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QUASILINEAR WAVE EQUATIONS ON SCHWARZSCHILD-DE SITTER

GEORGIOS MAVROGIANNIS

University of Cambridge, Department of Pure Mathematics and Mathematical Statistics,
Wilberforce Road, Cambridge CB3 0WB, United Kingdom

ABSTRACT. We give an elementary new argument for global existence and exponential decay
of solutions of quasilinear wave equations on Schwarzschild-de Sitter black hole backgrounds,
for appropriately small initial data. The core of the argument is entirely local, based on time
translation invariant energy estimates in spacetime slabs of fixed time length. Global existence
then follows simply by iterating this local result in consecutive spacetime slabs. We infer that an
appropriate future energy flux decays exponentially with respect to the energy flux of the initial

data.
CONTENTS
1. Introduction 1
2. Preliminaries and notation 5
3. Metric close to Schwarzschild—de Sitter and the Local well-posedness result 10
4. The main Theorems 11
5. Energy estimates on a spacetime slab of fixed time length 13
6. Proof of Theorem 1 18
7. Proof of Theorem 2 20
8. The semilinear equation on Schwarzschild—de Sitter 22
Appendix A. Proof of the Cauchy stability result of Proposition 3.1 27
References 39

1. INTRODUCTION

We revisit the problem of global existence of solutions of quasilinear wave equations, of the form

(1.1) Og(vy)¥ = 0¢ - 0y,
with g(V) = gma + h(VY), where gasa is the metric of the Schwarzschild—-de Sitter black hole
spacetime, also O -0 =a' 9;1p0;1), where a, h are sufficiently regular tensors, with 2(0) = 0. Specif-
ically, we are interested in a spacetime region that is slightly larger than that enclosed by the event
and cosmological horizons, respectively H*, H*, see the shaded region of Figure 1.

The problem of stability of quasilinear wave equations on such backgrounds has been extensively

studied by Hintz and Vasy, see [20, 19, 21, 22], where they arrived at global stability results. Their
papers appeal to machinery from microlocal analysis and Nash Moser 1terat10n arguments. These
results were proceeded by a long list of results on the linear problem, see [39, 40, 2, 11, 8,9, 32, 15, 14].

Moreover, note the recent remarkable global non-linear stability proof for the slowly rotating Kerrf
de Sitter black hole as a solution of the Einstein vacuum equation with A > 0, by Hintz—Vasy [23],
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2 QUASILINEAR WAVE EQUATIONS

based in part on the above works. (For some results on the cosmological region see [36, 35]).
Note that the non-linear stability of the pure de Sitter spacetime has been obtained previously by
Friedrich [17].

Schwarzschild—-de Sitter can be thought of as the A > 0 analogue of the Schwarzschild and Kerr
spacetimes, which are celebrated solutions of the vacuum FEinstein equation with A = 0. For the
study of linear equations on the latter see for instance [10, 38] and the definitive [13]. These results
have been used to prove non-linear stability results for equations of type (1.1), see [29, 28]. In
general, these non-linear problems are more difficult than the A > 0 case, because the expected
decay is only polynomial and one has to assume and exploit suitable null structure (see [26]) for the
non-linearities. For results on stability of black hole spacetimes with A = 0 see [6, 37, 18, 1, 27, 7, 5].

In principle, one approach to the study of (1.1) on Schwarzschild or Kerr—de Sitter backgrounds
would be to directly adapt the methods from the A = 0 case. Such an approach, however, would not
fully exploit the aspects that make the A >0 problem easier.

The purpose of this paper is to introduce a physical space approach to (1.1) which is well tailored
to this setting. Our approach is based entirely on local in time translation invariant energy estimates
(Theorem 1) and an iteration argument in consecutive spacetime regions (Theorem 2). This approach
will use the results of our accompanying physical space linear paper [30], where we utilized a physical
space commutation with a vector field G, see already (1.6), and proved a relatively non-degenerate
estimate, using also a Morawetz estimate proved in [9]. Note that Holzegel-Kauffman originally
introduced the analogue of the G vector field in the A = 0 case, see [24]. Our physical space
commutation with G, in the high frequency limit, connects with the work of previous authors on
‘lossless estimates’ and ‘non-trapping estimates’, e.g. see [34, 3, 4, 25, 33, 19, 16].

We will present the rough version of our Theorems, for which the reader may wish to refer to
Figure 1 for the Schwarzschild—de Sitter spacetime.

Exterior region

\O/
F1GURE 1. The Schwarzschild-de Sitter spacetime

We denote as
(1.2) M

the ‘extended’ exterior region, also see the dark shaded region of Figure 1, where § is a smallness
parameter that parametrises how far the boundaries of M (which we denote as Hj,H}) are from
the event horizon H* and the cosmological horizon H* respectively. We choose ¢ in the proof of our
Theorem 2 in Section 7. For the precise definition of My see already Definition 2.1. The spacetime
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domain Mg, see the dark shaded region of Figure 1, is foliated by the spacelike hypersurfaces

(1.3) {t="1},

with 7 >0, see Figure 1, where

(1.4) (t,7,0,0)

are appropriate (non-standard) hyperboloidal coordinates in which the metric takes the form (2.6).
The coordinate vector field Jr is Killing. We denote by Q,, a = 1,2,3 the generators of the Lie
algebra so(3) associated with the (6, ¢) spheres.

We will consider two types of energies.

The first energy is a non-degenerate energy which we define as

(15) EW@- Y % [ (oporai)’
1<iy +ig+is<j a=1,2,3 7 {6=T}
for all j > 1, with respect to the induced volume form of gasa on the {t = 7} hypersurface.
Now, we discuss the second energy that we will consider. The first two terms of the second energy,
see (1.7), are associated with the C%! vector field G of [30] (see the previous [24] for A = 0), which
is defined as

_2M _ A2 _2M _ A2
(1.6) gi{r\/ - 3T Or, 1 - 7% >0

_A
3
—M—%r2<0

)

in appropriate hyperboloidal coordinates (,7,6, ), see already Definition 2.4. We define the second
energy as

OM A L\
Eg,[w](r) = [ (1-22-37)  (@rasergw)’
{8=73} 1<iy vistiz<j-1,i321 a=1,2,3 r 3
(1.7) D VD W S Dk

1<y +iz<j—1 a=1,2,3

Y > (9roiaiy)’,

1<iy+ig+iz<j—1 =1,2,3

for all j > 2, with respect to the induced volume form of gasa on the {f = 7} hypersurface. Note
that the highest order integrands of the energies in (1.7) are identically zero where G = 0.
Note the inequality

(1.8) Eja[¢](7) < Eg ;[¢](7) s E;[¢](7),

also see already Remark 2.5. For the formal definition of the above energies see Definition 2.5.
The rough version of our main Theorem 1 is the following. (See the dark shaded region of Figure 2
for the local spacetime slab we will consider.)

Theorem 1 (rough version). Let k > 7. There exists a constant C > 0, depending on k,M,A and
on the tensors a,h, see (1.1), such that, for L >0 an arbitrary positive number, the following holds.
There exists a Tstep(L) > 0 sufficiently large and there exist

(1.9) 8 = 0(Tstep) > 0, € = €(Tstep,0) >0
sufficiently small such that for all 71 >0 and

(1.10) Ty = T1 + Tstep

if we take initial data for (1.1) on {7 =71} with

(1.11) Eralp](m) <e
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by
Exterior region

N .
4
o

FIGURE 2. A space-
time slab of finite time
length Tsiep

then there exists a unique solution to the quasilinear wave equation (1.1) on Msn{m <7< 7} and
the following estimates are satisfied

(112 Bgal)(r2) < 7 Bosl](m),
and
Bgal](r') < CEgalu)(m),
(1.13) B [9](1") < CEpa [¢])(11),
Eje2[¢](1") < CEpi2[¥](11),

for all 7" € [T1,T1 + Totep)-
Finally,

(1.14) By [](r2) < Cem3 108+ 8108C (g, 1] (7)) (Bpaa[0] (1)) *° .

It is instructive to compare the results of Theorem 1 with the main results of our linear theory [30]
on a Schwarzschild—de Sitter background. Specifically, the estimate of inequality (1.12) and the
first inequality of (1.13) corresponds to the estimate in linear theory that one obtains from the
commutation with the G vector field, see already Theorem 2.1. The remaining inequalities of (1.13)
correspond to the uniform boundedness results of [9].

We use the result of Theorem 1, for a well chosen L so that the constant in (1.14) is sufficiently
small and, by a completely elementary iteration argument on consecutive spacetime regions, see
Figure 2 for such a region, we prove that the solution of the quasilinear wave equation (1.1) exists
globally and decays exponentially. The rough version of our main Theorem 2 is the following.

Theorem 2 (rough version). Let k > 7. Then, there exist constants cq,cq > 0 and there exists a
0 >0 and an € > 0 sufficiently small, such that if the initial energy satisfies

(1.15) Ej42[¥](0) <,
on ¥ = {t =0} then the solution exists globally on Ms and the energy Eg r[¢] decays exponentially

(1.16) Eg 1 [¥](1) S e " Eg x[¢](0).
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We note that the classical Sobolev energies Eyx_1[W](T), Exs1[¥](T) decay exponentially

(1.17) Epa[v](7) 7T Eg i[¢](0),  Erna[](7) S €7 Epia[¢](0)
while for the top order energy we only have
(1.18) Eyr2[](7) 5 €7 Egs2[¢](0).

Remark 1.1. Note that the growth constant ¢, of (1.18) of Theorem 2 can in fact be made arbitrarily
small, restricting to sufficiently small € > 0. See already Remark 4.2.

Remark 1.2. In our Theorem 2, we improve slightly on the reqularity assumption of initial data
of [22]. Specifically, we only require the initial data to be in the Sobolev space H®, see our main
Theorems 1, 2 and Remark 4.1.

Remark 1.3. In Section 8, we present Theorems 1' and 2 which give global non-linear stability
in the semilinear case, with the tensor h = 0, under weaker assumptions than those of Theorem 2.
Specifically, we require the initial data only to be in the Sobolev space H” .

Remark 1.4. Note that by using the results of our forthcoming [31] on Kerr—de Sitter, the global
stability results of the present paper generalize to the slowly rotating Kerr—de Sitter case.

1.1. Acknowledments. I would like to thank my supervisor Mihalis Dafermos, for his continuous
support, for suggesting that the results of [30] may also treat the nonlinear stability problems of the
present paper and for carefully reading previous versions of this paper. The author would also like
to thank Christoph Kehle for valuable discussions and useful comments.

2. PRELIMINARIES AND NOTATION

2.1. The manifolds, metrics and spacetime domains. The definitions and notation of this
Section have already been introduced in our [30].
Fix M, A > 0 such that

(2-1) r. <Tr4
are the two positive real roots of
2M A
(2.2) l-p2l-"— - =72
r 3

We need the following definition

Definition 2.1. For 75 > 11 >0 we define

(2.3) D(r,7m2) = [7—177-2]{X[r+77:+]TXS?G,(/J)'
We also define, for § >0,

(2.4) Ds(r1,m2) = [11,72] x [14 = 6,74 + 6] x S%O,Lp)
and

(2.5) M =D(0,00)=[0,00)7x [y, Ty ] % S%f?,cp)’ M = Ds(0,00)=[0,00)gx [y = 8,74 + 0], X S?e,¢)~
We refer to the coordinates (t,71,0, ) as reqular hyperboloidal coordinates.
We need the following definition

Definition 2.2. We denote as (Ms, gnr,n) the Schwarzschild—de Sitter spacetime, with metric
3M 2

-== 6M _ 2TM 1

2.6 =- 1————2) dt)? —2—" 1+ —dldr + —————(dr)* + r’dosz,

(2.6) gama ( 3" (dt) oA dtdr + ooy 5 (dr)” +1idos:

in regular hyperboloidal coordinates (t,r,0,p), where dog> = d6* + sin? 8dp? is the standard metric

of the unit sphere S*. We will often denote the metric gy as

(2.7) .

