0) := ϕ
L(0)
t (p) ∩ Σ0, q(0) := Φ(0)(p(0)).

Next, we denote ϕLKerr
t (q(0)) the flow of LKerr emanating from q(0) to the future. We define

q := ϕLKerr
t (q(0)) ∩ SKerr

(
uKerr = u(0)(p), uKerr = u(p)

)
.

Finally, we define
Φ(0)(p) = q. (2.18)

By construction, we have for any p ∈ K(0)
7

Φ(0)(p) ∈ KKerr, uKerr(Φ(0)(p)) = u(p), uKerr(Φ(0)(p)) = u(p), xA
Kerr(Φ(0)(p)) = xA

(0)(p).

which implies that the map Φ(0) is equivalent to an identification of K(0) and KKerr via the
values of the coordinates functions (u(0), u, x

1
(0), x

2
(0)) and (uKerr, uKerr, x

1
Kerr, x

2
Kerr).8

2.1.5 Bootstrap region

For every value u∗ > R0,
S∗ := S(0)(−u∗, u∗)

denotes a leaf of the (u(0), u)–foliation on Σ0 \ K. Emanating from this sphere S∗, we con-
struct an ingoing cone C∗ called the last slice. For an optical function u defined on C∗ such
that u = −u∗ on S∗, the level sets of u induce a foliation on C∗, and its leaves are denoted
by S(u, u∗). We will take a particular choice of the coordinates systems (u, xA) on C∗ in the

7Note that the identity xA
Kerr(Φ(0)(p)) = xA

(0)(p) follows from the fact that it holds on Σ0 and from the
identities L(0)(xA

(0)) = 0 and LKerr(xA
Kerr) = 0.

8See Section 4.3 in [7] for more explanations concerning this identification.
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Figure 4: Bootstrap region K

context of a geodesic type foliation, see Definition 6.1, with xA = xA
(0) on S∗.

We define on C∗ a map Φ9 by

Φ : C∗ −→ (C∗)Kerr,

p −→ Φ(p)
/
uKerr(Φ(p)) = u(p), uKerr(Φ(p)) = u(p), xA

Kerr(Φ(p)) = xA(p),

where
(C∗)Kerr =

{
p ∈ MKerr/ uKerr = u∗

}
.

For every u ≥ −u∗, we construct an outgoing null cone emanating from S(u, u∗) on C∗ to the
past, denoted Cu. Then, Cu ∩ Σ0 is a sphere on Σ0, which in general does not coincide with
the leaves of the (u(0), u)–foliation on Σ0. We also define Cu the ingoing null cone emanating
from S(0)(−u, u). Hence, we have constructed a double null foliation (u, u) in K and its leaves
are given by:

S(u, u) := Cu ∩ Cu. (2.19)

For every (u, u), we define10

V (u, u) := J−(S(u, u)) ∩ J+(Σ0). (2.20)

Next, we denote
K := V (u0, u∗), u0 = −R0, (2.21)

called the bootstrap region, see Figure 4. Remark that K is covered by the double null foliation
(u, u), and that the boundary of K consists of:

• a bounded subset of Σ0 \K;
9Notice that Φ = Φ(0) on S∗ since u = u(0) and xA = xA

(0) on S∗.
10For any set A, J±(A) denotes the causal future (and resp. causal past) of A.
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• a part of the outgoing null cone Cu0 ;

• a part of the last slice C∗.

Recalling that the map Φ is defined on C∗, we now extend it to K. As in Section 2.1.1, we
denote L the generator of Cu and extend xA to K by

L(xA) = 0, A = 1, 2.

For any p ∈ K, we denote ϕL
t (p) the flow of L emanating from p to the future. Then, we denote

p∗ := ϕL
t (p) ∩ C∗, q∗ := Φ(p∗).

Next, we denote ϕLKerr
t (q∗) the flow of LKerr emanating from q∗ to the past. We denote

q := ϕLKerr
t (q∗) ∩ SKerr(u(p), u(p)).

Finally, we define
Φ(p) = q. (2.22)

Thus, we have extended the domain of definition of Φ to K and we have for any p ∈ K11

Φ(p) ∈ MKerr, uKerr(Φ(p)) = u(p), uKerr(Φ(p)) = u(p), xA
Kerr(Φ(p)) = xA(p). (2.23)

In other words, the expression of the application Φ in the local coordinates charts (u, u, x1, x2)
and (uKerr, uKerr, x

1
Kerr, x

2
Kerr) is the identity map, or equivalently

u = uKerr ◦ Φ, u = uKerr ◦ Φ, xA = xA
Kerr ◦ Φ, A = 1, 2.

2.2 Integral formulae

We define the S-average of scalar functions.

Definition 2.6. Given any scalar function f , we denote its average by

f := 1
|S|

∫
S
f dγ.

We recall the following integral formulae, which will be used repeatedly in this paper.

Lemma 2.7. Let S(u, u) a leaf of a double null foliation (u, u). For any scalar function f , the
following equations hold:

Ωe4

Å∫
S(u,u)

fdγ

ã
=

∫
S(u,u)

(Ωe4(f) + Ω trχf) dγ,

Ωe3

Å∫
S(u,u)

fdγ

ã
=

∫
S(u,u)

(
Ωe3(f) + Ω trχf

)
dγ.

Taking f = 1, we obtain

e4(r) = Ω trχ
2Ω r, e3(r) =

Ω trχ
2Ω r,

where we recall that r is the area radius defined by

r(u, u) =

 
|S(u, u)|

4π .

Proof. See Lemma 3.1.3 in [14].
11Note that the identity xA

Kerr(Φ(p)) = xA(p) follows from the fact that it holds on C∗ and from the identities
L(xA) = 0 and LKerr(xA

Kerr) = 0.

18



2.3 Hodge systems

Definition 2.8. For tensor fields defined on a 2–sphere S, we denote by s0 := s0(S) the set of
pairs of scalar functions, s1 := s1(S) the set of 1–forms and s2 := s2(S) the set of symmetric
traceless 2–tensors.

Definition 2.9. Given ξ ∈ s1, we define its Hodge dual

∗ξA :=∈AB ξB.

Clearly ∗ξ ∈ s1 and
∗(∗ξ) = −ξ.

Given U ∈ s2, we define its Hodge dual

∗UAB :=∈AC UC
B.

Observe that ∗U ∈ s2 and
∗(∗U) = −U.

Definition 2.10. Given ξ, η ∈ s1, we denote

ξ · η := δABξAηB,

ξ ∧ η :=∈AB ξAηB,

(ξ“⊗η)AB := ξAηB + ξBηA − δABξ · η,

where ξ“⊗η ∈ s2. Given ξ ∈ s1, U ∈ s2, we denote

(ξ · U)A := δBCξBUAC .

Given U, V ∈ s2, we denote

U ∧ V :=∈AB UACVCB.

Definition 2.11. For a given ξ ∈ s1, we define the following differential operators:

div ξ := δAB∇AξB,

curl ξ :=∈AB ∇AξB,

(∇“⊗ξ)AB := ∇AξB + ∇BξA − δAB(div ξ).

Definition 2.12. We define the Hodge type operators, as introduced in Section 2.2 in [5]:

• d1 takes s1 into s0 and is given by:

d1ξ := (div ξ, curl ξ),

• d2 takes s2 into s1 and is given by:

(d2U)A := ∇AUAB,

• d∗
1 takes s0 into s1 and is given by:

d∗
1(f, f∗) := −∇Af+ ∈AB ∇Bf∗,
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• d∗
2 takes s1 into s2 and is given by:

d∗
2ξ := −1

2∇“⊗ξ.
Then, we have the following identities:

d∗
1d1 = −∆1 + K, d1d

∗
1 = −∆0,

d∗
2d2 = −1

2∆2 + K, d2d
∗
2 = −1

2(∆1 + K),
(2.24)

where K denotes the Gauss curvature of S. See for example (2.2.2) in [5] for a proof of (2.24).

Definition 2.13. We define weighted angular derivatives d/ as follows:

d/U := rd2U, ∀U ∈ s2,

d/ξ := rd1ξ, ∀ξ ∈ s1,

d/f := rd∗
1f, ∀f ∈ s0.

Also, we denote for any tensor h ∈ sk, k = 0, 1, 2,

h(0) = h, h(1) = (h, r∇h).

2.4 Elliptic estimates for Hodge systems

Definition 2.14. For a tensor field f on a 2–sphere S, we denote its Lp–norm by

|f |Lp :=
Å∫

S
|f |p
ã 1

p

, (2.25)

where |f |2 := fA1...AkfA1...Ak
for a k–tensor f on S.

Proposition 2.15 (Lp estimates for Hodge systems). Assume that S is an arbitrary compact
2-surface satisfying c1 ≤ r2K ≤ c2 where K denotes its Gauss curvature and 0 < c1 ≤ c2 < +∞
are two positive constants. Then the following statements hold for all12 p ∈ (1,+∞):

1. Let ϕ ∈ s0 be a solution of ∆ϕ = f . Then we have

|∇2ϕ|Lp + r−1|∇ϕ|Lp + r−2|ϕ− ϕ|Lp ≲ |f |Lp .

2. Let ξ ∈ s1 be a solution of d1ξ = (f, f∗). Then we have∫
S

|∇ξ|p + r−p|ξ|p ≲
∫

S
|f |p + |f∗|p.

3. Let U ∈ s2 be a solution of d2U = f . Then we have∫
S

|∇U |p + r−p|U |p ≲
∫

S
|f |p.

Proof. See Corollary 2.3.1.1 of [5].
12In practice, we only use Proposition 2.15 with p = 2 and p = 4.
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2.5 Null structure equations

We recall the standard null structure equations in a double null foliation.

Proposition 2.16. We have the following null structure equations in a double null foliation:

∇4η = − χ · (η − η) − β,

∇3η = − χ · (η − η) + β,

∇4χ̂+ (trχ)χ̂ = − 2ωχ̂− α,

∇4 trχ+ 1
2(trχ)2 = − |χ̂|2 − 2ω trχ,

∇3χ̂+ (trχ)χ̂ = − 2ωχ̂− α,

∇3 trχ+ 1
2(trχ)2 = − |χ̂|2 − 2ω trχ,

∇4χ̂+ 1
2(trχ)χ̂ =∇“⊗η + 2ωχ̂− 1

2(trχ)χ̂+ η“⊗η,
∇3χ̂+ 1

2(trχ)χ̂ =∇“⊗η + 2ωχ̂− 1
2(trχ)χ̂+ η“⊗η,

∇4 trχ+ 1
2(trχ) trχ =2ω trχ+ 2ρ− χ̂ · χ̂+ 2 div η + 2|η|2,

∇3 trχ+ 1
2(trχ) trχ =2ω trχ+ 2ρ− χ̂ · χ̂+ 2 div η + 2|η|2.

We also have the Codazzi equations

div χ̂ =1
2∇ trχ− ζ ·

Å
χ̂− 1

2 trχ
ã

− β,

div χ̂ =1
2∇ trχ+ ζ ·

Å
χ̂− 1

2 trχ
ã

+ β,

the torsion equation

curl η = − curl η = σ + 1
2 χ̂ ∧ χ̂,

and the Gauss equation

K = −1
4 trχ trχ+ 1

2 χ̂ · χ̂− ρ.

Moreover, we have

∇4ω =2ωω + 3
4 |η − η|2 − 1

4(η − η) · (η + η) − 1
8 |η + η|2 + 1

2ρ,

∇3ω =2ωω + 3
4 |η − η|2 + 1

4(η − η) · (η + η) − 1
8 |η + η|2 + 1

2ρ.

Proof. See (3.1)–(3.5) in [16].

Definition 2.17. We define the mass aspect functions as follows:

µ := − div η + 1
2 χ̂ · χ̂− ρ, µ := − div η + 1

2 χ̂ · χ̂− ρ. (2.26)

We also define the following renormalized quantities which will be used in Sections 5 and 6:

[µ] := µ+ 1
4 trχ trχ, [µ] := µ+ 1

4 trχ trχ. (2.27)
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Proposition 2.18. We have the following null structure equations:

Ω∇4(Ω trχ) + 1
2(Ω trχ)2 = −4Ω trχ(Ωω) − Ω2|χ̂|2,

Ω∇3(Ω trχ) + 1
2(Ω trχ)2 = −4Ω trχ(Ωω) − Ω2|χ̂|2,

Ω∇4(Ω trχ) = −2Ω2[µ] + 2Ω2|η|2,
Ω∇3(Ω trχ) = −2Ω2[µ] + 2Ω2|η|2.

(2.28)

We have the following equations for the renormalized mass aspect functions:

Ω∇4[µ] + Ω trχ[µ] = Ω[F ] + Ω(trχρ− 2η · β),

[F ] := χ̂ · (∇“⊗η) + (η − η) · (∇ trχ+ trχ ζ) + 1
2 trχ(|η|2 − |η|2)

− 1
2
(
trχ|χ̂|2 + trχ(χ̂ · χ̂)

)
+ 2η · χ̂ · η,

Ω∇3[µ] + Ω trχ[µ] = Ω[F ] + Ω(trχρ+ 2η · β),

[F ] := χ̂ · (∇“⊗η) + (η − η) · (∇ trχ− trχ ζ) + 1
2 trχ(|η|2 − |η|2)

− 1
2
(
trχ|χ̂|2 + trχ(χ̂ · χ̂)

)
+ 2η · χ̂ · η.

(2.29)

Proof. Notice that (2.28) follows directly from Proposition 2.16 and (2.8). See Lemma 4.3.2
in [14] for the proof of (2.29).

2.6 Bianchi equations

We recall the Bianchi equations in a double null foliation.

Proposition 2.19. The Bianchi equations take the following form in a double null foliation:

∇4α+ 1
2 trχα = −∇⊗̂β + 4ωα− 3(χ̂ρ− ∗χ̂σ) + (ζ − 4η)⊗̂β,

∇3β + 2 trχβ = − divα− 2ωβ + (2ζ − η) · α,
∇4β + trχβ = −∇ρ+ ∗∇σ + 2ωβ + 2χ̂ · β − 3(ηρ− ∗ησ),

∇3ρ+ 3
2 trχρ = − div β − 1

2 χ̂ · α+ ζ · β − 2η · β,

∇4ρ+ 3
2 trχρ = div β − 1

2 χ̂ · α+ ζ · β + 2η · β,

∇3σ + 3
2 trχσ = − curl β + 1

2 χ̂ · ∗α− ζ · ∗β + 2η · ∗β,

∇4σ + 3
2 trχσ = − curl β + 1

2 χ̂ · ∗α− ζ · ∗β − 2η · ∗β,

∇3β + trχβ = ∇ρ+ ∗∇σ + 2ωβ + 2χ̂ · β + 3(ηρ+ ∗ησ),
∇4β + 2 trχβ = divα− 2ωβ + (2ζ + η)α,

∇3α+ 1
2 trχα = ∇⊗̂β + 4ωα− 3(χ̂ρ+ ∗χ̂σ) + (ζ + 4η)⊗̂β.

Proof. See Proposition 3.2.4 in [14].
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2.7 Transport equations for metric components

We introduce the following transport equations for metric components.
Proposition 2.20. The metric components satisfy the following equations:

∇4(γAB) =2χAB,

∇4(bA) = − 4ΩζA,

∇4(∈AB) = trχ ∈AB,

∇3(γAB) =2χ
AB

− Ω−1∂A(bC)γBC − Ω−1∂B(bC)γAC ,

∇3(∈AB) = trχ ∈AB −Ω−1∂A(bC) ∈BC −Ω−1∂B(bC) ∈BC .

Proof. We have from [∂u, ∂A] = 0 that

0 = ∇∂u(γ)
Å

∂

∂xA
,
∂

∂xB

ã
= ∂

∂u
γAB − γ

Ä
D∂u∂A, ∂B

ä
− γ
Ä
∂A,D∂u∂B

ä
= Ω∇4(γAB) − Ωg(De4∂A, ∂B) − Ωg(∂A,De4∂B)
= Ω∇4(γAB) − 2ΩχAB,

which implies
∇4(γAB) = 2χAB

as stated in the first equation. For the proof of the second equation, see (3.1.62) in [14].

We have from [∂u, ∂A] = 0 that

0 = ∇∂u(∈)
Å

∂

∂xA
,
∂

∂xB

ã
= ∂

∂u
∈AB − ∈

Ä
D∂u∂A, ∂B

ä
− ∈
Ä
∂A,D∂u∂B

ä
= ∂

∂u
∈AB − ∈

(
D∂A

∂u, ∂B

)
− ∈

(
∂A,D∂B

∂u

)
= ∂

∂u
∈AB −Ω ∈ (χA

C∂C , ∂B) − Ω ∈ (∂A, χB
C∂C)

= Ω∇4(∈AB) − ΩχA
C ∈CB −ΩχB

C ∈AC ,

which implies

∇4(∈AB) = χA
C ∈CB +χB

C ∈AC= trχ ∈AB .

Next, we compute

0 = (∇Ωe3γ)
Å

∂

∂xA
,
∂

∂xB

ã
= Ω∇3(γAB) − γ (∇Ωe3∂A, ∂B) − γ (∂A,∇Ωe3∂B)
= Ω∇3(γAB) − Ωg (D∂A

e3, ∂B) − Ωg (∂A,D∂B
e3) − g([Ωe3, ∂A], ∂B) − g(∂A, [Ωe3, ∂B])

= Ω∇3(γAB) − 2Ωχ
AB

− g([bB∂C , ∂A], ∂B) − g(∂A, [bC∂C , ∂B])
= Ω∇3(γAB) − 2Ωχ

AB
+ ∂A(bC)γBC + ∂B(bC)γAC ,

which implies
∇3(γAB) = 2χ

AB
− Ω−1∂A(bC)γBC − Ω−1∂B(bC)γAC . (2.30)

Similarly, we have

∇3(∈AB) = trχ ∈AB −Ω−1∂A(bC) ∈BC −Ω−1∂B(bC) ∈AC .

This concludes the proof of Proposition 2.20.
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2.8 The linearized equations

2.8.1 Linearization procedure

Let K the bootstrap region defined in Section 2.1.5. By construction, we have

L(xA) = 0.

Hence, the metric in K takes the following form, see (2.3):

g = −2Ω2(du⊗ du+ du⊗ du) + γAB(dxA − bAdu) ⊗ (dxB − bBdu). (2.31)

The inverse metric components are given by:

gAB = γAB, guu = − 1
2Ω2 , guA = − bA

2Ω2 ,

guu = guu = 0, guA = 0, A,B = 1, 2.
(2.32)

Let X be a tensor defined on S := S(u, u). We denote XKerr the corresponding SKerr–tangent
tensor in MKerr. Then, its pullback Φ∗XKerr

13 is a S–tangent tensor in K denoted by

XK := Φ∗XKerr. (2.33)

We now define the linearization of X as follows

qX := X −XK . (2.34)

We also denote ∇K , (resp. ΓK , divK and curlK) the Levi-Civita connection, (resp. Christoffel
symbols, divergence operator and curl operator) of the metric gK = Φ∗(gKerr).

The following lemma plays an important role in the linearization of the equations.

Lemma 2.21. We have the following formulae:

}Ωe4 := Ωe4 − ΩK(e4)K = 0,
}Ωe3 := Ωe3 − ΩK(e3)K = qb

A
∂xA .

Proof. Notice that we have

e4(u) = 0, e4(u) = g(e4, gradu) = g(2ΩL,−L) = Ω−1,

e3(u) = 0, e3(u) = g(e3, gradu) = g(2ΩL,−L) = Ω−1,

e4(xA) = 0, e3(xA) = Ω−1bA.

(2.35)

Hence, we obtain
Ωe4 = Ωe4(u)∂u + Ωe4(u)∂u + Ωe4(xA)∂xA = ∂u. (2.36)

Thus, we infer

Φ∗(Ωe4) = Φ∗(∂u) = ∂uKerr
= ΩKerr(e4)Kerr,

which implies
ΩK(e4)K = Φ∗(ΩKerr(e4)Kerr) = Ωe4.

13Recall that the map Φ : K → MKerr is defined in (2.22) and satisfies (2.23).
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Hence, we deduce
}Ωe4 = Ωe4 − ΩK(e4)K = ∂u − ∂u = 0. (2.37)

Similarly, we have

Ωe3 = ∂u + bA∂xA ,

which implies

Φ∗(Ωe3) = ∂uKerr + (Φ−1)∗(bA)∂xA
Kerr

.

Hence, we obtain
}Ωe3 = Ωe3 − ΩK(e3)K = Φ−1

∗ (Φ∗(Ωe3) − ΩKerr(e3)Kerr)
= Φ−1

∗
Ä
((Φ−1)∗bA − bA

Kerr)∂xA
Kerr

ä
= (bA − bA

K)∂xA = qb
A
∂xA .

(2.38)

This concludes the proof of Lemma 2.21.

Proposition 2.22. Denoting Γ and ΓK respectively the Christoffel symbols of ∇ and ∇K . For
any U ∈ s2(S) and ϕ ∈ s1(S) where S = S(u, u), we have the following formulae:

(∇ − ∇K)A UBC = − (Γ − ΓK)D
AB UCD − (Γ − ΓK)D

AC UBD,

(∇ − ∇K)A ϕB = − (Γ − ΓK)C
AB ϕC ,

(∇ − ∇K)∂uUAB = − (Γ − ΓK)C
uAUCB − (Γ − ΓK)C

uBUCA,

(∇ − ∇K)∂uϕA = − (Γ − ΓK)B
uA ϕB,

(∇ − ∇K)∂uUAB = − (Γ − ΓK)C
uAUCB − (Γ − ΓK)C

uBUCA,

(∇ − ∇K)∂uϕA = − (Γ − ΓK)B
uA ϕB.

(2.39)

We also have:
(div − divK)U =(γAB − γAB

K )∇AUB• − γAB
K (Γ − ΓK)D

AB U•D

− γAB
K (Γ − ΓK)D

A• UBD,

(div − divK)ϕ =(γAB − (γK)AB)∇AϕB − (γK)AB(Γ − ΓK)C
ABϕC ,

(curl − curlK)ϕ =(∈AB −(∈K)AB)∇AϕB − (∈K)AB(Γ − ΓK)C
ABϕC ,

(∇“⊗ϕ− ∇K“⊗ϕK)AB =(∇“⊗qϕ)AB − 2(Γ − ΓK)C
AB(ϕK)C

+δAB[(γCD − (γK)CD)∇C(ϕK)D − (γK)CD(Γ − ΓK)E
CD(ϕK)E ].

(2.40)

Proof. The proof follows from a direct computation. For example, we have

(∇ − ∇K)A UBC =
Å

∂

∂xA
(UBC) − ΓD

AB UCD − ΓD
AC UBD

ã
−
Å

∂

∂xA
(UBC) − (ΓK)D

AB UCD − (ΓK)D
AC UBD

ã
= − (Γ − ΓK)D

AB UCD − (Γ − ΓK)D
AC UBD,

which implies the first equation in (2.39). The proof of the other equations in (2.39) are similar.
We also have

(div − divK)UC = γAB∇AUBC − γAB
K (∇K)AUBC

= (γAB − γAB
K )∇AUBC + γAB

K (∇AUBC − (∇K)AUBC)
= (γAB − γAB

K )∇AUBC − γAB
K (Γ − ΓK)D

AB UCD − γAB
K (Γ − ΓK)D

AC UBD,
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which implies the first equation in (2.40). The proof of the other equations in (2.40) are similar
and left to the reader. This concludes the proof of Proposition 2.22.

Lemma 2.23. We have the following identities:

ΓB
uA =1

2γ
BC∂u(γAC),

ΓB
uA =1

2γ
BC

Å
∂u(γAC) − ∂

∂xA

Ä
γCDb

D
ä

+ ∂

∂xC

Ä
γADb

D
äã

+ bB

4Ω2

Å
2 ∂

∂xA
(Ω2) − ∂

∂u
(γADb

D)
ã
,

ΓA
BC =1

2γ
AD

Å
∂γBD

∂xC
+ ∂γCD

∂xB
− ∂γBC

∂xD

ã
+ bA

4Ω2
∂γBC

∂u
.

Proof. We have from (2.31) and (2.32)

ΓB
uA = 1

2gBC

Å
∂guC

∂xA
+ ∂gAC

∂u
−
∂guA

∂xC

ã
+ 1

2gBu

Å
∂guu

∂xA
+
∂gAu

∂u
−
∂guA

∂u

ã
= 1

2γ
BC∂u(γAC),

and similarly

ΓB
uA =1

2gBC

Å
∂guC

∂xA
+ ∂gAC

∂u
− ∂guA

∂xC

ã
+ 1

2gBu

Å
∂guu

∂xA
+
∂gAu

∂u
− ∂guA

∂u

ã
=1

2γ
BC

Å
− ∂

∂xA

Ä
γCDb

D
ä

+ ∂γAC

∂u
+ ∂

∂xC

Ä
γADb

D
äã

+ bB

4Ω2

Å
2 ∂

∂xA
(Ω2) − ∂

∂u
(γADb

D)
ã
.

Finally, we compute

ΓA
BC =1

2γ
AD

Å
∂γBD

∂xC
+ ∂γCD

∂xB
− ∂γBC

∂xD

ã
+ 1

2gAu

Å
∂gBu

∂xC
+
∂gCu

∂xB
− ∂gBC

∂u

ã
=1

2γ
AD

Å
∂γBD

∂xC
+ ∂γCD

∂xB
− ∂γBC

∂xD

ã
+ bA

4Ω2
∂γBC

∂u
.

This concludes the proof of Lemma 2.23.

The following tensors play an important role in the linearization of the null structure equa-
tions and Bianchi equations.
Definition 2.24. We define the following tensors14

qJ
B

A := (Γ − ΓK)B
uA,

qJB
A := (Γ − ΓK)B

uA,
qLC

AB := (Γ − ΓK)C
AB. (2.41)

2.8.2 Schematic notation Γg and Γb

We introduce the following schematic notations for metric components, Ricci coefficients
and curvature components.
Definition 2.25. We divide the linearized quantities into two parts:

Γg := Γ(0)
g :=

¶
qη, qη, qζ, qχ̂, }trχ, }trχ, qω, r−1

qb, r−1
qΩ, r−1

qγ, r−1
q∈, r−2

qr
©
,

Γb := Γ(0)
b := {qχ̂, qω}.

We also denote:

Γ(1)
g := (r∇)≤1Γ(0)

g ∪ { qJ, qL, rqβ, rqρ, rqσ},

Γ(1)
b := (r∇)≤1Γ(0)

b ∪ {qJ, rqβ}.

Remark 2.26. Throughout this paper, Γg decays better than Γb, see Lemma 4.1.
14Remark that the difference of two Christoffel symbols is a tensor.
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2.8.3 Schematic notation Op
q

Definition 2.27. For any S–tangent tensor field XK = Φ∗(XKerr), we denote

XK = Op
q ,

if for any integer l ≥ 0 we have
|(∂K)lXK | ≲ Mp

rq+l
K

,

where rK = Φ∗(rKerr) and

∂K :=
{

(∇K)(e3)K
, ∇K , (∇K)(e4)K

}
.

Proposition 2.28. We have the following formulae:

trK χK − 2
rK

= O1
2, trK χ

K
+ 2
rK

= O1
2,

ωK = O1
2, ωK = O1

2,

χ̂K = O2
3, χ̂

K
= O2

3,

∇K trK χK = O2
4, ∇K trK χ

K
= O2

4,

ηK = O2
3, η

K
= O2

3,

bK = O2
2, ΩK − 1

2 = O1
1.

We also have:

αK = O3
5, αK = O3

5,

βK = O2
4, β

K
= O2

4,

ρK = O1
3, σK = O2

4.

Proof. It follows directly from Propositions 2.4, 2.5 and Definition 2.27.

Remark 2.29. In the sequel, we consider the following conventions:

• For a quantity h satisfying the same or even better decay as Γb, (resp. Γg), we write

h ∈ Γb, (resp. h ∈ Γg).

• For a sum of schematic notations, we ignore the terms that decay better. For example, we
write

Γg + Γb = Γb, Γg · Op
q + Γb · Op

q = Γb · Op
q ,

since Γg decays better than Γb throughout this paper.

Lemma 2.30. We have the following formulae:

trχ− 2
r

= O1
2 + Γg, trχ+ 2

r
= O1

2 + Γb,

χ̂ = O2
3 + Γg, χ̂ = O2

3 + Γb,

η = O2
3 + Γg, η = O2

3 + Γg,

ω = O1
2 + Γg, ω = O1

2 + Γb,

b = O2
2 + rΓg, Ω − 1

2 = O1
2 + rΓg,

γ = O0
0 + rΓg, ∈= O0

0 + rΓg.
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We also have:

α = O3
5 + qα, α = O3

5 + qα,

β = O2
4 + qβ, β = O2

4 + qβ,

ρ = O1
3 + qρ, σ = O2

4 + qσ.

Proof. It follows directly from Definitions 2.25, 2.27 and Proposition 2.28.

The following lemma allows us to compute the derivatives of Op
q .

Lemma 2.31. Let XK be a S–tangent tensor field satisfying

XK = Op
q .

Then, we have

Ω∇3XK = Op
q+1 + Op

q · Γg + Op
q · qJ + Op

q · qL,

Ω∇4XK = Op
q+1 + Op

q · qJ,

∇XK = Op
q+1 + Op

q · qL.

Proof. We have from Lemma 2.21 and Proposition 2.22

Ω∇3XK − ΩK∇(e3)K
XK =

(
∇Ωe3 − ∇ΩK(e3)K

)
XK +

(
∇ΩK(e3)K

− (∇K)ΩK(e3)K

)
XK

= qb
A

∇∂
xA
XK + (∇ − ∇K)∂uXK + bA

K(∇ − ∇K)∂
xA
XK

= qb
A(∇ − ∇K)∂

xA
XK + qb

A(∇K)∂
xA
XK + qJ · Op

q + qL · Op
q

= Γg · Op
q + qJ · Op

q + qL · Op
q ,

where we used Remark 2.29 to ignore the terms having better decay. Combining with Definition
2.27, we obtain

Ω∇3XK = Op
q+1 + Γg · Op

q + qJ · Op
q + qL · Op

q .

Similarly, we have from Lemma 2.21 and Proposition 2.22

Ω∇4XK − ΩK∇(e4)K
XK =

(
∇Ωe4 − ∇ΩK(e4)K

)
XK +

(
∇ΩK(e4)K

− (∇K)ΩK(e4)K

)
XK

= (∇ − ∇K)∂uXK

= qJ · Op
q .

Combining with Definition 2.27, we deduce

Ω∇4XK = Op
q+1 + qJ · Op

q .

Finally, we have from Proposition 2.22 and Definition 2.27

∇XK = ∇KXK + (∇ − ∇K)XK = Op
q+1 + qL · Op

q .

This concludes the proof of Lemma 2.31.

Corollary 2.32. We have the following schematic computation:

∇(Op
q · Γg) = Op

q+1 · Γ(1)
g , ∇(Op

q · Γb) = Op
q+1 · Γ(1)

b .
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Proof. We have from Lemma 2.31

∇(Op
q · Γi) = Op

q · ∇Γi + ∇Op
q · Γi

= Op
q+1 · Γ(1)

i + (Op
q+1 + Op

q · qL) · Γi

= Op
q+1 · Γ(1)

i ,

for i = g, b. This concludes the proof of Corollary 2.32.

Remark 2.33. In the remainder of this paper, Lemma 2.31 and Corollary 2.32 will be used
frequently without explicit mention.

2.8.4 The linearized null structure equations

In this section, we introduce the following linearized null structure equations, which play a
fundamental role in Ricci coefficients estimates.

Proposition 2.34. We have the following linearized null structure equations:

∇4 ­Ω trχ+ trχ ­Ω trχ =O0
1 · |Ωω + L[∇4 }trχ] + Err[∇4 }trχ],

L[∇4 }trχ] :=Γg · O1
2,

Err[∇4 }trχ] :=Γg · Γg,

∇3 ­Ω trχ+ trχ ­Ω trχ =O0
1 · |Ωω + L[∇3 }trχ] + Err[∇3 }trχ],

L[∇3 }trχ] :=Γg · O1
2,

Err[∇3 }trχ] :=Γb · Γb,

∇4(­Ω trχ) = − 2Ω|[µ] + L[∇4 }trχ] + Err[∇4 }trχ],
L[∇4 }trχ] :=Γg · O2

3,

Err[∇4 }trχ] :=Γg · Γg,

∇3(­Ω trχ) = − 2Ω|[µ] + L[∇3 }trχ] + Err[∇3 }trχ],
L[∇3 }trχ] :=Γg · O2

3,

Err[∇3 }trχ] :=Γg · Γg.

We also have the linearized Codazzi equations:

div(qχ̂) = − qβ + O0
0 · ∇}trχ+ O0

1 · qζ + L[div(qχ̂)] + Err[div(qχ̂)],
L[div(qχ̂)] :=Γg · O2

3 + O2
3 · qL,

Err[div(qχ̂)] :=Γg · Γg,

div(qχ̂) =qβ + O0
0 · ∇}trχ+ O0

1 · qζ + L[div(qχ̂)] + Err[div(qχ̂)],
L[div(qχ̂)] :=Γb · O2

3 + O2
3 · qL,

Err[div(qχ̂)] :=Γb · Γg.
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The linearized mass aspect functions are given by:

div qη = −qµ− qρ+ L[div(qη)] + Err[div(qη)],
L[div(qη)] = Γb · O2

3 + O2
3 · qL,

Err[div(qη)] = Γg · Γb,

div qη = −qµ− qρ+ L[div(qη)] + Err[div(qη)],
L[div(qη)] = Γb · O2

3 + O2
3 · qL,

Err[div(qη)] = Γg · Γb.

The linearized torsion equations are given by:

curl qη =qσ + L[curl qη] + Err[curl qη],
L[curl qη] :=Γb · O2

3 + O2
3 · qL,

Err[curl qη] :=Γb · Γg,

curl qη = − qσ + L[curl qη] + Err[curl qη],
L[curl qη] :=Γb · O2

3 + O2
3 · qL,

Err[curl qη] :=Γb · Γg.

Moreover, we have

Ω∇4( |Ωω) =1
2

}Ω2ρ+ L[∇4qω] + Err[∇4qω],

L[∇4qω] :=Γg · O1
2,

Err[∇4qω] :=Γg · Γg,

Ω∇3( |Ωω) =1
2

}Ω2ρ+ L[∇3qω] + Err[∇3qω],

L[∇3qω] :=Γg · O1
2,

Err[∇3qω] :=Γg · Γg.

Proof. See Appendix A.1.

Remark 2.35. In the linearized equations of Proposition 2.34, as well as in the other linearized
equations below, L[...] contains linear terms which display more decay in M

r and Err[...] contains
the nonlinear terms.

