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Abstract

This paper establishes a mathematical proof of the blue-shift instability at the sub-extremal Kerr

Cauchy horizon for the linearised vacuum Einstein equations. More precisely, we exhibit conditions on

the s “ `2 Teukolsky field, consisting of suitable integrated upper and lower bounds on the decay along

the event horizon, that ensure that the Teukolsky field, with respect to a frame that is regular at the

Cauchy horizon, becomes singular. The conditions are in particular satisfied by solutions of the Teukolsky

equation arising from generic and compactly supported initial data by the recent work [51] of Ma and

Zhang for slowly rotating Kerr.
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1 Introduction

The sub-extremal Kerr solution of the vacuum Einstein equations

Ricpgq “ 0

models a stationary and rotating black hole, devoid of any gravitational radiation. While we expect that

the exterior is stable if small gravitational radiation is taken into account1, heuristics going back to Penrose

[55] indicate that the interior is subject to a blue-shift instability: gravitational radiation entering the black

hole builds up at the Cauchy horizon CH` and leads to the formation of a singularity. Although the full

A

B

CH`

i`

I`

i0

H`

Σ0

Figure 1: The blue-shift effect. For observer A an infinite time passes, while observer B reaches the Cauchy

horizon in finite time; signals sent by A are received by B shifted to the blue.

resolution of this conjecture is still open, a large body of research concerning simplified models has since lent

support to the validity of this scenario. The first class of simplified models we would like to mention here

concerns non-linear spherically symmetric perturbations of the sub-extremal Reissner-Nordström black hole,

which also possesses a Cauchy horizon in its interior that is subject to a blue-shift instability. The works

by Hiscock [34], Poisson-Israel [57], [58], and Ori [54] investigate and prove this blue-shift instability for the

spherically symmetric Einstein-Maxwell-null dust system and the works of Dafermos [12], [13] and of Luk-Oh

[46], [47]2 do so for the spherically symmetric Einstein-Maxwell-scalar field system. The second class of

simplified models are linear models on a Kerr background – and in particular the linear scalar wave equation

which serves as a “poor man’s linearisation” of the vacuum Einstein equations. The study was initiated by

1See [40], [16], [41] for recent results on the black hole stability problem.
2See also [45] for the linearised case.
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McNamara [52], who indeed also considers gravitational perturbations. Results of a similar nature for the

scalar wave equation were proven by Dafermos-Shlapentokh–Rothman [20] and in [60]. These results all have

in common that they only ensure the abstract existence of solutions that become singular at the Cauchy

horizon, but they do not provide explicit criteria that ensure that a particular solution becomes singular.

This gap was filled for the scalar wave equation in collaboration with Luk in [49], which shows that under

the assumption of suitable upper and lower bounds on the decay along the event horizon, the energy of the

scalar field becomes unbounded at the Cauchy horizon. (The wave itself remains bounded [31], [24].) It was

later shown by Hintz [32] and Angelopoulos-Aretakis-Gajic [2] that the assumed bounds on the event horizon

are generically satisfied.

The present work makes the step from the scalar wave equation to linearised gravitational perturbations

in the form of the Teukolsky field [67]. Analogously to [49] we exhibit conditions on the Teukolsky field along

the event horizon, consisting of integrated upper and lower bounds on the decay, which ensure the blow-up

of the Teukolsky field at the Cauchy horizon. More precisely, we show

Theorem 1.1. Assume ψ satisfies the Teukolsky equation with s “ `2 and, along the event horizon H`,

• assume that there exists p P N s.t.
ş

H`Xtv`ě1u
v2p
` |ψ|

2 volS2dv` “ 8 . Let p0 be the smallest such integer

and assume p0 ě 2,

•
ş

H`Xtv`ě1u
v2p0
` |ψSpm0l0q|

2 dv` “ 8 for some m0 P Z, l0 ě maxt2, |m0|u, where ψSpmlq denotes the

projection of ψ on the pm, lq spin 2-weighted spherical harmonic,

•
ş

H`Xtv`ě1u
v2p0
` |Bv`ψ|

2 volS2dv` ă 8,

•
ş

H`Xtv`ě1u
vqr` |B

kψ|2 volS2dv` ă 8 for some 2 ă qr ă 2p0 with qr P R and for all k “ 0, 1, . . . , 7.3

It then follows that
ż

ΣXtv`ě1u

v2p0
` |ψ|2 volS2dv` “ 8 , (1.2)

where Σ is a hypersurface transversal to CH` as in Figure 2.

H`

CH`

i`

Σ

Figure 2: The statement of Theorem 1.1.

Here, v` “ t` r˚ and Bv` is the Killing vector field which is a time-translation at spatial infinity, see also

Section 2.1. We also refer the reader to Theorem 3.9 in Section 3 for the precise statement of Theorem 1.1.

We would like to bring to the reader’s attention that the coordinate v` is not regular at the Cauchy

horizon. There, V `r´ “ ´eκ´v` is a regular boundary defining function with tV `r´ “ 0u being the Cauchy

horizon. The constant κ´ ă 0 is the surface gravity of CH`. Moreover, the regular Teukolsky field ψ̂ at

3See assumption (3.4) on page 31 for the precise statement.
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CH`, i.e., the linearisation of the Teukolsky s “ `2 curvature component with respect to a regular frame at

CH`, is given by e´2κ´v`ψ “ 1
pV `r´ q

2
ψ, modulo a regular factor which remains bounded away from zero (and

infinity) at CH`. We thus obtain that the conclusion (1.2) of Theorem 1.1 with respect to regular quantities

at CH` reads
ż

ΣXtv`ě1u

“

logp´V `r´q
‰2p0

p´V `r´q
3|ψ̂|2 volS2dV `r´ “ 8 , (1.3)

which makes manifest the blow-up of the Teukolsky field with respect to a regular frame at the Cauchy

horizon.