2M A
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Note the following remarks
Remark 2.1. For a sufficiently small § >0, note that the hypersurfaces
(2.8) {t="1}
are spacelike in Mg, with respect to the metric of the following Definition 2.2.

Remark 2.2. Note that 6 will be fized in the proof of Theorem 2 in Section 7. In what follows §
will always be assumed sufficiently small.

Remark 2.3. The inverse metric components of the metric of Definition 2.2 are

_ _ g2 _
(29) =, =12 g e,

I-p
for

1_% 6M
2.10 r)y= ——\/1+—.
(2.10) €)= =\ 1+

Remark 2.4. Note the usual expression of the Schwarzschild—de Sitter metric is in coordinates
(t,7,0,0) € Rg x (14,74 )y ¥ S%Q_SD), which reads

(2.11) G=—(1-p)(d)?+(1-p) " (dr)? +r’dose,

where note the relation

(2.12) t=t+H(r), H(r) = @dr.
3M1-p

We denote as

(2.13) ¥

the covariant derivative of the Riemannian metric r?dogz2. Moreover, we denote the standard gen-
erators of the so(3) Lie Algebra

(2.14) Qu, a=1,2,3,

associated with the (6, ) spheres. These can be thought of as vector fields on Ms.
Note that

(215) 972~ ¥ 510 7P

for any sufficiently regular f, where the constants in the above only depend on the black hole
parameters. (We have included the inessential r factor above for comparison with the asymptotically
flat case.)

2.2. The horizons and auxilliary spacelike hypersurfaces. We need the following definition

Definition 2.3. The event and cosmological horizons are defined as

(2.16) Ho={r=r}, H ={r=7.}

also see [30, 31]. These hypersurfaces are null with respect to the metric gas .
For sufficiently small § >0, we define the following spacelike hypersurfaces

(2.17) Hy={r=r.-6,120}, Hj={r=r.+5 120},

in the coordinates (t,r,0,¢) of Definition 2.2.
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2.3. Volume forms and normals for the metric gy o. We denote the spacetime volume form
of g as

(2.18) dg = r* sin Odtdrdfdy

with respect to the (¢,7,0, ) coordinates.

By pulling back the spacetime volume form (2.18) into hypersurfaces of constant ¢, we obtain
that the {f = 7} hypersurfaces admit the volume form

[ 27M?
(219) dé{f:c} =T d}m Sin 9d7‘d9dg@

We note that the normal of {# = 7}, with respect to g, is

) 2TM? 1 0 &r) 9
2.20 =y 29, W) 9
(2.20) "=} 1= OM?A 72 0 orM?_ 1 Or’

1-9M32A r2

which we also simply denote as
(2.21) n,

for £(r) see Remark 2.3. We denote the normals of the event and cosmological horizons respectively
as

(222) ’FLH+ = 857 ﬁfﬁ = 8;.

With the above choice of normals, the corresponding volume forms of the respective null hypersur-
faces take the form

(2.23) dgyr = r2sinfdtdos, dig. =12 sinfdtdoss .
Furthermore, for § > 0 sufficiently small, the vectors

(2.24) frpgs = TS L —
lg(Vr,vr)] lg(vr,vr)]

r=r,—0 r=r;+0

are the unit outward normals of the spacelike hypersurfaces ’H:{,ﬁg, respectively, with respect to
the metric g. Note that there exist smooth functions

(2.25) c:(ry =9,ry) >R, ¢ : (7,7 +9) = R,
with
(2:26) VIL-plen(r) =1+0(1-p),  V[1-pler(r) =1+0(1-p),

as r > ry, v — 7, respectively, and ca(r) = —\/[1 - ul, ¢2(r) = /|1 -y, such that the normals of
H3,H3 can be written respectively as

(2.27) N3t = c1(r)0g + c2(r) 0, ﬁﬁg = ¢1(r)0p + c2(r) 0.

By pulling back the spacetime volume form (2.18) on hypersurfaces of constant r = r, — 4, or r =
74 + d, we obtain the respective volume forms

(2.28) dgaess gy = r2\/|1 - p|sin fdtdos:
which we both denote simply as dgy, -

2.4. Coarea formula. There exists a constant C'(M,A) > 0 such that

T2 T2
2.29 o dT[ dijrer s/[ d°sC/ dT[ dijir
(2.29) . {t,:T}f G(i=r Dé(nﬂ)f g . {t,:T}f Gi#=r}

for any continuous non-negative function f.
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2.5. The vector fields and the energies. We need the following
Definition 2.4. We define the following vector field

oM A 0
= i _ 2
(2.30) Gr\f1-==-3r,

for r e [ry, 7] with respect to the hyperboloidal coordinates (t,r,6,p).
We extend the vector field (2.30) to a C%' vector field on M;s by

(2.31) G=0in{r,-0<r<r,u{r, <r<7,+d}.
We need the following definition

Definition 2.5. On the spacelike hypersurface {t = 7} c Ds(0, 00), with respect to the metric g, we
define the non-degenerate high order energy
i1 qi2 )iz, )2 7¢
(2.32) EWIN - ¥ % [ (0r0reie) digr,
1<iitiatiz<j a=1,2,3 7 {t=7}
with j > 1, where for Q% see Section 2.1.
We define the following high order energy

Eg [41(r) = | > > (1- )P (0 QoG
{t=7} \ 1<iy tiotiz<j—1,i321 a=1,2,3
(2.33) o (g

1<iy+i2<j—1 @=1,2,3

BT e e,

1<is +in+iz<j-1a=1,2,3
for j>2.

Remark 2.5. For any j > 2, there exists a constant C(j, M,A) > 0, such that for all 7 > 0 the
following holds

(2.34) Ej[v)(7) < Eg ;[¢](7) < CE;[4](7).
Moreover, note the interpolation statement

Lemma 2.1. Let k> 0. Then, there exist a constant

(2.35) Cine(k, M, A) > 0
such that for ¢ a sufficiently reqular function we obtain
(2.36) Er[9)(7) € Cont (B [01(T)* (Bia[81(1))

for any 7> 0.
2.6. Notation for derivatives. We need the following notations

Definition 2.6. Let X be a Lipschitz vector field on the manifold Ms and let 1) be a smooth function
on the manifold M. Then, for all j >1 we define

|a¢| = |afw| + |5r7¢1| + Z |Qo¢w|a
a=1,2,3
- 9
@v)?= ¥ Y(oporaiy),
1<j1+j2+73<)

Xp)?= Y S (xeharaiy),

1<j1+j2+j3<j o

@xp)2= Y Y (07 xy)

1<j1+j2+j3<) @

(2.37)
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Note that if X is only Lipschitz (for instance X = G) then the last expression of (2.37) may not
necessarily be finite.

It will be convenient to compare the above expressions with expressions of coordinate derivatives
in ambient globally defined Cartesian coordinates. We define the map

My - R?

2.38 _
( ) (t7r79’¢) = (mo’x17x2’x3)

to be a change of coordinates from the coordinates ascribed to the manifold Mg, see Definition 2.1,
to Cartesian coordinates, where
(2.39) ' =t, z'=rsinfcosp, 2%=rsinfsing, z°=rcosf.

Define the set

(2.40) Carty, = {0,102 ...031,0,10,2 ... 0g0,... }
| —

to have as elements all the operators that are comprised of any collection of m derivatives of the
coordinate vector fields of the Cartesian coordinates (2°, 2!, 2% 23), see (2.38).
For all j > 1, we note the similarities

|31/f| ~ |8x°w| + |83:1w| + |ax2¢| + |83c3'l/1|;
(2.41) (8]’¢)2 o Z Z (D]’(/})Q

1<i<j  all DieCart;
Finally, for an arbitrary smooth Lorentzian metric g, the wave operator is
(2.42) Og = 9"°0a0, + T 46(9) Ok,

where I'“,;,(g) are the Christoffel symbols, of the Levi-Civita connection, with respect to the metric g.

2.7. The smooth tensor a. We fix a smooth tensor
(2.43) a:TMsxTMs—R.

Note that for any m € Nu {0} there exist constants A,, < oo, such that if a”/ are the components of
its inverse in Cartesian coordinates (2.38) and D™ any element of the set Cart,,, see (2.40), then

(2.44) |D™a"| < A,
for all m,1,j.

In what follows, if a constant C' depends on Ag, A4,..., A,, we denote it as
(2.45) C=C(Apm)-

2.8. Sobolev inequality. Note the following Sobolev inequality.

Lemma 2.2. There erists a constant C = C(M,A) >0 such that for f e C®({t=c}), the following
holds

(2.46) [f1 7= (gieeyy SCMLA) - 3 > f{_ (op fof)2d§{t_:c}-

1<iitin<2 a=1,2,3 7 {t=c}
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2.9. The G vector field commutation estimate. In our [30], we proved the following on a
Schwarzschild—de Sitter background.

Theorem 2.1. (Theorem 3 of [30]) Let v satisfy the inhomogeneous wave equation
(2'47) DQM,A"/} =F

on Ds(7y,72). Then, for any k > 3 there exists a constant C(k,M,\) > 0, such that the following
estimate holds

(2.48)
Bgx[)(r2) + [ 7 drBgulw)(r)
<CEgk[¢](1)
+C[fD ( )dﬁ ‘ Z 2(8?8:? Qo)™ F)2+(1—,u) | Z Z(aglma)ﬁgFf
51T1,72 0<ii+ig+ig<k—2 « osiy o<z G
+C ttra) dgii=ry > > (02 aniBF)Q (1 - )2t (o Qifaing)Q

0<iq+ig+iz<k-3 «
where the volume forms are with respect to the Schwarzschild—de Sitter metric gara, see Section 2.5.

Proof. This is proved in [30]. O

Remark 2.6. Note that the highest order term of the error hypersurface terms on the right hand
side of (2.48) is of order k — 2, while the highest order term of the error bulk terms on the right
hand side of (2.48) is of order k—1. The weights in (1 —p) on the error terms on the right hand
side of (2.48) ensure that terms on the right hand side of (2.48) are regular for a sufficiently reqular
function F'.

3. METRIC CLOSE TO SCHWARZSCHILD—DE SITTER AND THE LOCAL WELL-POSEDNESS RESULT

3.1. Metric close to Schwarzschild—de Sitter. We define the class of metrics close to Schwarzschild—
de Sitter.
We fix a sufficiently regular tensor

(3.1) heT (TM5 xTM5 xTMj)
with

(3.2) h(:,-,v=0)=0,

and define

(3.3) 9(v) = g+ h(v).

We also define h' (v) = g" (v) — g, where g"/(v),§"” are the components of the inverses of the
respective tensors in Cartesian coordinates.

Note that for every m € Nu {0} there exist constants B,, < co, such that, for m > 0, the following
hold in Cartesian coordinates

(3.4) |D™hijil,  |[D™hY | < B,

for all m, 4,7, k, where h"/  v* = hi(v) and D™ is any element of the set Cart,,, see (2.40).
In what follows, if a constant C' depends on By, By, ..., B,,, we denote it as

(3.5) C = C(Bpm))-
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3.2. The Cauchy stability type result. We present a Cauchy stability type result for the quasi-
linear wave equation, in the form that we will use, appropriately tailored to display the energies that
are used in our main global stability results, see already Theorem 1 and Theorem 2.