Proposition 2.36. We have the following linearized equations:

Ω∇4 |[µ] + Ω trχ|[µ] :=Ω trχ qρ+ L[∇4 |[µ]] + Err[∇4 |[µ]],

L[∇4 |[µ]] :=O2
3 · (d∗

2qη,∇}trχ, qβ) + O1
3 · (Γg, qL),

Err[∇4 |[µ]] := − 2qχ̂ · (d∗
2qη) + (qη − qη) · ∇}trχ− 2|Ωη · qβ + r−1Γg · qL+ r−1Γg · Γb,

Ω∇3 |[µ] + Ω trχ|[µ] :=Ω trχ qρ+ L[∇3 |[µ]] + Err[∇3 |[µ]],

L[∇3 |[µ]] :=O2
3 · (d∗

2qη,∇}trχ, qβ) + O1
3 · (Γg, qL),

Err[∇3 |[µ]] := − 2qχ̂ · (d∗
2qη) + (qη − qη) · ∇}trχ+ 2|Ωη · qβ + r−1Γb · qL+ r−1Γb · Γb.

30



Proof. See Appendix A.2.

2.8.5 The linearized Bianchi equations

In this section, we introduce the linearized Bianchi equations, which play a fundamental role
in curvature estimates.

Proposition 2.37. We have the following linearized Bianchi equations:

∇4qα+ 1
2 trχ qα =∇“⊗qβ + L[∇4qα] + Err[∇4qα],

L[∇4qα] :=Γ(1)
b · O1

3 + O1
2 · qα+ O2

3 · (qβ, qρ, qσ),
Err[∇4qα] :=Γg · (qα, qβ) + Γb · (qρ, qσ),

∇3qβ + 2 trχ qβ = − div qα+ L[∇3qβ] + Err[∇3qβ],

L[∇3qβ] :=Γ(1)
b · O2

4 + O1
2 · qβ + O2

3 · qα,

Err[∇3qβ] :=Γb · qβ + Γg · qα,

∇4qβ + trχ qβ = − ∇qρ+ ∗∇qσ + L[∇4qβ] + Err[∇4qβ],
L[∇4qβ] :=Γ(1)

g · O1
3 + O1

2 · qβ + O2
3 · (qρ, qσ, qβ),

Err[∇4qβ] :=Γg · (qβ, qρ, qσ) + Γb · qβ,

∇3(qρ, qσ) + 3
2 trχ (qρ, qσ) = −d1qβ + L[∇3(qρ, qσ)] + Err[∇3(qρ, qσ)],

L[∇3(qρ, qσ)] :=Γ(1)
g · O1

3 + O2
3 · (qα, qβ),

Err[∇3(qρ, qσ)] :=Γg · (qα, qβ),

∇4(qρ,−qσ) + 3
2 trχ(qρ,−qσ) =d1 qβ + L[∇4(qρ,−qσ)] + Err[∇4(qρ,−qσ)],

L[∇4(qρ,−qσ)] :=Γ(1)
g · O1

3 + O2
3 · (qα, qβ),

Err[∇4(qρ,−qσ)] :=Γb · qα+ Γg · qβ,

∇3 qβ + trχ qβ =∇qρ+ ∗∇qσ + L[∇3 qβ] + Err[∇3 qβ],
L[∇3 qβ] :=Γ(1)

g · O1
3 + O1

2 · qβ + O2
3 · (qβ, qρ, qσ),

Err[∇3 qβ] :=Γb · qβ + Γg · (qβ, qρ, qσ),

∇4 qβ + 2 trχ qβ = div qα+ L[∇4 qβ] + Err[∇4 qβ],
L[∇4 qβ] :=Γ(1)

g · O2
4 + O1

2 · (qβ, qα),
Err[∇4 qβ] :=Γg · (qβ, qα),

∇3 qα+ 1
2 trχ qα =∇“⊗qβ + L[∇3 qα] + Err[∇3 qα],
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L[∇3 qα] :=Γ(1)
g · O1

3 + O1
2 · qα+ O2

3 · (qρ, qσ, qβ),
Err[∇3 qα] :=Γb · qα+ Γg · qβ.

Proof. See Appendix A.3.

Proposition 2.38. We have the following linearized equations:15

∇4 |d/α+ 1
2 trχ|d/α = − ∇“⊗ |d/β + L[∇4 |d/α] + Err[∇4 |d/α],

L[∇4 |d/α] =Γ(1)
b · O1

3 + O1
2 · qα(1) + O2

3 · (qβ
(1)
, qρ(1), qσ(1)),

Err[∇4 |d/α] =Γ(1)
g · (qα, qβ) + Γ(1)

b · (qρ, qσ) + Γg · (qα(1), qβ
(1)) + Γb · (qρ(1), qσ(1)),

∇3 |d/β + 2 trχ|d/β = − div |d/α+ L[∇3 |d/β] + Err[∇3 |d/β],

L[∇3 |d/β] :=Γ(1)
b · O2

4 + O1
2 · qβ

(1) + O2
3 · qα(1),

Err[∇3 |d/β] :=Γ(1)
b · qβ + Γb · qβ

(1) + Γ(1)
g · qα+ Γg · qα(1),

∇4 |d/β + trχ|d/β := − ∇|d/ρ+ ∗∇ |d/σ + L[∇4 |d/β] + Err[∇4 |d/β],

L[∇4 |d/β] :=Γ(1)
g · O1

3 + O1
2 · qβ

(1) + O2
3 · (qρ(1), qσ(1), qβ(1)),

Err[∇4 |d/β] :=Γ(1)
g · (qβ, qρ, qσ) + Γg · (qβ

(1)
, qρ(1), qσ(1)) + Γ(1)

b · qβ + Γb · qβ(1),

∇3(|d/ρ, |d/σ) + 3
2 trχ(|d/ρ, |d/σ) = − d1 d/qβ + L[∇3(|d/ρ, |d/σ)] + Err[∇3(|d/ρ, |d/σ)],

L[∇3(|d/ρ, |d/σ)] :=Γ(1)
b · O1

3 + O2
3 · (qα(1), qβ

(1)
, qρ(1), qσ(1)),

Err[∇3(|d/ρ, |d/σ)] :=Γ(1)
g · (qα, qβ) + Γg · (qα(1), qβ

(1)) + Γb · (qρ(1), qσ(1)) + Γ(1)
b · (qρ, qσ),

∇4(|d/ρ,− |d/σ) + 3
2 trχ(|d/ρ,− |d/σ) =d1 |d/β + L[∇4(|d/ρ,− |d/σ)] + Err[∇4(|d/ρ,− |d/σ)],

L[∇4(|d/ρ,− |d/σ)] :=Γ(1)
g · O1

3 + O2
3 · (qα(1), qβ(1), qρ(1), qσ(1)),

Err[∇4(|d/ρ,− |d/σ)] :=Γ(1)
b · qα+ Γb · qα(1) + Γ(1)

g · (qβ, qρ, qσ) + Γg · (qβ(1), qρ(1), qσ(1)),

∇3 d/qβ + trχ d/qβ =∇ d/qρ+ ∗∇ d/qσ + L[∇3 |d/β] + Err[∇3 |d/β],

L[∇3 |d/β] :=Γ(1)
g · O1

3 + O1
2 · qβ(1) + O2

3 · (qβ
(1)
, qρ(1), qσ(1)),

Err[∇3 |d/β] :=Γ(1)
b · qβ + Γb · qβ(1) + Γ(1)

g · (qβ, qρ, qσ) + Γg · (qβ
(1)
, qρ(1), qσ(1)),

∇4 d/qβ + 2 trχ d/qβ = div d/qα+ L[∇4 |d/β] + Err[∇4 |d/β],

L[∇4 |d/β] :=Γ(1)
g · O2

4 + O1
2 · (qβ(1), qα(1)),

Err[∇4 |d/β] :=Γ(1)
g · (qβ, qα) + Γg · (qβ(1), qα(1)),

15Recall that d/ is introduced in Definition 2.13.
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∇3 d/qα+ 1
2 trχ d/qα =∇“⊗ d/qβ + L[∇3 |d/α] + Err[∇3 |d/α],

L[∇3 |d/α] :=Γ(1)
g · O1

3 + O1
2 · qα(1) + O2

3 · (qρ(1), qσ(1), qβ(1)),

Err[∇3 |d/α] :=Γ(1)
b · qα+ Γb · qα(1) + Γ(1)

g · qβ + Γg · qβ(1).

Remark 2.39. Notice that Proposition 2.38 involves the quantities |d/α, |d/β, |d/ρ, |d/σ, |d/β and
|d/α instead of d/qα, d/qβ, d/qρ, d/qσ, d/qβ and d/qα. This allows to avoid a loss of a derivative of qJ , qJ

and qL in the linearization procedure. Indeed, we have for example

|d/β = d/qβ + ( qJ, qJ, qL) · βK ,

and the norm OΓ in Section 3.1.2 only controls ( qJ, qJ, qL) but not its first order derivatives.

Proof. See Appendix A.3.

2.8.6 Linearized equations for the metric components

Proposition 2.40. We have the following transport equations:

∇4(qγAB) − trχ(qγAB) =O0
−2 · (qχ̂, }trχ) +O(r)qΩ + r3Γg · Γg,

∇4(qΩ) =O0
0 · |Ωω + O1

1 · Γg + rΓg · Γg,

∇4(qbA) =O0
1 · qζ + O2

3 · Γg + Γg · Γg,

∇4(q∈AB) − trχ(q∈AB) =O0
−2 · }trχ+ r3Γg · Γg.

Moreover, we have the following transport equations in the case qΩ = 0 and qb = 0:16

∇3(qγAB) − trχ(qγAB) =O0
−2 · (}trχ, qχ̂) + O2

3 · qγAB,

∇3(q∈AB) − trχ(q∈AB) =O0
−2 · }trχ+ O2

3 · q∈AB.

Proof. See Appendix A.4.

2.9 Commutator identities

We recall the following commutator identities for scalar functions, see Proposition 4.8.1
of [14].

Proposition 2.41. For a scalar function f , we have

[Ω∇4,∇]f = −Ωχ · ∇f,
[Ω∇3,∇]f = −Ωχ · ∇f,
[∇4,∇3]f = 2ω∇3f − 2ω∇4f − 4ζ · ∇f.

We also need the commutation identities for more general tensor fields. For this, we record
the following commutation lemma.

16The conditions qΩ = 0 and qb = 0 hold on C∗, see Definition 6.1.
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Lemma 2.42. Let Ua1...ak
be an S-tangent k-covariant tensor on (M,g). Then

[∇4,∇b]Ua1...ak
= −χBC∇cUa1...ak

+ F4ba1...ak
,

F4ba1...ak
:= (ζb + η

b
)∇4Ua1...ak

+
k∑

i=1
(χaib ηc

− χBC ηai
+ ∈aic

∗βb)Ua1...c...ak
,

[∇3,∇b]Ua1...ak
= −χ

BC
∇cUa1...ak

+ F3ba1...ak
,

F3ba1...ak
:= (ηb − ζb)∇3Ua1...ak

+
k∑

i=1
(χ

aib
ηc − χ

BC
ηai+ ∈aic

∗β
b
)Ua1...c...ak

,

[∇3,∇4]Ua1...ak
= F34a1...ak

,

F34a1...ak
:= −2ω∇3U + 2ω∇4U + 4ζb∇bUa1...ak

+ 2
k∑

i=1
(η

ai
ηc − η

ai
ηc+ ∈aic σ)Ua1...c...ak

.

Proof. It is a direct consequence of Lemma 7.3.3 in [5].

Corollary 2.43. We have the following schematic commutation identities:

[r∇,Ω∇4] = Γg · r∇ + O2
3 · r∇ + Γ(1)

g + O2
3,

[r∇,Ω∇3] = Γb · r∇ + O2
3 · r∇ + Γ(1)

b + O2
3,

[∇,Ω∇4] = −1
2Ω trχ∇ + Γg · ∇ + O2

3 · ∇ + r−1Γ(1)
g + O2

4,

[∇,Ω∇3] = −1
2Ω trχ∇ + Γb · ∇ + O2

3 · ∇ + r−1Γ(1)
b + O2

4,

[∇4,∇3] = Γg · ∇3 + Γb · (∇4,∇) + O1
2 · (∇3,∇4,∇) + r−1Γ(1)

g + O2
4,

[Ω∇4,Ω∇3] = Γb · ∇ + O2
3 · ∇ + r−1Γ(1)

g + O2
4.

Proof. It follows directly from Lemmas 2.42 and 2.30 together with the identities (2.8).

2.10 Sobolev inequalities

Definition 2.44. For a scalar function h on a null cone C ∈ {Cu, Cu}, we define its integral
on C as follows:17 ∫

Cu

h :=
∫
du

∫
S(u,u)

Ω2h,

∫
Cu

h :=
∫
du

∫
S(u,u)

Ω2h.

For a tensor field h on a null cone C, we define its L2–flux:

∥h∥2,C :=
Å∫

C
|h|2
ã 1

2
. (2.42)

We recall the following Sobolev inequalities.

Proposition 2.45. Let F be a tensor field tangent to S := S(u, u) at every point. We have the
following estimates:

|rF |4,S ≲ |rF |4,S(u,u0(u))+∥F∥2,Cu∩V (u,u) + ∥r∇F∥2,Cu∩V (u,u) + ∥r∇4F∥2,Cu∩V (u,u),

|r
1
2 |u|

1
2F |4,S ≲ |rF |4,S(u0(u),u)+∥F∥2,Cu∩V (u,u) + ∥r∇F∥2,Cu∩V (u,u) + |u|∥∇3F∥2,Cu∩V (u,u),

17The factor Ω2 has been added since we have from Section 2.1.1 that ∂u = 2Ω2L and ∂u + bA∂A = 2Ω2L,
where L and L denote the generators of Cu and Cu respectively.
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where S(u, u0(u)) (resp. S(u0(u), u)) denotes the unique leaf of Cu (resp. Cu), which located
in the future of Σ0 and touches Σ0 \K.

Proof. See Corollary 3.2.1.1 in [5] and Corollary 4.1.1 in [14].

We also need the following standard Sobolev inequalities, see Lemma 4.1.3 in [14].

Proposition 2.46. Let F be a tensor field tangent to the sphere S := S(u, u). Then, we have

sup
S
r

1
2 |F | ≲

Å∫
S

|F |4 + |r∇F |4
ã 1

4
.

3 Main theorem

3.1 Fundamental norms

Our result holds for initial data sets satisfying (1.9) with s > 3. We will focus on the case
s ∈ [4, 6] in Sections 3–6, and we postpone the necessary adaptations to the case s ∈ (3, 4) and
s > 6 to Appendices B and C. The norms in Sections 3.1.1–3.1.4 are defined with respect to
the foliation (u, u) in the bootstrap region K while the norms in Section 3.1.5 are defined with
respect to the foliation (u(0), u) in the initial data layer K(0).

3.1.1 R norms (Curvature components)

We define
RS

0 := RS
0 [qβ], RS

0 := RS
0 [qβ] + RS

0 [qρ, qσ] + RS
0 [qβ],

where

RS
0 [qβ] := sup

K
sup

p∈[2,4]
|r

7
2 − 2

p |u|
s−4

2 qβ|p,S(u,u),

RS
0 [qβ] := sup

K
sup

p∈[2,4]
|r

s+2
2 − 2

p |u|
1
2 qβ|p,S(u,u),

RS
0 [qρ, qσ] := sup

K
sup

p∈[2,4]
|r3− 2

p |u|
s−3

2 (qρ, qσ)|p,S(u,u),

RS
0 [qβ] := sup

K
sup

p∈[2,4]
|r2− 2

p |u|
s−1

2 qβ|p,S(u,u).

Then we define the norms of flux of curvature components. We denote

R :=
1∑

q=0
(Rq + Rq) + RS

0 + RS
0 ,

where

Rq :=
Ä
Rq[qα]2 + Rq[qβ]2 + Rq[(qρ, qσ)]2 + Rq[qβ]2

ä 1
2 ,

Rq :=
Ä
Rq[qβ]2 + Rq[(qρ, qσ)]2 + Rq[qβ]2 + Rq[qα]2

ä 1
2 ,

with

Rq[w] := sup
K

Rq[w](u, u),

Rq[w] := sup
K

Rq[w](u, u).
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We denote
V := V (u, u), CV

u := Cu ∩ V, CV
u := Cu ∩ V. (3.1)

It remains to define Rq[w](u, u) and Rq[w](u, u):

Rq[qα](u, u) := ∥r
s
2 (r∇)q

qα∥2,CV
u
,

Rq[qβ](u, u) := ∥r2|u|
s−4

2 (r∇)q
qβ∥2,CV

u
,

Rq[(qρ, qσ)](u, u) := ∥r|u|
s−2

2 (r∇)q(qρ, qσ)∥2,CV
u
,

Rq[qβ](u, u) := ∥|u|
s
2 (r∇)q

qβ∥2,CV
u
,

Rq[qβ](u, u) := ∥r
s
2 (r∇)q

qβ∥2,CV
u
,

Rq[(qρ, qσ)](u, u) := |u|
s−4

2 ∥r2(r∇)q(qρ, qσ)∥2,CV
u
,

Rq[qβ](u, u) := |u|
s−2

2 ∥r(r∇)q
qβ∥2,CV

u
,

Rq[qα](u, u) := |u|
s
2 ∥(r∇)q

qα∥2,CV
u
.

3.1.2 O norms (Ricci coefficients and metric components)

We denote for any linearized quantity:

Oq( qX) := sup
K

sup
p∈[2,4]

Op,S
q ( qX)(u, u). (3.2)

We first define

O[1] := O1 + O0 + O1 + O0 +
2∑

q=0
Oq(qΩ),

where

Oq := Oq(­Ω trχ) + Oq(qχ̂) + Oq(qη) + Oq( |Ωω), q = 0, 1,
Oq := Oq(­Ω trχ) + Oq(qχ̂) + Oq(qη) + Oq( |Ωω), q = 0, 1.

It remains to define Op,S
q ( qX)(u, u):

Op,S
q (­Ω trχ)(u, u) := |r2+q− 2

p |u|
s−3

2 ∇q(­Ω trχ)|p,S(u,u),

Op,S
q (­Ω trχ)(u, u) := |r2+q− 2

p |u|
s−3

2 ∇q(­Ω trχ)|p,S(u,u),

Op,S
q (qχ̂)(u, u) := |r2+q− 2

p |u|
s−3

2 ∇q
qχ̂|p,S(u,u),

Op,S
q (qχ̂)(u, u) := |r1+q− 2

p |u|
s−1

2 ∇q
qχ̂|p,S(u,u),

Op,S
q (qη)(u, u) := |r2+q− 2

p |u|
s−3

2 ∇q
qη|p,S(u,u),

Op,S
q (qη)(u, u) := |r2+q− 2

p |u|
s−3

2 ∇q
qη|p,S(u,u),

Op,S
q ( |Ωω)(u, u) := |r2+q− 2

p |u|
s−3

2 ∇q
|Ωω|p,S(u,u),

Op,S
q ( |Ωω)(u, u) := |r1+q− 2

p |u|
s−1

2 ∇q
|Ωω|p,S(u,u),

Op,S
q (qΩ)(u, u) := |r1+q− 2

p |u|
s−3

2 ∇q
qΩ|p,S(u,u).
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Next, we define the norms of metric components:

Oγ :=
1∑

q=0

Ä
Oq(qγ) + Oq(q∈) + Oq(qb)

ä
,

where
Op,S

q (qγ)(u, u) := |r−1+q− 2
p |u|

s−3
2 ∇q

qγAB|p,S(u,u),

Op,S
q (q∈)(u, u) := |r−1+q− 2

p |u|
s−3

2 ∇q
q∈AB|p,S(u,u),

Op,S
q (qb)(u, u) := |r2+q− 2

p |u|
s−3

2 ∇q
qb

A
|p,S(u,u).

We also define
OΓ := O0( qJ) + O0(qJ) + O0(qL),

where
Op,S

0 (qL)(u, u) := |r2− 2
p |u|

s−3
2 qL|p,S(u,u),

Op,S
0 ( qJ)(u, u) := |r2− 2

p |u|
s−3

2 qJ |p,S(u,u),

Op,S
0 (qJ)(u, u) := |r1− 2

p |u|
s−1

2 qJ |p,S(u,u).

Finally, we denote
O := O[1] + Oγ + OΓ. (3.3)

3.1.3 O̊(Σ0) norms and R0 norms (Initial data for the foliation of K)

Notice that for every u, there exists a unique leaf S(u0(u), u) of Cu, which located in the
future of Σ0 and touches Σ0 \K. Moreover, we have

S(u0(u), u) ⊂ K(0).

We define the following norms on the union of spheres S(u0(u), u):
O̊q(qΓ) := sup

p∈[2,4]
sup

Σ0\K
O̊p,S

q (qΓ)(u), q = 0, 1.

We denote
O̊(Σ0) := O̊1 + O̊0,

where
O̊q := O̊q(­Ω trχ) + O̊q( |Ωω) + O̊q(qη), q = 0, 1.

It remains to define O̊p,S
q (qΓ)(u):

O̊p,S
q (­Ω trχ)(u) := |r

s+1
2 +q− 2

p ∇q(­Ω trχ)|p,S(u0(u),u),

O̊p,S
q (qη)(u) := |r

s+1
2 +q− 2

p ∇q
qη|p,S(u0(u),u),

O̊p,S
q ( |Ωω)(u) := |r

s+1
2 +q− 2

p ∇q( |Ωω)|p,S(u0(u),u).

We can extend the foliation (u, u) to a neighborhood of Σ0 \ K in J−(Σ0 \ K) such that it is
well defined on Σ0 \K. The curvature flux on Σ0 \K is defined by:

R2
0 :=

∫
Σ0\K

1∑
l=0

rs
Ä
|dl

qα|2 + |dl
qβ|2 + |dl(qρ, qσ)|2 + |dl

qβ|2 + |dl
qα|2
ä
,

where
d := (r∇, r∇4, r∇3).

37



3.1.4 O∗(C∗) norms (Ricci coefficients and metric components on C∗)

For any linearized quantity qΓ on C∗, we define

O∗
q(qΓ) := sup

p∈[2,4]
sup
C∗

O∗p,S
q (qΓ)(u).

We denote
O∗(C∗) := O∗

1 + O∗
0 + O∗

γ + O∗
Γ + O∗

2(}trχ) + O∗
1(|[µ]),

where

O∗
γ :=

2∑
q=0

(
O∗

q(qγ) + O∗
q(q∈)

)
,

O∗
Γ :=

1∑
q=0

Ä
O∗

q(qL) + O∗
q(qJ)
ä
,

O∗
q :=O∗

q(}trχ) + O∗
q(qχ̂) + O∗

q(qζ) + O∗
q(}trχ) + O∗

q(qχ̂), q = 0, 1.

It remains to define O∗p,S
q (qΓ)(u) for q = 0, 1, 2:

O∗p,S
q (qχ̂)(u) := |r2+q− 2

p |u|
s−3

2 ∇q
qχ̂|p,S(u,u∗),

O∗p,S
q (qχ̂)(u) := |r1+q− 2

p |u|
s−1

2 ∇q
qχ̂|p,S(u,u∗),

O∗p,S
q (}trχ)(u) := |r2+q− 2

p |u|
s−3

2 ∇q
}trχ|p,S(u,u∗),

O∗p,S
q (}trχ)(u) := |r2+q− 2

p |u|
s−3

2 ∇q
}trχ|p,S(u,u∗),

O∗p,S
q (qζ)(u) := |r2+q− 2

p |u|
s−3

2 ∇q
qη|p,S(u,u∗),

O∗p,S
q (qγ)(u) := |r1+q− 2

p |u|
s−3

2 ∇q
qγ|p,S(u,u∗),

O∗p,S
q (q∈)(u) := |r1+q− 2

p |u|
s−3

2 ∇q
q∈|p,S(u,u∗),

O∗p,S
q (qL)(u) := |r2+q− 2

p |u|
s−3

2 ∇q
qL|p,S(u,u∗),

O∗p,S
q (qJ)(u) := |r1+q− 2

p |u|
s−1

2 ∇q
qJ |p,S(u,u∗),

O∗p,S
q (|[µ])(u) := |r3+q− 2

p |u|
s−3

2 ∇q
|[µ]|p,S(u,u∗).

We also define the flux of curvature components on C∗ as follows:

R(C∗) := R1
∣∣
C∗

+ R0
∣∣
C∗
,

where Rq, q = 0, 1 are defined in Section 3.1.1.

3.1.5 O(0) norms and R(0) norms (Initial data for the foliation of K(0))

In this section, all the norms are defined with respect to the initial layer foliation (u(0), u)
of K(0). We define

O(0) :=
2∑

q=0

∑
qΓ(0)

(O(0))q(qΓ(0)),
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where
(O(0))q(qΓ(0)) := sup

p∈[2,4]
sup
K(0)

(O(0))p,S
q (qΓ(0)),

with

(O(0))p,S
q (qΓ(0)) :=

∣∣∣∣r s+1
2 − 2

p

(0) (r(0)∇(0))q
qΓ(0)

∣∣∣∣
p,S(0)(u(0),u)

,

and

qΓ(0) ∈
{

}trχ(0), }trχ(0),
qχ̂(0), qχ̂(0), qη(0),qη(0), qω(0), qω(0), r

−1
(0)qγ(0), r

−1
(0) q∈(0), r

−1
(0)

qb(0), r
−1
(0)

qΩ(0)

}
.

The initial curvature flux on Σ0 \K is defined by:

R2
(0) :=

∫
Σ0\K

2∑
l=0

rs
(0)

(
|dl

(0) qα(0)|2 + |dl
(0)

qβ(0)|2 + |dl
(0)(qρ(0), qσ(0))|2 + |dl

(0)
qβ(0)|

2 + |dl
(0)qα(0)|2

)
,

where
d(0) := (r(0)∇(0), r(0)(∇(0))4, r(0)(∇(0))3).

3.1.6 Osc norms (Oscillation control)

We have two foliations (u, u) and (u(0), u) in the initial layer region K(0) which will be
compared using Osc norms. We denote (f, λ) the change of frame from (u, u) to (u(0), u)
introduced in Lemma 5.2. We define

Osc := Osc(f) + Osc(u) + Osc(x) + Osc(r),

where

Osc(f) := sup
K(0)

|(r(0))
s−1

2 d≤1
(0)f |,

Osc(u) := sup
K(0)

|(r(0))
s−3

2 (u′ − u)|,

Osc(x) := sup
K(0)

2∑
A=1

|(r(0))
s−1

2 (xA
(0) − xA)|,

Osc(r) := sup
K(0)

|(r(0))
s−3

2 (r(0) − r)|,

with
d(0) :=

{
r(0)(∇(0))3, r(0)∇(0), r(0)(∇(0))4

}
.

3.2 Smallness constants

Before starting our main theorem, we first introduce the following constants that will be
used throughout this paper.

• The constant M > 0 and the constant a are the mass and angular momentum of the
initial Kerr spacetime relative to which our initial perturbation is measured.

• R0 > 0 measures the radius of the compact set K ⊂ Σ0 relative to which the external
region is defined by M := D+(Σ0 \K), the future domain of dependence of Σ0 \K.
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• The size of the initial data layer norm is measured by ϵ0 > 0.

• The size of the bootstrap assumption norms are measured by ϵ > 0.

• δ0 > 0 measures the height of the initial layer region K(0).

In what follows M and a are fixed constants such that 0 ≤ |a| ≤ M . We define

E0 := M

R0
, ϵ := E− 1

3
0 ϵ0. (3.4)

We take ϵ0 small enough and R0 large enough such that

ϵ2 ≪ ϵE0 ≪ ϵE
1
2
0 ≪ ϵ0 ≪ ϵ ≪ E0 ≪ δ0 < 1. (3.5)

Remark 3.1. In (3.5), A ≪ B means that CA < B where C is the largest universal constant
among all the constants involved in the proof via ≲.

3.3 Main theorem

The goal of this paper is to prove the following theorem, which is similar to Theorem 4.1
in [2].

Theorem 3.2 (Main theorem, version 2). Let ga,M a Kerr metric in MKerr with |a| ≤ M . Let
K(0) the initial layer region and Φ(0) the map defined in Section 2.1.4. We also assume that18

O(0) ≤ ϵ0, R(0) ≤ ϵ0. (3.6)

Then, K(0) has a unique future development (M,g), defined inside its future domain of depen-
dence, with the following properties:

1. (M,g) can be foliated by a double null foliation (u, u). Moreover, the outgoing cones Cu

are complete for all u ≤ u0.

2. The norms O, R satisfy
O ≲ ϵ0, R ≲ ϵ0. (3.7)

Remark 3.3. We denote (uu∗
, uu∗

) the double null foliation associated to the bootstrap region
V (u0, u∗). The bounds (3.7) allow us to show that (uu∗

, uu∗
) converges to (u∞, u∞)19 as u∗ → ∞

with all the bootstrap bounds valid on V (u0,+∞) for the quantities associated to the double null
foliation (u∞, u∞).

The proof of Theorem 3.2 is given in Section 3.5. It hinges on a sequence of basic theorems
stated in Section 3.4, concerning estimates for O and R norms.

Remark 3.4. Theorem 3.2 is proved in Section 3.5 for s ∈ [4, 6], and extended to s ∈ (3, 4)
and s > 6 in Appendices B and C.

18The norms O(0) and R(0) are defined in Section 3.1.5.
19Here, (u∞, u∞) denotes the double null foliation of final spacetime.
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3.4 Intermediate results

Theorem M0. Assume that

O(0) ≤ ϵ0, R(0) ≤ ϵ0, O ≤ ϵ, Osc ≤ ϵ. (3.8)

Then, we have
R0 ≲ ϵ0. (3.9)

Theorem M0 is proved in Section 6.1. The proof is based on null frame transformation
formulae introduced by Klainerman and Szeftel in [18], see Proposition 5.3 in Section 5.1.1.

Theorem M1. Assume that

O(0) ≤ ϵ0, R0 ≤ ϵ0, O ≤ ϵ, R ≤ ϵ, Osc ≤ ϵ. (3.10)

Then, we have
R ≲ ϵ0. (3.11)

Theorem M1 is proved in Section 4. The proof is based on the rp–weighted estimate method
introduced by Dafermos and Rodnianski in [8].

Theorem M2. Assume that C∗ is foliated by the geodesic type foliation of Definition 6.1 and
that we have the following assumptions:

O(0)(C∗ ∩ Σ0) ≤ ϵ0, R(C∗) ≲ ϵ0, O∗(C∗) ≤ ϵ.

Then, we have

O∗(C∗) ≲ ϵ0.

Theorem M2 is proved in Section 6.2. The proof is done by integrating the transport
equations along the null generator L of the last slice C∗ and applying elliptic estimates on the
2–spheres of the geodesic type foliation of C∗.

Theorem M3. Assume that

O(0) ≤ ϵ0, R ≤ ϵ0, O∗(C∗) ≤ ϵ0, O ≤ ϵ, Osc ≤ ϵ. (3.12)

Then, we have
O ≲ ϵ0, Osc ≲ ϵ0.

Theorem M3 is proved in Section 5. The proof is done by integrating the transport equations
along the outgoing and ingoing null cones and applying elliptic estimate on the 2–spheres of the
double null foliation of the spacetime K.

Theorem M4. We consider the spacetime K and its double null foliation (u, u) which satisfies
the assumptions:

O ≲ ϵ0, R ≲ ϵ0, Osc ≲ ϵ0, O∗(C∗) ≲ ϵ0. (3.13)

Then, we can extend the spacetime K = V (u0, u∗) and the double null foliation to a new space-
time ÛK = ÙV (u0, u∗ +ν), where ν > 0 is sufficiently small, and an associated double null foliation
(Ûu, u). Moreover, the new foliation (Ûu, u) is geodesic on the new last slice C∗∗ := Cu∗+ν and the
new corresponding norms satisfyÙO ≲ ϵ0, ÙR ≲ ϵ0, Õsc ≲ ϵ0, ÙO∗(C∗∗) ≲ ϵ0. (3.14)
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Theorem M4 is proved in Section 6.3. The proof is based on local existence type arguments.

Remark 3.5. When compared to [2], we have the following similarities and differences:

1. We treat the general decay s > 3 in Theorem 3.2 while the main result of [2] corresponds
to the particular case s > 7 in Theorem 3.2.

2. In [2], fourth order derivatives of Ricci coefficients and third order derivatives of curva-
ture are estimated. In this paper, we only estimate first order derivatives of both Ricci
coefficients and curvature respectively in Theorems M2–M3 and M1.

3. To estimate the curvature components in Theorem M1, instead of using the classcial vec-
torfield method as in [2], we use rp–weighted estimates of [8].

4. On the last slice C∗, a canonical foliation is used in [2] while we use a geodesic type
foliation in Theorem M2.

5. The estimates of Ricci coefficients and the extension argument, i.e. the proof of Theorems
M3 and M4, are similar to [2].

3.5 Proof of the main theorem

Now, we use Theorems M0–M4 to prove Theorem 3.2.

Definition 3.6. Let ℵ(u∗) the set of spacetimes K associated with a double null foliation (u, u)
which satisfy the following properties:

1. K = V (u0, u∗).

2. The foliation on C∗ is the geodesic type foliation of Definition 6.1.

3. We have the following bootstrap assumptions:

O ≤ ϵ, R ≤ ϵ, Osc ≤ ϵ, O∗(C∗) ≤ ϵ. (3.15)

Definition 3.7. We denote U the set of values u∗ such that ℵ(u∗) ̸= ∅.

Applying the local existence result of Theorem 10.2.1 in [5] and the assumption O(0) ≤ ϵ0,
we deduce that (3.15) holds if u∗ is sufficiently close to R0. So, we have U ̸= ∅.

Define u∗ to be the supremum of the set U . We want to prove u∗ = ∞. We assume by
contradiction that u∗ is finite. In particular, we may assume that u∗ ∈ U . We consider the
region K = V (u0, u∗). Recall that we have

O(0) ≤ ϵ0, R(0) ≤ ϵ0.

Combining with (3.15) and applying Theorem M0, we obtain

R0 ≲ ϵ0. (3.16)

Then, we have from Theorem M1
R ≲ ϵ0. (3.17)

Applying Theorem M2, we obtain

O∗(C∗) ≲ ϵ0. (3.18)
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Figure 5: External region

Combining (3.15), (3.17), (3.18) and Theorem M3, we deduce

O ≲ ϵ0, Osc ≲ ϵ0. (3.19)

Next, applying Theorem M4, we can extend K to ÛK := ÙV (u0, u∗ +ν) endowed with a new double
null foliation (Ûu, u) andÙO(ÛK) ≲ ϵ0, ‹R(ÛK) ≲ ϵ0, Õsc(ÛK) ≲ ϵ0, ÙO∗(C∗∗ ∩ ÛK) ≲ ϵ0,

where C∗∗ = Cu∗+ν is the new last slice. Thus, the region ÙV (u0, u∗+ν) with the new double null
foliation (Ûu, u) satisfies all the properties in Definition 3.6, and so ℵ(u∗ +ν) ̸= ∅, a contradiction.
So, we have u∗ = ∞, which implies property 1 of Theorem 3.2. Moreover, we also have

O ≲ ϵ0, R ≲ ϵ0, (3.20)

in the whole external region, which implies property 2 of Theorem 3.2. This concludes the proof
of Theorem 3.2.