Moreover, we note that in the slowly rotating case the assumptions made in Theorem 1.1 were recently

shown to be satisfied generically ([51] and [15], [50]) for solutions arising from compactly supported initial

data on a global Cauchy hypersurface Σ0 as in Figure 1 with p0 “ 7, l0 “ 2 and m0 P t´2,´1, 1, 2u. The

parameter qr can be chosen to be anything strictly less than 13. See also Remark 3.11 for further discussion.

Let us also remark that we expect Theorem 1.1 to be an important ingredient in the analysis of the

blue-shift instability at the Cauchy horizon for the full non-linear vacuum Einstein equations.

1.1 The case of the full non-linear Einstein equations

Standard energy estimates entail that solutions of linear equations arising from regular initial Cauchy data

can at most become singular at the (null) boundary of the black hole interior, i.e., at the Cauchy horizon

of Kerr – but not earlier inside the black hole. For the vacuum Einstein equations, however, which are

non-linear, it is a priori conceivable that the non-linearities amplify the blow-up and lead to the formation of

a singularity in the black hole interior which is everywhere spacelike. Whether this happens or not has been

contentious for a long time.

For the spherically symmetric Einstein-Maxwell-scalar field system numerical evidence was presented in

[5] which indicated that the non-linearities do not amplify the blow-up in the sense that one always has

a piece of a null singularity emanating from timelike infinity in the Penrose diagram4. This scenario in

spherical symmetry was later rigorously confirmed in the works [12], [13], [46], [47]. Indeed, if one only

considers sufficiently small perturbations of two-ended sub-extremal Reissner-Nordström initial data, then

the singularity only occurs along the bifurcate Cauchy horizon, i.e., there is no piece of the singularity which

is spacelike, see [14].

Concerning the vacuum Einstein equations Dafermos and Luk established the following seminal result:

Theorem 1.4 (Dafermos-Luk, [17]). Consider a suitable spacelike hypersurface Σ in the interior of a sub-

extremal Kerr black hole, see Figure 3, and consider small perturbations of the induced initial data which

decay towards i` with a rate that is in particular compatible with what is expected to arise dynamically from

small perturbations of exact sub-extremal Kerr initial data on a global Cauchy hypersurface Σ0 as in Figure

1. Then the maximal globally hyperbolic development of the perturbed initial data contains a region which

is C0-close to, and the Penrose diagram of which is given by, the darker shaded region of the unperturbed

sub-extremal Kerr spacetime as in Figure 3.

This result in particular entails that also for the vacuum Einstein equations, and under the assumptions

of their theorem, the non-linearities do not amplify the blow-up to create a spacelike singularity emanating

from timelike infinity in the Penrose diagram (cf. in Figure 4). The result is only compatible with a null

singularity emanating from timelike infinity (i.e. the Cauchy horizon becoming singular) as in the spherically

symmetric case. But whether the Cauchy horizon is indeed generically singular is not established in [17].

The result obtained in this paper is a first step in this direction.

4Which can later on collapse to a spacelike singularity, see also [54] and the recent [69].
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H`

CH`

i`Σ

singular?

Figure 3: The statement of Theorem 1.4

H`

i`Σ

spacelike singularity

Figure 4: Spacelike singularity emanating from i` is

ruled out. Picture cannot occur.

Note that Theorem 1.4 also shows that the metric remains continuous up to and including the Cauchy

horizon. Thus, if a singularity forms, it is not at the level of the metric itself, as is the case for example for

the Schwarzschild singularity (see [62], [61]), but we expect that it is the connection which will generically

become singular. This expectation is mainly based on the spherically symmetric models discussed earlier

for which one also obtains that the metric extends continuously to the Cauchy horizon but the connection

becomes unbounded [12], [13], [46], [47], [63]. Such singularities have been termed ‘weak null singularities’.

The construction of weak null singularities in vacuum spacetimes without any symmetry was achieved in

[43], where it was also shown that they propagate (for some finite time). We expect that such weak null

singularities as given in [43] do generically form at the Cauchy horizon of perturbed Kerr.

1.2 Relation to the strong cosmic censorship conjecture

Going back to the result of this paper in the form of (1.3), and if one trusts the naive expectation that

there is a linearised Christoffel symbol which is better than ψ̂ by a power of V `r´ , i.e., of order V `r´ ψ̂, then

(1.3) shows that this linearised Christoffel symbol is not in L2
loc at the Cauchy horizon with respect to the

differentiable structure of the background. This makes contact with the modern formulation of the strong

cosmic censorship conjecture:

Strong cosmic censorship conjecture. The maximal globally hyperbolic development arising from generic

asymptotically flat initial data for the vacuum Einstein equations is inextendible as a Lorentzian manifold

with a continuous metric and locally square integrable Christoffel symbols.