Proposition 3.1. Let k > 7 and let the tensors a,h be as in Sections 2.7, 3.1 respectively. There
ezists a constant

(36) pr(k7M7AaA[k+l]aB[k+1]) > 17

where for Afyi1], Be+1] see Sections 2.7, 3.1 respectively, such that the following holds.
Let Trhaz > 0 be an arbitrary positive number. There exist

(37) §(Tmaxak7MaA7A[k+l]aB[k+1])’ G(Tmama 67kaMaA7A[k+1]7B[k+1]) >0
both sufficiently small, such that if we take initial data for (1.1) on {t = 71} with
(3.8) Epa[9](m1) <,

for some T > 0, then there exists a unique H* solution 1 to the quasilinear wave equation (1.1),
on D§(7_1,7—1 + Tmax); such that

(3.9) Epn[Y](7") < Cup B [¥] (1),
(3.10) Erra[9](77) < CupBrra[¥](11),
for all 7" € [T1,T1 + Tynaz], where (3.10) holds if Exyo[¢](11) < 00, in which case the solution is H**2.
Proof. See the appendix A. |

Remark 3.1. The result of Proposition 3.1 is a refinement of the usual Cauchy stability and thus
we will have to prove it explicitly. The independence of Cyp 0N Thas 15 connected to the uniform
boundedness result [9] for the linear wave equation.

4. THE MAIN THEOREMS

4.1. Theorem on an arbitrary slab of length 74.,. We give the detailed statement of the
Theorem, on a fixed large time domain

Theorem 1. Let k > 7 and let the tensors a,h be as in Sections 2.7, 3.1 respectively. There exists
a constant

(4.1) C(k,M,A,A[k+1],B[k+1]) >0

where for Afpi11, Bris1) see Sections 2.7, 8.1 respectively, such that the following holds.
For all L > 0 there exists a Toep(L, k, M, A, Ari17, Brri], Cing, Cup) sufficiently large, where for
Cint, Cup see respectively Lemma 2.1 and Proposition 3.1, such that there exist

(4.2) O(Tsteps by M, A, Afisn]s Blie])s €(Tsteps 0y by M, A, Apgsny, Blier]) > 0
sufficiently small such that if we take initial data for (1.1) in {7 =71} with

(4.3) Ep[¥](mn) <€, Eia[¥](m) < o0

and

(4.4) T2 = T1 + Tstep,

then there exists a unique H**? solution in Ds(71,72) to the quasilinear wave equation (1.1), and
for all 7" € [11, 2] the following inequalities hold

(4.5) Eg 1 [¢](7") < CEg 1[¢](11),
(4.6) Epn[Y](7") € Cup B [¢](11),
(4.7) Erra[9](77) < CupBrra[¥](11).
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Moreover, the following holds

1
(4.8) Eg k[](m2) < 7 Eg k[ ](m1)-
Finally, the following holds

(4.9) Er1[$](12) € Cige 310805108 Con (g, [0 (71)) 2 (Brsa 0] (1)) .

Remark 4.1. For the requirement k > 7, see already the computations of inequality (5.19) and
Proposition 3.1.

4.2. The global nonlinear stability of the quasilinear wave equation (1.1). Now, we present
the main Theorem of our paper, which is in fact a Corollary of Theorem 1.

Theorem 2. Let k > 7, let the tensors a,h be as in Sections 2.7, 3.1 respectively. Then, there exist
constants

(4.10) cq(k, M, A, A1, Bris]) cg(k, M, A, Ay, Blis])s C(k, M, A, A117, Brriay) >0
and there exist

(4.11) §=0(k, M, A, A11, Brrsa1) > 0, e=€(0,k, M, A, Api11; Bris1y) > 0

sufficiently small, such that for

(412) FEryio [1/}](0) <€,

on ¥ = {t = 0}, the arising H**? solution of the quasilinear wave equation (1.1) exists globally on
Ds(0,00) and satisfies the following exponential decay

(4.13) Eg 1[¢]() < Ce™*" Eg 1 [¢](0),

for any 7> 0.
Moreover, we have the following exponential decay of the lower order energies

(4.14) Epa[¢](r) < Ce™ T Egi[¢](0),  Ern[v](7) < Ce™*" Eria[4](0),
while for the top order energy we have the growth estimate
(4.15) Epa[¢](1) < Ce® Eiy[1](0).

Remark 4.2. Note that the growth constant cq4 of inequality (4.15) of Theorem 2 can be made
arbitrarily small, if 6 > 0 and € > 0 are sufficiently small. See already the proof of Theorem 2
in Section 7. Although (4.15) allows the top order energy Ex.2[t] to a priori grow exponentially,
one can in fact prove stronger results. Specifically, with the additional use of a top order uniform
boundedness estimate, one can prove Theorem 2 assuming only small Ey.1[¢](0) initial data, and
also uniformly bound the energy Ei1[v](T) for all times. (Therefore, we expect to only need the
initial energy to lie in the Sobolev space H®.) We will not however pursue this here as the weaker
estimate provided by Proposition 3.1 leading to (4.15) is sufficient. This improvement is however
important in the asymptotically flat case.

4.3. Extension of our results on Kerr—de Sitter. We can extend our results for the quasilinear
wave equation to the slowly rotating Kerr—de Sitter case by utilizing the fixed frequency vector field
commutation that we introduce in our forthcoming [31]. This will be presented in a future paper.
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5. ENERGY ESTIMATES ON A SPACETIME SLAB OF FIXED TIME LENGTH
Before turning to the proofs of Theorems 1 and 2, we need a preliminary Proposition.

Proposition 5.1. Let k> 7 and let the tensors a,h be as in Sections 2.7, 3.1 respectively. Let 1 be
a solution of the quasilinear wave equation (1.1) on the Schwarzschild—de Sitter domain Ds(71,72)
for Ty <19 and any 6 > 0 sufficiently small. Then, there exists a positive constant

(5.1) C(k,M,A,A[k],B[k]) >O,
where for Apy, By see Sections 2.7, 3.1 respectively, and an € >0 sufficiently small, such that if

(5.2) sup Y- > 07| < Ve

Ds(71,72) 1<j<k—1 0e{0z,0r,001,Q22,03}

holds, then the following estimate holds
(53)  Eoulv)(m)+ [ drEou(r) <CEu[¢)(m) +C [ drEg,[u)(r) Eealv)(r),

for all 1 < 7.

Proof of Proposition 5.1. We will use the derivatives notation of Section 2.6. Moreover, for the
semilinear term 0 -0t and for the definition of smooth tensors a, h see Sections 2.7, 3.1 respectively.
In this proof, when we write

(54) hab
it is to be understood as hq, (V) in Cartesian coordinates, see (2.38). When we write
(5.5) he®

it is to be understood as h®* (V1)) = g*°(Vy) - §°°, in Cartesian coordinates. Finally, in this proof
when we write $ it is to be understood that we omit a constant C'(k, M, A, Apy,1, Bpy]), where for
A[m]; Brm) see Sections 2.7, 3.1 respectively, and m <k + 1.

Note that we may rewrite Og(yy) = 0v - 0 as

(5.6) Oyt = (Og = Og(vyy ) L+ - 0.
———
F1[4] P[]

We name, for convenience,
(5.7) Fly] = Fi[¢]+ F2[¢] = (Og ~ Og(vy)) ¥ + 0% - 09

Then, by the integrated energy estimate (2.48) of Theorem 2.1 for the inhomogeneous wave equa-
tion (5.6), we obtain the following
(5.8)

Eoalv](m)+ [ drEgulv](r)

sgsle)r)+ [ [N (@)@ F) +(mn) T (@0 (Y 6F)’

T2) O<iy +igtis<k—2 0<i+j<k-2 a
s Y S (peRargE) s Y Y (0p0kopF)
{t‘72}0§z1+z2+13gk—3 « 0<iy+ig+iz<k-3 «
$Eoxlv)(m)+ [ [ S N(@er) R s Y S (00 () 0F)’
D(71,72) 0<iy+intis<k—2 a 0<itj<k-2 a
iy Y Y0 QYB) (- Y Y (0010 ()G’
D(T1,72) 0<iy vintis<k-2 o 0<itj<k-2 @

Y saewmpeser)s ¥ S(orasorr)

1=T2} 0<iy +igtis<k-3 @ 0<iy +intiz<k-3 @
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We readily bound the term [ [, . (1-p) Y (8ZQF2) as follows

(5.9
- k-2
- L - i (0B 2
-2
f fmﬁ ) 0( ([97aaﬁ]6aw8w+a“ﬂg(8awa@w)))2
2 .
ffD( ) (%([g’aaﬂ]a‘lwaﬁw+aaﬁaﬁ¢gaa¢+3a¢gaﬁw))2
T1,7T2 -0
:ff% N Z( ( BahBsp + 4P (G, Bap + 4™ BspOaGip

2
+ a0, 0[G, 0510 + aaﬁaawaﬁgw))

2 s 9 k2 )
S[[D(Thm)(l—u);(at‘([g,a 10a05v)) +(1—u);(8t—(a 95Y[G, 0a]t))
k-2
+(1-p) ZO (9 (a*? 0 1[G, 0510))°

k-2 9 k-2 9
DDy (95 (a*P0a1p03G1)) " + (1 - p) 2 (0; (a*P9518aGv))
A Y (@)@

(T1:72) 1<t j<k-1

k=2 5 k=2 9
-0 T (01 (0,50,60)) + (1) T (01 0,00,60)

S Jory W 2, @@ [ (1= 1m)(9}0G)* (& 90

(71,72) 1<i+j<k—2 ]<[k 2|

Therefore, by using the coarea formula (2.29), see Section 2.4, we bound (5.9) from
(5.10)
Y s @) [ @ [Taren R (@ou)? [ (- m)@0g0)
t=r} t=7 t: t=T

Lsi+j<k-1,i<| k51| (=7 m (=7} 1<ij<h-2,5< 552 |

. £1T2 dr Z sup (8”2'(/}) }(aj+1’l/J)2

g2l 852 |41, ick-2- £521-1 {=7}

s [T arBa ) Bl + [ drBa 1) Eenlv)(r)

T1

< Ok, M. A gy, Bey) [ drBW[9)(r) Eaaw](7)

T1

T1

where in the first inequality we use the Sobolev inequality, see Lemma 2.2, and we also used the
requirement k£ > 6. The remaining terms

(5.11) J Lo o 3 (@) ()G )

0<i+j<k-2 a

are similarly bounded by the right hand side of (5.10).
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Moreover, we readily bound the term [ [, _, Yk (3’F2) on the right hand side of equa-
tion (5.8) by using the coarea formula (2.29), see Sectlon 2.4, by the expression below

J S LT ) B G R,
s f /D(m)mz @0

+j<k-1

(5.12) > sup (9'0)° S, @07

1<i+j<k-1,i<| E5t 1J{

g/ﬁ dTE1 [¢¥](T) Ex-1[¥](T)

< Ok, M Apery, Ben)) [ drBua[0)(r) Ega[0)(7),

where in the second to last inequality we use the Sobolev inequality, see Lemma 2.2, and we also
used the requirement £ > 4. The remaining terms

(5.13) D SR M (CORC R,

T2)0<21+22+z3<k 2 «

are similarly bounded by the right hand side of (5.12). Note that we have not yet appealed to the
smallness (5.2), since we have thus far only been discussing semi-linear terms.