3.6 Conclusions

The following proposition is a consequence of Theorem 3.2.

Proposition 3.8. Under the assumptions of Theorem 3.2, we have the following estimate in
the external region20:

|g − gK |∞,S(u,u) ≲
ϵ0

r|u|
s−3

2
. (3.21)

Proof. We recall that we have

g = −2Ω2(du⊗ du+ du⊗ du) + γAB(dxA − bAdu) ⊗ (dxB − bBdu),
20See Figure 5 for a description of the external region.

43



and

gK = −2Ω2
K(du⊗ du+ du⊗ du) + (γK)AB(dxA − bA

Kdu) ⊗ (dxB − bB
Kdu).

We compare these two metrics as follows:

guu − (gK)uu = 0,

guu − (gK)uu = −4Ω2 + 4Ω2
K = −4qΩ(Ω + ΩK) = O

Ç
ϵ0

r|u|
s−3

2

å
,

guA − (gK)uA = 0,

guu − (gK)uu = qγABb
AbB + (γK)AB(bAbB − bA

Kb
B
K) = O

Ç
ϵ0

r|u|
s−3

2

å
,

guA − (gK)uA = −qγABb
B − (γK)AB

qb
B = O

Ç
ϵ0

|u|
s−3

2

å
,

gAB − (gK)AB = qγAB = O

Ç
ϵ0r

|u|
s−3

2

å
.

This concludes the proof of Proposition 3.8.

Remark 3.9. Theorem 3.2 contains also a number of important conclusions following from
(3.7): peeling properties, complete future infinity, Bondi mass formula and so on, see Chapter
8 in [14]. See also Section 3.8 in [20] for various conclusions of the Kerr stability in the entire
domain of outer communication.

4 Curvature estimates (Theorem M1)
In this section, we prove Theorem M1 by the rp–weighted estimate method introduced in [8]

and applied to Bianchi equations in [11], [17] and [9]. For convenience, we recall the statement
below.

Theorem M1. Assume that

O(0) ≤ ϵ0, R0 ≲ ϵ0, O ≤ ϵ, R ≤ ϵ, Osc ≤ ϵ. (4.1)

Then, we have
R ≲ ϵ0. (4.2)

In the sequel, we denote21

V := V (u, u), CV
u := Cu ∩ V, CV

u := Cu ∩ V. (4.3)

The following lemma allows us to estimate the linear terms and error terms in Propositions 2.37
and 2.38.

Lemma 4.1. Under the assumptions O ≤ ϵ and R ≤ ϵ, we have

r2|u|
s−3

2 |Γg|∞,S ≲ ϵ, r|u|
s−1

2 |Γb|∞,S ≲ ϵ

|r2− 2
p |u|

s−3
2 Γ(1)

g |p,S ≲ ϵ, |r1− 2
p |u|

s−1
2 Γ(1)

b |p,S ≲ ϵ, p ∈ [2, 4].
(4.4)

Proof. It follows directly from the assumption (4.1), Definition 2.25 and Proposition 2.46.
21See Figure 6 for a description of V (u, u), CV

u and CV
u .
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Figure 6: Domain of integration

4.1 General Bianchi pairs

The following lemma provides the general structure of Bianchi pairs. It will be used re-
peatedly in Section 4. See Lemma 8.24 in [17] for an analog under the assumption of axial
polarization and Lemma 15.3.8 in [9] for an analog in the context of non integrable foliations.

Lemma 4.2. Let k = 1, 2 and a(1), a(2) real numbers. Then, we have the following properties.

1. Let ψ(1), h(1) ∈ sk and ψ(2), h(2) ∈ sk−1 satisfying

∇3(ψ(1)) + a(1) trχψ(1) = −kd∗
k(ψ(2)) + h(1),

∇4(ψ(2)) + a(2) trχψ(2) = dk(ψ(1)) + h(2).
(4.5)

Then, the pair (ψ(1), ψ(2)) satisfies for any real number p

Div(rp|ψ(1)|2e3) + kDiv(rp|ψ(2)|2e4)

+
(

2a(1) − 1 − p

2

)
rp trχ|ψ(1)|2 + k

(
2a(2) − 1 − p

2

)
rp trχ|ψ(2)|2

=2krp div(ψ(1) · ψ(2)) + 2rpψ(1) · h(1) + 2krpψ(2) · h(2) − 2rpω|ψ(1)|2

−2krpω|ψ(2)|2 + prp−1
(
e3(r) − r

2 trχ
)

|ψ(1)|2 + kprp−1
(
e4(r) − r

2 trχ
)

|ψ(2)|2.

(4.6)

2. Let ψ(1), h(1) ∈ sk−1 and ψ(2), h(2) ∈ sk satisfying

∇3(ψ(1)) + a(1) trχψ(1) = dk(ψ(2)) + h(1),

∇4(ψ(2)) + a(2) trχψ(2) = −kd∗
k(ψ(1)) + h(2).

(4.7)
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Then, the pair (ψ(1), ψ(2)) satisfies for any real number p

kDiv(rp|ψ(1)|2e3) + Div(rp|ψ(2)|2e4)

+k
(

2a(1) − 1 − p

2

)
rp trχ|ψ(1)|2 +

(
2a(2) − 1 − p

2

)
rp trχ|ψ(2)|2

=2rp div(ψ(1) · ψ(2)) + 2krpψ(1) · h(1) + 2rpψ(2) · h(2) − 2krpω|ψ(1)|2

−2rpω|ψ(2)|2 + kprp−1
(
e3(r) − r

2 trχ
)

|ψ(1)|2 + prp−1
(
e4(r) − r

2 trχ
)

|ψ(2)|2.

(4.8)

Proof. See Lemma 4.2 in [25].

Remark 4.3. Note that the linearized Bianchi equations can be written as systems of equations
of the type (4.5) and (4.7). In particular

• the Bianchi pair (qα, qβ) satisfies (4.5) with k = 2, a(1) = 1
2 , a(2) = 2,

• the Bianchi pair (qβ, (qρ,−qσ)) satisfies (4.5) with k = 1, a(1) = 1, a(2) = 3
2 ,

• the Bianchi pair ((qρ, qσ), qβ) satisfies (4.7) with k = 1, a(1) = 3
2 , a(2) = 1,

• the Bianchi pair (qβ, qα) satisfies (4.7) with k = 2, a(1) = 2, a(2) = 1
2 .

Proposition 4.4. For ψ(1), ψ(2) and h(1), h(2) satisfying (4.5) or (4.7), we have the following
properties for all (u, u) ∈ K:

(a) In the case 2 + p− 4a(1) > 0 and 4a(2) − 2 − p > 0, we have∫
CV

u

rp|ψ(1)|2 +
∫

CV
u

rp|ψ(2)|2 +
∫

V
rp−1|ψ(1)|2 + rp−1|ψ(2)|2

≲
∫

Σ0∩V
rp|ψ(1)|2 + rp|ψ(2)|2 +

∫
V
rp|ψ(1)||h(1)| + rp|ψ(2)||h(2)|.

(4.9)

(b) In the case 2 + p− 4a(1) > 0 and 4a(2) − 2 − p = 0, we have∫
CV

u

rp|ψ(1)|2 +
∫

CV
u

rp|ψ(2)|2 +
∫

V
rp−1|ψ(1)|2

≲
∫

Σ0∩V
rp|ψ(1)|2 + rp|ψ(2)|2 +

∫
V
rp|ψ(1)||h(1)| + rp|ψ(2)||h(2)|.

(4.10)

(c) In the case 2 + p− 4a(1) ≤ 0 and 4a(2) − 2 − p ≥ 0, we have∫
CV

u

rp|ψ(1)|2 +
∫

CV
u

rp|ψ(2)|2

≲
∫

Σ0∩V
rp|ψ(1)|2 + rp|ψ(2)|2 +

∫
V
rp−1|ψ(1)|2 + rp|ψ(1)||h(1)| + rp|ψ(2)||h(2)|.

(4.11)

(d) In the case 2 + p− 4a(1) > 0 and 4a(2) − 2 − p ≤ 0, we have∫
CV

u

rp|ψ(1)|2 +
∫

CV
u

rp|ψ(2)|2 +
∫

V
rp−1|ψ(1)|2

≲
∫

Σ0∩V
rp|ψ(1)|2 + rp|ψ(2)|2 +

∫
V
rp−1|ψ(2)|2 + rp|ψ(1)||h(1)| + rp|ψ(2)||h(2)|.

(4.12)
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Remark 4.5. In the sequel, For a sum of terms of the form Γ ·R, we ignore the terms having
the same or even better decay. For example, we write

Γg · β + Γg · α = Γg · β, Γg · (qρ, qσ) + Γg · β = Γg · β,

since α decays better than β and qρ and qσ decay better than β.

Proof. We obtain from Proposition 2.30 that

ω = Γg + O1
2, ω = Γb + O1

2.

Applying Lemma 2.7, we obtain

e3(r) − r

2 trχ =
Ω trχ

2Ω r − r

2 trχ = r

2Ω(Ω trχ− Ω trχ) = rΓg + O1
2, (4.13)

and similarly

e4(r) − r

2 trχ = rΓg + O1
2. (4.14)

Applying Lemma 4.1, we infer∫
V
rp

(
|ω||ψ(1)|2 + |ω||ψ(2)|2

)
+

∫
V
rp−1

(
e3(r) − r

2 trχ
)

|ψ(1)|2 + rp−1
(
e4(r) − r

2 trχ
)

|ψ(2)|2

≲
∫

V
rp

(
Γb + O1

2
)

|ψ(1)|2 +
∫

V
rp

(
Γg + O1

2
)

|ψ(2)|2

≲M
∫

V
rp−2|ψ(1)|2 + ϵ

∫
V
rp−1|u|−1|ψ(1)|2 +M

∫
V
rp−2|ψ(2)|2

≲M
∫ u

u0(u)

Å
|u|−2

∫
CV

u

rp|ψ(1)|2
ã
du+M

∫ u

|u|

Ç
|u|−2

∫
CV

u

rp|ψ(2)|2
å
du

≲M
∫ u

u0(u)
|u|−2du

Å
sup

u

∫
CV

u

rp|ψ(1)|2
ã

+M

∫ u

|u|
|u|−2du

Ç
sup

u

∫
CV

u

rp|ψ(2)|2
å

≲E0

Å
sup

u

∫
CV

u

rp|ψ(1)|2
ã

+ E0

Ç
sup

u

∫
CV

u

rp|ψ(2)|2
å
.

(4.15)

Integrating (4.6) or (4.8) and recalling that

trχ− 2
r

= Γg + O1
2, trχ+ 2

r
= Γg + O1

2,

we obtain∫
CV

u

rp|ψ(1)|2 +
∫

CV
u

rp|ψ(2)|2 +
∫

V
(2 + p− 4a(1))rp−1|ψ(1)|2 + (4a(2) − 2 − p)rp−1|ψ(2)|2

≲
∫

Σ0∩V
rp|ψ(1)|2 + rp|ψ(2)|2 +

∫
V
rp|ψ(1)||h(1)| + rp|ψ(2)||h(2)|

+ E0 sup
u

∫
CV

u

rp|ψ(1)|2 + E0 sup
u

∫
CV

u

rp|ψ(2)|2.
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Taking the supremum in u and u and applying (4.15), we obtain for ϵ and E0 small enough

sup
u

∫
CV

u

rp|ψ(1)|2 + sup
u

∫
CV

u

rp|ψ(2)|2

+
∫

V
(2 + p− 4a(1))rp−1|ψ(1)|2 + (4a(2) − 2 − p)rp−1|ψ(2)|2

≲
∫

Σ0∩V
rp|ψ(1)|2 + rp|ψ(2)|2 +

∫
V
rp|ψ(1)||h(1)| + rp|ψ(2)||h(2)|.

(4.16)

This concludes the proof of Proposition 4.4.

The following lemma allows us to compare d/ qψ and |d/ψ.

Lemma 4.6. We denote for ψ ∈ {α, β, ρ, σ, β, α}

}ψ(1) := ( qψ, |d/ψ). (4.17)

Then, we have for p < 7 ∫
CV

u

rp| qψ(1)|2 ≲
∫

CV
u

rp| }ψ(1)|2 + ϵ20
|u|s−p

,∫
CV

u

rp| qψ(1)|2 ≲
∫

CV
u

rp| }ψ(1)|2 + ϵ20
|u|s−p

.

(4.18)

Remark 4.7. Note that Proposition 2.38 involves the quantities |d/α, |d/β, |d/ρ, |d/σ |d/β and |d/α,
while the curvature norms R1 and R1 involve d/qα, d/qβ, d/qρ, d/qσ d/qβ and d/qα. We thus need to
compare d/ qψ and |d/ψ which is the purpose of Lemma 4.6.

Proof. For ψ ∈ {ρ, σ} which is a scalar function, we have

|d/ψ = d/ qψ.

The estimate (4.18) is trivial in this case. Next, we focus on the case ψ ∈ {α, β, β, α}. We have
from Proposition 2.22

|d/ψ = d/ψ − d/KψK = d/ qψ + ( d/− d/K)ψK = d/ qψ + rqL · ψK .

Recalling that ψK = O2
4, we deduce∫

CV
u

rp| d/ qψ|2 ≲
∫

CV
u

rp| |d/ψ|2 +
∫

CV
u

rp|Γ(1)
g · O2

3|2

≲
∫

CV
u

rp| |d/ψ|2 +M4
∫

CV
u

rp−6|Γ(1)
g |2

≲
∫

CV
u

rp| |d/ψ|2 +M4
∫ u

|u|
rp−8du

∫
S

|rΓ(1)
g |2

≲
∫

CV
u

rp| |d/ψ|2 +M4ϵ2
∫ u

|u|
rp−8 du

|u|s−3

≲
∫

CV
u

rp| |d/ψ|2 +M4ϵ2|u|p−s−4

≲
∫

CV
u

rp| |d/ψ|2 + E4
0 ϵ

2

|u|s−p

≲
∫

CV
u

rp| |d/ψ|2 + ϵ20
|u|s−p

,
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which implies the first inequality in (4.18). The second inequality in (4.18) is similar. This
concludes the proof of Lemma 4.6.

Remark 4.8. The proof of Theorem M1 is analogous to Theorem M1 in [25]. In particular,
the estimates for the error terms Err[...] in Propositions 2.37 and 2.38 have already been done
in [25]. In the proof of Theorem M1 below, we thus focus on the linear terms L[...].

4.2 Estimates for the Bianchi pair (qα, qβ)
Proposition 4.9. We have the following estimate:

R0[qα]2 + R0[qβ]2 + R1[qα]2 + R1[qβ]2 ≲ ϵ20. (4.19)

Proof. We recall the following equations from Propositions 2.37 and 2.38:

∇3
}α(1) + 1

2 trχ }α(1) = − 2d∗
2(}β(1)) + L[∇3

}α(1)] + Err[∇3
}α(1)],

∇4
}β(1) + 2 trχ }β(1) =d2(}α(1)) + L[∇4

}β(1)] + Err[∇4
}β(1)].

(4.20)

Applying (4.9) with ψ(1) = }α(1), ψ(2) = }β(1), a(1) = 1
2 , a(2) = 2, h(1) = L[∇3

}α(1)] + Err[∇3
}α(1)],

h(2) = L[∇4
}β(1)] + Err[∇4

}β(1)] and p = s we obtain∫
CV

u

rs|}α(1)|2 +
∫

CV
u

rs|}β(1)|2 +
∫

V
rs−1|}α(1)|2

≲
∫

Σ0∩V
rs|}α(1)|2 + rs|}β(1)|2 +

∫
V
rs|}α(1)|

∣∣∣L[∇3
}α(1)] + Err[∇3

}α(1)]
∣∣∣

+
∫

V
rs|}β(1)|

∣∣∣Err[∇4
}β(1)] + Err[∇4

}β(1)]
∣∣∣.

(4.21)

We recall from Proposition 2.3722∫
V
rs|}α(1)|L[∇3

}α(1)]| + rs|}β(1)||L[∇4
}β(1)]|

≲
∫

V
rs

Å
M

r3 |Γ(1)
g ||}α(1)| + M2

r3 |}α(1)|| d/≤1
qρ| + M

r2 | d/≤1
qβ|2
ã
.

(4.22)

We estimate (4.22) term by term. For the first term:

∫
V
Mrs−3|}α(1)||Γ(1)

g | ≲M

∫ u

u0(u)
du

Å∫
CV

u

rs|}α(1)|2
ã 1

2
Å∫

CV
u

rs−6|Γ(1)
g |2
ã 1

2

≲Mϵ

∫ u

u0(u)
du

Å∫ u

|u|
rs−8|rΓ(1)

g |22,Sdu

ã 1
2

≲Mϵ2
∫ u

u0(u)
du

Å∫ u

|u|
rs−8|u|3−sdu

ã 1
2

≲Mϵ2
∫ u

u0(u)
|u|−2du

≲ ϵ20.

22We ignore the terms which decay better.
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For the second term:∫
V
M2rs−3|}α(1)||qρ(1)| ≲M2

∫ u

u0(u)
du

Å∫
CV

u

rs|}α(1)|2
ã 1

2
Å∫

CV
u

r2|qρ(1)|2
ã 1

2
r

s
2 −4

≲M2
∫ u

u0(u)
du

ϵ2

|u|
s−2

2
|u|

s
2 −4

≲M2ϵ2|u|−2

≲ ϵ20.

For the last term:∫
V
Mrs−2|}β(1)|2 ≲M

∫ u

|u|

du

r2

∫
CV

u

rs|}β(1)|2 ≲Mϵ2
∫ u

|u|

du

r2 ≲ ϵ20.

Injecting all the estimates into (4.22), we deduce∫
V
rs|}α(1)||L[∇3

}α(1)]| + rs|}β(1)||L[∇4
}β(1)]| ≲ ϵ20. (4.23)

Next, we proceed as in Proposition 4.7 in [25] to obtain∫
V
rs

(
|}α(1)||Err[∇3

}α(1)]| + |}β(1)||Err[∇4
}β(1)]|

)
≲ ϵ20. (4.24)

Combining (4.23) and (4.24), we obtain∫
CV

u

rs|}α(1)|2 +
∫

CV
u

rs|}β(1)|2 +
∫

V
rs−1|}α(1)|2 ≲ ϵ20. (4.25)

Applying Lemma 4.6, we deduce (4.19). This concludes the proof of Proposition 4.9.

4.3 Estimates for the Bianchi pair (qβ, (qρ, qσ))
Proposition 4.10. We have the following estimate:

R0[qβ]2 + R0[(qρ, qσ)]2 + R1[qβ]2 + R1[(qρ, qσ)]2 ≲ ϵ20. (4.26)

Proof. We recall from Propositions 2.37 and 2.38:

∇4(}ρ(1),−}σ(1)) + 3
2 trχ(}ρ(1),−}σ(1)) = d1 qβ + L[∇4

}ρ(1),−∇4
}σ(1)] + Err[∇4

}ρ(1),−∇4
}σ(1)],

∇3
}β(1) + trχ }β(1) = −d∗

1(}ρ(1),−}σ(1)) + L[∇3
}β(1)] + Err[∇3

}β(1)],

where

L[∇4
}ρ(1),−∇4

}σ(1)] = Γ(1)
g · O1

3 + O2
3 · qρ(1), L[∇3

}β(1)] = Γ(1)
g · O1

3 + O1
2 · qβ(1) + O2

3 · qβ
(1)
.

Applying (4.10) with ψ(1) = }β(1), ψ(2) = (}ρ(1),−}σ(1)), a(1) = 1, a(2) = 3
2 , h(1) = L[∇3

}β(1)] +
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Err[∇3
}β(1)], h(2) = L[∇4

}ρ(1),−∇4
}σ(1)] + Err[∇4

}ρ(1),−∇4
}σ(1)] and p = 4, we infer∫

CV
u

r4|}β(1)|2 +
∫

CV
u

r4|(}ρ(1), }σ(1))|2

≲
∫

Σ0∩V

(
r4|}β(1)|2 + r4|(}ρ(1), }σ(1))|2

)
+

∫
V
r4

∣∣∣}β(1) ·
(
L[∇3

}β(1)] + Err[∇3
}β(1)]

)∣∣∣
+

∫
V
r4

∣∣∣(}ρ(1), }σ(1)) ·
(
L[∇4

}ρ(1),∇4
}σ(1)] + Err[∇4

}ρ(1),∇4
}σ(1)]

)∣∣∣
≲|u|4−sϵ20 +

∫
V
r4

∣∣∣}β(1) ·
(
L[∇3

}β(1)] + Err[∇3
}β(1)]

)∣∣∣
+

∫
V
r4

∣∣∣(}ρ(1), }σ(1)) ·
(
L[∇4

}ρ(1),∇4
}σ(1)] + Err[∇4

}ρ(1),∇4
}σ(1)]

)∣∣∣ .

(4.27)

Notice that we have∫
V
r4|}β(1)||L[∇3

}β(1)]| + r4|(}ρ(1), }σ(1))||L[∇4
}ρ(1),−∇4

}σ(1)]|

≲
∫

V
Mr2|qβ(1)|2 +M2r|qβ(1)||qβ

(1)
| +Mr|Γ(1)

g ||qρ(1)|

≲M
∫ u

|u|

du

r2

∫
CV

u

r4|qβ(1)|2 +M2
∫ u

|u|

du

r
s
2

∫
CV

u

|r
s
2 qβ(1)||rqβ

(1)
|

+M

∫ u

|u|

du

r2

∫
CV

u

|rΓ(1)
g ||r2

qρ(1)|

≲M
∫ u

|u|

du

r2
ϵ2

|u|s−4 +M2
∫ u

|u|

du

r
s
2

Ç∫
CV

u

|r
s
2 qβ(1)|

å 1
2
Ç∫

CV
u

|rqβ
(1)

|2
å 1

2

+M

∫ u

|u|

du

r2

Å∫ u

u0(u)
du|rΓ(1)

g |22,S

ã 1
2
Ç∫

CV
u

|r2
qρ(1)|2

å 1
2

≲
Mϵ2

r|u|s−4 +M2ϵ

∫ u

|u|

du

r
s
2

ϵ

|u|
s−2

2
+M

∫ u

|u|

du

r2
ϵ

|u|
s−4

2

ϵ

|u|
s−4

2

≲
Mϵ2

r|u|s−4 + M2ϵ2

|u|s−2 + Mϵ2

r|u|s−4

≲
ϵ20

|u|s−4 .

(4.28)

Next, we proceed as in Proposition 4.8 in [25] to obtain∫
V
r4|}β(1)||Err[∇3

}β(1)]| + r4|(}ρ(1), }σ(1))||Err[∇4
}ρ(1),∇4

}σ(1)]| ≲ ϵ20
|u|s−4 . (4.29)

Combining (4.27), (4.28) and (4.29), we deduce∫
CV

u

r4|}β(1)|2 +
∫

CV
u

r4|(}ρ(1), }σ(1))|2 ≲
ϵ20

|u|s−4 . (4.30)

Combining with Lemma 4.6, this concludes the proof of Proposition 4.10.

4.4 Estimates for the Bianchi pair ((qρ, qσ), qβ)
Proposition 4.11. We have the following estimates:

R0[(qρ, qσ)]2 + R0[qβ]2 + R1[(qρ, qσ)]2 + R1[qβ]2 ≲ ϵ20. (4.31)
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Proof. We recall the following equations from Propositions 2.37 and 2.38:

∇4
}

β(1) + trχ }

β(1) = d∗
1(}ρ(1), }σ(1)) + L[∇4

}

β(1)] + Err[∇4
}

β(1)],

∇3(}ρ(1), }σ(1)) + 3
2 trχ (}ρ(1), }σ(1)) = −d1

}

β(1) + L[∇3
}ρ(1),∇3

}σ(1)] + Err[∇3
}ρ(1),∇3

}σ(1)],

where

L[∇3
}ρ(1),∇3

}σ(1)] = Γ(1)
b · O1

3 + O2
3 · qα(1), L[∇4

}β(1)] = Γ(1)
g · O1

3 + O1
2 · qβ

(1)
.

Applying (4.11) with ψ(1) = (}ρ(1), }σ(1)), ψ(2) = }

β(1), a(1) = 1, a(2) = 3
2 , h(1) = L[∇3

}ρ(1),∇3
}σ(1)]+

Err[∇3
}ρ(1),∇3

}σ(1)], h(2) = L[∇4
}

β(1)] + Err[∇4
}

β(1)] and p = 2, we obtain∫
CV

u

r2|(}ρ(1), }σ(1))|2 +
∫

CV
u

r2|}

β(1)|2

≲
∫

Σ0∩V
r2
Å

|(}ρ(1), }σ(1))|2 + |}

β(1)|2
ã

+
∫

V
r|(}ρ(1), }σ(1))|2

+
∫

V
r2|(}ρ(1), }σ(1))||L[∇3

}ρ(1),∇3
}σ(1)] + Err[∇3

}ρ(1),∇3
}σ(1)]|

+
∫

V
r2|}

β(1)||L[∇4
}

β(1)] + Err[∇4
}

β(1)]|.

First, we have∫
Σ0∩V

r2
Å

|(}ρ(1), }σ(1))|2 + |}

β(1)|2
ã
≲ |u|2−s

∫
Σ0∩V

rs

Å
|(}ρ(1), }σ(1))|2 + |}

β(1)|2
ã
≲

ϵ20
|u|s−2 . (4.32)

Notice that we have from Proposition 4.10 that∫
V
r|(}ρ(1), }σ(1))|2 ≲

∫ u

|u|
r−3du

∫
CV

u

r4|(}ρ(1), }σ(1))|2 ≲
∫ u

|u|
r−3du

ϵ20
|u|s−4 ≲

ϵ20
|u|s−2 . (4.33)

Moreover, we have ∫
V
r2|(}ρ(1), }σ(1))||L[∇3

}ρ(1),∇3
}σ(1)]| + r2|}

β(1)||L[∇4
}

β(1)]|

≲
∫

V
Mr−1|qρ(1)||Γ(1)

b | +M2r−1|qρ(1)||qα(1)|

≲M
∫ u

|u|

du

r3

∫
CV

u

|r2
qρ(1)||Γ(1)

b | +M2
∫ u

|u|

du

r3

∫
CV

u

|r2
qρ(1)||qα(1)|

≲M
∫ u

|u|

du

r3

Ç∫
CV

u

|r2
qρ(1)|2

å 1
2 Å∫ u

u0(u)
du|Γ(1)

b |22,S

ã 1
2

+M2
∫ u

|u|

du

r3

Ç∫
CV

u

|r2
qρ(1)|2

å 1
2
Ç∫

CV
u

|qα(1)|2
å 1

2

≲M
∫ u

|u|

du

r3
ϵ

|u|
s−4

2

ϵ

|u|
s−2

2
+M2

∫ u

|u|

du

r3
ϵ

|u|
s−4

2

ϵ

|u|
s
2

≲
Mϵ2

|u|s−1 + M2ϵ2

|u|s

≲
ϵ20

|u|s−2 .

(4.34)
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Next, we have from Proposition 4.12 in [25] that∫
V
r2|(}ρ(1), }σ(1))||Err[∇3

}ρ(1),∇3
}σ(1)]| + r2|}

β(1)||Err[∇4
}

β(1)]| ≲ ϵ20
|u|s−2 . (4.35)

Combining (4.32), (4.33), (4.34) and (4.35), we obtain∫
CV

u

r2|(}ρ(1), }σ(1))|2 +
∫

CV
u

r2|}

β(1)|2 ≲
ϵ20

|u|s−2 .

Combining with Lemma 4.6, this concludes the proof of Proposition 4.11.

4.5 Estimates for the Bianchi pair (qβ, qα)
Proposition 4.12. We have the following estimate:

R0[qβ]2 + R0[qα]2 + R1[qβ]2 + R1[qα]2 ≲ ϵ20. (4.36)

Proof. We recall the following Bianchi equations from Propositions 2.37 and 2.38:

∇4
}α(1) + 1

2 trχ }α(1) = −∇“⊗}

β(1) + L[∇4
}α(1)] + Err[∇4

}α(1)],

∇3qβ + 2 trχ }

β(1) = − div }α(1) + L[∇3
}

β(1)] + Err[∇3
}

β(1)],
(4.37)

where

L[∇4
}α(1)] = Γ(1)

b · O1
3 + O1

2 · qα(1), L[∇3
}

β(1)] = Γ(1)
b · O2

4 + O1
2 · qβ

(1)
.

Applying (4.11) with ψ(1) = }

β(1), ψ(2) = }α(1), a(1) = 2, a(2) = 1
2 , h(1) = L[∇3

}

β(1)]+Err[∇3
}

β(1)],
h(2) = L[∇4

}α(1)] + Err[∇4
}α(1)] and p = 0, we obtain∫

CV
u

|}

β(1)|2 +
∫

CV
u

|}α(1)|2

≲
∫

Σ0∩V
|}

β(1)|2 + |}α(1)|2 +
∫

V
r−1|}

β(1)|2

+
∫

V
|}

β(1)||L[∇3
}

β(1)] + Err[∇3
}

β(1)]| + |}α(1)||L[∇4
}α(1)] + Err[∇4

}α(1)]|.

(4.38)

First, we have ∫
Σ0∩V

|}

β(1)|2 + |}α(1)|2 ≲ |u|−s
∫

Σ0∩V
rs

Å
|}

β(1)|2 + |}α(1)|2
ã
≲

ϵ20
|u|s

.

We recall from Proposition 4.11 that∫
V
r−1|}

β(1)|2 ≲
∫ u

|u|

du

r3

∫
CV

u

|rqβ
(1)

|2 ≲
∫ u

|u|

du

r3
ϵ20

|u|s−2 ≲
ϵ20

|u|s
.
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Next, we estimate∫
V

|}

β(1)||L[∇3
}

β(1)]| + |}α(1)||L[∇4
}α(1)]|

≲
∫

V
Mr−3|qα(1)||Γ(1)

b | +Mr−2|qα(1)|2

≲M
∫ u

|u|

du

r3

Ç∫
CV

u

|qα(1)|2
å 1

2 Å∫ u

u0(u)
|Γ(1)

b |22,S

ã 1
2

+M

∫ u

|u|

du

r2

∫
CV

u

|qα(1)|2

≲M
∫ u

|u|

du

r3
ϵ

|u|
s
2

ϵ

|u|
s−2

2
+M

∫ u

|u|

du

r2
ϵ2

|u|s

≲
ϵ20

|u|s
.

We recall from Proposition 4.13 in [25]∫
V

|}

β(1)||Err[∇3
}

β(1)]| + |}α(1)||Err[∇4
}α(1)]| ≲ ϵ20

|u|s
.

Hence, we obtain ∫
CV

u

|}

β(1)|2 +
∫

CV
u

|}α(1)|2 ≲
ϵ20

|u|s
.

This concludes the proof of Proposition 4.12.

4.6 End of the proof of Theorem M1

Proposition 4.13. We have the following estimate:

RS
0 + RS

0 ≲ R0 + R1 + R0 + R1. (4.39)

Proof. It is sufficient to prove that

RS
0 ≲ R0 + R1, RS

0 ≲ R0 + R1, (4.40)

which is a direct consequence of Propositions 2.37, 2.38 and 2.45.23

Remark that Propositions 4.9–4.13 imply

R2 ≲ ϵ20.

This concludes the proof of Theorem M1.

5 Ricci coefficients estimates (Theorem M3)
The goal of this section is to prove Theorem M3, which we recall below for convenience.

Theorem M3. Assume that

O(0) ≤ ϵ0, R ≲ ϵ0, O∗(C∗) ≲ ϵ0, O ≤ ϵ, Osc ≤ ϵ. (5.1)

Then, we have
O ≲ ϵ0, Osc ≲ ϵ0. (5.2)

Remark 5.1. Throughout Section 5, we denote

S0(u) := S(u0(u), u), S∗(u) := S(u, u∗), S := S(u, u).
23Note that the initial conditions in Proposition 2.45 can be controlled as in Lemma 6.6 of [25].
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5.1 Preliminaries

5.1.1 Null frame transformation

In order to control Osc, we will need to compare the double null frame of K and the one
of K(0) in K(0). To this end, we will rely on the null frame transformations introduced in [17]
and [18].

Lemma 5.2. Given two null frames (e3, e4, e1, e2) and (e′
3, e

′
4, e

′
1, e

′
2) associated to double-null

foliations, assume that they have the same generator L for the ingoing direction. Then, a null
frame transformation from the null frame (e3, e4, e1, e2) to (e′

3, e
′
4, e

′
1, e

′
2) can be written in the

form:

e′
4 = λ

Å
e4 + fBeB + 1

4 |f |2e3

ã
,

e′
3 = λ−1e3,

e′
A = eA + 1

2fAe3,

(5.3)

where

λ = Ω
Ω′ (5.4)

is a scalar function and f is a 1–form. Moreover, the inverse transform of (5.3) is given by

e4 = λ−1e′
4 − fAe′

A + λ

4 |f |2e′
3,

e3 = λe′
3,

eA = e′
A − λ

2 fAe
′
3.

(5.5)

Proof. Applying Lemma 3.1 in [18] with f = 0, we obtain (5.3). Notice that (5.5) is a direct
consequence of (5.3). Recalling

e′
3 = 2Ω′L, e3 = 2ΩL,

we deduce immediately (5.4). This concludes the proof of Lemma 5.2.

Proposition 5.3. Under the null frame transformation (5.3), some of the Ricci coefficients
transform as follows:

λ−1 trχ′ = trχ+ div′ f + l.o.t.,
curl′ f = l.o.t.,
λχ′ = χ,

η′ = η + 1
2λ∇′

e′
3
f + l.o.t.,

η′ = η + 1
4 trχf + l.o.t.,

λ−2ξ′ = ξ + 1
2∇′

λ−1e′
4
f + 1

4 trχf + l.o.t.,

λ−1ω′ = ω + l.o.t.,

55



where the terms denoted by l.o.t. have the following schematic form:

l.o.t. = Γb · f + O1
2 · f.

The curvature components transform as follows:

λ−2α′ = α+ (f“⊗β − ∗f“⊗∗β) +
Å
f“⊗f − 1

2
∗f“⊗∗f

ã
ρ+ 3

2(f“⊗∗f)∗ρ+ l.o.t.,

λ2α′ = α,

λ−1β′ = β + 3
2(fρ+ ∗fσ) + l.o.t.,

λβ′ = β − 1
2α · f,

ρ′ = ρ− f · β + l.o.t.,
σ′ = σ − f · ∗β + l.o.t.,

where the terms denoted by l.o.t. have the following schematic form:

l.o.t. = O(f3)(ρ, σ) +O(f2)(α, β, β, α). (5.6)

Proof. All the transformation formulae, with the exception of the one for ω, follow immediately
from Proposition 3.3 in [18], in view of the fact that f = 0. See Proposition 6.2 in [25] for the
proof of the transformation formula for ω which uses in addition that λ = Ω

Ω′ .