The strong cosmic censorship conjecture was originally conceived by Penrose [56], the formulation given

here in terms of the initial value problem and the conjectured breakdown of the regularity goes back to

Christodoulou [10] and Chrusciel [11]. The inextendibility as a Lorentzian manifold with g P C0 and Bg P L2
loc

in particular rules out the extension of the maximal globally hyperbolic development as a weak solution5.

We note that for exact sub-extremal Kerr initial data the maximal globally hyperbolic development is given

in Figure 1 and is in fact extendible in various ways across the Cauchy horizon even as a smooth solution:

determinism is violated. However, as we discussed earlier, for generic small perturbations of exact sub-

extremal Kerr initial data we expect the blue-shift instability to turn the Cauchy horizon into a weak null

singularity and in this way preventing non-unique extensions as weak solutions. Determinism would thus be

restored generically.

The result obtained in this paper can be thought of as a first step towards establishing the generic

divergence of curvature at the Cauchy horizon of non-linearly perturbed sub-extremal Kerr – and thus the

5See for example [30] or the introduction of [63].
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generic inextendibility as a Lorentzian manifold with g P C2. And with the earlier naive expectation that

there is a (linearised) Christoffel symbol of order V `r´ ψ̂ it is also a first step towards showing that the metric

cannot be extended with g P C0 and Bg P L2
loc in a particular natural-looking coordinate system. However,

the result does not contribute to developing methods which show that no matter what coordinate system is

chosen for the extension, the metric cannot be extended in g P C0 and Bg P L2
loc. This is an open problem.

For recent progress in this direction we refer the reader to [63].

1.3 Related results and directions concerning the interior of black holes

The studies mentioned earlier on perturbations of sub-extremal Reissner Nordström under the spherically

symmetric Einstein-Maxwell-scalar field system were extended in [68] to the spherically symmetric Einstein-

Maxwell-massive and charged scalar field system. This matter model in particular allows for asymptotically

flat one-ended spherically symmetric black hole solutions which possess a Cauchy horizon and is thus a good

model to understand the contraction and breakdown of weak null singularities in the interior of black holes

[69].

For the behaviour of linear waves and of axisymmetric and polarized perturbations in the interior of

non-rotating (Schwarzschild) black holes see [23], [1].

Another interesting direction of research concerns the interior of extremal black holes where the blue-shift

instability at the Cauchy horizon is much weaker than in the sub-extremal case. For results concerning linear

waves see [25], [26] and for non-linear results in spherical symmetry see [27].

Finally, for the investigation of the blue-shift instability in the presence of a cosmological constant Λ we

refer the reader to [14], [33], [6], [22], [21] for Λ ą 0 and to [36], [35] for Λ ă 0 as well as to the references

given in those papers.

1.4 Outline of proof

A good, simple, and instructive model problem for gravitational perturbations in the interior of a subextremal

rotating Kerr black hole is the spherically symmetric scalar wave equation in the interior of a subextremal

charged Reissner-Nordström black hole. The blue-shift instability in this scenario is well-established and

various results along with various methods of proof have been developed: the methods in [52], [20] are based

on the scattering map from characteristic initial data on the right even horizon H`r (past null infinity I´) to

the trace of the wave on the left Cauchy horizon CH`l , making crucial use of the time-translation invariance

of this map. See Figure 5 below for the notation. The C1-instability results in [8], [37] are also obtained via

scattering theory together with meromorphic continuation. One can also use the geometric optics (Gaussian

beam) approximation together with an application of the closed graph theorem, see [60] and the introduction

of [49], to capture a formulation of the blue-shift instability. In [45] a neat argument by contradiction is

given, using that one can solve the linear wave equation in spherical symmetry sideways. A proof in physical

space using energy estimates and at the heart of which is the conservation law associated to the spacelike

Killing vector field Bt is presented in [49]. And finally, in [48], Luk, Oh, and Shlapentokh–Rothman give

another scattering theoretic proof of the blue-shift instability at the Cauchy horizon. It is this last method of

proof which is being taken up in this paper and being implemented for the Teukolsky equation on Kerr. In

the following we shall first outline the argument from [48] in spherical symmetry and then discuss the main

differences to the proof in this paper.
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1.4.1 Spherically symmetric scalar waves on Reissner-Nordström

The interior of a charged subextremal Reissner-Nordström black hole is the Lorentzian manifold6 pM, gq,

where M :“ R ˆ pr´, r`q ˆ S2 with standard pt, r, θ, ϕq-coordinates and r˘ :“ M ˘
?
M2 ´ e2, where

0 ă |e| ă M are real parameters modelling the charge and the mass of the black hole, respectively. The

Lorentzian metric g is given by

g :“ ´
∆

r2
dt2 `

r2

∆
dr2 ` r2 pdθ2 ` sin2 θ dϕ2q ,

with ∆ :“ r2 ´ 2Mr ` e2. The spherically symmetric scalar wave equation lgφ “ 0, where φ : M Ñ C is

only a function of t and r, takes in the above coordinates the form

0 “ lgφ “ ´
r2

∆
B2
t φ`

1

r2
Brp∆Brφq . (1.5)

Let r˚prq be a function with dr˚

dr “
r2

∆ and then introduce the null coordinates v :“ r˚`t and u :“ r˚´t. We

define κ˘ :“ r˘´r¯
2r2
˘

and use those to introduce the Kruskal-like null coordinates7 Vr` :“ eκ`v and Ur` :“ eκ`u

in which the Lorentzian manifold pM, gq extends analytically to r “ r` (r as a function of Vr` , Ur`) and

similarly Vr´ :“ ´eκ´v and Ur´ :“ ´eκ´u in which the Lorentzian manifold extends analytically to r “ r´.