We estimate the term ffD(;(n 2) Z (WgFl) , on the right hand side of equation (5.8), by
using the coarea formula (2.29), by the followmg expression

f i dT/ ) Z(al b - g™ (V))0u00))

=0
(5.14)

2
+ atzg (éabrc ab(é)acw - gab(vw)l—\c ab(g(vqp))acw) ) :

Now, we note that

(5.15) I ap(g(Vh)) =T ap(9) + 5 an(h),

where

1..
Se ab(h) = Eéw (aehab + aaheb + abhea)

1
(5.16) + Ehce (_8ehab + Oghey + 8bhea)

1 ce ° 2 A
+ 5}1 (_aegab + a(Lgeb + abgea) .
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Therefore, we write (5.14) in the following form
(5.17)

Z

[ Car [”}O; (10u00) + ;G (3% () = T oy (3) = b S (1) D))

- [Car [ ¥ ygm@aawo+&g@“9aamaw> RGN a(§)00) - DG (S  (W)5))’
i (1,ab 2 i (oabgc 2 i (1, abe ° 2
s [Ta /l} (0 (h9000))” + (9 (55" o (M)0))) + (0 (hT* (§)01)
1 1<i<k-1

+ (07 (h™S° w(R)01))’ )

which, by using the smallness (5.2) for a sufficiently small € > 0, the definition of h, see Section 3.1,

and by distributing the derivatives (with the Cartesian coordinates of Section 2.6), we bound the
above from

(5.18)

s [ Car [ > (0 hetoaoml)’ s Y (1075105 w0 o)’
=7} 1<z<k 1

11+’LQ 7 i1+i2+i3=1

£ Y (10701 W (§) 107 0e])

il +i2 +i3 =1

11 +i2+i3=1

S /;1 2 dr ﬁ[: Z » (6i1+1w)2 (ai2+21/})2 + Z Z (ai1+1’¢)2 (ai2+21/])2

7} 1<i<k-1,i1<| & 4<i<k=14,=| & |+1,ip=[£]-1
) 2 2 2

. Z | Z (8i1+1w)2(8i2+2w)2+ Z Z (8i1+1w)2(8i2+2w)2

4£z§k—1¢1=[%J+27¢2=[%]_2 5<i<k—1 2<[4 s 311>[§J+3

+ Z Z (ai1+1,¢))2(8i2+2,¢)2

1<i<4 iy +ia=1

. Z (8i1+1w)2 (ai2+1,(/))2

1<iy +ig<k-1,i1<[ B3]

4 Z (8i1¢)2 (ai2+1,¢))2 (ai3+1w)2

1<iy +ig+iz<k-1,i1<[ 5L

- mMWWwMWanﬂ



QUASILINEAR WAVE EQUATIONS 17

therefore, by using Sobolev inequalities, see Lemma 2.2, we obtain from (5.18) the following

s f o sup (0710)° [ (020’

1<i<k-1 11<[%J {t="}

D T Ry (ot o A )

Aisk-1 iy = & |+ 1,in=] £]-1 (=7 =7}

) S aw (o) [ (04

d<isk—14;=| & [+2,i=[ £]-2 {t="}

tY X sw (8i2+21/’)2f{5:7}(8i1+1¢)2

5<isk—14y<[£]-3,i {t=}

(5.19) £ 3F S_up(8¢1+1¢)2ﬂ{zT}(8i2+2w)z

1<i<4 iy +io=1 {t=T}

+ 3 sup (8““1/1)2 /{£=T} (5‘“*%)2

1<iy +ig<k—1,i, <[ Bz {E=7}

+ D sup (3“1?)2 f{{:T} (8i2+1w)2 (8"’3”1&)2

1<iy +ig+ig<h—1,; <[ k51 ] {E=T}

f A7 By [0](7) Epat [0](7)

<C(k,M,A, Ay, )[ drEg 1 [V ](T) Eraa [¥](T)

where in the second to last inequality we also used that k = 7 is the smallest integer such that all of
the following hold

(5.20)

([k:;1j+1)+2gk—17 (lk;1J+1+1)+2sk+1, (Lk_ b1

1
J+2+1)+2sk+1, ([ ]—3+2)+2£k—1

where the addition of +2 on the above inequalities comes from the Sobolev inequality, see Lemma 2.2.

Now, by similar calculations, we bound the following term of the right hand side of (5.8)
(5.21)

ffmﬁ, S S0 0@ ) S (@) (0)6R) <C [ Eouv)(n)Elv(r).

7'2)0<11+12+13<k 2 o 0<i+j<k—2 « 71

Finally, by using the bounds (5.10) (5.12), (5.19), (5.21), the integrated energy estimate of equa-
tion (5.8) implies the following

(5.22)
Bgi[v)(ma) + [ " drEg(r)

< O(M,A)Eg 1 [$](r1) + C(k, M, A, Ay )f drEg 1 [](7) Eea [¢](7)
+C(M,A) S (- )Pt (002G F) + S Y (9h0kaEF)?,
{t TQ} 0<iy1+is+i3<k-3 « )

0<i1+ig+iz<k-3 «

where recall that F' = (Dé - Dg(WJ)) U+ 0 - .

Finally, we want to absorb the boundary terms of the right hand side at {f = 75} by the relevant
boundary term Eg [1¢](72) of the left hand side. By using the smallness assumption (5.2), it
is evident that we can appropriately distribute derivatives, in view of the requirement k > 7, to
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conclude that
(5.23)
T2
Bga[¥)(r) + [~ drEgu(r)

T1

<C(k,M,A, Apyy, Brey) Eg k[¢](m1) + C(k, M, A, Ay, Briy) sz drEg x [¢Y](7) Ers1[¥](7),

T1

for a constant C(k, M, A, Apyy, Briy)-
The proof of Proposition 5.1 is thus complete. |

6. PROOF OF THEOREM 1

We are ready to prove Theorem 1.

Proof of Theorem 1. Given L >0, and for a

(6.1) Tatep(Ly by M, A, Ajgay, Bpien]) > 0

to be determined later (see already (6.19)), we apply Proposition 3.1 with 7p,qz = Tstep to find
(6.2) O(Tsteps by M, A, Afgs1y, Blis]) > 0, (Tstep, 0, ky M, A, Apgiay, Blisn]) > 0
sufficiently small, such that if we take

(6.3) Ep[¢](n)<e

then the solution ¢ of the quasilinear wave equation (1.1) exists in Ds(71,72), where

(6.4) T2 = T1 + Tstep-

The two inequalities (4.6), (4.7) are an immediate consequence of the Cauchy stability results (3.9), (3.10)
respectively, of Proposition 3.1.
To obtain the remaining statements, we assume the bootstrap

(6.5) sup ). > 079 < Cu/e,

Ds(11,72) 1<5<k-1 8e{85,8,,01,02,023}
for a constant
(6.6) C’b(k,M7A,A[k+1],B[k+1]) >0

which will be determined later.
First, we prove inequality (4.5), namely
(6.7) sup  Eg i [¢](7) < C(k, M, A, A1), Bria]) Bk [¢](71)-

Te[T1,72]

To prove (6.7), we will introduce an additional bootstrap assumption

(6.8) sup  Eg 1 [¢Y](7) < Choot Eg x[¥](71).

Te[T1,72]

We choose €(Choot) > 0 sufficiently small so that, in view of the bootstrap (6.5), the energy esti-
mate (5.3) of Proposition 5.1 holds, namely
(6.9)
T2
Egal)(r) + [~ Egulv)(r)dr’

T1

< C(kv M7 Av A[k]7 B[k])Eg,k[w](Tl) + C(ka M7A7 A[k]a B[k]) ‘/_I_T2 Eg,k[w](T,)EkJrl [¢](T,)d7,'

1
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Now we use the bootstrap assumption (6.8) and inequality (4.6), which is already proven, to obtain
(6.10)

Eg k[¢](72) + /T2 Eg i [¢](r")dr" <C(k, M, A, A1), Biraa)) Eg e [¢](71)

T1
+C(k, M, A, Apgi11, Brie1]) Cooot Tstep g k[0 ](T1) Es1[¥] (1)
<C(k, M, A, A1y, Brreny) Eg k[¢] (1)
+C(k, M, A, Apg17, Bi+1]) Cooot Tstep - € - Eg k[1] (1)
<O(k, M, A, Apgaa), Birey) (1 + Choot Tstepe) Eg k[¥](71)-
Therefore, by choosing
Choot (ks M, A, Afgi1y, Birsn)
2
we take €(Tsep, kb, M, A, Afji1]; Blis1]) > 0 sufficiently small in inequality (6.10), and obtain

(6.11)

> C(kv Ma A7 A[k+1] ) B[k+1])

C 00
(6.12) B ufy)(r) < 5 Egulv](n).
TE|T1,7T2

We improved the bootstrap (6.8) and thus proved (6.7). Therefore, we concluded inequality (4.5).

Now, we proceed to prove inequality (4.8). We use the energy estimate (6.9), in view of the
now established bound (6.7), and inequality (4.6), namely Ej.1[¢](7") < CupErs1[](m1) for all
7' € [11,72], to obtain
(6.13)

T2
f Egx[v](7")dr" < CEg 1 [](11) + CTstepEg ik [¢](71) B [¢](11)

T1
T2

- Eg k[¢](7")dr" < OFg x[¥](11) + CTstepEg k[¥] (1) Exsa [¢](11)

T1+7o
2

QC(ka M, Av A[k:+1]7 B[k+1])

= g i[¢](112) < (Egk[¢](11) + TstepEg k[ ](11) Exs1 [1](71))

Tstep

where we used that there exists a 71,2 €[5, 73] such that

Tste = N,
(6.14) %Eg,k[d}](ﬁ,ﬂﬁ rriny Bak[P](T))dr",

by the mean value theorem. Therefore, from inequality (6.13) we conclude that, if we take

(6.15) Epa[v](m) <e,

then there exists a 71 5 € [5™, 7] such that

(6.16) Eg,k[@z}](n,z)s( 2¢ +2ce) o [0](r).

Tstep

Furthermore, by using the finite in time bound (6.7), for Eg ;[¢], in the time domain

(617) [TLQ,TQ],
in conjunction with (6.16), we find a, potentially different, constant C(k, M, A, Afy117, Brre1) > 0
such that

(6.18) Eou[)(m) < ( 2

Tstep

+ 206) Eg’k[iﬂ](Tl).

Finally, we choose Tgtep(L, k, M, A, Afjs17, Bli+1]) > 0 sufficiently large and conclude

(6.19) Bg al](r2) < 7 B al](m),

after taking €(7sep) sufficiently small. We have concluded the inequality (4.8).
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To conclude (4.9), we use the now established (4.5), (4.6), (4.7), (4.8) and the classical interpola-
tion Lemma 2.1. Namely, by recalling the constant

(6.20) Cint(k,M,A)>0
from the intepolation Lemma 2.1, we obtain
B [#)(r2) € Cint (Brea [0 (22)) 7 (Braa[$](72)) ™

< Cint (Bg 1 [0](12))? (Brsa[0](12))**

1\/3 2/3 1/3 2/3
<Cot (1) (Con)™ (Bonl01(r)) P (Breale)(m)

< e 3108+ 8108 Cun (B 1] (7)) (Bpia[00](11)) 2,

(6.21)

where for the constant
(622) pr(k;anAaA[kJrl]aB[kJrl]) >0
see Proposition 3.1. We have concluded (4.9).
Of course our inequalities are still conditional on improving the bootstrap assumption (6.5). We
see immediately however that by taking Cy, > C,,, we improve the bootstrap (6.5) by applying a

Sobolev inequality on the already proved inequality (4.6).
The proof of Theorem 1 is thus complete. O

7. PROOF OF THEOREM 2
We are now ready to prove Theorem 2.

Proof of Theorem 2. We will use the results of Theorem 1 in conjunction with an iteration argu-
ment in consecutive spacetime regions.
To apply Theorem 1, we choose L > 0 sufficiently large so that

3
(7.1) L> (2 (Coe+ 1) e%log(cwp))
where for the constants Cj,, Cyp > 0 see equation (4.9). Note that with this choice, the constant on

the right hand side of (4.9) satisfies

_1 2 1
(72) Cinte 5 log L+3 log Cyy < 5

This gives us Tgep, § and e from the statement of Theorem 1 and our choise of L, namely (7.1). We
obtain

(7.3) B [¥](72) < (Bg u[91(11)) " (Braa 9] (n))

for 7 = Ty + Tytep-
First, we prove that there exists a strictly increasing sequence of real numbers {¢;}ien, t; = o0,
such that

(74) to =0, tiy1 —t; = Tsteps
the solution exists in Ds(0,t;) and the following hold

Eg“k-[w](ti) < (%)l Eg,k[w](0)7
(7.5) Era[v](t) <e
Epe2[00](t:) < (Cup)' Erra[1](0)

Note that (7.5) holds for ¢y. For the purpose of using induction, we assume that the solution
exists in Dg(0,¢;) and also assume the iterative step that (7.5) holds for ¢;, so we want to prove (7.5)
for t;+1. Now, in view of Theorem 1 we obtain that the solution exists in Ds(0,¢;4+1) and moreover
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in view of inequality (7.3), the condition for L namely (7.1) and by the iterative step assumptions
we obtain

B [0](tinn) < (B u[0] ()" (Braa[0](:)) "
KENPY 1 2
<(7) O (Boalw) 0D (Braalv)(0))F
< /(=5 1oL 5 0] (g 1 [](0)) ' (Bpaa[1(0))
< (Eg x[$](0))""? (Ers2[v](0))**

<e.