5.1.2 Difference of the pull backs of Kerr values

The goal of this section is to compare the difference of the pull backs of Kerr values by Φ
and Φ(0) in K(0) which will appear in the control of Osc. In the remainder of this paper, for
any quantity X, we denote the quantity X(0) associated to the initial data layer region K(0) by

X ′ := X(0), (5.7)

to simplify the notations. For example:

u′ := u(0), η′ := η(0), O′ := O(0), R′ := R(0), S′ := S(0), K′ := K(0). (5.8)

Lemma 5.4. Let X be a scalar defined in K′. We denote

X ′
K := Φ′∗(XKerr), XK := Φ∗(XKerr),

and we assume that

XK = Ok
q .

Then, we have:

sup
S

|X ′
K −XK | ≲ Mkϵ

rq+ s−1
2

≲
ϵ0

rq−k+ s−1
2
.
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Proof. Let p ∈ K which has the coordinates (u, u, x1, x2) and resp. (u′, u, x′1, x′2) in two different
foliations. Then, we have

|X ′
K(p) −XK(p)| ≲ |Φ′∗(XKerr)(p) − Φ∗(XKerr)(p)|

≲ |XKerr(Φ′(p)) −XKerr(Φ(p))|

≲

∣∣∣∣∂XKerr

∂uKerr
(u′ − u)

∣∣∣∣ +
∣∣∣∣∂XKerr

∂xA
Kerr

(x′A − xA)
∣∣∣∣

≲
Mk

rq+1 |u′ − u| + Mk

rq

∣∣∣x′A − xA
∣∣∣

≲
Mk

rq+1
Osc(u)
r

s−3
2

+ Mk

rq

Osc(x)
r

s−1
2

≲
Mk

rq+1
ϵ

r
s−3

2
+ Mk

rq

ϵ

r
s−1

2

≲
ϵ0

rq−k+ s−1
2
,

(5.9)

where we used (5.1) to bound Osc(u) and Osc(x). This concludes the proof of Lemma 5.4.

5.1.3 Evolution lemma

Lemma 5.5 (Evolution lemma). Assume that the spacetime K is foliated by (u, u).

(1) Let U,F be k-covariant S–tangent tensor fields satisfying the outgoing evolution equation

∇4U + λ0 trχU = F, (5.10)

where λ0 ≥ 0. Denoting λ1 = 2(λ0 − 1
p), we have along Cu

|rλ1U |p,S ≲ |rλ1U |p,S∗(u) +
∫ u∗(p)

u(p)
|rλ1F |p,S(u, u′)du′, (5.11)

where u∗(p) is such that Cu(p) ∩ C∗ = S(u(p), u∗(p)) and where S∗(u) = S(u(p), u∗(p)).

(2) Let V, F be k-covariant S–tangent tensor fields satisfying the ingoing evolution equation

∇3V + λ0 trχV = F . (5.12)

Denoting λ1 = 2(λ0 − 1
p), we have along Cu

|rλ1V |p,S ≲ |rλ1V |p,S0(u) +
∫ u

u0(u)
|rλ1F |p,S(u′, u)du′, (5.13)

where S(u0(u), u) := Cu0(u) ∩ Cu ⊂ K is the unique sphere of Cu which is located in the future
of Σ0 and touches Σ0 and where S0(u) = S(u0(u), u).

Proof. See Lemma 4.1.5 in [14].

5.1.4 Bootstrap control in the initial data layer

Lemma 5.6. We denote
Γw := Γg ∪ Γb ∪ Γ′

g ∪ Γ′
b. (5.14)
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Then, we have the following estimates in K′:

sup
K′

r
s+1

2 |Γw| ≲ ϵ,

sup
S⊂K′

r
s+1

2 |r− 2
p Γ(1)

w |p,S ≲ ϵ, p ∈ [2, 4],
(5.15)

Moreover, we have

f ∈ rΓw, λ ∈ rΓw, u′ − u ∈ r2Γw, r′ − r ∈ r2Γw.

Proof. It follows directly from Lemma 4.1 and the assumption (5.1).

5.2 Estimates for O[1], Oγ and Osc
In the remainder of Section 5, we always assume p ∈ [2, 4].

5.2.1 Estimate for O̊0,1( |Ωω)

Proposition 5.7. We have the following estimate for q = 0, 1:

|r
s+1

2 − 2
p (r∇)q

|Ωω|p,S0(u) ≲ ϵ0, (5.16)

where we recall that S0(u) is the unique leaf of Cu which is located in the future of Σ0 and
touches Σ0.

Proof. We recall from Proposition 5.3 and λ = Ω
Ω′ that

Ω′ω′ = Ωω + f · Γw + O1
2 · f. (5.17)

Notice from Proposition 2.28 and Lemma 5.4 that

|ΩKωK − Ω′
Kω

′
K | ≲ ϵ0

r
s+1

2
.

Hence, we have

|~Ω′ω′ − |Ωω| ≲ |Ω′ω′ − Ωω| + |Ω′
Kω

′
K − ΩKωK |

≲ |Γw · f | + |O1
2 · f | + ϵ0

r
s+1

2

≲
ϵ0

r
s+1

2
.

Thus, we infer

|r
s+1

2 − 2
p |Ωω|p,S0(u) ≲ |r

s+1
2 − 2

p ~Ω′ω′|p,S0(u) + ϵ0 ≲ ϵ0.

We have from (5.17) and (5.5)

eA(Ωω) = e′
A(Ω′ω′) − λ

2 fAe
′
3(Ω′ω′) + Γ(1)

w · f + Γw · f (1) + O1
2 · f (1)

= e′
A(Ω′ω′) + Γw · Γ(1)

w + O1
2 · Γ(1)

w .

Notice that we have from Lemma 5.4

|eA(ΩKωK) − e′
A(Ω′

Kω
′
K)| ≲ ϵ0

r
s+3

2
.
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Hence, we have

|r− 2
p eA( |Ωω)|p,S0(u) ≲ |e′

A(~Ω′ω′)|∞,S0(u) + M

r2
ϵ

r
s+1

2
+ ϵ2

rs+1 + ϵ0

r
s+3

2
≲

ϵ0

r
s+3

2
,

which implies
|r

s+3
2 − 2

p eA( |Ωω)|p,S0(u) ≲ ϵ0.

This concludes the proof of Proposition 5.7.

5.2.2 Estimates for O0( |Ωω) and O0( |Ωω)

Proposition 5.8. We have the following estimates:

|r2+ s−3
6 − 2

p |u|
s−3

3 |Ωω|p,S ≲ ϵ0, (5.18)

|r2− 2
p |u|

s−3
2 |Ωω|p,S ≲ ϵ0. (5.19)

Proof. We recall from Proposition 2.34

∇4( |Ωω) =O0
0 · qρ+ Γg · O1

2 + Γg · Γg + rΓg · qρ.

Applying Lemma 5.5, we infer

|r− 2
p |Ωω|p,S ≲ |r− 2

p |Ωω|p,S∗(u) +
∫ u∗

u

Å
|r− 2

p
qρ|p,S + M

r2 |r− 2
p Γg|p,S + |r− 2

p Γg · Γg|p,S

ã
du

≲
ϵ0

r2|u|
s−3

2
+

∫ u∗

u

Ç
ϵ0

r3|u|
s−3

2
+ ϵM

r4|u|
s−3

2
+ ϵ2

r4|u|s−3

å
du

≲
ϵ0

r2|u|
s−3

2
,

which implies (5.19). Next, we recall from Proposition 2.34

∇3( |Ωω) =O0
0 · qρ+ Γg · O1

2 + Γg · Γg + rΓg · qρ.

Applying Lemma 5.5 and Proposition 5.7, we deduce

|r− 2
p |Ωω|p,S ≲ |r− 2

p |Ωω|p,S0(u) +
∫ u

u0(u)

Å
|r− 2

p
qρ|p,S + M

r2 |r− 2
p Γg|p,S + |r− 2

p Γg · Γg|p,S

ã
du

≲
ϵ0

r
s+1

2
+

∫ u

u0(u)

Ç
ϵ0

r3|u|
s−3

2
+ ϵM

r3|u|
s−1

2
+ ϵ2

r4|u|s−3

å
du

≲
ϵ0

r2+ s−3
6 |u|

s−3
3
,

which implies (5.18). This concludes the proof of Proposition 5.8.

5.2.3 Estimates for O1( |Ωω) and O1( |Ωω)

Proposition 5.9. We have the following estimates:

|r3+ s−3
6 − 2

p |u|
s−3

3 ∇ |Ωω|p,S(u, u) ≲ ϵ0, (5.20)

|r2− 2
p |u|

s−1
2 ∇ |Ωω|p,S(u, u) ≲ ϵ0. (5.21)
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Proof. We recall from Propositions 2.34

Ω∇4( |Ωω) = 1
2

}Ω2ρ+ Γg · O1
2 + Γg · Γg.

Differentiating it by r∇ and applying Corollary 2.43, we infer

∇4(r∇ |Ωω) = Ω
2 r∇qρ+ Γ(1)

g · O1
2 + Γg · Γ(1)

g . (5.22)

Since we cannot control ∇qρ in Lp directly, we use a renormalization argument. We recall from
Proposition 2.37

∇4qβ + trχ qβ = −∇qρ+ ∗∇qσ + Γ(1)
b · O1

3 + r−1Γg · Γ(1)
b ,

which implies from (4.14)

∇4(Ωrqβ) + 1
2 trχ(Ωrqβ) = −Ωr∇qρ+ Ωr∗∇qσ + Γ(1)

b · O1
2 + Γg · Γ(1)

b . (5.23)

We define qω† by

∇4qω† = 1
2Ωqσ, qω† = 0 on C∗.

Applying Proposition 2.41, we deduce

Ω∇4(r∗∇qω†) = r∗∇(Ω∇4qω†) + [Ω∇4, r
∗∇]qω† = 1

2Ωr∗∇qσ + Γg · r∇qω† + Γg · Γ(1)
g . (5.24)

We introduce a new quantity

κ := −r∇ |Ωω + r∗∇qω† − 1
2r

qβ.

Then, we obtain from (5.22), (5.23) and (5.24)

∇4κ = −∇4(r∇ |Ωω) + ∇4(r∗∇qω†) − 1
2∇4(rqβ)

= Γ(1)
b ·O

Å
M

r2

ã
+ Γg · Γ(1)

b + Γg · r∇qω†.
(5.25)

Applying Lemma 5.5, we obtain

|r− 2
pκ|p,S ≲ |r− 2

pκ|p,S∗(u) +
∫ u∗

u

Å
|r− 2

p Γg · Γ(1)
b |p,S + M

r2 |r− 2
p Γ(1)

b |p,S + |r− 2
p Γg · r∇qω†|p,S

ã
du

≲
ϵ0

r|u|
s−1

2
+

∫ u∗

u

Ç
ϵ2

r3|u|s−2 + M

r3
ϵ

|u|
s−1

2
+ ϵ

r2|u|
s−3

2
|r1− 2

p ∇qω†|p,S

å
du

≲
ϵ0

r|u|
s−1

2
+

∫ u∗

u

Ç
ϵ

r2|u|
s−3

2
|r1− 2

p ∇qω†|p,S

å
du.

Denoting ⟨ω⟩ := ( |Ωω, qω†), then24

d∗
1⟨ω⟩ = r−1κ + 1

2
qβ. (5.26)

24Recall that d∗
1(f, g) = −∇f + ∗∇g.
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Applying Proposition 2.15 to (5.26), we obtain

|r1− 2
p ∇ |Ωω|p,S + |r1− 2

p ∇qω†|p,S ≲ |r− 2
pκ|p,S + |r1− 2

pβ|p,S

≲
ϵ0

r|u|
s−1

2
+

∫ u∗

u

Ç
ϵ

r2|u|
s−3

2
|r1− 2

p ∇qω†|p,S

å
du.

By Gronwall inequality, we deduce

|r1− 2
p ∇ |Ωω|p,S + |r1− 2

p ∇qω†|p,S ≲
ϵ0

r|u|
s−1

2
,

which implies (5.21).

Next, we recall from Proposition 2.34

Ω∇3( |Ωω) = 1
2

}Ω2ρ+ Γg · O1
2 + Γg · Γg.

Differentiating it by r∇ and applying Corollary 2.43, we infer

∇3(r∇ |Ωω) = Ω
2 r∇qρ+ Γ(1)

g · O1
2 + Γg · Γ(1)

g . (5.27)

We recall from Proposition 2.37

∇3 qβ + trχ qβ = ∇qρ+ ∗∇qσ + Γ(1)
g · O1

3 + r−1Γg · Γ(1)
b ,

which implies from (4.13)

∇3(Ωrqβ) + 1
2 trχ(Ωrqβ) = Ωr∇qρ+ Ωr∗∇qσ + Γ(1)

g · O1
2 + Γg · Γ(1)

b . (5.28)

We define qω† by

∇3qω† = 1
2Ωqσ, qω† = 0 on S0(u) ∀u.

Applying Proposition 2.41, we deduce

∇3(r∗∇qω†) = 1
2r

∗∇qσ + Γb · r∇qω† + Γg · Γ(1)
b . (5.29)

Combining (5.27), (5.28) and (5.29), we obtain

∇3κ = Γ(1)
b · O1

2 + Γg · Γ(1)
b + Γb · r∇qω†, (5.30)

where
κ := r∇ |Ωω + r∗∇qω† − 1

2r
qβ. (5.31)

Applying Lemma 5.5, we infer

|r1− 2
pκ|p,S ≲ |r1− 2

pκ|p,S0(u) +
∫ u

−u

Å
|r− 2

p Γg · Γ(1)
b |p,S + M

r2 |r− 2
p Γ(1)

b |p,S + |r− 2
p Γb · r∇qω†|p,S

ã
du

≲
ϵ0

r
s−1

2
+

∫ u

−u

Ç
ϵ2

r3|u|s−2 + Mϵ

r3|u|
s−1

2
+ ϵ

r|u|
s−1

2
|r1− 2

p ∇qω†|p,S

å
du

≲
ϵ0

r2+ s−3
6 |u|

s−3
3

+
∫ u

−u

ϵ

r|u|
s−1

2
|r1− 2

p ∇qω†|p,Sdu.
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Applying Proposition 2.15, we obtain

|r2− 2
p ∇ |Ωω|p,S + |r2− 2

p ∇qω†|p,S ≲ |r1− 2
pκ|p,S + |r2− 2

p qβ|p,S +
∫ u

−u

ϵ

r|u|
s−1

2
|r1− 2

p ∇qω†|p,Sdu

≲
ϵ0

r2+ s−3
6 |u|

s−3
3

+
∫ u

−u

ϵ

r|u|
s−1

2
|r1− 2

p ∇qω†|p,Sdu.

By Gronwall inequality, we deduce

|r2− 2
p ∇ |Ωω|p,S + |r2− 2

p ∇qω†|p,S ≲
ϵ0

r2+ s−3
6 |u|

s−3
3
,

which implies (5.20). This concludes the proof of Proposition 5.9.

5.2.4 Estimate for O0,1(qΩ)

Proposition 5.10. We have the following estimate for q = 0, 1:∣∣∣r1− 2
p (r∇)q|u|

s−3
2 qΩ

∣∣∣
p,S

≲ ϵ0. (5.32)

Proof. We recall from Proposition 2.40

∇4 qΩ =O0
0 · |Ωω + O1

1 · Γg + rΓg · Γg,

which implies from Corollary 2.43

∇4(r∇qΩ) =O0
0 · r∇( |Ωω) + O1

1 · Γ(1)
g + rΓg · Γ(1)

g .

Applying Lemma 5.5, we have

|r− 2
p qΩ|p,S ≲ |r− 2

p qΩ|p,S∗(u) +
∫ u∗

u

Å
|r− 2

p
qω|p,S + M

r
|r− 2

p Γg|p,S + |r1− 2
p Γg · Γg|

ã
du

≲
ϵ0

r|u|
s−3

2
+

∫ u∗

u

Ç
ϵ0

r2|u|
s−3

2
+ M

r2
ϵ

r|u|
s−3

2
+ ϵ2

r3|u|s−3

å
du

≲
ϵ0

r|u|
s−3

2
,

and similarly

|r1− 2
p ∇qΩ|p,S ≲ |r1− 2

p ∇qΩ|p,S∗(u) +
∫ u∗

u

Å
|r1− 2

p ∇ |Ωω|p,S + M

r
|r− 2

p Γ(1)
g |p,S + |r1− 2

p Γg · Γ(1)
g |
ã
du

≲
ϵ0

r|u|
s−3

2
.

This concludes the proof of Proposition 5.10.

5.2.5 Estimate for Osc(u)

Proposition 5.11. We have the following estimate:

sup
K′

r
s−3

2 |u′ − u| ≲ ϵ0. (5.33)
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Proof. We have from (5.3)

(Ω′e′
4 − Ω′e′

3)(u′ − u) = − 1 −
(
Ω′e′

4 − Ω′e′
3
)
u

= − 1 − Ω
Å
e4 + fBeB + 1

4 |f |2e3

ã
u+ Ω′2

Ω2

= − 1
4Ω |f |2 + Ω′2 − Ω2

Ω2

=O0
0 · (Ω′ − Ω) + r2Γw · Γw.

Applying Propositions 5.10, 2.46 and Lemma 5.4, we obtain

|Ω′ − Ω| ≲ |qΩ′ − qΩ| +
∣∣∣∣ÅΩ′

K − 1
2

ã
−
Å

ΩK − 1
2

ã∣∣∣∣ ≲ ϵ0

r
s−1

2
.

Integrating it along e′
4 − e′

3, we deduce

|u′ − u|∞,S′ ≲
∫ u∗

w

Å
ϵ0

r
s−1

2
+ ϵ2

rs−1

ã
dw ≲

ϵ0

r
s−3

2
.

This concludes the proof of Proposition 5.11.

5.2.6 Estimate for O0,1(­Ω trχ)

Proposition 5.12. We have the following estimate for q = 0, 1:∣∣∣r2− 2
p |u|

s−3
2 (r∇)q

­Ω trχ
∣∣∣
p,S

≲ ϵ0. (5.34)

Proof. We recall from Proposition 2.34

∇4(­Ω trχ) + trχ ­Ω trχ = O0
1 · |Ωω + Γg · O1

2 + Γg · Γg. (5.35)

Applying Propositions 5.8 and Lemma 5.5, we infer

|r2− 2
p ­Ω trχ|p,S ≲ |r2− 2

p ­Ω trχ|p,S∗(u) +
∫ u∗

u

Å
|r1− 2

p |Ωω|p,S + M

r2 |r2− 2
p Γg|p,S + |r2− 2

p Γg · Γg|p,S

ã
du

≲
ϵ0

|u|
s−3

2
+

∫ u∗

u

Ç
ϵ0

r1+ s−3
6 |u|

s−3
3

+ M

r2
ϵ

|u|
s−3

2
+ ϵ2

r2|u|s−3

å
du

≲
ϵ0

|u|
s−3

2
.

Next, differentiating (5.35) by r∇ and applying Corollary 2.43, we obtain

∇4(r∇­Ω trχ) + trχ(r∇­Ω trχ) = O0
0 · ∇ |Ωω + Γ(1)

g · O1
2 + Γg · Γ(1)

g .

Applying Lemma 5.5, we deduce

|r3− 2
p ∇­Ω trχ|p,S

≲ |r3− 2
p ∇­Ω trχ|p,S∗(u) +

∫ u∗

u

(
|r2− 2

p ∇ |Ωω|p,S +M |r− 2
p Γ(1)

g |p,S + |r2− 2
p Γg · Γ(1)

g |p,S

)
du

≲
ϵ0

|u|
s−3

2
+

∫ u∗

u

Ç
ϵ0

r1+ s−3
6 |u|

s−3
3

+ M

r2|u|
s−3

2
+ ϵ2

r2|u|s−3

å
du

≲
ϵ0

|u|
s−3

2
.

This concludes the proof of Proposition 5.12.
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5.2.7 Estimate for O̊0( ­Ω−1 trχ)

Proposition 5.13. We have the following estimate:

|r
s+1

2 − 2
p ­Ω−1 trχ|p,S0(u) ≲ ϵ0. (5.36)

Proof. We have from Proposition 5.3

Ω′−1 trχ′ = Ω−1 trχ,

which implies
­Ω′−1 trχ′ = ­Ω−1 trχ+ Ω−1

K trK χ
K

− Ω′−1
K trK χ′

K
. (5.37)

Proceeding as in (5.9) and applying Propositions 2.16 and 5.11∣∣∣Ω−1
K trK χ

K
− Ω′−1

K trK χ′
K

∣∣∣ ≲ ∣∣∂u(Ω−1 trχ)Kerr

∣∣ |u′ − u| +
∣∣∂xA(Ω−1 trχ)Kerr

∣∣ |x′A − xA|

≲
1
r2 |u′ − u| + M2

r3 |rΓw|

≲
1
r2

ϵ0

r
s−3

2
+ M2

r3
ϵ

r
s−1

2

≲
ϵ0

r
s+1

2
.

Injecting it into (5.37), we deduce

sup
K′

r
s+1

2 | ­Ω−1 trχ| ≲ sup
K′

r
s+1

2 | ­Ω′−1 trχ′| + sup
K′

r
s+1

2 |Ω−1
K trK χ

K
− Ω′−1

K trK χ′
K

| ≲ ϵ0.

This concludes the proof of Proposition 5.13.

5.2.8 Estimate for O0(­Ω trχ)

Proposition 5.14. We have the following estimate:

|r2− 2
p |u|

s−3
2 ­Ω trχ|p,S ≲ ϵ0. (5.38)

Proof. Next, we recall from Proposition 2.34

∇3(­Ω trχ) + trχ ­Ω trχ = O0
1 · |Ωω + Γg · O1

2 + Γg · Γb.

Notice that we have from Propositions 5.10 and 5.13

|r2− 2
p ­Ω trχ|p,S0(u) ≲ |r2− 2

p ­Ω−1 trχ|p,S0(u) + |r2− 2
p |Ω2|p,S0(u) + |r2− 2

p ­Ω trχ |Ω2|p,S0(u) ≲
ϵ0

|u|
s−3

2
.

Applying Lemma 5.5, we infer

|r2− 2
p ­Ω trχ|p,S ≲ |r2− 2

p ­Ω trχ|p,S0(u) +
∫ u

u0(u)

Å
|r1− 2

p |Ωω|p,S + M

r2 |r2− 2
p Γg|p,S + |r2− 2

p Γb · Γb|p,S

ã
du

≲
ϵ0

|u|
s−3

2
+

∫ u

u0(u)

Ç
ϵ0

|u|
s−1

2
+ M

r2
ϵ

|u|
s−3

2
+ ϵ2

|u|s−1

å
du

≲
ϵ0

|u|
s−3

2
.

This concludes the proof of Proposition 5.14.
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5.2.9 Estimate for O0,1(qη)

Proposition 5.15. We have the following estimate for q = 0, 1:

|r2− 2
p |u|

s−3
2 (r∇)q

qη|p,S ≲ ϵ0. (5.39)

Proof. We recall from Proposition 2.36

∇4 |[µ] + trχ|[µ] =O0
1 · qρ+ O1

3 · Γ(1)
g + r−1Γb · Γ(1)

g . (5.40)

Applying Lemma 5.5, we obtain

|r2− 2
p |[µ]|p,S ≲|r2− 2

p |[µ]|p,S∗(u) +
∫ u∗

u

Å
|r1− 2

p
qρ|p,S + |r1− 2

p Γb · Γ(1)
g |p,S + M

r3 |r2− 2
p Γ(1)

g |p,S

ã
du

≲
ϵ0

r|u|
s−3

2
+

∫ u∗

u

Ç
ϵ0

r2|u|
s−3

2
+ ϵ2

r2|u|s−1 + M

r3
ϵ

|u|
s−3

2

å
du

≲
ϵ0

r|u|
s−3

2
.

We have from Proposition 2.34

div qη = −qµ− qρ+ O2
3 · Γ(1)

b + Γg · Γb.

We recall from (2.27) that

[µ] = µ+ 1
4 trχ trχ,

which implies
|[µ] = qµ+ O0

1 · (}trχ, }trχ, r−1
qΩ) + Γg · Γg. (5.41)

Thus, we obtain

div qη = −|[µ] − qρ+ O2
3 + O0

1 · (­Ω trχ, ­Ω trχ, r−1
qΩ) + Γg · Γb. (5.42)

Recall the linearized torsion equation in Proposition 2.34:

curl qη = qσ + O2
3 · Γ(1)

b + Γb · Γg. (5.43)

Combining (5.42) and (5.43), applying Propositions 2.15, 5.10 and 5.12, we obtain for q = 0, 1:

|r2+q− 2
p ∇q

qη|p,S

≲|r3− 2
p (|[µ], qρ, qσ)|p,S + |r2− 2

p (­Ω trχ, ­Ω trχ, r−1
qΩ)|p,S + M2

r3 |r3− 2
p Γ(1)

b |p,S + |r3− 2
p Γg · Γb|p,S

≲
ϵ0

|u|
s−3

2
.

This concludes the proof of Proposition 5.15.
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5.2.10 Estimate for Osc(f)

Proposition 5.16. We have the following estimate:

sup
K′

|r
s−1

2 d≤1f | ≲ ϵ0. (5.44)

Proof. We have from Proposition 5.3

Ω′ trχ′ = Ω trχ+ div f + f · Γw + O1
2 · f.

Applying (5.5) and Proposition 2.34, we have

eA(Ω trχ) = eA(Ω′ trχ′) − eA(div f) + r−1f · Γ(1)
w + r−1Γw · f (1) + O1

3 · f (1)

= e′
A(Ω′ trχ′) − λ

2 fAe
′
3(Ω′ trχ′) − eA(div f) + Γw · Γ(1)

w + O1
2 · Γ(1)

w

= e′
A(Ω′ trχ′) + Ω′

4 fA trχ′ trχ′ − eA(div f) + Γw · Γ(1)
w + O1

2 · Γ(1)
w .

Recall from Lemma 5.4 that

|e′
A(Ω′

K trK χ′
K) − eA(ΩK trK χK)| ≲ ϵ0

r
s+3

2
.

Thus, we infer∣∣∣∣r− 2
p

Å
eA(div f) − Ω′

4 fA trχ′ trχ′ + eA(­Ω trχ) − e′
A( ­Ω′ trχ′)

ã∣∣∣∣
p,S

≲|e′
A(Ω′

K trK χ′
K) − eA(ΩK trK χK)|∞,S + M2

r3 |r− 2
p · Γ(1)

w | + |r− 2
p Γw · Γ(1)

w |p,S

≲
ϵ0

r
s+3

2
+ M2

r3
ϵ

r
s+1

2
+ ϵ2

rs+1

≲
ϵ0

r
s+3

2
.

Recall that

−Ω′

4 f trχ′ trχ′ = f

2r2 + O1
3 · f + Γw · Γw.

Hence, we deduce from Proposition 5.12∣∣∣∣r− 2
p

Å
eA(div f) + f

2r2

ã∣∣∣∣
p,S

≲ |r− 2
p eA(­Ω trχ)|p,S + |e′

A( ­Ω′ trχ′)|∞,S + M

r2 |r− 2
p · Γ(1)

w |p,S + |r− 2
p Γw · Γ(1)

w |p,S + ϵ0

r
s+3

2

≲
ϵ0

r
s+3

2
+ M

r2
ϵ

r
s+1

2
+ ϵ2

rs+1

≲
ϵ0

r
s+3

2
.

(5.45)

Next, we have from Proposition 5.3

curl f = O1
2 · Γw + rΓw · Γw,
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which implies

|r− 2
p eA(curl f)|p,S ≲

M2

r3 |r− 2
p · Γ(1)

w |p,S + |r− 2
p Γw · Γ(1)

w |p,S

≲
M2

r3
ϵ

r
s+1

2
+ ϵ2

rs+1

≲
ϵ0

r
s+3

2
.

(5.46)

Combining (5.45) and (5.46), we deduce25∣∣∣∣r− 2
p

Å
d∗

1d1f − f

2r2

ã∣∣∣∣
p,S

≲
ϵ0

r
s+3

2
.

We have from Proposition 2.16

d∗
1d1f − f

2r2 = (−∆1 + K)f − f

2r2

= −∆1f − f

4 trχ trχ− f

2r2 + r−1Γ(1)
w · f + O1

3 · f

= −∆1f + f

2r2 + O1
2 · Γ(1)

w + Γw · Γ(1)
w .

Thus, we infer∣∣∣∣r− 2
p

Å
−∆1 + 1

2r2

ã
f

∣∣∣∣
p,S

≲

∣∣∣∣r− 2
p

Å
d∗

1d1 − 1
2r2

ã
f

∣∣∣∣
p,S

+ M

r2 |r− 2
p Γ(1)

w |p,S + |r− 2
p Γw · Γ(1)

w |p,S

≲
ϵ0

r
s+3

2
+ M

r2
ϵ

r
s+1

2
+ ϵ2

rs+1

≲
ϵ0

r
s+3

2
.

Applying Proposition 2.15, we deduce for q = 0, 1, 2,

|r− 2
p (r∇)qf |p,S ≲

ϵ0

r
s+3

2
.

Then, applying Proposition 2.46, we obtain

sup
S⊂K′

|r
s+3

2 (r∇)≤1f |∞,S ≲ ϵ0. (5.47)

Next, we recall from Proposition 5.3

λ∇e3f = 2η′ − 2η + O1
1 · Γw + rΓw · Γw. (5.48)

Applying Lemma 5.4, we obtain

|η′
K(e′

A) − ηK(eA)| ≲ ϵ0

r
s+1

2
.

25Recall that d∗
1d1f = d∗

1(div f, curl f) = −∇ div f + ∗∇ curl f .
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Applying Proposition 5.15 and (5.47), we deduce

|r− 2
p ∇e3f |p,S ≲ |r− 2

p (qη′, qη)|p,S +M |r−1− 2
p Γw|p,S + |r1− 2

p Γw · Γw|p,S + ϵ0

r
s+1

2

≲
ϵ0

r
s+1

2
+ Mϵ

r
s+3

2
+ ϵ2

rs

≲
ϵ0

r
s+1

2
.

(5.49)

Finally, we recall from Proposition 5.3

1
2∇λ−1e4f = −1

4 trχf + O1
1 · Γw + rΓw · Γw,

which implies from (5.47)

sup
K′

r
s+1

2 |∇e4f | ≲ sup
K′

r
s−1

2 |f | + sup
K′

Å
Mϵ

r
+ ϵ2

r
s−3

2

ã
≲ ϵ0. (5.50)

Combining (5.47), (5.49) and (5.50), we deduce

sup
K′

r
s−1

2 |d≤1f | ≲ ϵ0.

This concludes the proof of Proposition 5.16.

5.2.11 Estimate for O̊0,1(qη)

Proposition 5.17. We have the following estimate for q = 0, 1:

|r2− 2
p |u|

s−3
2 (r∇)q

qη|p,S0(u) ≲ ϵ0. (5.51)

Proof. We recall from Proposition 5.3

η = η′ − 1
4 trχf + O1

1 · Γw + rΓw · Γw. (5.52)

Recall that we have from Lemma 5.4

|η
K

(eA) − η′
K

(e′
A)| ≲ ϵ0

r
s+1

2
.

Thus, we obtain

|qη
A

| ≲ |qη′
A

| + |η
K

(eA) − η′
K

(e′
A)| + M

r
|Γw| + r|Γw · Γw|

≲
ϵ0

r
s+1

2
+ M

r

ϵ

r
s+1

2
+ ϵ2

rs

≲
ϵ0

r
s+1

2
.

(5.53)

Differentiating (5.52) by eB, we obtain

eB(η
A

) = e′
B(η′

A
) + O0

2 · f (1) + O1
2 · Γ(1)

w + Γw · Γ(1)
w .
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Applying Lemma 5.4, we have

|eB(η
K

)A − e′
B(η′

K
)A| ≲ ϵ0

r
s+3

2
. (5.54)

Hence, we obtain

|r− 2
p eB(qη

A
)|p,S

≲ |r− 2
p e′

B(qη′
A

)|p,S + |eB(η
K

)A − e′
B(η′

K
)A| + r−2|f (1)|∞,S +M |r−2− 2

p Γ(1)
w |p,S + |r− 2

p Γw · Γ(1)
w |p,S

≲
ϵ0

r
s+3

2
+ Mϵ

r
s+5

2
+ ϵ2

rs+1

≲
ϵ0

r
s+3

2
.

Combining with (5.53), we infer for q = 0, 1

|r
s+1

2 − 2
p (r∇)q

qη|p,S ≲ ϵ0.

This concludes the proof of Proposition 5.17.

5.2.12 Estimate for O0,1(qη)

Proposition 5.18. We have the following estimate for q = 0, 1:

|r2− 2
p |u|

s−3
2 (r∇)q

qη|p,S ≲ ϵ0. (5.55)

Proof. We have from Propositions 2.34, 5.12, 5.13 and 5.17 that

|r2− 2
p |[µ]|p,S0(u) ≲ |r2− 2

p
qµ|p,S0(u) + |r1− 2

p (}trχ, }trχ)|p,S0(u)

≲ |r2− 2
p div qη|p,S0(u) + |r2− 2

p
qρ|p,S0(u) + |r1− 2

p (­Ω trχ, ­Ω−1 trχ)|p,S0(u)

+M2|r−1− 2
p Γ(1)

b |p,S0(u) + |r2− 2
p Γb · Γg|p,S0(u)

≲
ϵ0

r
s−1

2
.

(5.56)

We recall from Proposition 2.36

∇3 |[µ] + trχ |[µ] = O(r−1)qρ+ O1
3 · Γ(1)

b + r−1Γb · Γ(1)
b .

Applying Lemma 5.5 and (5.56), we obtain

|r2− 2
p |[µ]|p,S ≲ |r2− 2

p |[µ]|p,S0(u) +
∫ u

u0(u)

Å
|r1− 2

p
qρ|p,S + M

r2 |r1− 2
p Γ(1)

b |p,S + |r1− 2
p Γb · Γ(1)

b |p,S

ã
du

≲
ϵ0

r
s−1

2
+

∫ u

u0(u)

Ç
ϵ0

r2|u|
s−3

2
+ M

r2
ϵ

|u|
s−1

2
+ ϵ2

r2|u|s−1

å
du

≲
ϵ0

r|u|
s−3

2
.