The boundary null hypersurface tVr` “ 0u “: H`l , at which we have r “ r`, is called the left event horizon,

the boundary null hypersurface tUr` “ 0u “: H`r , at which we also have r “ r`, the right event horizon,

and the boundary sphere tVr` “ Ur` “ 0u “: S2
b is the bottom bifurcation sphere. Moreover, we call the

boundary null hypersurface tUr´ “ 0u “: CH`l the left Cauchy horizon, the boundary null hypersurface

tVr´ “ 0u “: CH`r the right Cauchy horizon, and the boundary sphere tVr´ “ Ur´ “ 0u “: S2
t the top

bifurcation sphere. A Penrose diagram of pM, gq with the boundaries attached is given in Figure 5 below. In

r “ r´

r “ r`

v

´8

`8H`l H`r

S2
b

CH`l CH`r

S2
t

u

´8

`8

Figure 5: The interior of subextremal Reissner-Nordström

[48] the following theorem is shown

Theorem 1.6 (Corollary 4.2 in [48]). Consider the region
`

M Y H`r
˘

X tv ě v0u X tu ď u1u for some

v0, u1 ě 1 and let φ be a smooth solution of the spherically symmetric wave equation (1.5) in this region,

which, moreover, satisfies

lim
vÑ8

φ|H`r pvq “ 0 and

8
ż

v0

v2|Bvφ|H`r |
2 dv ă 8 (1.7)

6The definitions of symbols made here are only valid in this section. In the rest of the paper we will use M, g, r`, r´, etc. to

refer to objects and quantities on Kerr.
7See also [30] for a more detailed discussion of the Reissner-Nordström spacetime.

8



and there exists N Q p0 ě 2 such that
8
ż

v0

v2p0 |Bvφ|H`r |
2 dv “ 8 (1.8)

holds. We further assume that p0 is the smallest such integer with this property. And finally we assume

8
ż

v0

v2p0 |B2
vφ|H`r |

2 dv ă 8 . (1.9)

Then for any u2 ď u1 we have
8
ż

v0

v2p0
ˇ

ˇBvφ
ˇ

ˇ

2
pu2, vq dv “ 8 . (1.10)

This is the local statement that is the analogue of Theorem 3.7 (or 1.1) for Teukolsky. It is inferred

from the following global statement, which is the analogue of Theorem 3.9 for Teukolsky, by an extension

procedure of the solution.

Theorem 1.11 (Theorem 4.1 in [48]). Let φ be a smooth solution of the spherically symmetric wave equation

(1.5) on MYH`r YH`l . Suppose that in addition to (1.7), (1.8), (1.9) (for some v0 ě 1) we also have that

there exists v˚ P R such that φ|H`r pvq “ 0 for v ď v˚ and there exists u˚ P R such that φ|H`l
puq “ 0 for

u ě u˚.8 Then (1.10) holds for any u2 P R (and any v0 P R).

Before we discuss the structure of the proof, let us recall the formal separation of the spherically symmetric

wave equation (1.5). By taking the Fourier transform

qφpr;ωq :“
1
?

2π

ż

R

φpt, rqeiωt dt (1.12)

of φ in t one obtains that formally φ satisfies (1.5) if, and only if, qφpr;ωq satisfies9

0 “
r4ω2

∆2
qφpr;ωq `

Br∆

∆
Br qφpr;ωq ` B

2
r
qφpr;ωq . (1.13)

This ODE has two regular singular points at r “ r` and r “ r´; for all ω ‰ 0 we can find a fundamental

system of solutions with asymptotics10

AH`r pr;ωq „ e´iωr
˚

and AH`l
pr;ωq „ eiωr

˚

(1.14)

for r Ñ r` and another fundamental system of solutions with asymptotics

BCH`l
pr;ωq „ e´iωr

˚

and BCH`r pr;ωq „ eiωr
˚

(1.15)

for r Ñ r´, where r˚prq is as defined earlier. Since any three solutions have to be linearly dependent, we can

write

AH`r pr;ωq “ TH`r pωqBCH`l
pr;ωq `RH`r pωqBCH`r pr;ωq

8The important properties here are that φ vanishes at the bottom bifurcation sphere S2b and decays sufficiently fast along

H`l . The first one is not strictly necessary, but simplifies the proof.
9Equation (1.13) should be compared with (6.32). For the Kerr case we will do the separation in the analogue of pv, rq-

coordinates on Reissner-Nordström, which gives the radial ODE (5.28) which has solutions with slightly different asymptotics.

But this is not essential.
10We introduce the following notation: for f, g : R Ě I Ñ C the notation f „ g for I Q xÑ x0 P R stands for limxÑx0

fpxq
gpxq

“ 1.