(7.6)

Moreover, since Ex.1[1](0) < € is sufficiently small € > 0, we apply (4.8) of Theorem 1 in conjunction
with the inductive step and obtain

(7.7 Boul)(tin) < 1 Bosl)(0) < (1) Boul)(0)

Furthermore, we apply inequality (4.7) of Theorem 1 in conjunction with the inductive step and
obtain

(7.8) Braa[¥](tis1) < CupBriz[¥](t:) < (Cup)™ Ersa[](0)

Therefore, by (7.6), (7.7), (7.8), it follows that (7.5) holds for ¢;4;. Therefore, by induction (7.5)
hold for all ¢;, j € N.

Now we proceed to prove the the exponential decay (4.13), of Eg i[v] for all times 7 > 0. Note
that for any 7 € R there exists a t; € {¢; }sen, such that

(7.9) |7 —t1] € Tsteps <7

We use the finite in time energy estimate (4.5), of Theorem 1, and the decay of the energy of the
sequence {t;}, see (7.5), and obtain the following
(7.10)
1\
Eg k[¢](1) < C(k, M, A, Apgr1y, Birea)) Eg i [¥](t1) < C(k, M, A, Agiay, Blreny) (f) Eg x[¥](0).
Now, by using one final time the finite in time energy estimate (4.5), of Theorem 1, we conclude the
desired inequality, by noting

1 l
Egi[)(r) € COk M. A, Aggeny, Bny) (7 ) Foa(0)
< C(ka Ma A7 A[k+1]7 B[k+1] )e_l logLEg,k |:¢:| (0)

<C(k, M, A, Afp41], Brrs1y)e” 7 Eg k[1](0),

(7.11)

for cq(K, M, A, Apy1), Bli+1]) = e L "\where in the last inequality we utilized that

Tstep
(712) tl = (tl - tlfl) + (tl—l - tl,g) + (tl,g - tl,g) + -+ (tQ - tl) + tl = Tstepl
SO
(7.13) e7tloe L < e_logL*;lw <8t 1:5;7,

which concludes inequality (4.13).
The exponential decay of the lower order energy Ej,1[¢](7) follows by similar considerations,
from inequality (7.6), which concludes (4.14), for a certain constant cq(k, M, A, A1, Brgs11) > 0.
Note that for the top order energy Ej.2[¢](7), we use (4.7) of Theorem 1 and (7.5), and we only
obtain

log(Cup)

(7.14) Epsa[¥](1) < C(k, M, A, Appsry, Birsng)e = Ere2[9](0),
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which concludes (4.15), for a constant cg(k, M, A, Afgi1], Birs1]) = logT(icl’) > 0, where note that
step
Cwp > 1, see Proposition 3.1.
The proof of Theorem 2 is thus complete. |

8. THE SEMILINEAR EQUATION ON SCHWARZSCHILD—DE SITTER

We here present a simplified proof for the global non-linear stability for the semilinear case

(81) DgM,U/J: 3¢a¢»
with 9 - O = a' 9;900;1), where a* are sufficiently regular components of a smooth tensor
(8.2) a:TMxTM—R

in Cartesian coordinates, see Section 2.7. The results here give a more direct proof and a better
regularity for the initial data than the relevant Theorems 1, 2 that treat the more general quasilinear
wave equation.

Remark 8.1. Note that in this Section we study D(11,72) instead of Ds(71,72), as § =0 here. One
may easily a posteriori extend the results to Ds(71,72). See Remark A.1.

We give the statement of our Theorem, the analogue of Theorem 1, on a fixed large time domain.

Theorem 1’. Let k> 7 and let the tensor a be as in Section 2.7.
Then, there exists a Tsep(k, M, A, Ap_17) > 0 sufficiently large and there exists

(83) €(T€t6p7k7M7 A7A[k?—1]) > O

sufficiently small, where for Ay, see Section 2.7, such that if we take initial data for (8.1) on {1 =71}
with

(8.4) Egp[v](m)<e,  Ex[Y](m1) <oo
and
(85) T2 = T1 + Tstep,

then there exists a unique H* solution in Ds(71,72) to the semilinear wave equation (8.1), and the
following inequality holds

(36) Eaxl4)(r") < 3 Boalw)(m),
for all 7' € [Ty, 72].

A Corollary of Theorem 1’, which is also the analogue of Theorem 2, is the following global
existence and exponential decay result.

Theorem 2'. Let k > 7 and let the tensor a be as in Section 2.7. Then, there exist positive constants
(87) Cd(kvaA;A[k—l])a C(kaMaAvA[k:—l]) >0

such that the following holds.
There exists an € > 0 sufficiently small, such that for

(8.8) Egi[v](0) <e,  Eg[4](0) < oo

the solution of the semilinear wave equation (8.1) exists globally on D(0,00) and the following holds
(8.9) Eg k[¢](1) < Ce™™" Eg k[¢](0),

for all 7>0.

Before proving Theorem 1’ we need the following energy estimate on a fixed spacetime slab. This
is the analogue of Proposition 3.1.
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Proposition 8.1. Let k > 5 and let the tensor a be as in Section 2.7. There exists a positive constant
(810) C(k,M,A,A[k_l]) >0,

where for Ap,_1] see Section 2.7, such that the following holds.
Let v be a solution of the semilinear wave equation (8.1), on a Schwarzschild—de Sitter background
D(71,72) for 71 < To. Then, if the following holds

(8.11) sup Z 3 |07 < \/e

D(71,72) 1<i<| B5L |+1 0€{0%,0,,21,Q22,Q3}

for a sufficiently small € > 0, then we obtain
(8.12)

Boaldl(m)+ [ arBoulw)(r) < CBoalum) +0 s B o)) (. aroalu)n).

T1<T/<T2
for all0 < < 7s.

Proof of Proposition 8.1. We will use the derivatives notation of Section 2.6. Moreover, for the
semilinear term O - 9y and for the definition of the tensor a see Section 2.7.
Let

(8.13) F =8¢0

then by (2.48) we obtain
(8.14)

Bgu[)(r) + [ 7 drBgulw)(r)
< C(M,A\)Eg k[¢](71)

roor) f fD( Y S-w@QGF s ¥ > (9202 (20)" F)’

72) i45=0 o 0<iq +iatiz<k—2 o
+C(M,A) S St (0n02aEgE) + Y Y (00029 F)”.
{8=72} 0<iy 4intiz<k-3 a 0<iy+iotig<k-3

For the terms
(8.15) ffD(Tl’Tz)”;OZQ:(l 1) (91(2)/GF)?

we have already computed in the proof of Proposition 5.1, see inequality (5.10), that
(8.16)

[ fo 5 SO0 @@ G < kM A [ B B alb(r)

72) i+j=0 «

<O M A Ay sw Bialw)() [ Boalv)(r)ar

T'e[T1,72]

From the terms

(8.17) /[ . > Y(0paE @0 F)

2) 0<71+i2+13<k-2 «

on the right hand side of (8.14), we only discuss the term

(819 S Joo & @5
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as the rest will admit the same bound. So, we bound the term (8.18), by using the coarea for-
mula (2.29), as follows

/ fDm 2 (oiF V- fD(m)kZz (0P Do)
SCEMAA) [ fL S @)

(8.19) . srrasket | |
<CUMAMAG) [Tdr % sw @) [ (@)
m I<i+jsk-1,i<| 52 | {E=7} {t=r}
< Cls M A1) s (Bealw)(r) [ drEglv)(),
T1<T/<T9 T1

where, in the last inequality, we used a Sobolev inequality, see Lemma 2.2, and the assumption that
k>5.

Therefore, by using (8.16), (8.19), inequality (8.14) implies
(8.20)

Egul)(m2) + [ 7 drEgiw](r)
< C(k’ M’ A)Eg,k [w](Tl)

+C(k,M,A,A[k_1])( sup By ( )(f drEg u[¥ ](7‘))

T1<T/<T2
O M) [ S Y- (ehakegR)Y e Y Y (000 F)?,
{t=72} 0<iy +intis<k-3 a 0<iq+intis<k—3 a

where recall that F' = 0v - 0.

Finally, we want to absorb the boundary terms of the right hand side at {f = 75} by the relevant
boundary term Eg [¢](72) of the left hand side. By using the smallness assumption (8.11), it is
evident that we can appropriately distribute derivatives, in view of the restriction k > 5, to conclude
that

(8.21)
Egul9)(m) + [ drEgu[9)(r) < CEgulw)(r) + o( sup Ek_lw](T’)) (/7 arEoutvin).
T1 T1<T/<T T1
for a constant C' = C(k, M, A, Apy).
The proof of Proposition 8.1 is thus complete. ]

Now we are ready to prove Theorem 1’.

Proof of Theorem 1'. Note that the semilinear wave equation (8.1) is well posed in H* k>7 by

well-known arguments. The existence of the solution in D(71,72), for 75 defined below, will follow

easily from the estimates that we will prove, so for convenience we here assume existence.
Moreover, we assume the bootstrap assumption

(8.22) sup > > 10| < Cp/e

D(r1,72) 1<i<| B3 |41 0€{0%,0r, 21,022,023}

for any 7 > 0, for a constant Cy,(k, M, A, Arz_17) > 0 to be determined later.
First, we want to prove that for 7., > 0 to be chosen later, there exists an G(Tstep,cb) >0
sufficiently small such that if

(8.23) Egr[¢](m1) <€
for some 71 > 0, then for

(824) Tg =T1 + Tstep



QUASILINEAR WAVE EQUATIONS 25

we obtain

Epa[v](12) <¢,
(8.25) 1
Eg 1 [¢](72) < §Eg,k[¢](ﬁ)-

Let 71 > 0, then in view of the bootstrap assumption (8.22), and for e(7sep, Ct,) we obtain the
result of Proposition 8.1, namely

(8.26)

Bealvl(m)+ [ e ul)(r) < CBgalulm) + 0 swp Bl (. aroalv)
for some constant C' = C(k, M, A, Apz_17). Now, for a sufficiently small e(7y.p) if we assume that
(8.27) Egx[¢](n) <e,

we also have that Ej_1[¢¥](71) <€, and from (8.26) we conclude that there exists a constant
(8.28) C(k, M, A, Ag_1)) >0

where for Apj,_1) see Section 2.7, such that

(8.29) Egu[¢](v") < C(k, M, A, Afp_11) Eg k[¢](71)

for all 7’ €[y, 72].