We have from Proposition 2.34

div qη = − |[µ] − qρ+ O2
3 · Γ(1)

b + O0
1 · (}trχ, }trχ, r−1

qΩ) + Γg · Γb,

curl qη =qσ + O2
3 · Γ(1)

b + Γg · Γb.
(5.57)

69



Applying Proposition 2.15, we deduce for q = 0, 1:

|r2+q− 2
p ∇q

qη|p,S ≲ |r3− 2
p (|[µ], qρ)|p,S + |r2− 2

p (}trχ, }trχ, r−1
qΩ)|p,S +M2|r− 2

p Γ(1)
b |p,S + |r3− 2

p Γg · Γb|p,S

≲
ϵ0

|u|
s−3

2
+ M2

r|u|
s−1

2
+ ϵ2

|u|s−2

≲
ϵ0

|u|
s−3

2
.

This concludes the proof of Proposition 5.18.

5.2.13 Estimate for O0,1,2(qΩ)

Proposition 5.19. We have the following estimates:

|r1− 2
p |u|

s−3
2 (r∇)q

qΩ|p,S ≲ ϵ0, q = 0, 1, 2. (5.58)
Proof. Recall that

η + η = 2∇ log Ω,
and

ηK + η
K

= 2∇ log ΩK .

Taking the difference, we obtain

∆ log
Å Ω

ΩK

ã
= 1

2 div(qη + qη),

Applying Propositions 2.15, 5.15 and 5.18, we have for q = 1, 2:∣∣∣∣r1+q− 2
p ∇q

Å
log
Å Ω

ΩK

ãã∣∣∣∣
p,S

(u, u) ≲ ϵ0

|u|
s−3

2
. (5.59)

Applying Proposition 5.10, we deduce that∣∣∣∣r log
Å Ω

ΩK

ã∣∣∣∣
∞,S

≤
∣∣∣∣rÅ Ω

ΩK
− 1
ã∣∣∣∣

∞,S

≲ |rqΩ|∞,S ≲
ϵ0

|u|
s−3

2

so that (5.59) also holds true for q = 0. Hence, we have∥∥∥∥log Ω
ΩK

∥∥∥∥
W 2,4(S)

≲
ϵ0

r
1
2 |u|

s−3
2
.

We recall that the Sobolev space W 2,4(S) forms a Banach algebra, i.e.
∥uv∥W 2,4(S) ≲ ∥u∥W 2,4(S)∥v∥W 2,4(S), ∀u, v ∈ W 2,4(S), (5.60)

see for example Theorem 4.39 in [1]. Notice that

qΩ = ΩK

Å Ω
ΩK

− 1
ã

= ΩK

Å
exp
Å

log
Å Ω

ΩK

ãã
− 1
ã

= ΩK

∞∑
k=1

1
k!

Å
log Ω

ΩK

ãk

. (5.61)

Combining (5.59), (5.60) and (5.61), we deduce

|(r∇)≤2
qΩ|4,S ≲

∞∑
k=1

∣∣∣∣(r∇)≤2 log
Å Ω

ΩK

ã∣∣∣∣k
4,S

≲
ϵ0

r
1
2 |u|

s−3
2
,

which implies for p ∈ [2, 4]:

|r1− 2
p (r∇)q

qΩ|p,S ≲
ϵ0

|u|
s−3

2
, q = 0, 1, 2.

This concludes the proof of Proposition 5.19.
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5.2.14 Estimate for O̊1( ­Ω−1 trχ)

Proposition 5.20. We have the following estimate:

|r
s+3

2 − 2
p ∇( ­Ω−1 trχ)|p,S0(u) ≲ ϵ0. (5.62)

Proof. We have from Proposition 5.3
Ω′−1 trχ′ = Ω−1 trχ.

Differentiating it by eA and applying (5.5), we obtain

eA(Ω−1 trχ) = e′
A(Ω′−1 trχ′) − λ

2 fAe
′
3(Ω′−1 trχ′).

Applying Propositions 2.16, 5.16 and Lemma 5.4, we infer

|r− 2
p eA( ­Ω−1 trχ)|p,S ≲ |r− 2

p e′
A( ­Ω′−1 trχ′)|p,S + |eA(Ω−1 trχ)K − e′

A(Ω−1 trχ)′
K | + |r−2− 2

p fA|p,S

≲
ϵ0

r
s+3

2
.

This concludes the proof of Proposition 5.20.

5.2.15 Estimate for O1(­Ω trχ)

Proposition 5.21. We have the following estimates:

|r3− 2
p |u|

s−3
2 ∇­Ω trχ|p,S ≲ ϵ0. (5.63)

Proof. Notice that we have
­Ω trχ = Ω2(Ω−1trχ) − Ω2

K(Ω−1
K trK χ

K
) = |Ω2(Ω−1 trχ) + Ω2

K( ­Ω−1 trχ),
which implies

∇­Ω trχ = O0
1 · ∇qΩ + O0

0 · }trχ+ Γg · Γ(1)
g .

Hence, we have from Propositions 5.10 and 5.20

|r3− 2
p ∇­Ω trχ|p,S0(u) ≲ |r3− 2

p ∇ ­Ω−1 trχ|p,S0(u) + |r2− 2
p ∇qΩ|p,S0(u) + |r3− 2

p Γg · Γ(1)
g |p,S0(u)

≲
ϵ0

|u|
s−3

2
.

Next, we recall from Proposition 2.34
∇3(­Ω trχ) + trχ ­Ω trχ = O0

1 · |Ωω + Γg · O1
2 + Γb · Γb.

Differentiating it by r∇ and applying Corollary 2.43, we deduce

∇3(r∇­Ω trχ) + trχ r∇­Ω trχ = O0
0 · ∇ |Ωω + Γ(1)

g · O1
2 + Γb · Γ(1)

b .

Applying Lemma 5.5 and Proposition 5.9, we infer

|r3− 2
p ∇­Ω trχ|p,S

≲ |r3− 2
p ∇­Ω trχ|p,S0(u) +

∫ u

u0(u)

Å
|r2− 2

p ∇ |Ωω|p,S + M

r2 |r2− 2
p Γg|p,S + |r2− 2

p Γb · Γ(1)
b |p,S

ã
du

≲
ϵ0

|u|
s−3

2
+

∫ u

u0(u)

Ç
ϵ0

|u|
s−1

2
+ M

r2
ϵ

|u|
s−3

2
+ ϵ2

|u|s−1

å
du

≲
ϵ0

|u|
s−3

2
.

This concludes the proof of Proposition 5.21.
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5.2.16 Estimates for O0,1(qχ̂) and O0,1(qχ̂)

Proposition 5.22. We have the following estimates for q = 0, 1:

|r2− 2
p |u|

s−3
2 (r∇)q

qχ̂|p,S ≲ ϵ0,

|r1− 2
p |u|

s−1
2 (r∇)q

qχ̂|p,S ≲ ϵ0.
(5.64)

Proof. We recall from Proposition 2.34

div qχ̂ = −qβ + O0
0 · ∇}trχ+ O0

1 · qζ + O2
3 · Γ(1)

g + Γg · Γg.

Applying Propositions 2.15, 5.12, 5.15 and 5.18, we deduce for q = 0, 1:

|r2+q− 2
p ∇q

qχ̂|p,S ≲ |r3− 2
p ∇}trχ|p,S + |r2− 2

p qζ|p,S + |r3− 2
p qβ|p,S + M2

r2 |r2− 2
p Γ(1)

g |p,S + |r3− 2
p Γg · Γg|p,S

≲
ϵ0

|u|
s−3

2
.

Next, we recall from Proposition 2.34

div qχ̂ = qβ + O0
0 · ∇}trχ+ O0

1 · qζ + O2
3 · Γ(1)

b + Γb · Γg.

Applying Propositions 2.15, 5.21, 5.15 and 5.18, we deduce for q = 0, 1:

|r1+q− 2
p ∇q

qχ̂|p,S ≲ |r2− 2
p ∇}trχ|p,S + |r1− 2

p qζ|p,S + |r2− 2
p qβ|p,S + M2

r2 |r1− 2
p Γ(1)

b |p,S + |r2− 2
p Γb · Γg|p,S

≲
ϵ0

|u|
s−1

2
.

This concludes the proof of Proposition 5.22.

5.2.17 Estimates for O0,1(qb)

Proposition 5.23. We have the following estimate for q = 0, 1:

|r2− 2
p |u|

s−3
2 (r∇)q

qb
A

|p,S ≲ ϵ0. (5.65)

Proof. We have from Proposition 2.40

∇4(qbA) = O0
1 · qζ + O2

3 · Γg + Γg · Γg. (5.66)

Applying Lemma 5.5, we deduce from Propositions 5.15 and 5.1826

|r− 2
pqb

A
|p,S ≲

∫ u∗

u

(
|r−1− 2

p qζ|p,S +M2|r−3− 2
p Γg|p,S + |r− 2

p Γg · Γg|p,S

)
du

≲
∫ u∗

u

Ç
ϵ0

r3|u|
s−3

2
+ M2ϵ

r5|u|
s−3

2
+ ϵ2

r4|u|s−3

å
du

≲
ϵ0

r2|u|
s−3

2
+ M2ϵ

r4|u|
s−3

2
+ ϵ2

r3|u|s−3

≲
ϵ0

r2|u|
s−3

2
,

26Recall that qb
A

= 0 on C∗ and ζ = η−η

2 .

72



which implies (5.65) in the case q = 0. Differentiating (5.66) by r∇ and applying Corollary
2.43, we obtain

∇4(r∇qb
A) = O0

1 · r∇qζ + O2
3 · Γ(1)

g + Γg · Γ(1)
g .

Applying Lemma 5.5, we deduce from Propositions 5.15 and 5.18

|r− 2
p (r∇)qbA

|p,S ≲
∫ u∗

u

(
|r− 2

p ∇qζ|p,S +M2|r−3− 2
p Γ(1)

g |p,S + |r− 2
p Γg · Γ(1)

g |p,S

)
du

≲
ϵ0

r2|u|
s−3

2
,

which implies (5.65) in the case q = 1. This concludes the proof of Proposition 5.23.

5.2.18 Estimate for Osc(x)

Proposition 5.24. We have the following estimates

sup
K′

r
s−1

2 |x′A − xA| ≲ ϵ0. (5.67)

Proof. We have from (5.3) and Proposition 2.28

(Ω′e′
4 − Ω′e′

3)(x′A − xA) = −b′A − Ω′e′
4(xA) + Ω′e′

3(xA)

= −b′A − Ω
Å
e4 + fBeB + 1

4 |f |2e3

ã
xA + Ω′2

Ω2 b
A

= bA − b′A − ΩfBeB(xA) − 1
4 |f |2bA +

Ç
Ω′2

Ω2 − 1
å
bA

= bA − b′A + O0
1 · f + O1

1 · Γw + rΓw · Γw.

(5.68)

Notice from Lemma 5.4 that

|b′A − bA| ≲ |qb
′A

| + |qb
A

| + |(b′
K)A − bA

K | ≲ ϵ0

r
s+1

2
.

Hence, we obtain from Proposition 5.16

|(Ω′e′
4 − Ω′e′

3)(x′A − xA)| ≲ r−1|f | + ϵ0

r
s+1

2
+ M

r
|Γw| + r|Γw · Γw| ≲ ϵ0

r
s+1

2
.

Integrating it along e′
4 − e′

3, we deduce27

|x′A − xA|∞,S′ ≲ |x′A − xA|∞,C∗∩K′+
∫ u∗

w

ϵ0

r
s+1

2
dw ≲

ϵ0

r
s−1

2
.

This concludes the proof of Proposition 5.24.
27Recall that x′A = xA on C∗ ∩ Σ0 which is chosen in Section 2.1.5. Together with the equation for Ω′e′

3(x′A −
xA), we can easily deduce the estimate for x′A − xA on C∗ ∩ K′.
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5.2.19 Estimates for O0,1(qγ) and O0,1(q∈)

Proposition 5.25. We have the following estimates for q = 0, 1:

|r−1+q− 2
p |u|

s−3
2 ∇q

qγAB|p,S ≲ϵ0, (5.69)

|r−1+q− 2
p |u|

s−3
2 ∇q

q∈AB|p,S ≲ϵ0. (5.70)

Proof. We recall from Proposition 2.40

∇4(qγAB) − trχ(qγAB) =O0
−2 · (qχ̂, }trχ) + O0

−1 · qΩ + r3Γg · Γg.

Differentiating it by r∇ and applying Corollary 2.43, we deduce

∇4(r∇qγAB) − trχ(r∇qγAB) =O0
−3 · ∇(qχ̂, }trχ) + O0

−2 · ∇qΩ + r3Γg · Γ(1)
g .

Applying Lemma 5.5 and Propositions 5.12, 5.19 and 5.22, we obtain for q = 0, 1

|r−2− 2
p (r∇)q

qγAB|p,S

≲|r−2− 2
p (r∇)q

qγAB|p,S∗(u) +
∫ u∗

u

(
|r− 2

p (r∇)q(qχ̂, }trχ, r−1
qΩ)|p,S + |r−1− 2

p Γg · Γ(1)
g |p,S

)
du

≲
ϵ0

r|u|
s−3

2
+

∫ u∗

u

Ç
ϵ0

r2|u|
s−3

2
+ ϵ2

r3|u|s−3

å
du

≲
ϵ0

r|u|
s−3

2
,

which implies (5.69). The proof of (5.70) is similar and left to the reader. This concludes the
proof of Proposition 5.25.

5.2.20 Estimate for Osc(r)

Proposition 5.26. We have the following estimate:

sup
K′

r
s−3

2 |r′ − r| ≲ ϵ0. (5.71)

Proof. Notice that we have

det γAB − det(γK)AB =
(
γ11γ22 − γ2

12
)

−
(
(γK)11(γK)22 − (γK)2

12
)

= qγ11(γK)22 + (γK)11qγ22 − 2qγ12(γK)12 + qγ11qγ22 − qγ2
12

= O0
−2 · qγAB + r6Γg · Γg.

Hence, we obtain

4π
∣∣r2 − r2

K

∣∣ =
∣∣∣∣∫S2

(√
det γAB −

»
det(γK)AB

)
dσS2

∣∣∣∣
≲

∫
S2

∣∣∣∣∣ det γAB − det(γK)AB√
det γAB +

√
det(γK)AB

∣∣∣∣∣ dσS2

≲ |qγAB| + r4|Γg · Γg|

≲
rϵ0

|u|
s−3

2
+ r4 ϵ2

r4|u|s−3

≲
rϵ0

|u|
s−3

2
,
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which implies
sup

K
|r − rK | ≲ ϵ0

|u|
s−3

2
. (5.72)

Similarly, we have
sup
K′

|r′ − r′
K | ≲ ϵ0

r
s−3

2
. (5.73)

Proceeding as in (5.9), we obtain for any p ∈ K′

|r′
K(p) − rK(p)| = |rKerr(Φ′(p)) − rKerr(Φ(p))|

≲ |∂u(rKerr)||u′ − u| + |∂A(rKerr)||x′A − xA|
≲ |u′ − u|

≲
ϵ0

r
s−3

2
,

where we used Proposition 5.11. Combining with (5.72) and (5.73), we infer

sup
K′

r
s−3

2 |r′ − r| ≲ ϵ0. (5.74)

This concludes the proof of Proposition 5.26.

5.3 Estimate for OΓ

Proposition 5.27. We have the following estimates:

|r2− 2
p |u|

s−3
2 ( qJ, qL)|p,S ≲ ϵ0,

|r1− 2
p |u|

s−1
2 qJ |p,S ≲ ϵ0.

(5.75)

Proof. We recall from Lemma 2.23

ΓB
uA =1

2γ
BC∂u(γAC),

ΓB
uA =1

2γ
BC

Å
∂u(γAC) − ∂

∂xA

Ä
γCDb

D
ä

+ ∂

∂xC

Ä
γADb

D
äã

+ bB

4Ω2

Å
2 ∂

∂xA
(Ω2) − ∂

∂u
(γADb

D)
ã
,

ΓA
BC =1

2γ
AD

Å
∂γBD

∂xC
+ ∂γCD

∂xB
− ∂γBC

∂xD

ã
+ bA

4Ω2
∂γBC

∂u
.

Hence, we have from Definition 2.24

qJB
A = O0

2 · ∂u(qγAB) + O0
3 · qγAB + r−1Γg · ∂u(qγAB).

We have from Proposition 2.40

∂u(qγAB) = trχ(qγAB) + O0
−2 · (}trχ, qχ̂, r−1

qΩ) + r3Γg · Γg,

which implies from Propositions 5.12, 5.22, 5.19 and 5.25

|r− 2
p∂u(qγAB)|p,S ≲ |r−1− 2

p
qγAB|p,S + |r2− 2

p (}trχ, qχ̂, r−1
qΩ)|p,S + |r3− 2

p Γg · Γg|p,S ≲
ϵ0

|u|
s−3

2
.

Thus, we infer from Proposition 5.25

|r2− 2
p qJ |p,S ≲ |r−1− 2

p
qγAB|p,S + |r− 2

p∂u(qγAB)|p,S ≲
ϵ0

|u|
s−3

2
.
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Next, we have from Definition 2.24

qLA
BC = O2

3 · ∂u(qγAB) + O0
2 · d/≤1

qγAB + O0
−1 · qb

A + r2Γg · Γ(1)
g .

Thus, we deduce from Propositions 5.25 and 5.23

|r1− 2
p qLA

BC |p,S ≲
M2

r2 |r− 2
p∂u(qγAB)|p,S + |r−1− 2

p d/≤1
qγAB|p,S + |r2− 2

pqb
A

|p,S + |r3− 2
p Γg · Γ(1)

g |p,S

≲
ϵ0

|u|
s−3

2
+ ϵ2

r|u|s−3

≲
ϵ0

|u|
s−3

2
,

which implies
|r2− 2

p qL|p,S ≲
ϵ0

|u|
s−3

2
.

Finally, we have from Definition 2.24

qJ
B

A = O0
2 · (∂u(qγAB), ∂u(qγAB), r−1 d/≤1

qγAB) + O2
3 · d/≤1

qΩ + O0
0 · d/≤1

qb
A + O2

1 · ∂u(qbA) + rΓg · Γ(1)
g .

We recall from Propositions 2.40, 5.12, 5.19, 5.22, 5.23 and 5.25

|r− 2
p∂u(qγAB)|p,S ≲ |r−1− 2

p
qγAB| + |r2− 2

p (qχ̂, }trχ, r−1
qΩ,qbA)|p,S +M2|r− 2

p Γg|p,S + |r3− 2
p Γg · Γg|p,S

≲
ϵ0

|u|
s−3

2
+ rϵ0

|u|
s−1

2
+ M2ϵ

r2|u|
s−3

2
+ ϵ2

r|u|s−3

≲
rϵ0

|u|
s−1

2
,

and

|r− 2
p∂u(qbA)|p,S ≲ |r−1− 2

p qζ|p,S +M2|r−3− 2
p Γg|p,S + |r− 2

p Γg · Γg|p,S

≲
ϵ0

r3|u|
s−3

2
+ M2ϵ

r5|u|
s−3

2
+ ϵ2

r4|u|s−3

≲
ϵ0

r3|u|
s−3

2
.

Combining the above estimates, we deduce from Propositions 5.19, 5.23 and 5.25

|r1− 2
p qJ |p,S ≲ |r−1− 2

p (∂u(qγAB), ∂u(qγAB), r−1 d/≤1
qγAB)|p,S +M2|r−2− 2

p d/≤1
qΩ|p,S

+ |r1− 2
p d/≤1

qb
A

|p,S +M2|r− 2
pqb

A
|p,S + |r2Γg · Γ(1)

g |p,S

≲
ϵ0

|u|
s−1

2
+ M2ϵ0

r3|u|
s−3

2
+ ϵ0

r|u|
s−3

2
+ M2ϵ0

r2|u|
s−3

2
+ ϵ2

r2|u|s−3

≲
ϵ0

|u|
s−1

2
.

This concludes the proof of Proposition 5.27.

In view of Propositions 5.7-5.27, we obtain (5.2). This concludes the proof of Theorem M3.
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6 Initialization and extension (Theorems M0, M2 and M4)

6.1 Control of the initial data layer (Theorem M0)

The goal of this section is to prove Theorem M0, which we recall below for convenience.

Theorem M0. Assume that28

O′ ≤ ϵ0, R′ ≤ ϵ0, O ≤ ϵ, Osc ≤ ϵ. (6.1)

Then, we have
R0 ≲ ϵ0. (6.2)

Proof. We denote for eA an orthogonal frame on S

R := {αAB, βA, ρ, σ, βA
, αAB},

and for e′
A an orthogonal frame on S′

R′ := {α′
AB, β

′
A, ρ

′, σ′, β′
A
, α′

AB}.

The transformation formulae for curvature in Proposition 5.3 can be written as follows:

R = R′ + f ·R′ + l.o.t., (6.3)

which implies
qR = qR′ +RK −R′

K + f · ( qR′ +R′
K) + l.o.t.

We have from Lemma 5.4

|RK −R′
K | ≲ Mϵ

r
s+5

2
.

Hence, we obtain

| qR| ≲ | qR′| + |f · qR′| + M

r3 |f | + |RK −R′
K | ≲ | qR′| + Mϵ

r
s+5

2
,

where we used Osc(f) ≤ ϵ. Then, we have∫
Σ0\K

rs| qR|2 ≲
∫

Σ0\K
rs| qR′|2 + rs

Å
M2ϵ2

rs+5

ã
≲ R′

0
2 + M2ϵ2

R2
0

≲ ϵ20.

Moreover, we have from (6.3)

∂R = (∂R)′ + ∂f ·R′ + f · (∂R)′ + l.o.t., (6.4)

where

∂R := {(∇µα)AB, (∇µβ)A, ∇µρ, ∇µσ, (∇µβ)A, (∇µα)AB}, µ = 1, 2, 3, 4.

We have from Lemma 5.4

|(∂R)K − (∂R)′
K | ≲ Mϵ

r
s+7

2
.

28Recall that quantities with prime are associated to the foliation of the initial data layer, see (5.7) and (5.8).
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Moreover, we have from Proposition 2.22

|∂R = ∂ qR+ (∂ − ∂K)RK = ∂ qR+ (qJ, qL, qJ) · O1
3,

which implies ∫
Σ0\K

rs+2|∂ qR|2 ≲
∫

Σ0\K
rs+2| |∂R|2 + rs+2M

2

r6 |Γ(1)
w |2

≲
∫

Σ0\K
rs+2| |∂R|2 +

∫ ∞

R0

M2

r4−s
|Γ(1)

w |22,S

≲
∫

Σ0\K
rs+2| |∂R|2 +

∫ ∞

R0

M2

r4−s

ϵ2

rs−1

≲
∫

Σ0\K
rs+2| |∂R|2 + ϵ20.

Similarly, we have ∫
Σ0\K

rs+2|­(∂R)′|2 ≲
∫

Σ0\K
rs+2|∂′

qR′|2 + ϵ20 ≲ ϵ20.

Hence, we obtain from (6.4) and Osc(f) ≤ ϵ that∫
Σ0\K

rs+2|∂ qR|2 ≲ ϵ20 +
∫

Σ0\K
rs+2| |∂R|2

≲ ϵ20 +
∫

Σ0\K
rs+2|­(∂R)′|2 + rs+2M

2ϵ2

rs+7 + |∂f |2rs+2|R′|2 + |f |2rs+2|∂′R′|2

≲ ϵ20 +
∫

Σ0\K
rs| qR′|2 + rs+2|­(∂R)′|2 + rs+2|f |2|(∂′R′)K |2

≲ ϵ20 +
∫

Σ0\K
rs+2 ϵ2

rs−1
M2

r8

≲ ϵ20.

Thus, we deduce

R2
0 =

∑
R

∫
Σ0\K

rs|d≤1
qR|2 ≲

∑
R

∫
Σ0\K

rs| qR|2 + rs+2|∂ qR|2 ≲ ϵ20.

This concludes the proof of Theorem M0.

6.2 Control of the last slice (Theorem M2)

The goal of this section is to prove Theorem M2 which we recall below for convenience.

Theorem M2. Let C∗ endowed with the geodesic type foliation of Definition 6.1. We assume
that

O′(C∗ ∩ Σ0) ≤ ϵ0, R(C∗) ≲ ϵ0, O∗(C∗) ≤ ϵ.

Then, we have

O∗(C∗) ≲ ϵ0.
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6.2.1 Geodesic type foliation on C∗

Definition 6.1. A foliation (u, u∗) on the last slice C∗ is called a geodesic type foliation if it
satisfies the following conditions:

qΩ = 0, qb
A = 0. (6.5)

Remark 6.2. Notice that (6.5) is equivalent to

e3(u) = Ω−1
K , e3(xA) = Ω−1

K bA
K .

In particular, the choice of the foliation is prescribed by qΩ = 0 while qb
A = 0 corresponds in

fact to the transport of the xA coordinates. The local existence of geodesic type foliations as in
Definition 6.1 is completely analogous to the one for the standard geodesic foliation, i.e. Ω = 1

2 ,
with a transport of the xA coordinates by e3(xA) = 0.

Lemma 6.3. Let C∗ endowed with the geodesic type foliation of Definition 6.1. Then, we have

qω = 0, on C∗.

Proof. We have from Lemma 2.21 and (6.5)

Ωe3 − ΩK(e3)K = qb
A
∂xA = 0,

which implies from (6.5)
e3 = (e3)K . (6.6)

Hence, we have from (6.5) and (6.6)

ω = −1
2∇3(log Ω) = −1

2∇(e3)K
(log ΩK) = ωK .

This concludes the proof of Lemma 6.3.

Remark 6.4. Under the assumption O∗(C∗) ≤ ϵ, we have on C∗

d/≤1
}trχ ∈ Γg, d/≤1

qγ ∈ rΓg, d/≤1(q∈) ∈ rΓg,

qL ∈ Γg, qJ ∈ Γb, rqµ ∈ Γg.

Proposition 6.5. We have the following linearized equations on C∗:

Ω∇3(­Ω trχ) + 1
2Ω trχ ­Ω trχ = −2Ω2

qµ+ Γg · O2
3 + Γg · Γg,

div(qχ̂) = −qβ + O0
0 · ∇}trχ+ O0

1 · qζ + O2
3 · Γg + Γg · Γg,

∇3 ­Ω trχ+ trχ ­Ω trχ = Γg · O1
2 + Γb · Γb,

div(qχ̂) = qβ + O0
0 · ∇}trχ+ O0

1 · qζ + O2
3 · Γb + Γb · Γg,

Ω∇3 |[µ] + Ω trχ |[µ] = Ω trχ qρ+ O2
3 · (qρ, qβ) + O1

3 · Γg + O0
0 · qη · qβ + r−1Γb · Γb.

(6.7)

We also have the following equation:

∇3(r∆­Ω trχ) + 3
2 trχ(r∆­Ω trχ)

=O2
2 · ∇2

qχ̂+ O1
3 · Γ(1)

g + rΓb · ∇2
qχ̂+ O0

−1 · |∇qχ̂|2 + r−1Γb · Γ(1)
g .

(6.8)
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Proof. Notice that (6.7) follows directly from Proposition 2.34 and Remark 6.4. Next, we have
from Proposition A.1

Ω∇3 ­Ω trχ+ (Ω trχ) ­Ω trχ = − 4Ω trχ |Ωω + L[∇3 }trχ] + Err[∇3 }trχ],

L[∇3 }trχ] := − 2 |Ωχ̂(ΩK χ̂K
) − 4ΩKωK

­Ω trχ− qb
A

∇∂xa trK χ
K
,

Err[∇3 }trχ] :=1
2(­Ω trχ)2 − | |Ωχ̂|2.

Recalling from Lemma 6.3 that qΩ = 0, qω = 0 and qb
A = 0 on C∗, we obtain

Ω∇3 ­Ω trχ+ (Ω trχ) ­Ω trχ =O2
3 · qχ̂+ O1

2 · }trχ+ 1
2(­Ω trχ)2 − | |Ωχ̂|2. (6.9)

Differentiating it by ∇ and applying Proposition 2.41, we deduce

Ω∇3(∇ ­Ω trχ) + (Ω trχ)∇ ­Ω trχ = O2
3 · ∇qχ̂+ O1

2 · ∇}trχ+ O0
0 · ∇|qχ̂|2 + r−1Γg · Γg + [Ω∇3,∇]­Ω trχ

= O2
3 · ∇qχ̂+ O1

3 · Γg + O0
0 · ∇|qχ̂|2 − 1

2Ω trχ∇ ­Ω trχ+ r−1Γb · Γg,

which implies

Ω∇3(∇ ­Ω trχ) + 3
2Ω trχ∇ ­Ω trχ = O2

3 · ∇qχ̂+ O1
3 · Γg + O0

0 · ∇|qχ̂|2 + r−1Γb · Γg.

Differentiating it by r div and applying Corollary 2.43, we infer

Ω∇3(r∆­Ω trχ) + 3
2Ω trχ(r∆­Ω trχ) = O2

2 · ∇2
qχ̂+ O1

3 · Γ(1)
g + rΓb · ∇2

qχ̂+ O0
−1 · |∇qχ̂|2 + r−1Γb · Γ(1)

g .

This concludes the proof of Proposition 6.5.

6.2.2 Estimate for O∗
1

In the remainder of Section 6.2, we denote

S := S(u, u∗), S∗ := C ∩ Σ0. (6.10)

Proposition 6.6. For a geodesic type foliation on C∗ satisfying

O′(C∗ ∩ Σ0) ≤ ϵ0, R(C∗) ≲ ϵ0, O∗(C∗) ≤ ϵ, (6.11)

we have

O∗
1 ≲ ϵ0. (6.12)

Proof. Notice that the assumption O′(C∗ ∩ Σ0) ≤ ϵ0 controls the initial data on the last sphere
S∗. The idea of the proof is to transport the estimates in the direction of ∇3 along C∗ using
Proposition 6.5 and Lemma 5.5. The proof is similar to Section 5, and in fact easier since qΩ = 0,
qω = 0 and qb

A = 0 on C∗.

Step 1. Estimate for O∗
0,1,2(}trχ).

The estimates for O∗
0(}trχ) and O∗

1(}trχ) follow directly from Propositions 5.13 and 5.21 in
the particular case qΩ = 0 and qω = 0. Then, we focus on O∗

2(}trχ).

80



We recall from (6.8)

∇3(r∆­Ω trχ) + 3
2 trχ(r∆­Ω trχ) = O2

2 · ∇2
qχ̂+ O1

3 · Γ(1)
g + rΓb · ∇2

qχ̂+ O0
−1 · |∇qχ̂|2 + r−1Γb · Γ(1)

g .

Moreover, we have from Proposition 6.5 and Remark 6.4

∇2
qχ̂ = ∇qβ + r−2Γ(1)

g , ∇qχ̂ = qβ + r−1Γg.

Hence, we obtain

∇3(r∆­Ω trχ) + 3
2 trχ(r∆­Ω trχ) = O2

2 · ∇qβ + rΓb · ∇qβ + O0
−1 · |qβ

(0)
|2 + O1

3 · Γ(1)
g + r−1Γb · Γ(1)

g .

We recall from Proposition 2.37

∇3(qρ, qσ) + 3
2 trχ (qρ, qσ) = −d1qβ + Γ(1)

g · O1
3 + O2

3 · qα+ Γg · qα.

We deduce

∇3 Ξ + 3
2 trχΞ = O2

3 · qα+ O0
−1 · |qβ

(0)
|2 + O1

3 · Γ(1)
g + Γg · qα+ r−1Γb · Γ(1)

g ,

where Ξ is the following renormalized quantity

Ξ = r∆­Ω trχ+ O2
2 · (qρ, qσ) + rΓb · (qρ, qσ).

Applying Lemma 5.5, we deduce for p ∈ [2, 4]

|r3− 2
p Ξ|p,S

≲|r3− 2
p Ξ|p,S∗ +

∫ u

u0(u∗)
M2|r− 2

p
qα|p,S + |r4− 2

p |qβ
(0)

|2|p,S +M |r− 2
p Γ(1)

g | + |r3− 2
p Γg · qα|p,S + |r2− 2

p Γb · Γ(1)
g |p,S

≲
ϵ0

r
s−3

2
+

∫ u

u0(u∗)

M2ϵ0

r|u|
s+1

2
+ M

r2|u|
s−3

2
+ ϵ0

|u|s−1 + ϵ2

r|u|s−2 + |r4− 2
p |qβ

(0)
|2|p,S

≲
ϵ0

|u|
s−3

2
+

∫ u

u0(u∗)
r2|r

3
4 qβ

(0)
|28,S

≲
ϵ0

|u|
s−3

2
+

∫ u

u0(u∗)
|rqβ

(1)
|22,S

≲
ϵ0

|u|
s−3

2
+ ϵ2

|u|s−2

≲
ϵ0

|u|
s−3

2
,

where we used the Sobolev inequality |r− 1
4U |8,S ≲ |r−1U (1)|2,S for any S–tangent tensor U .

Hence, we infer from Proposition 2.15

|r4− 2
p ∇2

­Ω trχ|p,S ≲ |r3− 2
p Ξ|p,S + M2

r2 |r3− 2
p (qρ, qσ)|p,S + |r4− 2

p Γb · (qρ, qσ)|p,S ≲
ϵ0

|u|
s−3

2
.

Thus, we obtain

O∗
0,1,2(}trχ) ≲ ϵ0. (6.13)
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Step 2. Estimate for O∗
0,1(|[µ]).

The estimate for O∗
0(|[µ]) follows directly from Proposition 5.18 in the particular case qΩ = 0 and

qω = 0. Next, we recall from (6.7)

Ω∇3 |[µ] + Ω trχ|[µ] = Ω trχ qρ+ O2
3 · (qρ, qβ) + O1

3 · Γg + O0
0 · qη · qβ + r−1Γb · Γb.

Differentiating it by r∇ and applying Corollary 2.43, we infer

∇3(r∇|[µ]) + trχ(r∇|[µ]) = O0
0 · (∇qρ,∇qβ) + O0

0 · qρ · qβ + rΓg · ∇qβ + O1
3 · Γ(1)

g + r−1Γb · Γ(1)
b .

We deduce

∇3U + trχU = O0
0 · qρ · qβ + O1

3 · Γ(1)
g + r−1Γb · Γ(1)

b ,

where the renormalized quantity U is given by

U = r∇|[µ] + O0
0 · (qβ, qρ, qσ) + rΓg · (qρ, qσ).