When obvious which limit point is considered, we may just write f „ g.
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and

AH`l
pr;ωq “ TH`l

pωqBCH`r pr;ωq `RH`l
pωqBCH`l

pr;ωq , (1.16)

where TH`r pωq, RH`r pωq and TH`l
pωq, RH`l

pωq are the transmission and reflection coefficients of the right

event horizon and left event horizon, respectively. A priori they are only defined for ω P Rzt0u, but it can be

shown that they extend analytically to all of R. A key ingredient needed for the proof of Theorem 1.11 is

that TH`r p0q ‰ 0, which can be shown using the Bt-conservation law (see for example [48], [37]) or by direct

computation using special functions (see for example [29], [37]).

For ω ‰ 0 we can thus expand any solution of (1.13) as qφpr;ωq “ aH`r pωqAH`r pr;ωq ` aH`l
pωqAH`l

pr;ωq

with aH`r , aH`l
: Rzt0u Ñ C and thus, at least formally,

φpt, rq “
1
?

2π

ż

R

`

aH`r pωqAH`r pr;ωq ` aH`l
pωqAH`l

pr;ωq
˘

e´iωt dω (1.17)

is a solution of (1.5).

We now discuss the reduction of Theorem 1.6 to Theorem 1.11. Let φ : pM Y H`r q X tv ě v0u X tu ď

u1u Ñ C be as in Theorem 1.6. One extends the induced initial data on H`r X tv ě v0u smoothly to all of

H`r in such a way that φ|H`r pvq “ 0 for v ď v0 ´ 1. Using that we are in spherical symmetry, we can now

solve the wave equation sideways to extend φ to the region pM YH`r YH`l q X tu ď u1u. Again we extend

the induced initial data on H`l X tu ď u1u to all of H`l such that φ|H`l
puq “ 0 for u ě u1 ` 1 and solve the

wave equation forwards to get a global solution in MYH`r YH`l which satisfies the assumptions in Theorem

1.11. This is the reduction of Theorem 1.6 to Theorem 1.11 by extension of φ.

We now turn towards the sketch of a proof of Theorem 1.11. One first shows that the solution φ is indeed

(i.e., not just formally) given by (1.17) with

aH`r pωq “
1
?

2π

ż

R

φ|H`r pvqe
´iωv dv and aH`l

pωq “
1
?

2π

ż

R

φ|H`l
puqeiωu du (1.18)

being the (inverse) Fourier transforms of the characteristic initial data. This can be established in (at least)

two ways: one way is to start from the expression (1.17) with the coefficients aH`r , aH`l
given by (1.18)

and to show by direct computation that it solves the wave equation (1.5) and attains the prescribed initial

data when r Ñ r` and u or v, respectively, are fixed. By the uniqueness of the characteristic initial value

problem we thus obtain that (1.17) with (1.18) is indeed the wanted solution. Another possibility, which will

be implemented in this paper for Teukolsky on Kerr, is to first prove via energy estimates decay of φpt, rq

in t for all r P pr´, r`q which one uses to justify that the Fourier transform (1.12) is well-defined for all

r P pr´, r`q and that it satisfies (1.13). One then infers that φ must be given by (1.17) with some aH`r , aH`l
,

which one then determines by passing the expression (1.17) to the limit r Ñ r` for either fixed u or fixed

v. Since, as will become clear below, we only use the frequency regime around ω “ 0 of the wave to prove

the blow-up, this second approach, in contrast to the first one, allows us to completely ignore the behaviour

of the other frequency regimes in the separated picture. Let us also remark that since φ vanishes at the

bifurcation sphere, we do have exponential decay of φ in v, u along H`r ,H`l , respectively, when approaching

the bifurcation sphere and thus aH`r and aH`l
are in particular in L2

ωpRq. If φ did not vanish at the bifurcation

sphere, the coefficients aH`r , aH`l
would have additional poles at zero frequency which encode the constant

at the bifurcation sphere.

We now investigate the regularity of the coefficient functions (1.18) around ω “ 0. First note that by

10



(1.7) and a Hardy inequality11 we have ~φ|H`r P L
2pRq. Furthermore (1.8) and (1.9) imply

Bpωpω
~φ|H`r q P L

2
ωpRq for all N Q p ă p0 (1.19)

Bp0
ω pω

~φ|H`r q R L
2
ωpRq (1.20)

Bp0
ω pω

2
~φ|H`r q P L

2
ωpRq . (1.21)

It follows from (1.19) and (1.21) that ω ¨ Bp0
ω pω

~φ|H`r q P L2
ωpRq. Together with (1.20) this now implies

Bp0
ω pω

~φ|H`r q R L
2
ω

`

p´ε, εq
˘

for any ε ą 0. By (1.18) we thus obtain for any ε ą 0

Bp0
ω pωaH`r q R L

2
ω

`

p´ε, εq
˘

and BpωpωaH`r q P L
2
ω

`

p´1, 1q
˘

for all N Q p ă p0 . (1.22)

Furthermore we straightforwardly obtain

BpωpωaH`l
q P L2

ω

`

p´1, 1q
˘

for all N Q p ď p0 . (1.23)

We now move on to the analysis of the wave near the Cauchy horizon at r “ r´. Using for example

energy estimates one shows that the wave φ extends (even continuously) to the Cauchy horizon CH`l 12 and

satisfies
ż

R

χpvq
ˇ

ˇBvφ|CH`l

ˇ

ˇ

2
pvq dv ă 8 , (1.24)

where χpvq : R Ñ p0,8q is a positive function with χpvq » |v|2p0 for13 v Ñ ´8 and χpvq » |v|2pp0´1q for

v Ñ `8. In particular one can take the Fourier transform of Bvφ|CH`l
in L2. Using the language of the

transmission and reflection coefficients introduced earlier we can rewrite (1.17) as

φpt, rq “
1
?