Moreover, by using again the result of Proposition 8.1 (also see the relevant computation in the
proof of Theorem 1), there exists a constant C(k, M, A, Ap,_17) > 0 such that for any 7, > 0
sufficiently large, there exists an €(7sep) > 0 sufficiently small, and a value

(8.30) T e [“ Z, TQ]
such that, after taking
(8.31) Egp[v](m) <e
and recalling Ey_1[¢](711) < Eg x[¥](71), we obtain
1
(8.32) ngk[d)](leg) < C(k,M,A,A[k_l])Eg’khb](Tl),

Tstep
where we used the mean value theorem. By using (8.29) and (8.32) we obtain

(8.33) B u[](r2) < —

C(ka Ma A7 A[k—l] )Eg,k |:¢:| (Tl)

Tstep

for Tgep > 0 and €(Tgtep, Cp) > 0 sufficiently small, and for a different constant C(k,M,A,A[k_l]).
Now, note that

(3.34) Era[0)(r2) < B alt)(r2) < —

C(ka M7 Aa A[k—l])Eg,k[d’](ﬁ)-

Tstep
Therefore, we choose a T4, sufficiently large, such that
1

(8.35) C(k M, A, Age_y) < %

Tstep
and we obtain
Ep1[v](72) < Eg k[¥](11) <€,

(8.36) Egx[v](m2) < %Eg,k[w](ﬁ)-
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Of course our inequalities are still conditional on improving the bootstrap assumption (8.22). For
the purpose of improving constant Cy, > 0 of the bootstrap assumption (8.22) we note from (8.29)
that

(8.37) Ep a1 [9](1") < C(k, M, A, Ape—1y) Eg x[#](1) < C(k, M, A, Apg—1y)e,

for all 7* € [Ty, 72]. Now, since k = 7 is the smallest integer such that

k-1
(8.38) (L . J+1)+25k—1
we use a Sobolev inequality in (8.37) and prove

(839) sup Z Z |az,¢| < C(kvMaAvA[k—l])\/E

D(0,7) 1<i<| B5L |+1 0€{05,0,,91,02,923}

which improves the bootstrap for a sufficiently large Cy, > C(k, M, A, Aj,_17).
This concludes the proof the Theorem. O

Now, we are ready to prove Theorem 2’, which is in fact a Corollary of Theorem 1’.

Proof of Theorem 2. We want to prove that for sufficiently small initial data

(8.40) Eg 1[1(0) <,
and for the following sequence of ascending real numbers
(841) to = Tstepy tiv1—t; = Tsteps

the solution exists in D(0,t;) and we obtain that

Ey- [1/’] (tz) < O(ka M, A)Ea

8.42 i
(542 Baalv)(t) < (3) Borlv](0),

for all i € N, where for the constant C'(k, M, A) see Remark 2.5.

Note that the inequalities (8.42) hold for tg. Therefore, for the purpose of using induction we
assume the inductive step that (8.42) hold for ¢;. Then, from Theorem 1’ specifically from inequal-
ity (8.6) and the inductive step we obtain

Ek—l[w](tﬂl) < C(k, M, A)E,

8.43 o
( ) Eg’k[i/}](tﬂl) < (%) EQ,k[w](O)v

and moreover conclude that the solution exists in D(0,;41).
Therefore, we have concluded global existence and the inequalities (8.42) for all 4 € N.
Now, we want to conclude the result of the Theorem, namely we want to prove that for

(8.44) Egk[¥](0) <e

we obtain

(5.45) Eg x[$](r) < Ce™*" Bg 4 [4](0),

for constants cq(k, M, A, Ag-17), C(k, M, A, Afz—17) > 0. With initial data
(8.46) Eg 1[¢](0) <e

for a sufficiently small € > 0, we use equation (8.42) and the local in time inequality (8.6) of Theorem
1’, to immediately conclude (8.45).
We conclude the Theorem. O
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APPENDIX A. PROOF OF THE CAUCHY STABILITY RESULT OF PROPOSITION 3.1

In this Section we prove the Cauchy stability statement of Proposition 3.1. This proof will require
using geometric estimates with respect to the metric g(V), so as to not lose derivatives. We will
use some standard definitions and results of the linear theory. Therefore, we first need to discuss
some standard notions.

A.1. Energy momentum tensor and the divergence theorem of a metric g. Let g be a
sufficiently regular Lorentzian metric, and 1 a sufficiently regular function. Then, we define the
energy momentum tensor with respect to that metric as

(A1) T[] =dvedy - Sglvul,

where |V1/J|§ = g9,y 1).
Note the following Proposition

Proposition A.1. Let g be a sufficiently regular Lorentzian metric on Ms and 6(M,A) > 0 suffi-
ciently small. Also, let ¢ satisfy the equation

(A.2) Oy = F.
Then, we obtain the following identity

Jmrin oy T@E] + [ T(o)(X.m)[w]+ [, T(9) (X, m)[¥]

H;ﬂDtj(’Tl,TQ) Hgl"ng(Tl,’Tz)

+.[.[D(;(Tl,TQ)KX(g):j{\{zﬁ}nDs(Tlﬂ)T(g)(Xa”)W]+ffD5(TLT2)ETrX[¢]

for any 0 <1 <o and for any vector field X, where

S O], B[] = ~(XY)F,

where note that the raised indices are with the metric g.

The volume forms on the spacetime domains are to be understood with respect to the metric g,
and the volume forms on the hypersurfaces are to be understood as the ones induced by the volume
form of g. Also

(A.5) n

(A.3)

(A.4) K*(g) =

is to be understood as the unit normal of each hypersurface with respect to g.
Note that in the case g = gpa, 0 > 0, we have explicitly computed the volume forms and the
normals, with which the divergence theorem is to be understood, in Section 2.3.

A.2. The redshift vector field N on the Schwarzschild background g. We present the fol-
lowing redshift Lemmata, see the Lecture notes [12].

Lemma A.1. Let ¢q(M,A) > 0 be sufficiently small. Then, for all 5(M,A) > 0 sufficiently small
there exist a timelike vector field

(A.6) N

on Ds(0,00), such that the following hold

KYN(§) 2 C(M,N)T(G)(N,N)[], in{r,-0<r<r,+qyu{f, —q<r<F,+6}
N =05 in Ds(0,00)N{r,—-d<r<r,+qtu{f,—q<r<7,+d}.

)

(A7)

where for KN (§) see the divergence theorem in Proposition A.1.

The following Lemma, is a higher order manifestation of the redshift effect.
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Lemma A.2. For any k > 0 there exist positive constants

(A.8) kg >0, Er >0

such that for the equation

(A.9) Og% = F,

we obtain that the following holds on H*

(A.10) Oy N* = ki, NF 1+ S 3 QOO O N ™) + NV F,

15 0<Y; my<|m|<k+1, ms<k
where ¢, are smooth functions on H*, and the following holds on H*

(A.11) Oy N* = &, NF 1+ S 3 En QU QT O N + NV F,

1<i<h  0<Y; m;<|m|<k+1, ms<k
where €y, are smooth functions on H*.
A.3. An estimate for metrics close to §. Note the following lemma

Lemma A.3. Let g(v) = g + h(v) be a Lorentzian metric that belongs in the class of Section 3.1,
where v e I' (T Ms) is considered fized, and let 6(M,A) >0 be sufficiently small.
Then there exists an €(6) >0 such that for

(A.12) hy@), B9 )] < Ve

in Cartesian coordinates, the hypersurface {t = 7}, is a Cauchy hypersurface, with respect to g(v),
in Ds(0,00). Moreover, the unit normal n of {t = ¢} is timelike on Ds(0,00) with respect to g(v)
and the redshift vector field, see Lemma A.1, is timelike with respect to g(v), as well. Furthermore,
the hypersurfaces

(A.13) Hy  H;

are spacelike hypersurfaces with respect to the metric g(v) in Ds(0, 00).
Finally, we obtain

[{_ T(g(v))(n, ) [¥]dg(v) or) ~ [{ T(9) (o, 1) [0 ) irgiery

(A14) Sy, OO Mg ~ [, F(a<arw>2+<at—w>2+|w|2>,

Sy, OO M@ ~ [, (6@)? + (@) +Y0P),

\/T

where the constants only depend on the black hole parameters, and dg(v){ng},dg(v)Hg,dg(v)gg

are the induced volume form of the spacetime volume form of the metric g(v) on the hypersurfaces
{t =7}, 13, Hy, respectively. For the energy momentum tensor T see Section A.1, for the redshift
vector field N see Lemma A.1.

Proof. The proof of this Lemma is direct by noting that the energy momentum tensor of the metric

g(v) is
(A.15) T(()) (XY [Y] = X9V - g()(X.Y)IV0l,).

for any two smooth vector fields X,Y.
Specifically, by taking

(A.16) [hij (W)l [h7 (v)] < Ve
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sufficiently small, we conclude the causal behaviour of the hypersurfaces mentioned, and by pointwise
estimates on the integrands we conclude

(A.17)

o, T g )y ~ TG ien

Sy TE@IW, W1y [rﬁ

m 3(D,0)? + (9r0)? + [Vl +/e(0) ((0,0)” + (9r0)* + Y ul) )

Sy TEED@ I ds(0) i - [m T (00000 # Q0?9+ VEB) (00" + @uw)* + F0P)).

Now, for €(d) « ¢ we conclude (A.14) . O

A.4. Elliptic estimates and estimates on H},H} for the quasilinear wave equation. Note
the following elliptic estimate

Lemma A.4. Let k > 4 and let v satisfy the quasilinear wave equation (1.1) in Dgs(71,72) for
71 < T2 and for a sufficiently small 6(M, ) > 0, where for the tensors a,h see the Sections 2.7, 3.1
respectively. Then, for any ry <rg <7y <7, there exist constants

(A18) C(r07rlykaM7A7A[k+1]7B[k+1])7 C(k7M7A7A[k+1]aB[k+l]) >0
independent of 0, where for Api1), Birs1) see Sections 2.7, 3.1 respectively, and there exists an
€=€(0,k, M, A, Apps1y; Bres11) sufficiently small such that the following holds.

If

(A.19) sup Y. 3 |07 9] < Ve
Ds(71,72) 1<j<k—1 8¢{87,8,,01,022,03}

holds, we obtain that

(A.20)

/ o T S(Op0r0e) g <O /t > T@Nn)[N"Y]dgs=r),

7'} 1<i1+i0+i3<) o T} 1<i<j-1
8“32292377/1 dggierr < C(rg,r 3“9221/1 dGii=rrs
‘[{t =7'}n[ro,m1] 1<11+122:+13<] Za:( ) tr=r} (ro,m) {t=r"}n[ro,r1] 1<le+;2<j %: ( ) =}

dg 5 i1 92 (O)i3 2 1 ()i2 1
fﬂﬁﬂ—u( X porage) s 3 (0700) )<Cf > T@N,m)N'Y]din,,

1<i1+i2+13<7,i2>21 « 1<i1+i2<7 « a 1<i<j-1

dg 5 i1 92 (O)is 2 1 ()i2 1
waH—u( > Xpopaze) + X Y(67 ) )sCf > TEN.n)[N'Y]dgas,

1<i1+i2+13<7,12>1 « 1<i1+i2<7 « 5 1<i<j-1

for1<j<k+2.

Proof. The proof of this Lemma comes from the estimates of Lemma A.3.
For the first inequality of (A.20), for j = 1, we use the smallness (A.19), and Lemma A.3. We
prove the estimate for all orders j, by first noting that the energy momentum tensor of g(V) is

(A.21) T (9(V)) (X, m)[X9] =T (9) (X, n)[X"¢] - *h(X n, V) [vX* ¢|g(vw)’

for any two smooth vector field X, X. Therefore, for €(8) > 0 sufficiently small, we use elliptic
estimates on the difference Og1) = (Dg - Dg(wj)) ¥+ 0y - O and conclude. We also used that k > 4.
For the second inequality of (A.20), we obtain the estimate by arguing as above and by taking
€(0) > 0 small. We also used that k > 4.
For the the last two inequalities of (A.20), on the hypersurfaces Hg,’;’-_[g, to get the estimate for
j =1, we use the smallness (A.19), and Lemma A.3. We prove the analogous estimate for all orders
j, for a sufficiently small €(d) > 0 by noting the form of the energy momentum tensor (A.21), and
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by using elliptic estimates on the difference 049 = (Dg - Dg(Vw))d) + 0y - 0. We also used that
k>4. O

Finally, note the following estimate

Lemma A.5. Let k > 4. Let ¢ satisfy the quasilinear wave equation (1.1) in Ds(71,72) for a
sufficiently small 6(k, M, A, Afji17, Bire1]) > 0, where for the tensors a,h see the Sections 2.7, 3.1
respectively

Then, there exists a constant

(A?Q) C(k,M,A,A[k+1],B[k+1]) >0

independent of §, and an € = €(0,k, M, A, Afj411, Bia1]) > 0 sufficiently small such that the following
holds. If

(A.23) sip Y S s ve

Ds(11,72) 1<j<k-1 8€{8z,8,,21,022,03}

then we obtain that
(A.24)

5 i1 )iz o i1 (yiz, )2 1 o
|_[+ z ZT(g)(afvn)[af Qa dem _/};Jr Z z(atag Qa '(/J) 7\/mdgj.[5

5 1<iy+ia<j-1 @ 5 0<iy+ia<j—1 @

<Cs [H X TOW.m)N)dgn,,

5 1<i<j-1
g EYeX ° i1 Oyia, )2 1 .
[ ST@@mo el - [ Y Y (a0 0) ———dix,
Hi 1<ii+izgj-1 @ H} 0<irtinsj-1 @ 11—y

<cs [ T@Wm)INldg;.