Applying Lemma 5.5, we have

|r2− 2
pU |p,S ≲ |r2− 2

pU |p,S∗ +
∫ u

u0(u∗)
|r2− 2

p
qρ · qβ|p,S +M |r−1− 2

p Γ(1)
g |p,S + |r1− 2

p Γb · Γ(1)
b |p,S

≲
ϵ0

r
s−1

2
+ Mϵ

r2|u|
s−3

2
+ ϵ2

r|u|s−2 +
∫ u

u0(u∗)
|r

3
2

qρ · qβ|4,S

≲
ϵ0

r|u|
s−3

2
+

∫ u

u0(u∗)
r2|r− 1

4
qρ|8,S |r− 1

4 qβ|8,S

≲
ϵ0

r|u|
s−3

2
+

∫ u

u0(u∗)
|qρ(1)|2,S |qβ

(1)
|2,S

≲
ϵ0

r|u|
s−3

2
+ r−2

Ç∫ u

u0(u∗)
|rqρ(1)|22,S

å 1
2
Ç∫ u

u0(u∗)
|rqβ

(1)
|22,S

å 1
2

≲
ϵ0

r|u|
s−3

2
+ ϵ2

r2|u|s−2

≲
ϵ0

r|u|
s−3

2
,

where we used the Sobolev inequality |r− 1
4U |8,S ≲ |r−1U (1)|2,S for any S–tangent tensor U .

Hence, we obtain

|r3− 2
p ∇|[µ]|p,S ≲ |r2− 2

pU |p,S + |r2− 2
p (qβ, qρ, qσ)|p,S + |r3− 2

p Γg · (qρ, qσ)|p,S ≲
ϵ0

r|u|
s−3

2
.

Thus, we have
O∗

0,1(|[µ]) ≲ ϵ0. (6.14)

Step 3. Estimate for O∗
0,1(}trχ).

We recall from (6.7) that

Ω∇3(­Ω trχ) = −2 ~Ω2[µ] + Γg · O2
3 + Γg · Γg. (6.15)
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We recall from (2.26) and (2.27)

[µ] + [µ] = 1
2 trχ trχ− 2∆ log Ω + χ̂ · χ̂− 2ρ,

which implies

~Ω2[µ] = − ~Ω2[µ] + 1
2

­Ω trχΩ trχ+ O0
1 · }trχ− 2Ω2

qρ+ O2
3 · Γb + Γg · Γb.

Injecting it into (6.15), we deduce

Ω∇3(­Ω trχ) + Ω trχ ­Ω trχ = 2 ~Ω2[µ] + 4Ω2
qρ+ O0

1 · }trχ+ O2
3 · Γb + Γb · Γg. (6.16)

Applying Lemma 5.5, we infer

|r2− 2
p ­Ω trχ|p,S

≲ |r2− 2
p ­Ω trχ|p,S∗ +

∫ u

u0(u∗)
|r2− 2

p |[µ]|p,S + |r2− 2
p

qρ|p,S + |r1− 2
p }trχ|p,S +M2|r−1− 2

p Γb|p,S + |r2− 2
p Γb · Γg|p,S

≲
ϵ0

r
s−1

2
+

∫ u

u0(u∗)

ϵ0

r|u|
s−3

2
+ M2ϵ

r2|u|
s−1

2
+ ϵ2

r|u|s−2

≲
ϵ0

|u|
s−3

2
.

Next, we differentiate (6.16) by ∇ and apply Proposition 2.41 to deduce

Ω∇3(∇­Ω trχ) + Ω trχ(∇­Ω trχ)

= 2Ω2∇|[µ] + 4Ω2∇qρ− Ωχ · ∇­Ω trχ+ O0
1 · ∇}trχ+ Γ(1)

b · O2
4 + r−1Γb · Γ(1)

g

= 2Ω2∇|[µ] + 4Ω2∇qρ− 1
2Ω trχ(∇­Ω trχ) + O0

1 · ∇}trχ+ Γ(1)
b · O2

4 + r−1Γb · Γ(1)
g ,

which implies from qΩ = 0 that

∇3(∇}trχ) + 3
2 trχ(∇}trχ) = 2∇|[µ] + 4∇qρ+ O0

1 · ∇}trχ+ Γ(1)
b · O2

4 + r−1Γb · Γ(1)
g . (6.17)

Next, we define χ† by the following transport equation:

Ω∇3χ
† + 1

2Ω trχχ† = 4Ωqσ on C∗, χ† = 0 on S∗. (6.18)

Differentiating it by ∗∇ and applying Proposition 2.41, we infer

Ω∇3
∗∇χ† + 1

2Ω trχ(∗∇χ†) + 1
2

∗∇(Ω trχ)χ† = 4∗∇(Ωqσ) + [Ω∇3,
∗∇]χ†

= 4∗∇(Ωqσ) − 1
2Ω trχ(∗∇χ†) − Ωχ̂ · ∗∇χ†,

which implies29

∇3
∗∇χ† + trχ∗∇χ† = 4∗∇qσ + O2

4 · Γ(1)
g + r−1Γb · Γ(1)

g . (6.19)
We recall from Proposition 2.37

∇3 qβ + 3
2 trχ qβ = 1

2 trχ qβ + ∇qρ+ ∗∇qσ + Γ(1)
g · O1

3 + r−1Γg · Γ(1)
b . (6.20)

29We assume here that χ† ∈ Γg. This assumption will be improved at the end of Step 3.
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Combining (6.17), (6.19) and (6.20), we deduce

∇3X + trχX = −2 trχ qβ + 2∇|[µ] + O0
1 · ∇}trχ+ Γ(1)

g · O1
3 + r−1Γb · Γ(1)

g ,

where
X := ∇}trχ+ ∗∇χ† − 4qβ.

Applying Lemma 5.5 and (6.14), we obtain

|r3− 2
pX|p,S

≲ |r3− 2
pX|p,S∗ +

∫ u

u0(u∗)
|r2− 2

p qβ|p,S + |r3− 2
p ∇|[µ]|p,S + |r3− 2

p ∇}trχ|p,S +M |r− 2
p Γ(1)

g |p,S + |r2− 2
p Γb · Γ(1)

g |p,S

≲
ϵ0

r
s−3

2
+

∫ u

u0(u∗)

ϵ0

r|u|
s−3

2
+ Mϵ

r2|u|
s−3

2
+ ϵ2

r|u|
s−1

2

≲
ϵ0

|u|
s−3

2
.

Then, we have from Proposition 2.15

|r3− 2
p ∇(}trχ, χ†)|p,S ≲ |r3− 2

pX|p,S + |r3− 2
p qβ|p,S ≲

ϵ0

|u|
s−3

2
.

Next, applying Lemma 5.5 to (6.18), we deduce

|r1− 2
pχ†|p,S ≲

∫ u

u0(u∗)
|r1− 2

p
qσ|p,S ≲

ϵ0

r|u|
s−3

2
.

Hence, we improve the assumption χ† ∈ Γg and obtain

O0,1(}trχ) ≲ ϵ0. (6.21)

Step 4. Estimates for O∗
0,1(qζ), O∗

0,1(qχ̂) and O∗
0,1(qχ̂).

We have from (6.14)

|r4− 2
p ∇|[µ]|p,S ≲

ϵ0

|u|
s−3

2
,

which implies from (2.27) and (6.21)

|r4− 2
p ∇qµ|p,S ≲ |r4− 2

p ∇|[µ]|p,S + |r3− 2
p ∇(}trχ, }trχ)|p,S ≲

ϵ0

|u|
s−3

2
.

We proceed as in Proposition 5.18 to deduce

|r2− 2
p (r∇)q

qη|p,S ≲
ϵ0

|u|
s−3

2
, q = 0, 1.

Recalling that

2qζ = qη − qη, qη + qη = ­∆ log Ω = 0,

we obtain

|r2− 2
p (r∇)q

qζ|p,S = |r2− 2
p (r∇)qη|p,S ≲

ϵ0

|u|
s−3

2
, q = 0, 1.
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Hence, we have
O∗

0,1(qζ) ≲ ϵ0. (6.22)

Finally, we apply Proposition 5.22 in the particular case of qΩ = 0 to deduce

O∗
0,1(qχ̂) + O∗

0,1(qχ̂) ≲ ϵ0. (6.23)

Combining the estimates (6.13), (6.14), (6.21), (6.22) and (6.23), this concludes the proof of
Proposition 6.6.

6.2.3 Estimate for O∗
γ

Proposition 6.7. For a geodesic type foliation on C∗ in the sense of Definition 6.1, we assume
that

O′(C∗ ∩ Σ0) ≤ ϵ0, R(C∗) ≲ ϵ0, O∗(C∗) ≤ ϵ. (6.24)

Then, we have

O∗
γ ≲ ϵ0. (6.25)

Proof. We recall from Proposition 2.40

∇3(qγAB) − trχ(qγAB) =O0
−2 · (qχ̂, }trχ) + O2

3 · qγAB. (6.26)

Differentiating it by ∇ and applying Corollary 2.43, we deduce

Ω∇3(∇qγAB) − Ω trχ(∇qγAB) = ∇(Ω trχ)qγAB + O0
−2 · (∇qχ̂,∇}trχ) + O2

3 · ∇qγAB + [Ω∇3,∇]qγAB

= −1
2Ω trχ∇qγAB + O0

−2 · (∇qχ̂,∇}trχ) + O2
1 · Γg + r2Γg · Γg,

which implies30

∇3(∇qγAB) − 1
2 trχ(∇qγAB) = O0

−2 · (∇qχ̂,∇}trχ) + O2
1 · Γg + r2Γg · Γg. (6.27)

Applying Lemma 5.5, we obtain

|r−1− 2
p ∇qγAB|p,S

≲ |r−1− 2
p ∇qγAB|p,S∗ +

∫ u

u0(u∗)

(
|r1− 2

p ∇(qχ̂, }trχ)|p,S +M2|r−2− 2
p Γg|p,S + |r1− 2

p Γg · Γg|p,S

)
du

≲
ϵ0

r
s−1

2
+

∫ u

u0(u∗)

Ç
ϵ0

r|u|
s−1

2
+ M2

r4|u|
s−3

2
+ ϵ2

r3|u|s−3

å
du

≲
ϵ0

r|u|
s−3

2
.

Differentiating (6.27) by r∇ and applying Corollary 2.43, we infer

∇3(r∇2
qγAB) − 1

2 trχ(r∇2
qγAB) = O0

−3 · (∇2
qχ̂,∇2

}trχ) + O2
1 · Γ(1)

g + r2Γg · Γ(1)
g .

Next, we have from (6.7)

∇2
qχ̂ = ∇qβ + O0

0 · ∇2
}trχ+ O0

1 · ∇qζ + O2
4 · Γ(1)

b + r−1Γb · Γ(1)
g .

30We use the convention introduced in Remark 6.4.
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Hence, we obtain

∇3(r∇2
qγAB) − 1

2 trχ(r∇2
qγAB) = O0

−3 · (∇qβ,∇2
}trχ, r−1∇qζ) + O2

1 · Γ(1)
b + r2Γb · Γ(1)

g .

We recall from Proposition 2.37

∇3(qρ, qσ) + 3
2 trχ (qρ, qσ) = −d1qβ + Γ(1)

g · O1
3 + O2

3 · qα+ Γg · qα.

We obtain

∇3G− 1
2 trχG = O0

−3 · (∇2
}trχ, r−1∇qζ, r−1

qρ, r−1
qσ) + O1

0 · Γ(1)
g + O2

0 · qα+ r3Γg · qα+ r2Γb · Γ(1)
g ,

where the renormalized quantity G is given by

G = r∇2
qγAB + O0

−3 · (qρ, qσ).

Applying Lemma 5.5, we infer

|r−1− 2
pG|p,S ≲ |r−1− 2

pG|p,S∗ +
∫ u

u0(u∗)
|r2− 2

p ∇2
}trχ|p,S + |r1− 2

p (∇qζ, qρ, qσ)|p,S

+
∫ u

u0(u∗)
M |r−1− 2

p Γ(1)
g |p,S +M2|r−1− 2

p
qα|p,S + |r2− 2

p Γg · qα|p,S + |r1− 2
p Γb · Γ(1)

g |p,S

≲
ϵ0

r
s−1

2
+

∫ u

u0(u∗)

ϵ0

r2|u|
s−3

2
+ Mϵ

r3|u|
s−3

2
+ M2ϵ

r2|u|
s+1

2
+ ϵ2

r|u|s−1 + ϵ2

r2|u|s−2

≲
ϵ0

r|u|
s−3

2
.

Hence, we deduce

|r1− 2
p ∇2

qγAB|p,S ≲ |r− 2
pG|p,S + |r3− 2

p (qρ, qσ)|p,S ≲
ϵ0

|u|
s−3

2
.

Thus, we have
O∗

0,1,2(qγ) ≲ ϵ0. (6.28)

The estimate for O0,1,2(q∈) is similar. This concludes the proof of Proposition 6.7.

6.2.4 Estimate for O∗
Γ

Proposition 6.8. For a geodesic type foliation on C∗ in the sense of Definition 6.1, we assume
that

O′(C∗ ∩ Σ0) ≤ ϵ0, R(C∗) ≲ ϵ0, O∗(C∗) ≤ ϵ. (6.29)

Then, we have

O∗
Γ ≲ ϵ0. (6.30)

Proof. We recall from Lemma 2.23

ΓB
uA =1

2γ
BC

Å
∂u(γAC) − ∂

∂xA

Ä
γCDb

D
ä

+ ∂

∂xC

Ä
γADb

D
äã

+ bB

4Ω2

Å
2 ∂

∂xA
(Ω2) − ∂

∂u
(γADb

D)
ã
,

ΓA
BC =1

2γ
AD

Å
∂γBD

∂xC
+ ∂γCD

∂xB
− ∂γBC

∂xD

ã
+ bA

4Ω2
∂γBC

∂u
.
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Applying Definition 2.24, and since qΩ = 0 and qb = 0, we infer

qJ = O0
0 ·

(
∂uqγ,∇qγ, ∂uqγ, r−1

qγ
)

+ rΓg · Γb,

qL = O0
0 · (∇qγ, ∂uqγ, r−1

qγ) + rΓg · Γg,

where we used Remark 6.4. Applying Proposition 2.40, we deduce

qJ = O0
0 ·
Ä

}trχ, qχ̂, }trχ, qχ̂, r−1
qγ,∇qγ

ä
+ rΓg · Γb,

qL = O0
0 · (}trχ, qχ̂, r−1

qγ,∇qγ) + rΓg · Γg.

Differentiating it by r∇, we obtain

r∇qJ = O0
0 ·
Ä
r∇}trχ, r∇qχ̂, r∇}trχ, r∇qχ̂,∇qγ, r∇2

qγ
ä

+ rΓg · Γ(1)
b ,

r∇qL = O0
0 · (r∇}trχ, r∇qχ̂,∇qγ, r∇2

qγ) + rΓg · Γ(1)
g .

Combining with Propositions 6.6 and 6.7, we deduce for q = 0, 1

|r1− 2
p (r∇)q

qJ |p,S ≲
ϵ0

|u|
s−1

2
+ |r2− 2

p Γg · Γ(1)
b |p,S ≲

ϵ0

|u|
s−1

2
,

|r2− 2
p (r∇)q

qL|p,S ≲
ϵ0

|u|
s−3

2
+ |r3− 2

p Γg · Γ(1)
g |p,S ≲

ϵ0

|u|
s−3

2
.

This concludes the proof of Proposition 6.8.

Combining Propositions 6.6, 6.7 and 6.8, this concludes the proof of Theorem M2.

6.3 Extension argument (Theorem M4)

In this section, we prove Theorem M4 which we recall below for convenience.

Theorem M4. We consider the spacetime K and its double null foliation (u, u) which satisfies
the assumptions:

O ≲ ϵ0, R ≲ ϵ0, Osc ≲ ϵ0, O∗(C∗) ≲ ϵ0. (6.31)

Then, we can extend the spacetime K = V (u0, u∗) and the double null foliation to a new space-
time ÛK = ÙV (u0, u∗ +ν), where ν > 0 is sufficiently small, and an associated double null foliation
(Ûu, u). Moreover, the new foliation (Ûu, u) is geodesic on the new last slice C∗∗ := Cu∗+ν and the
new corresponding norms satisfyÙO ≲ ϵ0, ÙR ≲ ϵ0, Õsc ≲ ϵ0, ÙO∗(C∗∗) ≲ ϵ0. (6.32)

Proof. We define the region

A0 := {p ∈ Σ0/w(p) ∈ [u∗, u∗ + ν]}.

For ν > 0 small enough, we consider the future domain of dependence Kν
0 of A0, with

Kν
0 := V ′(u∗, u∗ + ν) ⊂ K′.

The boundary of Kν
0 contains, see Figure 7:

1. the part A0 of Σ0;
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Figure 7: Extension argument

2. a part of an ingoing cone denoted by

C∗∗(u∗ − ν) := C(u∗ + ν; [u∗ − ν, u∗]),

which is a part of the new last slice C∗∗ := Cu∗+ν , where

u∗ − ν := u|Cu∗+ν∩Σ0 , u∗ = u|Cu∗
∩Σ0 ;

3. a part of the outgoing cone emanating from S0(u∗) = Cu∗
∩ Σ0 and in V ′(u∗, u∗ + ν),

denoted by C∗
ν .

For the double null foliation (u′, u) in Kν
0 , we have:

O′(Kν
0) ≲ ϵ0, R′(Kν

0) ≲ ϵ0, (6.33)

for ν > 0 small enough by local existence. By the local existence theorem for the characteristic
Cauchy problem in [22], we can extend the spacetime K∪Kν

0 to the future domain of dependence
of C∗

ν ∪ C∗.31 Moreover, we extend the outgoing cones of K to this new domain, construct the
ingoing cones from C∗

ν and denote (ũ, u) the global foliation in K̃ := K ∪ Kν
u ∪ Kν

0 . As a
consequence of Theorem 1 of [22], we have‹O(Kν

u) ≲ ϵ0, ‹R(Kν
u) ≲ ϵ0. (6.34)

Combining (6.31), (6.33) and (6.34), we obtain‹O(K̃) ≲ ϵ0, ‹R(K̃) ≲ ϵ0.

The foliation (ũ, u) on the new last slice C∗∗ of V (u0, u∗ + ν) is in general not of the geodesic
type of Definition 6.1. Starting from S∗∗ := C∗∗ ∩ Σ0, we construct a geodesic type foliation
(Ûu, u∗) on C∗∗(−u∗ − ν < Ûu < u1), where u1 is sufficiently close to −u∗ − ν. We also denoteÙV (u1) := ÙV (u1, u∗ + ν) := J−(ÛS(u1, u∗ + ν)).

31Even if it means reducing the value of ν.
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Proceeding as in Section 2.1.5, we can construct a double null foliation (Ûu, u) in ÙV (u1). Let U
the set of u1 ≤ u0 such that we have the following estimates:ÙO(ÙV (u1)) ≤ ϵ, ÙR(ÙV (u1)) ≤ ϵ, Õsc(ÙV (u1)) ≤ ϵ, ÙO∗(C∗∗ ∩ ÙV (u1)) ≤ ϵ. (6.35)

We also denote
u2 := supU. (6.36)

Assume that u2 < u0. Applying Theorems M0–M3 in ÙV (u2), we obtainÙO(ÙV (u2)) ≲ ϵ0, ÙR(ÙV (u2)) ≲ ϵ0, Õsc(ÙV (u2)) ≲ ϵ0, ÙO∗(C∗∗ ∩ ÙV (u2)) ≲ ϵ0.

Thus, by the continuity of the norms, we obtain u2 + δ ∈ U for δ > 0 small enough, a contra-
diction with (6.36). Hence, we have u2 = u0 which impliesÙO(ÙV (u0)) ≲ ϵ0, ÙR(ÙV (u0)) ≲ ϵ0, Õsc(ÙV (u0)) ≲ ϵ0, ÙO∗(C∗∗ ∩ ÙV (u0)) ≲ ϵ0.

This concludes the proof of Theorem M4.

A Proof of results in Section 2.8

A.1 Proof of Proposition 2.34

We prove below a more precise version of Proposition 2.34.

Proposition A.1. We have the following linearized null structure equations:

Ω∇4­Ω trχ+ (Ω trχ) ­Ω trχ = − 4Ω trχ |Ωω + L[∇4 }trχ] + Err[∇4 }trχ],

L[∇4 }trχ] := − 2}Ωχ̂(ΩK χ̂K) − 4ΩKωK
­Ω trχ,

Err[∇4 }trχ] :=1
2(­Ω trχ)2 − |}Ωχ̂|2,

Ω∇3 ­Ω trχ+ (Ω trχ) ­Ω trχ = − 4Ω trχ |Ωω + L[∇3 }trχ] + Err[∇3 }trχ],

L[∇3 }trχ] := − 2 |Ωχ̂(ΩK χ̂K
) − 4ΩKωK

­Ω trχ− qb
A
∂A(ΩK trK χ

K
),

Err[∇3 }trχ] :=1
2(­Ω trχ)2 − | |Ωχ̂|2,

Ω∇4(­Ω trχ) = − 2 ~Ω2[µ] + L[∇4(}trχ)] + Err[∇4(}trχ)],
L[∇4(}trχ)] :=4ΩKηK

(|Ωη),

Err[∇4(}trχ)] :=2||Ωη|2,

Ω∇3(­Ω trχ) = − 2 ~Ω2[µ] + L[∇4(}trχ)] + Err[∇4(}trχ)],

L[∇4(}trχ)] :=4ΩKηK(|Ωη) + qb
A
∂A(ΩK trK χK),

Err[∇4(}trχ)] :=2||Ωη|2.
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We also have the linearized Codazzi equations:

div(qχ̂) =1
2∇}trχ+ 1

2 trχ qζ − qβ + L[div(qχ̂)] + Err[div(qχ̂)],

L[div(qχ̂)] :=1
2

}trχ ζK − qζ · χ̂K − ζK · qχ̂+ (γAB − (γK)AB)∇A(χ̂K)B• − γAB
K

qLC
AB(χ̂K)C•,

Err[div(qχ̂)] := − qζ · qχ̂,

div(qχ̂) =1
2∇}trχ− 1

2 trχ qζ + qβ + L[div(qχ̂)] + Err[div(qχ̂)],

L[div(qχ̂)] := − 1
2

}trχ ζK + qζ · χ̂
K

+ ζK · qχ̂+ (γAB − (γK)AB)∇A(χ̂
K

)B• − γAB
K

qLC
AB(χ̂

K
)C•,

Err[div(qχ̂)] :=qζ · qχ̂.

The linearized mass aspect functions are given by:

div qη = −qµ− qρ+ L[div(qη)] + Err[div(qη)],

L[div(qη)] = (γAB − (γK)AB)∇A(ηK)B − (γK)AB
qLC

AB(ηK)C + 1
2 χ̂K · χ̂+ 1

2
qχ̂ · χ̂

K
,

Err[div(qη)] = 1
2 χ̂ · qχ̂,

div qη = −qµ− qρ+ L[div(qη)] + Err[div(qη)],

L[div(qη)] = (γAB − (γK)AB)∇A(η
K

)B − (γK)AB
qLC

AB(η
K

)C + 1
2 χ̂K · χ̂+ 1

2
qχ̂ · χ̂

K
,

Err[div(qη)] = 1
2 χ̂ · qχ̂.

The linearized torsion equations are given by:

curl qη =qσ + L[curl qη] + Err[curl qη],

L[curl qη] :=1
2

qχ̂ ∧ χ̂K + 1
2 χ̂K

∧ qχ̂− (∈AB − ∈AB
K )∇A(ηK)B + (∈K)AB

qLC
AB(ηK)C ,

Err[curl qη] :=1
2

qχ̂ ∧ qχ̂,

curl qη = − qσ + L[curl qη] + Err[curl qη],

L[curl qη] := − 1
2

qχ̂ ∧ χ̂K − 1
2 χ̂K

∧ qχ̂− (∈AB − ∈AB
K )∇A(η

K
)B + (∈K)AB

qLC
AB(η

K
)C ,

Err[curl qη] := − 1
2

qχ̂ ∧ qχ̂.

Moreover, we have

Ω∇4( |Ωω) =1
2

}Ω2ρ+ L[∇4qω] + Err[∇4qω],

L[∇4qω] :=3
2(|Ωη − |Ωη) · (ΩKηK − ΩKηK

) − 1
4(|Ωη − |Ωη) · (ΩKηK + ΩKηK

)

− 1
4(ΩKηK − ΩKηK

) · (|Ωη + |Ωη) − 1
4(|Ωη + |Ωη) · (ηK + η

K
),

Err[∇4qω] :=3
4 ||Ωη − |Ωη|2 − 1

4(|Ωη − |Ωη) · (|Ωη + |Ωη) − 1
8 ||Ωη + |Ωη|2,
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Ω∇3( |Ωω) =1
2

}Ω2ρ+ L[∇3qω] + Err[∇3qω],

L[∇3qω] :=3
2(|Ωη − |Ωη) · (ΩKηK − ΩKηK

) + 1
4(|Ωη − |Ωη) · (ΩKηK + ΩKηK

)

+ 1
4(ΩKηK − ΩKηK

) · (|Ωη + |Ωη) − 1
4(|Ωη + |Ωη) · (ηK + η

K
) + qb

A
∇∂A

(ΩKωK),

Err[∇3qω] :=3
4 ||Ωη − |Ωη|2 + 1

4(|Ωη − |Ωη) · (|Ωη + |Ωη) − 1
8 ||Ωη + |Ωη|2.

Remark A.2. Combining Propositions A.1 and 2.28 and Definitions 2.3 and 2.25, we obtain
immediately Proposition 2.34.

Proof of Proposition 2.34. We recall from Corollary 2.18

Ω∇4(Ω trχ) + 1
2(Ω trχ)2 = − Ω2|χ̂|2 − 4Ωω(Ω trχ),

which implies

ΩK∇(e4)K
(ΩK trK χK) + 1

2(ΩK trK χK)2 = − Ω2
K |χ̂K |2 − 4ΩKωK(ΩK trK χK).

Taking the difference, we infer

Ω∇4(­Ω trχ) = − 1
2(Ω trχ)2 − Ω2|χ̂|2 − 4Ωω(Ω trχ) + 1

2(ΩK trK χK)2 + Ω2
K |χ̂K |2 + 4ΩKωK(trK χK)

= − Ω trχ­Ω trχ+ 1
2

­Ω trχ
2

− 2}Ωχ̂(ΩK χ̂K) − |}Ωχ̂|2 − 4ΩKωK
­Ω trχ

− 4ΩK trK χK
|Ωω − 4 |Ωω ­Ω trχ.

Similarly, we have

Ω∇3(­Ω trχ) = − Ω trχ­Ω trχ+ 1
2

­Ω trχ
2

− 2( |Ωχ̂)ΩK χ̂K
− | |Ωχ̂|2 − 4ΩKωK

­Ω trχ

− 4ΩK trK χ
K

|Ωω − 4 |Ωω ­Ω trχ− qb
A
∂A(ΩK trK χ

K
).

Next, we have from Corollary 2.18

Ω∇4(Ω trχ) = −2Ω2[µ] + 2Ω2|η|2,

which implies

ΩK∇(e4)K
(ΩK trK χ

K
) = −2Ω2

K [µ]K + 2Ω2
K |η

K
|2.

Taking the difference, we infer

Ω∇4(­Ω trχ) = −2 ~Ω2[µ] + 4ΩKηK
(|Ωη) + 2||Ωη|2.

Similarly, we have

Ω∇3(­Ω trχ) = −2 ~Ω2[µ] + 4ΩKηK(|Ωη) + 2||Ωη|2 + qb
A
∂A(ΩK trK χK).

Now we consider the Codazzi equation

div χ̂ = 1
2(∇ trχ+ trχ ζ) − ζ · χ̂− β,
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which implies

divK χ̂K = 1
2(∇K trK χK + trK χK ζK) − ζK · χ̂K − βK .

Taking the difference, we obtain from Proposition 2.22

div(qχ̂) = div χ̂− div χ̂K

= div χ̂− divK χ̂K − (div − divK)χ̂K

=1
2∇}trχ+ 1

2 trχ qζ + 1
2

}trχ ζK − qζ · χ̂K − ζK · qχ̂− qζ · qχ̂− qβ − }γAB∇A(χ̂K)B•

− γAB
K

qLD
AB (χ̂K)•D − γAB

K
qLD

A• (χ̂K)BD.

Similarly, we have

div(qχ̂) =1
2∇}trχ− 1

2 trχ qζ − 1
2

}trχ ζK + qζ · χ̂
K

+ ζK · qχ̂+ qζ · qχ̂+ qβ − }γAB∇A(χ̂
K

)B•

− γAB
K

qLD
AB(χ̂

K
)•D − γAB

K
qLD

A•(χ̂
K

)BD.

Next, we recall from (2.26)
µ = − div η + 1

2 χ̂ · χ̂− ρ.

Hence, we have

µK = − divK ηK + 1
2 χ̂K · χ̂

K
− ρK .

Taking the difference, we obtain

qµ = − div qη + (div − divK)ηK + 1
2 χ̂K · χ̂+ 1

2
qχ̂ · χ̂

K
+ 1

2 χ̂ · qχ̂− qρ

= − div qη − qρ+ (γAB − (γK)AB)∇A(ηK)B − (γK)AB
qLC

AB(ηK)C

+ 1
2 χ̂K · χ̂+ 1

2
qχ̂ · χ̂

K
+ 1

2 χ̂ · qχ̂.

Similarly, we have

qµ = − div qη − qρ+ (γAB − (γK)AB)∇A(η
K

)B − (γK)AB
qLC

AB(η
K

)C

+ 1
2 χ̂K · χ̂+ 1

2
qχ̂ · χ̂

K
+ 1

2 χ̂ · qχ̂.

We consider the torsion equation

curl η = − curl η = σ + 1
2 χ̂ ∧ χ̂,

which implies

curlK ηK = − curlK η
K

= σK + 1
2 χ̂K

∧ χ̂K .

Taking the difference, we infer from Proposition 2.22 that

curl qη = curl η − curl ηK = curl η − curlK ηK − (curl − curlK)ηK

=qσ + 1
2

qχ̂ ∧ qχ̂+ 1
2

qχ̂ ∧ χ̂K + 1
2 χ̂K

∧ qχ̂− ~∈AB∇A(ηK)B+ ∈AB
K

qLC
AB(ηK)C .
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Similarly, we have

− curl qη =qσ + 1
2

qχ̂ ∧ qχ̂+ 1
2

qχ̂ ∧ χ̂K + 1
2 χ̂K

∧ qχ̂+ ~∈AB∇A(η
K

)B− ∈AB
K

qLC
AB(η

K
)C .

Finally, we recall from Proposition 2.16

Ω∇4(Ωω) =1
2Ω2ρ+ 3

4 |Ωη − Ωη|2 − 1
4(Ωη − Ωη) · (Ωη + Ωη) − 1

8 |Ωη + Ωη|2,

which implies

ΩK∇(e4)K
ωK =1

2Ω2
KρK + 3

4 |ΩKηK − ΩKηK
|2 − 1

4(ΩKηK − ΩKηK
) · (ΩKηK + ΩKηK

)

− 1
8 |ΩKηK + ΩKηK

|2.

Taking the difference, we obtain

Ω∇4( |Ωω) =3
4Ω2|η − η|2 − 1

4Ω2(η − η) · (η + η) − 1
8Ω2|η + η|2 + 1

2Ω2ρ

− 3
4Ω2

K |ηK − η
K

|2 + 1
4Ω2

K(ηK − η
K

) · (ηK + η
K

) + 1
8Ω2

K |ηK + η
K

|2 − 1
2Ω2

KρK

=3
4 ||Ωη − |Ωη|2 + 3

2(|Ωη − |Ωη) · (ΩKηK − ΩKηK
) − 1

4(|Ωη − |Ωη) · (|Ωη + |Ωη)

− 1
4(|Ωη − |Ωη) · (ΩKηK + ΩKηK

) − 1
4(ΩKηK − ΩKηK

) · (|Ωη + |Ωη) − 1
8 ||Ωη + |Ωη|2

− 1
4(|Ωη + |Ωη) · (ηK + η

K
) + 1

2
}Ω2ρ.

Similarly, we have

Ω∇3( |Ωω) =3
4 ||Ωη − |Ωη|2 + 3

2(|Ωη − |Ωη) · (ΩKηK − ΩKηK
) + 1

4(|Ωη − |Ωη) · (|Ωη + |Ωη)

+ 1
4(|Ωη − |Ωη) · (ΩKηK + ΩKηK

) + 1
4(ΩKηK − ΩKηK

) · (|Ωη + |Ωη) − 1
8 ||Ωη + |Ωη|2

− 1
4(|Ωη + |Ωη) · (ηK + η

K
) + 1

2
}Ω2ρ+ qb

A
∇∂xa (ΩKωK).

This concludes the proof of Proposition A.1.

A.2 Proof of Proposition 2.36

We recall from Corollary 2.18 that

Ω∇4[µ] + Ω trχ[µ] = Ω[F ] + Ω(trχρ− 2η · β),

[F ] := χ̂ · (∇“⊗η) + (η − η) · (∇ trχ+ trχ ζ) + 1
2 trχ(|η|2 − |η|2)

− 1
2
(
trχ|χ̂|2 + trχ(χ̂ · χ̂)

)
+ 2η · χ̂ · η,

which implies

ΩK(∇K)(e4)K
[µ]K + ΩK trK χK [µ]K = ΩK [F ]K + ΩK(trχK ρK − 2ηK · βK).
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Taking the difference, we obtain

Ω∇4 |[µ] + Ω trχ|[µ] = ~Ω[F ] + Ω(trχρ− 2η · β) − ΩK(trχK ρK − 2ηK · βK)

= ~Ω[F ] + ­Ω trχρK + Ω trχ qρ− 2|Ωη · βK − 2ΩKηK · qβ − 2|Ωη · qβ

= Ω trχ qρ+ ~Ω[F ] + O1
3 · Γg + O2

3 · qβ − 2|Ωη · qβ.

Next, we compute

Ω[F ] = − 2χ̂ · d∗
2η + (η − η) · ∇ trχ+ (O2

3 + Γg) · (O0
1 + Γg) · (O2

3 + Γg)
+ (O0

1 + Γg) · (O2
3 + Γg) · (O2

3 + Γb) + (O2
3 + Γg) · (O2

3 + Γg) · (O2
3 + Γg)

= − 2χ̂ · d∗
2η + (η − η) · ∇ trχ+ O4

7 + O2
4 · Γb + r−1Γg · Γb.

Hence, we deduce from Proposition 2.22 that

~Ω[F ] = − 2qχ̂ · (d∗
2)KηK − 2χ̂K · }d∗

2η − 2qχ̂ · }d∗
2η + (qη − qη) · ∇K trK χK + (ηK − η

K
) · ∇}trχ

+ (qη − qη) · ∇}trχ+ O2
4 · Γb + r−1Γg · Γb

=O2
3 · }d∗

2η − 2qχ̂ · }d∗
2η + O2

3 · ∇}trχ+ (qη − qη) · ∇}trχ+ O2
4 · Γb + r−1Γg · Γb

=O2
3 · (d∗

2qη + qL · O2
3) − 2qχ̂ · (d∗

2qη + qL · O2
3) + O2

3 · ∇}trχ+ (qη − qη) · ∇}trχ+ O2
4 · Γb + r−1Γg · Γb

=O2
3 · (d∗

2qη) − 2qχ̂ · (d∗
2qη) + O4

6 · qL+ r−1Γg · qL+ O2
3 · ∇}trχ+ (qη − qη) · ∇}trχ+ O2

4 · Γb + r−1Γg · Γb.