2π

ż

R

´

“

TH`r pωqaH`r pωq `RH`l
pωqaH`l

pωq
‰

BCH`l
pr;ωq

`
“

TH`l
pωqaH`l

pωq `RH`r pωqaH`r pωq
‰

BCH`r pr;ωq
¯

e´iωt dω .

(1.25)

Noticing that the Killing vector field Bt equals Bv on CH`l and using the asymptotics (1.15) of BCH`l
pr;ωq

and BCH`r pr;ωq, we can pass (1.25) to the limit r Ñ r´ for fixed v to obtain

Bvφ|CH`l
“

1
?

2π

ż

R

p´iq
“

TH`r pωq ¨
`

ωaH`r pωq
˘

`RH`l
pωq ¨

`

ωaH`l
pωq

˘‰

loooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooomoooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooon

“ ­pBvφ|CH`
l

q

e´iωv dω ,

i.e., a Fourier representation of BvφCH`l
in terms of the Fourier representations of the characteristic initial

data and the transmission and reflection coefficients.14 We can now investigate the decay of Bvφ|CH`l
in v by

considering the regularity of ­pBvφ|CH`l
q at ω “ 0:

iBp0
ω p

­Bvφ|CH`l
q “ TH`r pωq ¨ B

p0
ω

`

ωaH`r pωq
˘

`

p0
ÿ

p“1

ˆ

p0

p

˙

BpωTH`r pωq ¨ B
p0´p
ω

`

ωaH`r pωq
˘

`

p0
ÿ

p“0

ˆ

p0

p

˙

BpωRH`r pωq ¨ B
p0´p
ω

`

ωaH`l
pωq

˘

.

(1.26)

11Recall that φ|H`r
has exponential decay towards the bifurcation sphere.

12It also extends continuously to CH`r .
13For v Ñ ´8 one can replace |v|2p0 by |v|q for any q P N. For the definition of the notation » we refer the reader to the

very beginning of Section 2.
14Let us remark that a fully fledged scattering theory for the wave equation in the interior of a Reissner-Nordström black hole

has been presented in [37].
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The last two terms (the two sums) on the right hand side are in L2
ω

`

p´1, 1q
˘

by the analyticity of the

transmission and reflection coefficients TH`r pωq,RH`r pωq and by (1.23) and the second property in (1.22). It

now follows from the first property in (1.22) together with TH`r p0q ‰ 0 (cf. remark below (1.16)), applied to

the first term on the right hand side of (1.26) that Bp0
ω p

­Bvφ|CH`l
q R L2

ω

`

p´ε, εq
˘

for any ε ą 0. Plancherel now

implies
ż

R

v2p0
ˇ

ˇBvφ|CH`l
pvq

ˇ

ˇ

2
dv “ 8 .

This, however, does not tell us yet whether the slow decay of Bvφ|CH`l
in v is for v Ñ `8 or for v Ñ ´8.

However, with (1.24) we can finally infer

8
ż

1

v2p0
ˇ

ˇBvφ|CH`l
pvq

ˇ

ˇ

2
dv “ 8 .

The statement (1.10) of Theorem 1.11 then follows by propagating the singularity backwards along CH`r ,

using energy estimates. This is a standard propagation of regularity result. We have now concluded the

sketch of a proof of Theorem 1.11 and will discuss next how this method of proof changes for the Teukolsky

field on Kerr.

1.4.2 Comparison to Teukolsky on Kerr

We will mainly use the pv`, r, θ, ϕ`q-coordinate system on Kerr, which can be thought of as the analogue of

the pv, r, θ, ϕq-coordinate system on Reissner-Nordström. However, v` is not a null coordinate any more, but

its level sets are timelike. The Teukolsky equation takes the form15

0 “ Trssψ :“a2 sin2 θ B2
v`ψ ` 2a Bv`Bϕ`ψ ` 2pr2 ` a2q Bv`Brψ ` 2a Bϕ`Brψ `∆ B2

rψ

` 2
´

rp1´ 2sq ´ isa cos θ
¯

Bv`ψ ` 2pr ´Mqp1´ sq Brψ ` {̊∆rssψ ´ 2sψ ,
(1.27)

where the Teukolsky field ψ is with respect to an algebraically special frame which is regular at the right

event horizon H`r , cf. Sections 2.2 and 2.3. For s “ `2, the case we are concerned with, the frame component

entering the Teukolsky field degenerates near H`l and thus a regular Teukolsky field ψ vanishes on the left

event horizon including at the bifurcation sphere.

Let us begin by discussing the differences between the energy estimates for Teukolsky and the linear wave

equation. As is well-known, the spacetime geometry near the event horizons is such that localised energy of

linear waves decays exponentially. This is usually referred to as the ‘red-shift effect’; it helps the analyst to

close energy estimates. The name of course derives from a shift in frequency, which is also present at the

event horizons. The shift in frequency and the decay of energy are not one and the same thing – indeed, they

decouple for the Teukolsky equation. We give a detailed discussion in Remark 4.20. For the energy estimates

it is of course the decay of localised energy which is most relevant – let us refer to this effect as the ‘red-shift

effect for energy’ in order to keep in touch with standard terminology. For the Teukolsky field ψ (and for

s “ `2) we now have an effective blue-shift for the energy at the right event horizon H`r . This can be seen

from the dashed term in (1.27). It is effective in the sense that it turns into a red-shift for the energy after

two commutations with Br. It is thus at this level that we close the energy estimate for the Teukolsky field

near H`r . The Teukolsky equation for ψ̂ :“ ∆´sψ, which is the Teukolsky field with respect to a frame that

15We refer the reader to Section 2 for the Kerr-related terminology. Here ∆ “ r2 ´ 2Mr` a2 and {̊∆rss is the spin s-weighted

spherical Laplacian, see Section 2.3.4.