5 1<i<yj-1

for1<j<k+2.

Proof. We note that for for the metric g, we obtain
. . j j 1, .7 1 o oFE
T(§) (95,7, ) [079] = (((%”W)2 (cl(r) — 5 id" - 562(?‘)9&-9“)
+8:0299,000 (ca(r) = c1(1)§7zg™ — e2(1) ™)
+y ool (-3e1(rga - Sea()gm)

j 1 o _orr 1 o orr
+(5r3§¢)2(—501(r)gzzg - 5¢2(7)9arg ))

where for nq,,c1(r),ca(r) see Section 2.3, and specifically ¢ (r) = \/ﬁ +OG/1-pl) asr—ry

and co(r) = —/|1 — p|. At r =7, = § the following hold
1, . 1 .
‘—5 wd'" = 52()ged" | ~ VI - pl~ ',

lea(r) = e1(r)gzg™ = ca(r)ger g™ | ~ /1 = ] ~ 6112,

1 1
_501(1")9;5— 502(7‘)9@ ~ /|1 _ :U/| ~ 61/27

(A.26)

1 R .
_561(7')9{1?9 - 502(r)gt—rg 1= P2 52,

see Remark 2.3 for the inverse metric components. A similar estimate holds for the hypersurface
H, since ﬁgg has a favorable form, see Section 2.3. We obtain the linear version of the Lemma.
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For the quasilinear version we use the smallness (A.23) to obtain
(A.27)
2 1

/Hg > 2T (0,07 Q¥ )dgr, - fH Y Y (e0razy) \/mdgm

1<iy+iz<j-1 a 5 0<iy+iz<j-1 a

o e i i
<CVs T(N, f30,) [N )dgae, +\/€(8 9 g2 Qizgp)? _IHs
[f% 151‘;—1 (N i, JLN'0 «l )fHE 15i1+i22:+i3£jza:( K ZZJ) V1 -yl
2 1

L. % ST@wm )0 eiedi, - [ Y S (@) e

5 1<ii+ie<j-1 « 5 0<ip+i2<j-1 «
o i o I i1 qis (i 2 dgy

< Cﬁ[+ Z T(Nv an)[N w]dg'H(; + 5(5) f+ Z Z (85137,290?1/}) 7% ,

Hi 1<i<j-1 H3 1<is4intis<j o [1-pl

for all 1 < j < k+2, where C = C(k, M, A, Aj11), Birs1]). Therefore, for a sufficiently small 6 and
€(d) «< 0, we use Lemma A.4 and conclude. O

A.5. Proof of Proposition 3.1. Now we proceed to the proof of the Proposition.

Proof. Let 7 > 0.

We will use the derivatives notation of Section 2.6. Moreover, for the semilinear term 0t -9y and
for the definition of smooth tensors a, h, see Sections 2.7, 3.1 respectively. In this proof, when we
write

(A.28) hap
it is to be understood ha, (V) in Cartesian coordinates, see (2.38). When we write
(A.29) heb

it is to be understood as h® (V1)) = ¢?*(Vy) - §°°, in Cartesian coordinates. Finally, in this proof
when we write $ it is to be understood that we omit a constant C'(k, M, A, App.1, Bpy), where for
A, Bpm) see Sections 2.7, 3.1 respectively, where m < k + 1.

Existence and uniqueness.

The existence and uniqueness part of the proof follow readily, by well known arguments, from the
energy estimates (3.9), (3.10). Therefore, we only prove (3.9), (3.10), assuming existence.

An auxiliary energy.

We here introduce an auxiliary energy with which we will estimate the d; flux on {f = 7}, see
already (A.52). We define
(A.30)
£, = [, Y SR e (-n) Y Y (0000 dgg,

{T=r}n{re+q<r<re=a} 1¢i 1 1is<j o I<iy +ig+ig<)j @

for ¢ > 0 as in the redshift Lemma A.1.

The linear wave equation analogue

Before proving the Cauchy stability estimate (3.9), (3.10) for the solutions of the quasilinear wave
equation, we sketch the proof of (3.9), (3.10) for the solutions of the linear wave equation

(A.31) 049 =0,

so that the reader can see the similarity between the two proofs. Also see the Lecture notes [12].
The steps of the proof of the relevant quasilinear estimate are similar, but by also treating the
non-linearities appropriately.

First, we apply Proposition A.1 with multiplier 0; and obtain that there exists a constant
C(M,A) > 1 such that

(A.32) Evg[¢](m2) < C(M, M) Er[])(11)
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for all 71 < 7. By commuting the wave equation appropriately many times with 92, and by using
elliptic estimates, then (A.32) implies

(A.33) Ejq[¢](m2) < C(j, M, A) E;[¢](71)

for all § > 1, for some constant C(j, M,A) > 1.
Second, we apply the divergence Theorem with multiplier the red-shift vector field N, see Lemma A.1,
and obtain

(A31) B+ [ B0 <COMA) [ B[00 + CG M, A ) (n),

1 1

for all 71 < 75. By commuting the wave equation j—1 times with IV, also see the redshift Lemma A.2
and by using elliptic estimates, then (A.34) implies

(A35)  E0)(rm)+ [ arE[01(r) <CGMA) [T B [0)(r) + CUMME[9)(n).
for all j > 1.
Now, by using (A.33) and (A.35) we obtain that there exists a constant C'(j, M, A) such that

(436)  Ei[o)(r)+ [ B[ < CGM, M E[0)(r) (72 = 1) + (M, A E;[](),

T1

for all 71 < 79. Note that (A.34) holds for all 71 > 7y in the place of 7;. We readily obtain that

(A.37) E;[¢](7) < C (G, M, A)E;[4](71)

for all 7 > 71, which concludes the proof of the energy estimates (3.9), (3.10) for (A.31).
The bootstrap.
We now return to the proof of the Proposition 3.1.
We introduce the bootstrap assumption

(A.38) sup > > 74| < Cu/e

D5 (7T1,T1+Tmax) 1<j<k—1 0e{0z,0r,001,Q22,03}

for a large constant Cp(M,A) >0 to be determined later.

Volume form notation.

In this proof in any integrals over spacetime domains or hupersurfaces without explicit volume
forms it is to be understood that the volume forms of the integrals over spacetime domains are with
respect to the metric g(V). The volume forms of the integrals over hypersurfaces are with respect
to the induced volume form of the metric g(V+) on those hypersurfaces.

The multiplier estimates.

First, we write the general energy identities (multiplier estimates) we need. We will later use
them for the vector fields Oz, N.

We apply the divergence Theorem, see Proposition A.1, for the quasilinear wave equation (1.1),
for the metric g(Vt), with multiplier X and appropriately many commutations with a vector field
X , on the extended region

(A39) D6(7—177—1 +7—maz)'
We consider any

(A40) T2 = T1 £ Tmaz-
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We obtain
(A.41)

(ﬂf_TQ}mDé(Tl’TQ) : L;0D5(71772) ’ L}”Da(71772)) T(g(V’(/J))(X) TL)[X%/}]
1 ~ .
“f 5 DT a(TET (T K]

j-1

— i i—-1-1 if af
e Ta XX [ [ XK (Z [Ogcruy, X] X1+ X (a aawaw))

1=0

for all 1 <i<k+1. Note the deformation tensor of g(V)) is
(A.42)

% (X)ﬂ/w(g(Vw))Tuy(g(vw))[j(iw]
= 2 (Lx 5+ (V) 9" (99)g (V) Tas (9(76)) Xy
% (£xg 4 £xB(VH)),., (3" 4107 (T0)) (37 + 0 (7)) (T() (0 0) (X 6] - 51005, YOIV UL g
:E ((X)Ww(é)T“”(g)[j(iw]) +(X) ﬂ-non—lin(Xiw)a
with
(A.43)
OO onetin (X 0)

= (L0, 8" (8 S has (VOITE VL g + HOTG) 000 X 0] + 07 (T0) S has (V)

2
+ (ﬁxg)uuh”a(v¢)( "PT(9)(9a, 05) [ X"¢]
fhaa(vw)wxwg(vw) + hPT(§)(0a, 0p)[X ] + h”ﬂmb)‘;haﬁ(vw)
+ (Lxh(VY)),,, é““(é”ﬂT(é)(am 9p)[X'9]
+ has (VO W ) + HPT() (00, 09) X0 +h”f’<v¢)‘;haﬁ<vw>)
+ (Lx (TP (V1)) ( YT (9) (0 0) [ X 0]
+ a”ﬁ‘;haﬂ<vw)|vm|§<w> +hPT(9) (D0, 05) [ X4] + h”f3<vw)‘;ha6<vw))

where we used that the energy momentum tensor of g(V) is

(A.44) T(g(V) (X, V)] = T(9) (X, Y)[v] - *h(X Y, VO)|VYL vy
for any two smooth vector field X,Y, with

(A.45) |V7/’|52](v¢) = 9" (V) Datp Oy

The J; multiplier estimate.
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and of
(A.46)
We obtain
(A.47)

{t=72}

QUASILINEAR WAVE EQUATIONS

We apply the energy identity (A.41) with multiplier 07 and commutators 8;1 Q2 in view of (A.42)

(a{)ﬂpw(ﬁ)-rlw (9)=0.

T(9(V¥)) (95 1) [0 X))

) ‘/{E=T1}0D(S(Tl,72) T(g(v)) (@, m) [8%1 ng]

i (IHEDD‘S(TI’W) i ‘/HgﬁDa(n,'rz)) (T(Q(VMJ))((?E, n)[6£1 chw])
- (9%)  ai1 iz
f /;5(71’7_2) Wnon-lm(at— Qa 1[1)

-/ fDWﬁﬁ?QW( ST 0[Oy 050 00 + 0208 (o 0,v050)

J1+je+iz+ja=ii+iz—1j5+je=1

Therefore, by summing over 1,42, @ and by adding in the hypersurface terms

(A.48)

z1+1 7,2 dc
lsilzzﬂ’zsi Za: (-/HgﬁDé(ﬁ,Tz) " fH*ﬂDs(ﬁ,Tz)) ( w) IHs

|1—u|

on both sides of (A.47) and recall the the energy momentum tensor of g(V), see (A.44), we obtain

(A.49)

> Yo

1<t1+i2<i o

L T@@km(op i)

i1+l yiz )2 1 o
" 1<i§2<i Z.: (‘[H+0D5(TI;T2) ’ fH*ﬂDs(ﬁ,Tz)) (85 e ¢) a9,
PO IR (IR EA Al

1<i1+i2<i o«

D

1<i1+i9<t « =72} 2

-2
>

ey

*h(an n, V¢)|V‘9“le¢|g(vw)

1<iy +ia<i za: (LgﬂDg(Tl,Tz) " \/7;1ng5 (71,7'2)) (T(g(vw))(aﬁ n)[af Qa 7/)])

. . 2 1
+ ouO dg
1<iq+i2<1 %: ([H+ODJ(71 7'2) Lﬂ*ﬂDa (7’1,7'2)) ( t « w) 1 gHé

11— pf

= X S o O Tronin(0 Qi)