Thus, we obtain

Ω∇4 |[µ] + Ω trχ|[µ] = Ω trχ qρ+ O2
3 · (d∗

2qη,∇}trχ, qβ) + O1
3 · (Γg, qL) − 2qχ̂ · (d∗

2qη) + r−1Γg · qL

+ (qη − qη) · ∇}trχ+ r−1Γg · Γb − 2|Ωη · qβ.

Similarly, we have

Ω∇3 |[µ] + Ω trχ|[µ] = Ω trχ qρ+ O2
3 · (d∗

2qη,∇}trχ, qβ) + O1
3 · (Γg, qL) − 2qχ̂ · (d∗

2qη) + r−1Γb · qL

+ (qη − qη) · ∇}trχ+ r−1Γb · Γb + 2|Ωη · qβ.

This concludes the proof of Proposition 2.36.

A.3 Proof of Propositions 2.37 and 2.38

We first prove the following lemma.

Lemma A.3. Let k, k′ = 0, 1, 2, λ0 a real number and ∇ a first order elliptic operator. Then,
we have the following properties:

1. Assume that ψ, h ∈ sk and ψ′ ∈ sk′ satisfy the following equation:

∇3ψ + λ0 trχψ = ∇ψ′ + h. (A.1)

Then, we have
∇3 d/ψ + λ0 trχ d/ψ = ∇ d/ψ′ + h[1], (A.2)

where

h[1] = d/h+ (Γg + O2
3)h+ (Γg + O2

3) · ψ′(1) + (Γb + O2
3) · ψ(1) + Γ(1)

b · ψ.
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2. Assume that ψ, h ∈ sk and ψ′ ∈ sk′ satisfy the following equation:

∇4ψ + λ0 trχψ = ∇ψ′ + h. (A.3)

Then, we have
∇4 d/ψ + λ0 trχ d/ψ = ∇ d/ψ′ + h[1], (A.4)

where
h[1] = d/h+ (Γg + O2

3)h+ (Γg + O2
3) · (ψ′(1)

, ψ(1)) + Γ(1)
g · ψ.

Proof. We have from (A.1)

Ω∇3ψ + λ0Ω trχψ = Ω∇ψ′ + Ωh.

Differentiating it by d/, we obtain

Ω∇3( d/ψ) + λ0r∇(Ω trχ)ψ + λ0Ω trχ( d/ψ) = r∇Ω · ∇ψ′ + Ω∇( d/ψ′) + d/(Ωh) + [Ω∇3, d/]ψ,

which implies from Corollary 2.43

Ω∇3( d/ψ) + λ0Ω trχ( d/ψ)
= Ω∇( d/ψ′) + (Γg + O2

3) · ∇ψ′ + (Γ(1)
g + O2

3) · ψ + (Γg + O2
3)h+ Ω d/h

+ (Γb + O2
3) · d/ψ + (Γ(1)

b + O2
3) · ψ

= Ω∇( d/ψ′) + (Γg + O2
3)h+ (Γb + O2

3) · ψ′(1) + (Γg + O2
3) · ψ(1) + Γ(1)

b · ψ + Ω d/h.

Hence, we obtain

∇3( d/ψ) + λ0 trχ( d/ψ)

=∇( d/ψ′) + (Γg + O2
3)h+ (Γg + O2

3) · ψ′(1) + (Γb + O2
3) · ψ(1) + Γ(1)

b · ψ + d/h,
(A.5)

which implies (A.2). The proof of (A.4) is similar. This concludes the proof of Lemma A.3.

We next prove the following lemma concerning the linearization of Bianchi equations.

Lemma A.4. Let k, k′ = 0, 1, 2, λ0 a real number and ∇ a first order elliptic operator. Then,
we have the following properties:

1. Assume that ψ, h ∈ sk and ψ′ ∈ sk′ satisfy the following equation:

∇3ψ + λ0 trχψ = ∇ψ′ + h. (A.6)

Then, we have

∇3 qψ + λ0 trχ qψ = ∇ψ′ + qh+ qJ · ψK + qL · ψ′
K + Γg · d≤1ψK . (A.7)

2. Assume that ψ, h ∈ sk and ψ′ ∈ sk′ satisfy the following equation:

∇4ψ + λ0 trχψ = ∇ψ′ + h. (A.8)

Then, we have

∇4 qψ + λ0 trχ qψ = ∇ψ′ + qh+ qJ · ψK + qL · ψ′
K + Γg · d≤1ψK . (A.9)
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Proof. Assume that we have

∇3ψ + λ0 trχψ = ∇ψ′ + h.

Then, we obtain

(∇K)(e3)K
ψK + λ0 trK χ

K
ψK = ∇Kψ

′
K + hK .

Taking the difference, we deduce

∇3ψ − (∇K)(e3)K
ψK + λ0(trχψ − trK χ

K
ψK) = ∇ψ′ − ∇Kψ

′
K + qh. (A.10)

Recall from (2.38) that

e3 − (e3)K = Ω−1(Ωe3 − ΩK(e3)K) +
ÅΩK

Ω − 1
ã

(e3)K

= Ω−1
qb

A
∂xA + Ω−1

qΩ(e3)K .

Thus, we obtain

(∇K)e3−(e3)K
ψK = Γg · ∂xA(ψK) + rΓg · (∇K)(e3)K

ψK = Γg · dψK .

Combining with (A.10), we deduce

∇3 qψ + λ0 trχ qψ = ∇3(ψ − ψK) + λ0 trχ (ψ − ψK)
=

(
(∇K)(e3)K

− ∇3
)
ψK + λ0(trK χ

K
− trχ)ψK + ∇ qψ′ + (∇ − ∇K)ψ′

K + qh

=
(
(∇K)(e3)K−e3 + (∇K − ∇)

)
ψK − λ0 }trχψK + ∇ qψ′ + (∇ − ∇K)ψ′

K + qh

= ∇ψ′ + qh− (∇ − ∇K)e3ψK + (∇ − ∇K)ψ′
K + Γg · d≤1ψK .

Recalling Lemma 2.39, we have

(∇ − ∇K)e3ψK = qJ · ψK + qL · ψK ,

(∇ − ∇K)ψ′
K = qL · ψK .

Thus, we obtain

∇3 qψ + λ0 trχ qψ = ∇ψ′ + qh+ (qJ, qL) · ψK + qL · ψ′
K + Γg · d≤1ψK ,

which implies (A.7). The proof of (A.9) is similar. This concludes the proof of Lemma A.4.

We are now ready to prove the following proposition, which implies directly Propositions
2.37 and 2.38.
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Proposition A.5. We have the following linearized Bianchi equations:

∇4qα+ 1
2 trχ qα =∇“⊗qβ + L[∇4qα] + Err[∇4qα],

L[∇4qα] :=Γ(1)
b · O1

3 + O1
2 · qα+ O2

3 · (qβ, qρ, qσ),
Err[∇4qα] :=Γg · (qα, qβ) + Γb · (qρ, qσ),

∇4 |d/α+ 1
2 trχ|d/α = − ∇“⊗ |d/β + L[∇4 |d/α] + Err[∇4 |d/α],

L[∇4 |d/α] =Γ(1)
b · O1

3 + O1
2 · qα(1) + O2

3 · (qβ
(1)
, qρ(1), qσ(1)),

Err[∇4 |d/α] =Γ(1)
g · (qα, qβ) + Γ(1)

b · (qρ, qσ) + Γg · (qα(1), qβ
(1)) + Γb · (qρ(1), qσ(1)),

∇3qβ + 2 trχ qβ = − div qα+ L[∇3qβ] + Err[∇3qβ],

L[∇3qβ] :=Γ(1)
b · O2

4 + O1
2 · qβ + O2

3 · qα,

Err[∇3qβ] :=Γb · qβ + Γg · qα,

∇3 |d/β + 2 trχ|d/β = − div |d/α+ L[∇3 |d/β] + Err[∇3 |d/β],

L[∇3 |d/β] :=Γ(1)
b · O2

4 + O1
2 · qβ

(1) + O2
3 · qα(1),

Err[∇3 |d/β] :=Γ(1)
b · qβ + Γb · qβ

(1) + Γ(1)
g · qα+ Γg · qα(1),

∇4qβ + trχ qβ = − ∇qρ+ ∗∇qσ + L[∇4qβ] + Err[∇4qβ],
L[∇4qβ] :=Γ(1)

g · O1
3 + O1

2 · qβ + O2
3 · (qρ, qσ, qβ),

Err[∇4qβ] :=Γg · (qβ, qρ, qσ) + Γb · qβ,

∇4 |d/β + trχ|d/β := − ∇|d/ρ+ ∗∇ |d/σ + L[∇4 |d/β] + Err[∇4 |d/β],

L[∇4 |d/β] :=Γ(1)
g · O1

3 + O1
2 · qβ

(1) + O2
3 · (qρ(1), qσ(1), qβ(1)),

Err[∇4 |d/β] :=Γ(1)
g · (qβ, qρ, qσ) + Γg · (qβ

(1)
, qρ(1), qσ(1)) + Γ(1)

b · qβ + Γb · qβ(1),

∇3(qρ, qσ) + 3
2 trχ (qρ, qσ) = −d1qβ + L[∇3qρ] + Err[∇3qρ],

L[∇3qρ] :=Γ(1)
g · O1

3 + O2
3 · (qα, qβ),

Err[∇3qρ] :=Γg · (qα, qβ),

∇3(|d/ρ, |d/σ) + 3
2 trχ(|d/ρ, |d/σ) = − d1 d/qβ + L[∇3(|d/ρ, |d/σ)] + Err[∇3(|d/ρ, |d/σ)],

L[∇3(|d/ρ, |d/σ)] :=Γ(1)
b · O1

3 + O2
3 · (qα(1), qβ

(1)
, qρ(1), qσ(1)),

Err[∇3(|d/ρ, |d/σ)] :=Γ(1)
g · (qα, qβ) + Γg · (qα(1), qβ

(1)) + Γb · (qρ(1), qσ(1)) + Γ(1)
b · (qρ, qσ),
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∇4(qρ,−qσ) + 3
2 trχ(qρ,−qσ) =d1 qβ + L[∇4qρ] + Err[∇4qρ],

L[∇4qρ] :=Γ(1)
g · O1

3 + O2
3 · (qα, qβ),

Err[∇4qρ] :=Γb · qα+ Γg · qβ,

∇4(|d/ρ,− |d/σ) + 3
2 trχ(|d/ρ,− |d/σ) =d1 |d/β + L[∇4(|d/ρ,− |d/σ)] + Err[∇4(|d/ρ, |d/σ)],

L[∇4(|d/ρ,− |d/σ)] :=Γ(1)
g · O1

3 + O2
3 · (qα(1), qβ(1), qρ(1), qσ(1)),

Err[∇4(|d/ρ,− |d/σ)] :=Γ(1)
b · qα+ Γb · qα(1) + Γ(1)

g · (qβ, qρ, qσ) + Γg · (qβ(1), qρ(1), qσ(1)),

∇3 qβ + trχ qβ =∇qρ+ ∗∇qσ + L[∇3 qβ] + Err[∇3 qβ],
L[∇3 qβ] :=Γ(1)

g · O1
3 + O1

2 · qβ + O2
3 · (qβ, qρ, qσ),

Err[∇3 qβ] :=Γb · qβ + Γg · (qβ, qρ, qσ),

∇3 d/qβ + trχ d/qβ =∇ d/qρ+ ∗∇ d/qσ + L[∇3 |d/β] + Err[∇3 |d/β],

L[∇3 |d/β] :=Γ(1)
g · O1

3 + O1
2 · qβ(1) + O2

3 · (qβ
(1)
, qρ(1), qσ(1)),

Err[∇3 |d/β] :=Γ(1)
b · qβ + Γb · qβ(1) + Γ(1)

g · (qβ, qρ, qσ) + Γg · (qβ
(1)
, qρ(1), qσ(1)),

∇4 qβ + 2 trχ qβ = div qα+ L[∇4 qβ] + Err[∇4 qβ],
L[∇4 qβ] :=Γ(1)

g · O2
4 + O1

2 · (qβ, qα),
Err[∇4 qβ] :=Γg · (qβ, qα),

∇4 d/qβ + 2 trχ d/qβ = div d/qα+ L[∇4 |d/β] + Err[∇4 |d/β],

L[∇4 |d/β] :=Γ(1)
g · O2

4 + O1
2 · (qβ(1), qα(1)),

Err[∇4 |d/β] :=Γ(1)
g · (qβ, qα) + Γg · (qβ(1), qα(1)),

∇3 qα+ 1
2 trχ qα =∇“⊗qβ + L[∇3 qα] + Err[∇3 qα],

L[∇3 qα] :=Γ(1)
g · O1

3 + O1
2 · qα+ O2

3 · (qρ, qσ, qβ),
Err[∇3 qα] :=Γb · qα+ Γg · qβ,

∇3 d/qα+ 1
2 trχ d/qα =∇“⊗ d/qβ + L[∇3 |d/α] + Err[∇3 |d/α],

L[∇3 |d/α] :=Γ(1)
g · O1

3 + O1
2 · qα(1) + O2

3 · (qρ(1), qσ(1), qβ(1)),

Err[∇3 |d/α] :=Γ(1)
b · qα+ Γb · qα(1) + Γ(1)

g · qβ + Γg · qβ(1).

Proof. We recall from Proposition 2.19

∇4α+ 1
2 trχα = −∇“⊗β + h[α4],
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h[α4] := 4ωα− 3(χ̂ρ− ∗χ̂σ) + (ζ − 4η)“⊗β.
Applying Lemma A.3, we deduce

∇4 d/α+ 1
2 trχ d/α = −∇“⊗ d/β + h[α4][1],

where

h[α4][1] = d/h[α4] + (Γg + O2
3) · h[α4] + (Γg + O2

3) · (α(1), β(1)) + Γ(1)
g · α

= d/h[α4] + (Γg + O2
3) · h[α4] + (Γg + O2

3) · (qα(1), qβ
(1)) + Γ(1)

g · qα

+ Γg · O3
5 + Γg · O2

4 + O4
7 + Γ(1)

g · O3
5.

We compute

h[α4] = 4ωα− 3(χ̂ρ− ∗χ̂σ) + (ζ − 4η)“⊗β
= (O1

2 + Γg)(O3
5 + qα) + (O2

3 + Γb) · (O1
3 + qρ+ qσ) + (O2

3 + Γg) · (O2
4 + qβ)

= O4
7 + Γg · O3

5 + O1
2 · qα+ Γg · qα+ O3

6 + Γb · O1
3 + O2

3 · (qρ, qσ) + Γb · (qρ, qσ)
+ O4

7 + Γg · O2
4 + O2

3 · qβ + Γg · qβ

= O3
6 + Γb · O1

3 + O1
2 · qα+ O2

3 · (qβ, qρ, qσ) + Γg · (qα, qβ) + Γb · (qρ, qσ),

(A.11)

which implies

h[α4][1] = O3
6 + Γ(1)

b · O1
3 + O1

2 · qα(1) + O2
3 · (qβ

(1)
, qρ(1), qσ(1))

+ Γ(1)
g · (qα, qβ) + Γ(1)

b · (qρ, qσ) + Γg · (qα(1), qβ
(1)) + Γb · (qρ(1), qσ(1)).

Applying Lemma A.4, we obtain

∇4qα+ 1
2 trχ qα = −∇“⊗qβ + ~h[α4] + qJ · αK + qL · β

K
+ Γg · d≤1αK

= −∇“⊗qβ + ~h[α4] + Γ(1)
g · O3

5 + Γ(1)
g · O2

4 + Γg · O3
5

= −∇“⊗qβ + ~h[α4] + Γ(1)
g · O2

4,

and similarly

∇4 |d/α+ 1
2 trχ|d/α = −∇“⊗ |d/β + ­h[α4][1] + Γ(1)

g · O2
4.

Hence, we infer

∇4qα+ 1
2 trχqα = −∇“⊗qβ + ~h[α4] + Γ(1)

g · O2
4

= −∇“⊗qβ + Γ(1)
b · O1

3 + O1
2 · qα+ O2

3 · (qβ, qρ, qσ) + Γg · (qα, qβ) + Γb · (qρ, qσ).

Similarly, we have

∇4 |d/α+ 1
2 trχ|d/α = −∇“⊗ |d/β + ­h[α4][1] + Γ(1)

g · O2
4

= −∇“⊗ |d/β + Γ(1)
b · O1

3 + O1
2 · qα(1) + O2

3 · (qβ
(1)
, qρ(1), qσ(1))

+ Γ(1)
g · (qα, qβ) + Γ(1)

b · (qρ, qσ) + Γg · (qα(1), qβ
(1)) + Γb · (qρ(1), qσ(1)).
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Next, we recall from Proposition 2.19

∇3β + 2 trχβ = − divα+ h[β3],
h[β3] := −2ωβ + (2ζ − η) · α.

Applying Lemma A.3, we deduce

∇3 d/β + 2 trχ d/β = − div d/α+ h[β3][1],

where

h[β3][1] = d/h[β3] + (Γg + O2
3) · h[β3] + (Γg + O2

3) · α(1) + (Γb + O2
3) · β(1) + Γ(1)

b · β

= d/h[β3] + (Γg + O2
3) · h[β3] + (Γg + O2

3) · qα(1) + (Γb + O2
3) · qβ

(1) + Γ(1)
b · qβ

+ Γb · O3
5 + Γb · O2

4 + O4
7 + Γ(1)

b · O2
4.

We compute

h[β3] = −2ωβ + (2ζ − η) · α

= (O1
2 + Γb) · (O2

4 + qβ) + (O2
3 + Γg) · (O3

5 + qα)
= O3

6 + Γb · O2
4 + O1

2 · qβ + Γb · qβ + O5
8 + Γg · O3

5 + O2
3 · qα+ Γg · qα

= O3
6 + Γb · O2

4 + O1
2 · qβ + O2

3 · qα+ Γb · qβ + Γg · qα,

which implies

h[β3][1] = O3
6 + Γ(1)

b · O2
4 + O1

2 · qβ
(1) + O2

3 · qα(1) + Γ(1)
b · qβ + Γb · qβ

(1) + Γ(1)
g · qα+ Γg · qα(1).

Applying Lemma A.4, we obtain

∇3qβ + 2 trχ qβ = − div qα+ ~h[β3] + qJ · β
K

+ qL · qαK + Γg · d≤1β
K

= − div qα+ ~h[β3] + Γ(1)
b · O2

4 + Γ(1)
g · O3

5 + Γg · O2
4

= − div qα+ ~h[β3] + Γ(1)
b · O2

4,

and similarly
∇3 |d/β + 2 trχ|d/β = − div |d/α+ ­h[β3][1] + Γ(1)

b · O2
4.

Hence, we deduce

∇3qβ + 2 trχ qβ = − div qα+ Γ(1)
b · O2

4 + O1
2 · qβ + O2

3 · qα+ Γb · qβ + Γg · qα.

Similarly, we have

∇3 |d/β + 2 trχ|d/β = − div |d/α+ Γ(1)
b · O2

4 + O1
2 · qβ

(1) + O2
3 · qα(1)

+ Γ(1)
b · qβ + Γb · qβ

(1) + Γ(1)
g · qα+ Γg · qα(1).

Next, we recall from Proposition 2.19

∇4β + trχβ = −∇ρ+ ∗∇σ + h[β4],
h[β4] := 2ωβ + 2χ̂ · β − 3(ηρ− ∗ησ).
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Applying Lemma A.3, we infer

∇4 d/β + trχ d/β = −∇ d/ρ+ ∗∇ d/σ + h[β4][1],

where

h[β4][1] = d/h[β4] + (Γg + O2
3) · h[β4] + (Γg + O2

3) · (β(1), ρ(1), σ(1)) + Γ(1)
g · β(1)

= d/h[β4] + (Γg + O2
3) · h[β4] + (Γg + O2

3) · (qβ
(1)
, qρ(1), qσ(1)) + Γ(1)

g · qβ
(1)

+ Γg · O2
4 + Γg · O1

3 + O3
6 + Γ(1)

g · O2
4.

We compute

h[β4] = (O1
2 + Γg) · (O2

4 + qβ) + (O2
3 + Γb) · (O2

4 + qβ) + (O2
3 + Γg) · (O1

3 + qρ+ qσ)

= O3
6 + Γg · O2

4 + O1
2 · qβ + Γg · qβ + O4

7 + Γb · O2
4 + O2

3 · qβ + Γb · qβ

+ O3
6 + Γg · O1

3 + O2
3 · (qρ, qσ) + Γg · (qρ, qσ)

= O3
6 + Γg · O1

3 + O1
2 · qβ + O2

3 · (qρ, qσ, qβ) + Γg · (qβ, qρ, qσ) + Γb · qβ,

which implies

h[β4][1] = O3
6 + Γ(1)

g · O1
3 + O1

2 · qβ
(1) + O2

3 · (qρ(1), qσ(1), qβ(1))

+ Γ(1)
g · (qβ, qρ, qσ) + Γg · (qβ

(1)
, qρ(1), qσ(1)) + Γ(1)

b · qβ + Γb · qβ(1).

Applying Lemma A.4, we obtain

∇4qβ + trχ qβ = −∇qρ+ ∗∇qσ + ~h[β4] + qJ · β
K

+ qL · (ρK , σK) + Γg · d≤1β
K

= −∇qρ+ ∗∇qσ + ~h[β4] + Γ(1)
g · O1

3.

Hence, we infer

∇4qβ + trχ qβ = −∇qρ+ ∗∇qσ + Γ(1)
g · O1

3 + O1
2 · qβ + O2

3 · (qρ, qσ, qβ) + Γg · (qβ, qρ, qσ) + Γb · qβ.

Similarly, we have

∇4 |d/β + trχ|d/β = −∇|d/ρ+ ∗∇ |d/σ + Γ(1)
g · O1

3 + O1
2 · qβ

(1) + O2
3 · (qρ(1), qσ(1), qβ(1))

+ Γ(1)
g · (qβ, qρ, qσ) + Γg · (qβ

(1)
, qρ(1), qσ(1)) + Γ(1)

b · qβ + Γb · qβ(1).

Next, we recall from Proposition 2.19

∇3(ρ, σ) + 3
2 trχ(ρ, σ) = −d1β + h[ρ3, σ3],

h[ρ3, σ3] = −1
2 χ̂ · (α,−∗α) + ζ · (β,−∗β) − 2η · (β,−∗β).

Applying Lemma A.3, we obtain

∇3 d/(ρ, σ) + 3
2 trχ d/(ρ, σ) = −d1 d/β + h[ρ3, σ3][1],

where

h[ρ3, σ3][1] = d/h[ρ3, σ3] + (Γg + O2
3) · h[ρ3, σ3] + (Γb + O2

3) · (ρ(1), σ(1)) + (Γg + O2
3) · β(1) + Γ(1)

b · (ρ, σ)

= d/h[ρ3, σ3] + (Γg + O2
3) · h[ρ3, σ3] + (Γb + O2

3) · (qρ(1), qσ(1)) + (Γg + O2
3) · qβ

(1) + Γ(1)
b · (qρ, qσ)

+ Γb · O1
3 + O3

6 + Γg · O2
4 + O4

7 + Γ(1)
b · O1

3.
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We compute

h[ρ3, σ3] = (O2
3 + Γg) · (O3

5 + qα) + (O2
3 + Γg) · (O2

4 + qβ)
= O5

8 + Γg · O3
5 + O2

3 · qα+ Γg · qα+ O4
7 + Γg · O2

4 + O2
3 · qβ + Γg · qβ

= O4
7 + Γg · O2

4 + O2
3 · (qα, qβ) + Γg · (qα, qβ),

which implies

h[ρ3, σ3][1] = O3
6 + Γ(1)

b · O1
3 + O2

3 · (qα(1), qβ
(1)
, qρ(1), qσ(1))

+ Γ(1)
g · (qα, qβ) + Γg · (qα(1), qβ

(1)) + Γb · (qρ(1), qσ(1)) + Γ(1)
b · (qρ, qσ).

Applying Lemma A.4, we deduce

∇3(qρ, qσ) + 3
2 trχ (qρ, qσ) = −d1qβ + ­h[ρ3, σ3] + qL · β

K
+ Γg · (ρK , σK)

= −d1qβ + ­h[ρ3, σ3] + Γ(1)
g · O1

3

= −d1qβ + Γ(1)
g · O1

3 + O2
3 · (qα, qβ) + Γg · (qα, qβ).

Similarly, we have

∇3(|d/ρ, |d/σ) + 3
2 trχ(|d/ρ, |d/σ) = −d1 |d/β + Γ(1)

b · O1
3 + O2

3 · (qα(1), qβ
(1)
, qρ(1), qσ(1))

+ Γ(1)
g · (qα, qβ) + Γg · (qα(1), qβ

(1)) + Γb · (qρ(1), qσ(1)) + Γ(1)
b · (qρ, qσ).

We have from Proposition 2.19

∇4(ρ,−σ) + 3
2 trχ (ρ,−σ) = d1β + h[ρ4, σ4],

h[ρ4, σ4] = −1
2 χ̂ · (α, ∗α) + (ζ + 2η) · (β, ∗β).

Applying Lemma A.3, we have

∇4 d/(ρ,−σ) + 3
2 trχ d/(ρ,−σ) = d1 d/β + h[ρ4, σ4][1],

where

h[ρ4, σ4][1] = d/h[ρ4, σ4] + (Γg + O2
3) · h[ρ4, σ4] + (Γg + O2

3) · (β(1), ρ(1), σ(1)) + Γ(1)
g · (ρ, σ)

= d/h[ρ4, σ4] + (Γg + O2
3) · h[ρ4, σ4] + (Γg + O2

3) · (qβ(1), qρ(1), qσ(1)) + Γ(1)
g · (qρ, qσ)

+ Γg · O1
3 + O3

6 + Γ(1)
g · O1

3.

We compute

h[ρ4, σ4] = (O2
3 + Γb) · (O3

5 + qα) + (O2
3 + Γg) · (O2

4 + qβ)
= O5

8 + Γb · O3
5 + O2

3 · qα+ Γb · qα+ O4
7 + Γg · O2

4 + O2
3 · qβ + Γg · qβ

= O4
7 + Γg · O2

4 + O2
3 · (qα, qβ) + Γb · qα+ Γg · qβ,

which implies

h[ρ4, σ4][1] = O3
6 + Γ(1)

g · O1
3 + O2

3 · (qα(1), qβ(1), qρ(1), qσ(1))

+ Γ(1)
b · qα+ Γb · qα(1) + Γ(1)

g · (qβ, qρ, qσ) + Γg · (qβ(1), qρ(1), qσ(1)).
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Applying Lemma A.4, we deduce

∇4(qρ,−qσ) + 3
2 trχ(qρ,−qσ) = d1 qβ + ­h[ρ4, σ4] + qJ · (ρK , σK) + qL · βK + Γg · d≤1(ρK , σK)

= d1 qβ + ­h[ρ4, σ4] + Γ(1)
g · O1

3

= d1 qβ + Γ(1)
g · O1

3 + O2
3 · (qα, qβ) + Γb · qα+ Γg · qβ.

Similarly, we have

∇4(|d/ρ,− |d/σ) + 3
2 trχ(|d/ρ,− |d/σ) = d1 |d/β + Γ(1)

g · O1
3 + O2

3 · (qα(1), qβ(1), qρ(1), qσ(1))

+ Γ(1)
b · qα+ Γb · qα(1) + Γ(1)

g · (qβ, qρ, qσ) + Γg · (qβ(1), qρ(1), qσ(1)).

Next, we recall from Proposition 2.19

∇3β + trχβ = ∇ρ+ ∗∇σ + h[β3],
h[β3] = 2ωβ + 2χ̂ · β + 3(ηρ+ ∗ησ).

Applying Lemma A.3, we deduce

∇3 d/β + trχ d/β = ∇ d/ρ+ ∗∇ d/σ + h[β3][1],

where

h[β3][1] = d/h[β3] + (Γg + O2
3) · h[β3] + (Γb + O2

3) · β(1) + (Γg + O2
3) · (ρ(1), σ(1)) + Γ(1)

g · β

= d/h[β3] + (Γg + O2
3) · h[β3] + (Γb + O2

3) · qβ(1) + (Γg + O2
3) · (qρ(1), qσ(1)) + Γ(1)

g · qβ

+ Γb · O2
4 + O4

7 + Γg · O1
3 + O3

6 + Γ(1)
g · O2

4.

We compute

h[β3] = (O1
2 + Γb) · (O2

4 + qβ) + (O2
3 + Γg) · (O2

4 + qβ) + (O2
3 + Γg) · (O1

3 + qρ+ qσ)
= O3

6 + Γb · O2
4 + O1

2 · qβ + Γb · qβ + O4
7 + Γg · O2

4 + O2
3 · qβ + Γg · qβ

+ O3
6 + Γg · O1

3 + O2
3 · (qρ, qσ) + Γg · (qρ, qσ)

= O3
6 + Γg · O1

3 + O1
2 · qβ + O2

3 · (qβ, qρ, qσ) + Γb · qβ + Γg · (qβ, qρ, qσ),

which implies

h[β3][1] = O3
6 + Γ(1)

g · O1
3 + O1

2 · qβ(1) + O2
3 · (qβ

(1)
, qρ(1), qσ(1), qβ(1))

+ Γ(1)
b · qβ + Γb · qβ(1) + Γ(1)

g · (qβ, qρ, qσ) + Γg · (qβ
(1)
, qρ(1), qσ(1)).

Applying Lemma A.4, we infer

∇3 qβ + trχ qβ = ∇qρ+ ∗∇qσ + ~h[β3] + qL · (ρK , σK) + qJ · βK + Γg · d≤1βK

= ∇qρ+ ∗∇qσ + ~h[β3] + Γ(1)
g · O1

3.

Hence, we obtain

∇3 qβ + trχ qβ = ∇qρ+ ∗∇qσ + Γ(1)
g · O1

3 + O1
2 · qβ + O2

3 · (qβ, qρ, qσ) + Γb · qβ + Γg · (qβ, qρ, qσ).
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Similarly, we have

∇3 |d/β + trχ |d/β = ∇|d/ρ+ ∗∇ |d/σ + Γ(1)
g · O1

3 + O1
2 · qβ(1) + O2

3 · (qβ
(1)
, qρ(1), qσ(1))

+ Γ(1)
b · qβ + Γb · qβ(1) + Γ(1)

g · (qβ, qρ, qσ) + Γg · (qβ
(1)
, qρ(1), qσ(1)).

Next, we recall from Proposition 2.19

∇4β + 2 trχβ = divα+ h[β4]
h[β4] = −2ωβ + (2ζ + η)α.

Applying Lemma A.3, we deduce

∇4 d/β + 2 trχ d/β = div d/α+ h[β4][1],

where

h[β4][1] = d/h[β4] + (Γg + O2
3) · h[β4] + (Γg + O2

3) · (β(1), α(1)) + Γ(1)
g · β

= d/h[β4] + (Γg + O2
3) · h[β4] + (Γg + O2

3) · (qβ(1), qα(1)) + Γ(1)
g · qβ

+ Γg · O2
4 + O4

7 + Γ(1)
g · O2

4.

We compute

h[β4] = (O1
2 + Γg) · (O2

4 + qβ) + (O2
3 + Γg) · (O3

5 + qα)
= O3

6 + Γg · O2
4 + O1

2 · qβ + Γg · qβ + O5
8 + Γg · O3

5 + O2
3 · qα+ Γg · qα

= O3
6 + Γg · O2

4 + O1
2 · (qβ, qα) + Γg · (qβ, qα),

which implies

h[β4][1] = O3
6 + Γ(1)

g · O2
4 + O1

2 · (qβ(1), qα(1)) + Γg · (qβ(1), qα(1)) + Γ(1)
g · (qβ, qα).

Applying Lemma A.4, we obtain

∇4 qβ + 2 trχ qβ = div qα+ ~h[β4] + qJ · βK + qL · αK + Γg · βK

= div qα+ ~h[β4] + Γ(1)
g · O2

4

= div qα+ Γ(1)
g · O2

4 + O1
2 · (qβ, qα) + Γg · (qβ, qα).

Similarly, we have

∇4 |d/β + 2 trχ|d/β = div |d/α+ Γ(1)
g · O2

4 + O1
2 · (qβ(1), qα(1)) + Γ(1)

g · (qβ, qα) + Γg · (qβ(1), qα(1)).

Finally, we recall from Proposition 2.19

∇3α+ 1
2 trχα = ∇“⊗β + h[α3],

h[α3] = 4ωα− 3(χ̂ρ+ ∗χ̂σ) + (ζ + 4η)“⊗β.
Applying Lemma A.3, we obtain

∇3 d/α+ 1
2 trχ d/α = ∇“⊗ d/β + h[α3][1],
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where

h[α3][1] = d/h[α3] + (Γg + O2
3) · h[α3] + (Γb + O2

3) · α(1) + (Γg + O2
3) · β(1) + Γ(1)

b · α

= d/h[α3] + (Γg + O2
3) · h[α3] + (Γb + O2

3) · qα(1) + (Γg + O2
3) · qβ(1) + Γ(1)

b · qα

+ Γb · O3
5 + O5

8 + Γg · O2
4 + O4

7 + Γ(1)
b · O3

5.

We compute

h[α3] = (O1
2 + Γb) · (O3

5 + qα) + (O2
3 + Γg) · (O1

3 + qρ+ qσ) + (O2
3 + Γg) · (O2

4 + qβ)
= O4

7 + Γb · O3
5 + O1

2 · qα+ Γb · qα+ O3
6 + Γg · O1

3 + O2
3 · (qρ, qσ)

+ O4
7 + Γg · O2

4 + O2
3 · qβ + Γg · qβ

= O3
6 + Γg · O1

3 + O1
2 · qα+ O2

3 · (qρ, qσ, qβ) + Γb · qα+ Γg · qβ,

which implies

h[α3][1] = O3
6 + Γ(1)

g · O1
3 + O1

2 · qα(1) + O2
3 · (qρ(1), qσ(1), qβ(1))

+ Γ(1)
b · qα+ Γb · qα(1) + Γ(1)

g · qβ + Γg · qβ(1).

Applying Lemma A.4, we infer

∇3 qα+ 1
2 trχ qα = ∇“⊗qβ + ~h[α3] + qJ · αK + qL · βK + Γg · αK

= ∇“⊗qβ + ~h[α3] + Γ(1)
b · O3

5 + Γ(1)
g · O2

4 + Γg · O3
5

= ∇“⊗qβ + ~h[α3] + Γ(1)
g · O2

4

= ∇“⊗qβ + Γ(1)
g · O1

3 + O1
2 · qα+ O2

3 · (qρ, qσ, qβ) + Γb · qα+ Γg · qβ.