12



is regular at the left event horizon16 H`l , does still have a red-shift for energy near H`l ; so there, the energy

estimates can be closed at the level of ψ̂ as for the wave equation.

On the other hand, the blue-shift for energy for the wave equation near the Cauchy horizon turns into

an effective red-shift for energy for the Teukolsky field ψ near the left Cauchy horizon CH`l . This makes

the energy estimates for (1.27) near r “ r´ in a sense even easier than for the wave equation (disregarding

the more technical nature of implementing the energy estimates for Teukolsky). It is again ‘effective’ in the

sense that after two commutations with Br we have again a blue-shift for energy.

We now discuss the formal separation. Denoting with Y
rss
ml pθ, ϕ;ωq “ S

rss
mlpcos θ;ωqeimϕ the spin s-weighted

spheroidal harmonics (see Section 5.1; we have N Q l ě maxt|s|, |m|u, m P Z), the Teukolsky transform of ψ

is given by

qψmlpr;ωq “
1
?

2π

ż

R

ż

S2

ψpv`, r, θ, ϕ`qe
iωv`Y

rss
ml pθ, ϕ`;ωq dv`volS2 . (1.28)

Formally, ψ satisfies the Teukolsky equation (1.27) if, and only if, qψmlpr;ωq satisfies17

∆
d2

dr2
qψmlpr;ωq ` 2

´

´ pr2 ` a2qiω ` iam` pr ´Mqp1´ sq
¯ d

dr
qψmlpr;ωq

`

´

λ
rss
mlpωq ´ paωq

2 ` 2ωma´ 2iωrp1´ 2sq ´ 2s
¯

qψmlpr;ωq “ 0 .

(1.29)

Like (1.13), the radial ODE (1.29) has two regular singular points at r “ r´ and r “ r`. Let ω˘ “
a

2Mr˘

and fix s “ `2. For ω ‰ ω`m we can find a fundamental system of solutions with asymptotics

AH`r ,mlpr;ωq „ 1 and AH`l ,ml
pr;ωq „

´ r` ´ r

r` ´ r´

¯2`
4iMr`
r`´r´

pω´ω`mq

for r Ñ r` and for ω ‰ ω´m another fundamental system of solutions with asymptotics

BCH`l ,ml
pr;ωq „ 1 and BCH`r ,mlpr;ωq „

´ r ´ r´
r` ´ r´

¯2´
4iMr´
r`´r´

pω´ω´mq

for r Ñ r´. The fact that AH`r ,ml and BCH`l ,ml
do not have oscillating phases as for the wave equation in

(1.14) and (1.15) is due to our choice of pv`, r, θ, ϕ`q-coordinates. If we had used Boyer-Lindquist coordinates

pt, r, θ, ϕq for the separation, both branches would be oscillatory. Note, however, the difference in the r-weights

between the two branches, which is related to ψ being regular at H`r and degenerate at H`l , and similarly for

the Cauchy horizons. Another important difference is that while the branches AH`l ,ml
and BCH`r ,ml extend

analytically to ω “ ω`m and ω “ ω´m, respectively, the branches AH`r ,ml and BCH`l ,ml
become singular

at ω “ ω`m and ω “ ω´m, respectively. This should be contrasted with both branches AH`r and AH`l
in

(1.14) for the wave equation having a regular (and indeed identical) limit ω Ñ 0 (similarly for the other two

branches in (1.15)). This difference impacts a priori on relating the coefficients in the separated picture to

the Teukolsky transform of the characteristic initial data (more about this later) and also on the regularity

of the transmission and reflection coefficients: as before we can write

A
rss

H`r ,ml
pr;ωq “ T

rss

H`r ,ml
pωq ¨B

rss

CH`l ,ml
pr;ωq `R

rss

H`r ,ml
pωq ¨B

rss

CH`r ,ml
pr;ωq

A
rss

H`l ,ml
pr;ωq “ T

rss

H`l ,ml
pωq ¨B

rss

CH`r ,ml
pr;ωq `R

rss

H`l ,ml
pωq ¨B

rss

CH`l ,ml
pr;ωq ,

where the transmission and reflection coefficients are a priori only defined and analytic on Rztω`m,ω´mu.
Recall that the structure of the blow-up argument only requires information on the frequency regime near

16Recall that ψ degenerates (vanishes) at H`l .
17Here, λ

rss
mlpωq denotes the eigenvalue associated to the eigenfunction Y

rss
ml p¨;ωq of the spin 2-weighted spheroidal Laplacian,

see Section 5.1.
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ω “ 0. So for m ‰ 0 we know that the transmission and reflection coefficients are analytic in a neighbourhood

of ω “ 0. Moreover, for non-vanishing m we show by direct computation that TH`r ,mlp0q ‰ 0, where we use

that for ω “ 0 the radial ODE (1.29) turns into a hypergeometric equation. For m “ 0, however, the

potentially problematic frequency at ω “ 0 cannot be avoided. We show that TH`l ,0l
,RH`l ,0l