1<i1+i2<i o«

- Z Z [ ./Da(‘rl,fz) afatél Qj;w( Z Z 81%1 Qf; [Dg(vw)’ 81%5 Qiﬁ] ag?’ szw

1<i1+i2<i o

Jit+je+iz+ja=ii+iz—1js+je=1

+ 022 (a*?0a1p051)) )

Now, note that there exist constants ¢(M,A),C(M,A) >0, such that

(A.50)

(M, A) ((9p)? + 1Y 91%) < T(9) (95, Agrary ) [$] + C(M, A) |1 = pul(8:90)?,

in sufficiently small neighborhoods of the horizons and

(A.51)

c(M, A, q) ((95)* + (0:0)* + |[VUI*) < T(9) (O, ga=ry ) [¥]

) |
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in (ry +q,7. —q). Therefore, in view of Lemma A.3 and the elliptic estimate of Lemma A.4, we note
that there exists a § > 0 sufficiently small, and an €(d, Cy,) > 0 sufficiently small, such that
(A.52)
cEjq(72)
< CEJ (7’1 )
e S ¥ (@rerai) dien

(=72} 1<i1 4in+is<i o

B Z Z ([H*ng (71,72) " ]’7':[*0D5(T1,T2)) (T(g(vw))(a{7 n) [agl QZ¢])

1<iy +ia<j—-1 o

s 1
+ + o102 y)° dg
2 X (ngnD,;(ﬁ,m) f?{gnDa(n,m)) (0 ) 1y IHs

1<iy+i2<j-1 @

1 1 ()i2
+ oy Zf{,:T , 5h(8an7vw)lvag 9% ¢|Z(v¢)

1<iy+i2<t «

- (af)ﬂ-non— in 851 Qiz
Z Z./\—/[\)(;(Tlﬂ'g) ! ( t aw)

1<iy+iz<j-1 a

B T St E 5 oo e ararlotors

1<ip+ia<j-1 « Jitj2+jz+ja=ii+iz—1js+je=1
+ 01 Q%2 (a®P 9,1 057)) )
= CEj(Tl)
+C9 > X (00p0ie) digen

(=72} 1<i) tintis<j o

- Z Z (fH*nDs(n,Tz) " f’H*nDa(n;rz)) (T(Q(V¢))(afa n) [a%l ng])

1<i1+i2<j-1 «

; N2 1
+ + otz dg
Z Z(AgﬂDs(ﬁ,Tz) f'HgﬂDé(ThTz))( t 1/)) [1 - pl IHs

1<i1+i2<j-1 «

]' ’il i2
S MG DIt e

1<ii+i2<t «

B TS o @0

1<ig +ia<j—-1 o

- Z Z / \/D(s(n 72) at8;192¢( Z Z 8519]0“2 [hab(vw)aaab +5° ab(h)ac’ 8559246] 853930;41/)

1<ii+ip<j-1 a Jitjatjz+ja=iz+ia—1js+je=1

+ 01 Q%2 (a®P9,1p057)) )

for all 1 < j < k+1, for some constants c(M,A),C(k, M, A, A1y, Bire1y) > 0, where for S¢ 4
see (5.16). Note that to get the energies E; 4, E; on the left hand side and right hand side respectively,
we used the bootstrap assumption (A.38) and Lemma A.3, for €(d,C},) > 0 sufficiently small.

We now estimate the hypersurface terms on H},H} on the right hand side of (A.52) (in view
of Lemma A.5) and the two last (non-linear) terms of (A.52). Specifically, in view of the boot-
strap (A.38), and the definitions of the smooth tensors a, h, see Sections 2.7, 3.1 respectively, there
exists a ¢ > 0 sufficiently small, and an €(6, C},) > 0 sufficiently small, such that for the two non-linear
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terms we use the Lemma A.3 and the coarea formula (2.4), to obtain

Eii1,4(72)
< CEps1(11) + COER1(12)
(A.53) +C\/5([ +f ) T(N. ) [N diag.
H5NDs(71,72) HENDs(71,72) 12;;@ ( )IN'Y] IHs

+1¢€(0)C ‘[ﬁw drE;(T),

for k > 7, where C' = C(k, M, A, Agy117, Brre17) > 0. We appropriately distributed derivatives and

used a Sobolev estimate, see Lemma 2.2, in view of the fact that k = 7 is the smallest integer such
that

(A.54) AZIN

The N multiplier estimate.

We apply the energy identity (A.41) with multiplier N and commutators N?, in view of (A.42).
We obtain

(A.55)
(/AR A S L Ce e
S Lo 3 O m@T @IV

o, TEEO)N. N

. . i71 . .
-/ [ N o in(N'0) - [ [ N“W(ZNI [Og(wuy, NN+ N (a@ﬁaawagw))
Ds(11,72) Ds(11,72) 1=0

forall 1<i<k.

Therefore, for a sufficiently small § we obtain
(A.56)

+ + T(g(V N,n N*
(./{trrz}an(n,rz) ‘/7.-[:;'0175(71’7'2) [HEHDJ(‘H#@)) (g( d}))( )[ 7/1]
1 .
Loy o oy v
+[ [Ds(ﬁ,Tz)ﬂ({7"+—qS7‘S7‘++q}U{T"+—qﬁrg‘ﬁq})2 T (GIT(GINY]
_ T(g(VY))(N,n)[N®
ooy TG (N[N
1 ) :
= M (T (g(V) [N

- f fDa(7'1,72)\({rrqsrﬁu+q}U{f+qursF++q}) 2

R N“lw(le [Cgcoey NNy N (aaﬂaawﬁw)’
Ds(71,7m2) Ds(11,72) =0
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for all 1 <4<k, where for g see Lemma A.1. Now, we estimate the second term on the right hand
side of (A.56), and obtain
(A.57)

+ + T(g(vVe))(N,n)[N*
(-/{\{=T2}0D5(T1,7'2) AgﬂDg(Tl,Tg) »/%LgﬁDJ(Tl,TQ)) (g( Z/J))( )[ w]

1 )

(N) oNTHY [ 2 )

+ - ()T N
_/ ‘[Dg(‘rl,7'2)ﬁ({1‘+—quSr++q}U{F+—quSF++q}) 2 " (g) (g)[ 'll)]

T N,n)[N*
ooy TGO (N[N
+ CTinas SUD S S (9R a0y

re[ry,m2] =TI +asr<Ti=a} 1<i) 4igtig=it]

. . 1’71 . .
_ f f (N)ﬂ-non—lin(le) _ f f N7,+1w (Z Nl [Dg(v¢), N] Nl—l—l,(/J + Nt (aaﬂaawaﬁw)) ,
Ds(11,72) Ds(11,72) 1=0

for all 1 <4 <k, where the constant C' > 0 depends only on the black hole parameters.
Now, in view of Lemma A.3 and the elliptic estimates of Lemma A.4, there exist 6,¢(d,Cp),
sufficiently small, such that the estimate (A.57) implies

cBj(m) e [ drE;(r)

+c + T(N,n)[N%]dg
(AgﬂDg(Tl,TQ) —LEHD5(T1,T2)) 1S’i§j—1 ( )[ ¢] gHé
SCEj(Tl)'FCTmaI sup Ej,q('r)

Te[11,72]

- (N)ﬂ—nan— in NZ"/}
/ -/;5(7'1,7'2) 15%—1 l ( )

) i—1 ) )
w5 S oy 2 N[ SN B NN N (@0,00,0))
5(71,72) 1<i<j-1 =0
ICVEVJ‘(T1)+C'Tmaz sup Ej’q(T)

T€[T1,72]

_ M on-tin (N1
non-lin
-/ st(ﬁn) 19‘2—1 ( )

) -1 .
_ / L Z N1+1w(z Nl [DQ,N] N?,—l—l,(/})
5(T1,72) 1<i<j-1 =0
i—1
_ f f SNy (Z N [h%0,0y + ¢ 4p0e, N N1 lap + N (a“ﬁaawaaw)) :
Ds(71,72) 1<i<j-1 1=0

for all 1 < j <k + 1, for some constants c(k, M, A, A(gs1], Bir+1]), C(k, M, A, A(gi1], Bir+1]), where
for S¢ 4p see (5.16).

Similarly to (A.52), we estimate the two last (non-linear) terms of (A.58). Note that we estimate
the third to last bulk term of (A.58), in view on the linear N-commutation Lemma A.2. Specifically,
in view of the bootstrap (A.38), and the definitions of the smooth tensors a, h, see Sections 2.7, 3.1
respectively, there exists a § > 0 sufficiently small, and an €(d, Cy,) > 0 sufficiently small, such that
for the two non-linear terms we use the Lemma A.3 and the coarea formula (2.4), to obtain

T2 .
E T+/ drE T+/ +f T(N,n)[Nip)dg
k1 (72) - k1 (7) ( H:nDs(71,72) H;ng(n,m)) 2 TN )N ]dgs,

1<i<k

(A.59)
< CEk+1(Tl)+CTmaa; Sup EJ:Q(T)

Te[T1,72]
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for k > 7, where 0 < C' = C(k, M, A, Afi417, Bpi+17)- We appropriately distributed derivatives and

used a Sobolev injection, see Lemma 2.2, in view of that k = 7 is the smallest integer such that
k+1

(A.60) | ;

We obtain
The combination of the J; and N multiplier estimates.
Now, we combine the 9¢-estimate, namely (A.53), and the N-estimate, namely (A.59).
We obtain

T2 L
E T+f drE T+f +f T(N, n)[N]dg
i) s [Tt ([ ) TN i,

1<i<k

|+2<k-1.

< CEBpya(m) + CTmaz(CEk+1(T1) +C0Ey1(2)

(A.61)
+c¢5( JAY ) ;wﬁ,m))ékT(N’”)[NW%
+ \/6(_5)0 fT:z dTEk+1(T)),

for k>17.

The integral inequality. Therefore, for §(Tmaz), €(Tmaz,d) > 0 sufficiently small, then from
inequality (A.61) we obtain

(A.62) Epe1 (1) + f A7 o1 (7) < CEpor (1) + C (72 = 71) Epe1 (1),

for k > 7, and for a constant C(k, M, A, A1y, Brre1) > 0. Note that (A.62) is the quasilinear
analogue of the integral inequality (A.36).

Finishing the proof, improving the bootstrap (A.38).

Note that the estimate (A.62) holds for any 7{ > 71 in the place of 7.

Therefore, arguing as in the linear case, see the integral inequality (A.36), we obtain from (A.62)
that there exists a constant

(A63) pr(k,M7A7A[k+l]aB[k+l]) >1
independent of 7,4, such that
(A64) Ek+1 [111)](7—,) < prEk+1[w](Tl)a

for all 7/ € [71,T1 + Tmaz]. Moreover, by using (A.64) and the smallness Ey.1[%](71) < €, we also
prove that

(A.65) Eri2[](7") < CupBraz[v](1),

by repeating the arguments of the above proof, and after redefining Cy,(k, M, A, Arpi17, Brreay) > 1
appropriately, provided that Ejo[¢](71) < oo.

Finally, for a sufficiently large Cy,(k, M, A, Afg11, Bie+1]) > Cup and a sufficiently small € > 0, we
improve the bootstrap assumption (A.38) by Sobolev inequalities, see Lemma 2.2, on the left hand
side of inequality (A.64).

We conclude the energy estimates (3.9), (3.10) and therefore the Proposition. O

Note also the following Remark

Remark A.1. A posteriori, one can remove the dependence of 0 on the Tsep parameter. To do so,
note that we dropped the terms on the hypersurfaces Hj,Hy from (A.61). By using the N redshift
vector field in the spacetime regions

(A.66) {ry-d<r<r,-d}, {Fy+6<r<i, +0}
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for 6 >0 as in Theorem 1, and for a sufficiently small & independent of Tstep, We can absorb the
contributions at Hy, H3 by (A.61), and conclude the Cauchy stability result of Proposition 3.1 for a
6 > 0 in the place of 4.
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