Similarly, we have

∇3 |d/α+ 1
2 trχ|d/α = ∇“⊗ |d/β + Γ(1)

g · O1
3 + O1

2 · qα(1) + O2
3 · (qρ(1), qσ(1), qβ(1))

+ Γ(1)
b · qα+ Γb · qα(1) + Γ(1)

g · qβ + Γg · qβ(1).

This concludes the proof of Proposition A.5.

A.4 Proof of Proposition 2.40

Proposition A.6. We have the following equations:

Ω∇4(qγAB) =Ω trχ qγAB + ­Ω trχ(γK)AB + 2Ωqχ̂AB + 2qΩ(χ̂K)AB,

Ω∇4(qΩ) = − 2Ω( |Ωω) − 2qΩ(ΩKωK),

Ω∇4(qbA) = − 4
(

|Ω2ζBγ
AB + Ω2

K
qζBγ

AB + Ω2
K(ζK)B

}γAB
)
,

Ω∇4(q∈AB) =Ω trχ q∈AB + ­Ω trχ(∈K)AB.

In the case qΩ = 0 and qb = 0, we have the following equations:

Ω∇3(qγAB) − Ω trχ qγAB =­Ω trχ(γK)AB + 2Ωqχ̂
AB

− ∂A(bC
K)qγBC − ∂B(bC

K)qγAC ,

Ω∇3(q∈AB) − Ω trχ q∈AB =­Ω trχ(∈K)AB − ∂A(bC
K)q∈BC − ∂B(bC

K)q∈AC .
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Remark A.7. Note that Proposition 2.40 follows directly from Propositions 2.28 and A.6 and
Definitions 2.3 and 2.25.

Proof of Proposition A.6. Firstly, recall from Proposition 2.20 that

Ω∇4(γAB) = 2ΩχAB,

which implies

Ω∇4(qγAB) =Ω∇4(γAB − (γK)AB)
=Ω∇4(γAB) − Ω∇(e4)K

(γK)AB

=2ΩχAB − 2ΩK(χK)AB

=Ω trχ qγAB + ­Ω trχ(γK)AB + 2Ωχ̂AB − 2ΩK(χ̂K)AB

=Ω trχ qγAB + ­Ω trχ(γK)AB + 2Ωqχ̂AB + 2qΩ(χ̂K)AB.

Next, we compute

Ω∇4(qΩ) =Ω∇4(Ω − ΩK)
=Ω∇4Ω − ΩK∇(e4)K

ΩK

= − 2ωΩ2 + 2ωKΩ2
K

= − 2 |ΩωΩ − 2qΩ(ΩKωK).

Recall from Proposition 2.20 that

∇4(bA) = −4ΩζA = −4ΩζBγ
AB.

Hence, we have

Ω∇4qb
A =Ω∇4(bA) − ΩK∇(e4)K

(bA
K)

= − 4Ω2ζBγ
AB + 4Ω2

K(ζK)B(γK)AB

= − 4
(

|Ω2ζBγ
AB + Ω2

K
qζBγ

AB + Ω2
K(ζK)B

}γAB
)
.

Next, we recall from Proposition 2.20

Ω∇4(∈AB) = Ω trχ ∈AB,

which implies

Ω∇4(q∈AB) =Ω∇4(∈AB) − ΩK∇(e4)K
(∈K)AB

=Ω trχ ∈AB −ΩK trK χK(∈K)AB

=Ω trχ q∈AB + ­Ω trχ(∈K)AB.

Then, we recall from Proposition 2.20

Ωe3(γAB) = 2Ωχ
AB

− ∂A(bC)γBC − ∂B(bC)γAC ,

which implies

ΩK(e3)K((γK)AB) = 2ΩK(χ
K

)AB − ∂A(bc
K)(γK)BC − ∂B(bc

K)(γK)AC .
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Thus, we infer

Ωe3(qγAB) =Ωe3(γAB) − ΩK(e3)K(γK)AB − }Ωe3(γK)AB

=2Ωχ
AB

− ∂A(bC)γBC − ∂B(bC)γAC − 2ΩK(χ
K

)AB

+ ∂A(bC
K)(γK)BC + ∂B(bC

K)(γK)AC − qb
C
∂C(γK)AB

=Ω trχγAB − ΩK trK χ
K

(γK)AB + 2(Ωχ̂
AB

− ΩK(χ̂
K

)AB)

− ∂A(bC)γBC − ∂B(bC)γAC + ∂A(bC
K)(γK)BC + ∂B(bC

K)(γK)AC − qb
C
∂C(γK)AB

=Ω trχ qγAB + ­Ω trχ(γK)AB + 2Ωqχ̂
AB

+ 2qΩ(χ̂
K

)AB

− ∂A(qbC)γBC − ∂A(bC
K)qγBC − ∂B(qbC)γAC − ∂B(bC

K)qγAC − qb
C
∂C(γK)AB.

In the particular case qΩ = 0 and qb = 0, we deduce

Ωe3(qγAB) − Ω trχ qγAB = ­Ω trχ(γK)AB + 2Ωqχ̂
AB

− ∂A(bC
K)qγBC − ∂B(bC

K)qγAC .

Similarly, we have from Proposition 2.20

Ω∇3(∈AB) = Ω trχ ∈AB −∂A(bC) ∈BC −∂B(bC) ∈BC ,

which yields

ΩK(e3)K(∈K)AB = ΩK trK χ
K

(∈K)AB − ∂A(bC
K)(∈K)BC − ∂B(bC

K)(∈K)BC .

Hence, we have

Ω∇3(q∈AB) =Ωe3(∈AB) − ΩK(e3)K(∈K)AB − }Ωe3(∈K)AB

=Ω trχ ∈AB −∂A(bC) ∈BC −∂B(bC) ∈BC −ΩK trK χ
K

(∈K)AB

+ ∂A(bC
K)(∈K)BC + ∂B(bC

K)(∈K)BC − qb
C
∂C(∈K)AB

=Ω trχ q∈AB + ­Ω trχ(∈K)AB − ∂A(qbC) ∈BC −∂A(bC
K)q∈BC

− ∂B(qbC) ∈AC −∂B(bC
K)q∈AC − qb

C
∂C(γK)AB,

which implies from qΩ = 0 and qb = 0

Ω∇3(q∈AB) = Ω trχ q∈AB + ­Ω trχ(∈K)AB − ∂A(bC
K)q∈BC − ∂B(bC

K)q∈AC .

This concludes the proof of Proposition A.6.

B Proof of the case s ∈ (3, 4)
In Sections 4–6, we have provided the proof of Theorem 3.2 in the case s ∈ [4, 6]. In this

appendix, we outline the proof in the case s ∈ (3, 4), which is similar to the case of s ∈ [4, 6].

B.1 Fundamental norms

The definitions of some of the norms are different from Section 3.1. In the sequel, we only
mention the norms that differ from the ones in Section 3.1.
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We define the RS
0 [qβ] and RS

0 [qρ, qσ] as follows:

RS
0 [qβ] := sup

K
sup

p∈[2,4]
|r

s+3
2 − 2

p qβ|p,S ,

RS
0 [qρ, qσ] := sup

K
sup

p∈[2,4]
|r

s+2
2 − 2

p |u|
1
2 (qρ, qσ)|p,S .

The following flux of curvature are different from the case s ∈ [4, 6] for q = 0, 1:

Rq[qβ](u, u) := ∥r
s
2 (r∇)q

qβ∥2,CV
u
,

Rq[(qρ, qσ)](u, u) := ∥r
s
2 (r∇)q(qρ, qσ)∥2,CV

u
.

The other norms are the same as in the case s ∈ [4, 6].

B.2 Estimates for Ricci coefficients and curvature components

We discuss the curvature estimates of Section 4 in this case. Recall that we have four Bianchi
pairs: (qα, qβ), (qβ, (qρ, qσ)), ((qρ, qσ), qβ) and (qβ, qα). In Section 4, we took respectively p = s, 4, 2, 0,
to estimate the Bianchi pairs. In the case s ∈ (3, 4), we take p = s, s, 2, 0 to estimate R. The
method is then exactly the same as in Section 4.

Concerning the control of Ricci coefficients, we can proceed by the same method as in Sec-
tion 5. Recall that Proposition 5.9 used the fact that there exists a constant δ > 0 such that

sup
p∈[2,4]

|r3+δ− 2
p qβ|p,S ≲ ϵ0.

This still holds true since we have s+3
2 > 3 for s > 3. The other propositions still hold true

since we only used s > 3 in their proofs.

B.3 Conclusion

The proof of Theorems M0, M2 and M4 remain exactly the same since all the arguments
also apply to the case s > 3. Consequently, we have Theorem 3.2 in this case. Hence, we deduce
that Theorem 3.2 holds true for s ∈ (3, 6].

C Proof of the case s > 6
In this appendix, we prove Theorem 3.2 in the case s > 6. Then, we compare the result to

the peeling decay for curvature components obtained in [2, 15].

C.1 Fundamental norms

The definitions of R–norms for qα and qβ are different from Section 3.1.1. We denote

s0 := min
ß
s,

29
4

™
. (C.1)

108



We define for q = 0, 1:

Rq[qβ] := |u|
s−4

2 ∥r2(r∇)q
qβ∥2,CV

u
,

Rq[qβ] := ∥r3|u|
s−6

2 (r∇)q
qβ∥2,CV

u
,

Rq[qα] := ∥r3|u|
s−6

2 (r∇)q
qα∥2,CV

u
,

Rq[qα] := |u|
s−s0

2 ∥r
s0
2 (r∇)q

qα∥2,CV
u
.

(C.2)

We also define:
RS

0 [qβ] := sup
K

sup
p∈[2,4]

|r4− 2
p |u|

s−5
2 qβ|p,S . (C.3)

The norms RS
0 [qα] are defined as follows:

RS
0 [qα] := sup

K
|r

s+1
2

qα|2,S , s ∈ (6, 7),

RS
0 [qα] := sup

K
|r4(log r)− 1

2
qα|2,S , s = 7,

RS
0 [qα] := sup

K
|r4|u|

s−7
2

qα|2,S , s > 7.

(C.4)

We also define:
RS

0 [qα] := sup
K

sup
p∈[2,4]

|r1− 2
p |u|

s+1
2

qα|p,S . (C.5)

All the other norms are defined as in Section 3.1.1.

C.2 Curvature estimates

In Section 4, we took respectively p = s, 4, 2, 0, to estimate the Bianchi pairs (qα, qβ),
(qβ, (qρ,−qσ)), ((qρ, qσ), qβ) and (qβ, qα). In the case s > 6, we take respectively p = 6, 4, 2, 0 for
the Bianchi pairs. Proceeding as in Section 4, we deduce from Propositions 4.9–4.12 that

1∑
q=0

Ä
Rq[qα] + Rq[qβ] + Rq[qβ] + Rq[qρ, qσ] + Rq[qβ] + Rq[qρ, qσ] + Rq[qβ] + Rq[qα]

ä
≲ ϵ0, (C.6)

which implies from Proposition 2.45 that

RS
0 [qβ] + RS

0 [qρ, qσ] + RS
0 [qβ] ≲ ϵ0. (C.7)

In view of (C.7), it remains to estimate qα and qα. Next, we state the following Teukolsky equation
first derived by Teukolsky in the linearized setting in [26].

Proposition C.1. We have the following Teukolsky equations for α and α:

Ω∇3(Ω∇4(rΩ2α)) + 2rΩ2d∗
2d2(Ω2α) = −2Ω

r
∇3(rΩ2α) + d/≤1 ((O2

3 + Γg) · (O2
4 + β)

)
,

Ω∇4(Ω∇3(rΩ2α)) + 2rΩ2d∗
2d2(Ω2α) = 2Ω

r
∇4(rΩ2α) + d/≤1 ((O2

3 + Γb) · (O2
4 + α)

)
.

(C.8)

Proof. See for example Propositions 3.4.6 and 3.4.7 in [6].
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Lemma C.2. We define the following quantities:

α̊ := 1
r4 ∇4(r5α) ∈ s2, /α := rd2α ∈ s1,

α̊ := 1
r4 ∇3(r5α) ∈ s2, /α := rd2α ∈ s1.

(C.9)

Then, we have the following equations:

∇3α̊ = −2d∗
2/α+ 4α

r
+ d/≤1

Ä
(O1

2 + Γg) · (O2
4 + qβ)

ä
,

∇4/α+ 5
2 trχ /α = d2α̊+ d/≤1

Ä
(O1

2 + Γg) · (O2
4 + qβ)

ä
,

(C.10)

and

∇4α̊ = −2d∗
2/α+ 4α

r
+ d/≤1 ((O1

2 + Γb) · (O2
4 + qα)

)
,

∇3/α+ 5
2 trχ /α = d2α̊+ d/≤1 ((O1

2 + Γb) · (O2
4 + qα)

)
.

(C.11)

Proof. It follows directly from Lemma C.3 in [25].32

Corollary C.3. We have the following linearized equations:

∇3 qα̊ = −2d∗
2
q/α+ 4qα

r
+ L[α] + Err[α],

∇4q/α+ 5
2 trχ q/α = d2 qα̊+ L[α] + Err[α],

L[α] = O2
4 · Γ(1)

g + O1
2 · qβ(1),

Err[α] = Γ(1)
g · qβ + Γg · qβ(1),

and

∇4qα̊ = −2d∗
2
q/α+

4q/α

r
+ L[α] + Err[α],

∇3q/α+ 5
2 trχ q/α = d2qα̊+ L[α] + Err[α],

L[α] = O2
4 · Γ(1)

b + O1
2 · qα(1),

Err[α] = Γ(1)
b · qα+ Γb · qα(1).

Proof. It follows directly from Lemmas C.2 and 2.22.

Lemma C.4. We have the following identity for any real number p:

Div(rp|qα̊|2e3) + 2Div(rp|q/α|2e4) + (p+ 2)rp−1|qα̊|2 + 2(8 − p)rp−1|q/α|2

=4rpd1(qα̊ · q/α) + 8rp−1
qα̊ · qα+ 2rp(qα̊+ 2q/α) · (L[α] + Err[α]) + rp(O1

2 + Γb) · (|qα̊|2, |q/α|2).
(C.12)

Proof. Applying Lemma 4.2 with ψ(1) = qα̊, ψ(2) = q/α, a(1) = 0, a(2) = 5
2 , h(1) = 4qα

r +L[α]+Err[α],
h(2) = L[α] + Err[α] and k = 2, we infer

Div(rp|qα̊|2e3) + 2Div(rp|q/α|2e4) −
(

1 + p

2

)
rp trχ|qα̊|2 + 2

(
4 − p

2

)
rp trχ|q/α|2

=4rpd1(qα̊ · q/α) + 8rp−1
qα̊ · qα+ 2rp(qα̊+ 2q/α) · (L[α] + Err[α]) + rp(O1

2 + Γb) · (|qα̊|2, |q/α|2),

which concludes the proof of Lemma C.4.
32Note that Γa in [25] decays better than O1

2 + Γb.
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We recall the following Poincaré inequality.

Proposition C.5. For any α ∈ s2, we have the following Poincaré inequality:

|rd2α|22,S ≥ c2|α|22,S ,

for sphere S = S(u, u), where c2 is a constant satisfying:

c2 = 2 −O(ϵ). (C.13)

Proof. See for example Proposition 9.3.2 in [6].

Proposition C.6. We have the following estimate:∫
CV

u

rs0 |qα̊|2 +
∫

CV
u

rs0 | d/≤1
qα|2 +

∫
V
rs0−1

Ä
|qα̊|2 + | d/≤1

qα|2
ä
≲

ϵ20
|u|s−s0

.

Proof. Integrating (C.12) with p = s0 and proceeding as in Proposition 4.9, we obtain∫
Cu

rs0 |qα̊|2 +
∫

Cu

rs0 |q/α|2 +
∫

V
rs0−1

Ä
(s0 + 2)|qα̊|2 + 2(8 − s0)|q/α|2 − 8qα̊ · qα

ä
≲

∫
Σ0∩V

rs0(|qα̊|2 + |q/α|2) +
∫

V
rs0 |(qα̊, q/α)||L[α] + Err[α]| + rs0(O1

2 + Γb)(|qα̊|2 + |q/α|2).

First, we have ∫
Σ0∩V

rs0(|qα̊|2 + |q/α|2) ≲ |u|s0−s
∫

Σ0∩V
rs(|qα̊|2 + |q/α|2) ≲ ϵ20

|u|s−s0
.

Next, we estimate∫
V
rs0 |(qα̊, q/α)||L[α]|

≲
∫

V
rs0 |(qα̊, q/α)|

∣∣∣O2
4 · Γ(1)

g + O1
2 · qβ(1)

∣∣∣
≲

∫
V
M2rs0−4|(qα̊, q/α)||Γ(1)

g | +Mrs0−2|(qα̊, q/α)||qβ(1)|

≲M2
∫ u

−u

du

r4− s0
2

Å∫
CV

u

rs0 |qα̊|2
ã 1

2
Å∫

CV
u

|Γ(1)
g |2
ã 1

2
+M2

∫ u

|u|

du

r5− s0
2

Ç∫
CV

u

rs0 |q/α|2
å 1

2
Ç∫

CV
u

r2|Γ(1)
g |2
å 1

2

+M

∫ u

−u

du

r4− s0
2

Å∫
CV

u

rs0 |qα̊|2
ã 1

2
Å∫

CV
u

r4|qβ(1)|2
ã 1

2
+M

∫ u

|u|

du

r5− s0
2

Ç∫
CV

u

rs0 |q/α|2
å 1

2
Ç∫

CV
u

r6|qβ(1)|2
å 1

2

≲M2
∫ u

−u

du

r4− s0
2

ϵ

|u|
s−s0

2

Å∫ u

|u|
du|Γ(1)

g |22,S

ã 1
2

+M2
∫ u

|u|

du

r5− s0
2

ϵ

|u|
s−s0

2

Å∫ u

−u
du|rΓ(1)

g |22,S

ã 1
2

+M

∫ u

−u

du

r4− s0
2

ϵ

|u|
s−s0

2

ϵ

|u|
s−4

2
+M

∫ u

|u|

du

r5− s0
2

ϵ

|u|
s−s0

2

ϵ

|u|
s−6

2

≲M2
∫ u

−u

du

|u|4− s0
2

ϵ

|u|
s−s0

2

ϵ

|u|
s−2

2
+M2

∫ u

|u|

du

r5− s0
2

ϵ

|u|
s−s0

2

ϵ

|u|
s−4

2
+ ϵ2M

|u|s−s0+1

≲
ϵ2M2

|u|s−s0+2 + ϵ2M

|u|s−s0+1

≲
ϵ20

|u|s−s0
.
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Proceeding as in Proposition C.5 in [25], we infer∫
V
rs0 |(qα̊, q/α)||Err[α]| ≲ ϵ20

|u|s−s0
.

We have from Proposition 2.22

q/α = ~rd2α = rd2 qα+ (rd2 − rK(d2)K)αK = rd2 qα+ Γ(1)
g · O3

4.

Combining with Proposition C.5, we obtain∫
V
rs0−1

Ä
(s0 + 2)|qα̊|2 + 2(8 − s0)|q/α|2 − 8qα̊ · qα

ä
≳

∫
V
rs0−1

Ä
(s0 + 2)|qα̊|2 + 2c2(8 − s0)|qα|2 − 8qα̊ · qα

ä
−

∫
V
rs0−1|Γ(1)

g · O3
4|2.

Since the discriminant satisfies33

∆ = 82 − 4(s0 + 2) · 2c2(8 − s0) < 0,

we obtain∫
V
rs0−1

Ä
(s0 + 2)|qα̊|2 + 2c2(8 − s0)|qα|2 − 8qα̊ · qα

ä
≳

∫
V
rs0−1(|qα̊|2 + | d/≤1

qα|2).

Finally, we also have∫
V
rs0(O1

2 + Γb)(|qα̊|2 + |q/α|2) ≲ (ϵ+ E0)
∫

V
rs0−1(|qα̊|2 + |q/α|2).

Combining the above estimates, we deduce∫
Cu

rs0 |qα̊|2 +
∫

Cu

rs0 | d/≤1
qα|2 +

∫
V
rs0−1

Ä
|qα̊|2 + | d/≤1

qα|2
ä

≲
ϵ20

|u|s−s0
+ (ϵ+ E0)

∫
V
rs0−1(|qα̊|2 + |q/α|2) +

∫
CV

u

rs0 |Γ(1)
g · O3

4|2 +
∫

V
rs0−1|Γ(1)

g · O3
4|2

≲
ϵ20

|u|s−s0
+ (ϵ+ E0)

∫
V
rs0−1(|qα̊|2 + |q/α|2) +M6

∫ u

−u

du

r8−s0
|Γ(1)

g |22,S +M6
∫ u

−u
du

∫ u

|u|

du

r9−s0
|Γ(1)

g |22,S

≲
ϵ20

|u|s−s0
+ (ϵ+ E0)

∫
V
rs0−1(|qα̊|2 + |q/α|2) + M6ϵ2

|u|6+s−s0

≲
ϵ20

|u|s−s0
+ (ϵ+ E0)

∫
V
rs0−1(|qα̊|2 + |q/α|2),

which implies for ϵ and E0 small enough∫
Cu

rs0 |qα̊|2 +
∫

Cu

rs0 | d/≤1
qα|2 +

∫
V
rs0−1

Ä
|qα̊|2 + | d/≤1

qα|2
ä
≲

ϵ20
|u|s−s0

.

This concludes the proof of Proposition C.6.

Proposition C.7. We have the following estimate:

R0[qα] + R1[qα] + RS
0 [qα] ≲ ϵ0. (C.14)

33Here, we used 6 < s0 ≤ 29
4 and c2 = 2 − O(ϵ).
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Proof. We have from Propositions 2.15 and C.6

R0[qα]2 + R1[qα]2 ≲ |u|s−s0

∫
CV

u

|qα|2 + | d/qα|2 ≲ ϵ20. (C.15)

Recalling that

qα̊ = 1
r4 ∇4(r5

qα) + O3
4 · Γ(1)

g ,

we infer from Lemma 2.7 that

Ωe4

Å∫
S

|r4
qα|2
ã

=
∫

S
2Ω∇4(r4

qα) · (r4
qα) + Ω trχ|r4

qα|2

=
∫

S
2Ωr4

qα · (∇4(r4
qα) + r3

qα) + Ω
Å

trχ− 2
r

ã
|r4

qα|2

=
∫

S
2Ωr4

qα · (∇4(r5
qα)r−1 + e4(r−1)r5

qα+ r3
qα) + (O1

2 + Γg)|r4
qα|2

=
∫

S
2Ωr4

qα · (∇4(r5
qα)r−1) + (O1

2 + Γg)|r4
qα|2

=
∫

S
2Ωr4

qα · r3
qα̊+ (O1

2 + Γg)|r4
qα|2 + (r4

qα) · O3
1 · Γ(1)

g .

Hence, we deduce∣∣e4
(
|r4

qα|22,S

)∣∣ ≲ |r4
qα|2,S |r3α̊|2,S + (M + ϵ)r−2|r4

qα|22,S + |r4
qα|2,S |O3

1 · Γ(1)
g |2,S ,

which implies ∣∣e4(|r4
qα|2,S)

∣∣ ≲ |r3α̊|2,S + (M + ϵ)r−2|r4
qα|2,S + |O3

1 · Γ(1)
g |2,S . (C.16)

Integrating (C.16) along Cu and applying the initial assumption and Proposition C.6, we infer

|r4
qα|2,S ≲

ϵ0

r
s−7

2
+

∫ u

|u|
du|r3

qα̊|2,S +
∫ u

|u|

(M + ϵ)du
r2 |r4

qα|2,S +
∫ u

|u|
du

M3

r2|u|
s−3

2

≲
ϵ0

|u|
s−7

2
+
Å∫ u

|u|
r6−s0du

ã 1
2
Å∫ u

|u|
rs0 |qα̊|2

ã 1
2

+
∫ u

|u|

(M + ϵ)du
r2 |r4

qα|2,S .

Applying Gronwall inequality, we obtain

|r4
qα|2,S ≲

ϵ0

|u|
s−7

2
+
Å∫ u

|u|
r6−s0du

ã 1
2
Å∫ u

|u|
rs0 |qα̊|2

ã 1
2
. (C.17)

Notice that we have

∫ u

|u|
r6−s0du =



1
7 − s0

(u7−s0 − |u|7−s0), s0 ∈ (6, 7),

log
Å
u

|u|

ã
, s0 = 7,

1
s0 − 7(|u|7−s0 − u7−s0), s0 > 7.
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Hence, we obtain from (C.17)

|r4α|2,S ≲


ϵ0r

7−s
2 , s ∈ (6, 7),

ϵ0(log r)
1
2 , s = 7,

ϵ0|u|
7−s

2 , s > 7,

(C.18)

which implies
RS

0 [qα] ≲ ϵ0. (C.19)

Combining (C.15) and (C.19), this concludes the proof of Proposition C.7.

Proposition C.8. We have the following estimate:

RS
0 [qα] ≲ ϵ0.

Proof. We recall from Corollary C.3

∇4qα̊ = −2d∗
2
q/α+

4q/α

r
+ L[α] + Err[α],

∇3q/α+ 5
2 trχ q/α = d2qα̊+ L[α] + Err[α],

L[α] = O2
4 · Γ(1)

b + O1
2 · qα(1),

Err[α] = Γ(1)
b · qα+ Γb · qα(1).

Applying Lemma 4.2 with ψ(1) = qα̊, ψ(2) = q/α, a(1) = 5
2 , a(2) = 0, h(1) = L[α] + Err[α],

h(2) = 4q/α

r + L[α] + Err[α], k = 2 and p = −2, we obtain

2Div(r−2|q/α|2e3) + Div(r−2|qα̊|2e4) + 10r−2 trχ|q/α|2

=2r−2d1(q/α · qα̊) + r−2(q/α, qα̊) · (L[α] + Err[α]) + 8r−3
qα̊ · qα+ r−2(O1

2 + Γb)(|qα̊|2, |q/α|2).

We compute for c2 defined in Proposition C.5

2c2Div(r−2|qα|2e3) = 2c2∇3(r−2|qα|2) + 2c2r
−2|qα|2Div(e3)

= 2c2∇3(r−12|r5
qα|2) + 2c2r

−2|qα|2(trχ− 2ω)

= 20c2r
−3|qα|2 + 4c2r

−3
qα̊ · qα+ r−2(O1

2 + Γb)|qα|2 + O3
7 · Γ(1)

b · qα,

where we used

qα̊ = 1
r4 ∇3(r5α) − 1

r4
K

(∇K)(e3)K
(r5

KαK)

= 1
r4 ∇3(r5α) − 1

r4 ∇3(r5αK) + 1
r4 ∇3(r5αK) − 1

r4
K

(∇K)(e3)K
(r5

KαK)

= 1
r4 ∇3(r5

qα) + O3
4 · Γ(1)

b .

(C.20)

Combining the above identities, we deduce

2Div(r−2(|q/α|2 − c2|qα|2)e3) + Div(r−2|qα̊|2) + 10r−2 trχ|q/α|2 + 20c2r
−3|qα|2

=2r−2d1(q/α · qα̊) + (8 − 4c2)r−3
qα̊ · qα+ r−2(q/α, qα̊) · (L[α] + Err[α]) + O3

7 · Γ(1)
b · qα+ r−2(O1

2 + Γb)|qα|2.
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Integrating it in V , we obtain from Proposition C.5∫
CV

u

r−2(|q/α|2 − c2|qα|2) +
∫

CV
u

r−2|qα̊|2 ≲
∫

Σ0∩V
r−2(|q/α|2 + |qα̊|2) +

∫
V
r−3|q/α|2 + ϵr−3|qα̊||qα|

+
∫

V
r−2|(qα̊, q/α)||L[α] + Err[α]| + |O3

7 · Γ(1)
b ||qα| + r−2(O1

2 + Γb)|qα|2.

We first have from Proposition 2.22

q/α = ~rd2α = rd2qα+ (rd2 − rK(d2)K)αK = rd2qα+ Γ(1)
g · O3

4.

Noticing that∫
CV

u

r−2|Γ(1)
g · O3

4|2 ≲
∫ u

|u|
du
M6

r12 |rΓ(1)
g |22,S ≲M6

∫ u

|u|
du

ϵ2

r12|u|s−3 ≲
ϵ20

|u|s+2 ,

Hence, we obtain from Proposition C.5∫
CV

u

r−2(|q/α|2 − c2|qα|2) ≥
∫

CV
u

r−2(|rd2qα|2 − c2|qα|2) −
∫

CV
u

r−2|Γ(1)
g · O3

4|2 ≳ − ϵ20
|u|s+2 .

Next, we have ∫
Σ0∩V

r−2(|q/α|2 + |qα̊|2) ≲ 1
|u|s+2

∫
Σ0∩V

rs(|q/α|2 + |qα̊|2) ≲ ϵ20
|u|s+2 .

Then, we compute

∫
V
r−3|q/α|2 + ϵ

∫
V
r−3|qα̊||qα| ≲

∫ u

|u|

du

r3

∫
CV

u

|q/α|2 + ϵ

∫ u

|u|
r−2
Ç∫

CV
u

r−2|qα̊|2
å 1

2
Ç∫

CV
u

|qα|2
å 1

2

du

≲ ϵ20

∫ u

|u|

du

r3|u|s
+ ϵ

∫ u

|u|
r−2
Å

ϵ2

|u|s+2

ã 1
2
Å
ϵ20

|u|s

ã 1
2
du

≲
ϵ20

|u|s+2 .

We also have∫
V
r−2|qα̊, q/α||L[α]|

≲
∫

V
r−2|qα̊, q/α|

∣∣∣O2
4 · Γ(1)

b + O1
2 · qα(1)

∣∣∣
≲

∫
V
M2r−6|qα̊||Γ(1)

b | +M2r−6|q/α||Γ(1)
b | +Mr−4|qα̊||qα(1)| +Mr−4|q/α||qα(1)|

≲M2
∫ u

|u|

du

r5

Ç∫
CV

u

r−2|qα̊|2
å 1

2
Ç∫

CV
u

|Γ(1)
b |2
å 1

2

+M2
∫ u

|u|

du

r5

Ç∫
CV

u

|q/α|2
å 1

2
Ç∫

CV
u

|r−1Γ(1)
b |2
å 1

2

+M

∫ u

|u|

du

r3

Ç∫
CV

u

r−2|qα̊|2
å 1

2
Ç∫

CV
u

|qα(1)|2
å 1

2

+M

∫ u

|u|

du

r4

Ç∫
CV

u

|q/α|2
å 1

2
Ç∫

CV
u

|qα(1)|2
å 1

2

≲M2
∫ u

|u|

du

r5
ϵ

|u|
s+2

2

Å∫ u

−u
du|Γ(1)

b |22,S

ã 1
2

+M2
∫ u

|u|

du

r5
ϵ

|u|
s
2

Å∫ u

−u
du|r−1Γ(1)

b |22,S

ã 1
2
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+M

∫ u

|u|

du

r3
ϵ

|u|
s+2

2

ϵ

|u|
s
2

+M

∫ u

|u|

du

r4
ϵ

|u|
s
2

ϵ

|u|
s
2

≲
M2ϵ2

r4|u|s
+ Mϵ2

r2|u|s+1 + Mϵ2

r3|u|s

≲
ϵ20

|u|s+2 .

We proceed as in Proposition C.7 in [25] to deduce∫
V
r−2|qα̊, q/α||Err[α]| ≲ ϵ20

|u|s+2 .

Moreover, we have

∫
V

|qα||O3
7 · Γ(1)

b | ≲M3
∫ u

|u|

du

r7

Ç∫
CV

u

|qα|2
å 1

2
Ç∫

CV
u

|Γ(1)
b |2
å 1

2

≲M3
∫ u

|u|

du

r7
ϵ

|u|
s
2

Å∫ u

−u
du|Γ(1)

b |22,S

ã 1
2

≲M3ϵ

∫ u

|u|

du

r7|u|
s
2

ϵ

|u|
s−2

2

≲
ϵ20

|u|s+2 .

Finally, we have ∫
V
r−2(O1

2 + Γb)|qα|2 ≲
∫

V
(ϵ+ E0)r−3|qα|2 ≲

ϵ20
|u|s+2 .

Combining the above estimates, we deduce∫
CV

u

r−2|qα̊|2 ≲
ϵ20

|u|s+2 ,

which implies from (C.20) and (4.13)∫
CV

u

r−2|∇3qα|2 ≲
ϵ20

|u|s+2 . (C.21)

Combining (C.21) and (C.2) and applying Proposition 2.45, we deduce

RS
0 [qα] ≲ ϵ0.

This concludes the proof of Proposition C.8.

Combining Propositions C.7 and C.8 with (C.2), this concludes the proof of Theorem M1
in the case s > 6. Notice that Theorems M0, M2, M3, M4 also hold true in the case s > 6 since
we only used s > 3 in their proofs34. Combining with Section B.3, this concludes the proof of
Theorem 3.2 for s > 3 as stated.

34See the discussion in Section B.2.
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C.3 Peeling decay for curvature components

As a consequence of Theorem M1 in the case s > 7, the curvature components satisfy the
following decay:

|r5− 2
p |u|

s−7
2

qα|p=2,S ≲ ϵ0,

sup
p∈[2,4]

|r4− 2
p |u|

s−5
2 qβ|p,S ≲ ϵ0,

sup
p∈[2,4]

|r3− 2
p |u|

s−3
2 (qρ, qσ)|p,S ≲ ϵ0,

sup
p∈[2,4]

|r2− 2
p |u|

s−1
2 qβ|p,S ≲ ϵ0,

sup
p∈[2,4]

|r1− 2
p |u|

s+1
2

qα|p,S ≲ ϵ0.

(C.22)

Remark C.9. Assume s > 7 and that the initial data in K(0) has sufficient regularity properties.
Then, commuting r∇ with the Bianchi equations in Propositions 2.37 and 2.38 and the Teukolsky
equation (C.8), proceeding as in Sections 4 and C.2, we deduce the following strong peeling
properties:

|qα|∞,S(u,u) ≲
ϵ0

r5|u|
s−7

2
, |qβ|∞,S(u,u) ≲

ϵ0

r4|u|
s−5

2
,

|qρ, qσ|∞,S(u,u) ≲
ϵ0

r3|u|
s−3

2
, |qβ|∞,S(u,u) ≲

ϵ0

r2|u|
s−1

2
, |qα|∞,S(u,u) ≲

ϵ0

r|u|
s+1

2
,

(C.23)

which recovers the results obtained in [2] by the vectorfield method. See also Theorem 1 in [15]
and Remark C.8 in [25] for the particular case of Minkowski stability.
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