,TH`r ,0l all

extend analytically to ω “ 0, but for the reflection coefficient of the right event horizon we only show that

ω ¨RH`r ,0l extends analytically to ω “ 0.18

It can also be shown by direct computation for m “ 0 that TH`r ,0lp0q ‰ 0. However, this is more

complicated than in the case m ‰ 0, because it cannot be inferred alone from the ω Ñ 0 limit of (1.29),

which is a hypergeometric equation, but we also need to get information on the ω-derivatives of solutions

to (1.29) at ω “ 0. We take this as an opportunity to implement and demonstrate a second approach to

showing the non-vanishing of the transmission coefficients at ω “ 0, namely by making use of the Teukolsky-

Starobinsky conservation law, which can be thought of as the equivalent to using the conservation law

associated to the Killing vector field Bt in the case of spherically symmetric waves on Reissner-Nordström

mentioned in Section 1.4.1. It is for this implementation where we need that ωRH`r ,0l extends continuously

to ω “ 0. Let us mention that we also show how the Teukolsky-Starobinsky conservation law can be used to

obtain TH`r ,mlp0q ‰ 0 for m ‰ 0, but in this case, which gives the leading blow-up at the Cauchy horizon,

the direct computation is much easier.

Finally, we also mention at this point that for a reason to be explained below we also need in the case

m “ 0 the vanishing of RH`l ,0l
p0q in order to implement the blow-up argument. Again, this is shown by

direct computation.

For ω ‰ ω`m we can expand any solution of (1.29) as

qψmlpr;ωq “ aH`r ,mlpωqAH`r ,mlpr;ωq ` aH`l ,ml
pωqAH`l ,ml

pr;ωq

with aH`r ,ml, aH`l ,ml
: Rztω`mu Ñ C and thus, at least formally, we obtain that

ψpv`, y, θ, ϕ`q “
1
?

2π

ż

R

ÿ

m,l

“

aH`r ,mlpωqAH`r ,mlpy;ωq ` aH`l ,ml
pωqAH`l ,ml

py;ωq
‰

Y
rss
ml pθ, ϕ`;ωqe´iωv` dω

(1.30)

is a solution to (1.27).

In a similar way to how the local Theorem 1.6 for the spherically symmetric wave equation on Reissner-

Nordström is reduced to the global Theorem 1.11, we also reduce the local Theorem 1.1 (or Theorem 3.7)

for the Teukolsky field of Kerr to a global theorem, see Theorem 3.9. In spherical symmetry we extended the

local solution to a global one by first solving sideways and in this way ensuring that the extended solution

vanishes at the bottom bifurcation sphere. For the Teukolsky equation we can no longer solve sideways, but,

by solving two initial value problems, we can still extend the local solution to a global one which is compactly

supported on H`l Y S2
b . This is done in Theorem 8.6 in Section 8.2, see also Figure 9. However, we can no

longer ensure that the regular Teukolsky field vanishes at the bottom bifurcation sphere, which entails that

we have to deal with what is the analogue of the poles in the Fourier expansion coefficients aH`r and aH`l
in

the spherically symmetric case, cf. discussion above (1.19).19

18The analyticity of TH`
l
,0l

at ω “ 0 is of no relevance to this paper and has not been explicitly stated, but is also proven as

a side-result in the proof of Proposition 6.27. And while we do not show that RH`r ,0l
has indeed a pole at ω “ 0, this is what

we would expect – and it can be decided by a longer and direct computation. However, this is of no relevance to this paper.
19 To be slightly more precise here, recall that ψ vanishes automatically at the bottom bifurcation sphere because of the

degeneration of the frame chosen. The Teukolsky analogue of the vanishing of the scalar field at S2b , which avoids poles in the

Fourier expansion coefficients, is the vanishing of B2rψ, which is non-degenerate at S2b due to the blow-up of Br in pv`, r, θ, ϕ`q-

coordinates at S2b .
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We now discuss the implementation of the proof of the global Theorem 1.11 to Teukolsky on Kerr (i.e.,

the proof of Theorem 3.7 in Section 3). In Sections 4.1 and 4.2 we prove the energy estimates needed to

establish the representation (1.30). The coefficients aH`r ,ml and aH`l ,ml
are being determined in Section 7.

Keeping the v` coordinate fixed one can pass to the limit r Ñ r` in an analogous manner as for the wave

equation to establish that

aH`l ,ml
pωq “ ~ψ|H`r mlpωq ,

where |p¨qml is the Teukolsky transform (1.28). Note that because of the exponential decay in v` of ψ|H`r
towards S2

b we have that ψ|H`r is in particular in L2
v`L

2pS2q, so no poles are present. Because ψ vanishes

on H`l , we first go over to the quantity B2
rψ, which is regular at H`l due to the blow-up of Br near H`l (see

also Footnote 19). We thus take two r-derivatives of (1.30) and then pass to the limit r Ñ r` with fixed

v´.20 However, it is clear from the preceding discussion that one cannot hope to establish an L2-limit, since

B2
rψ does not vanish at S2

b . We take a limit in the sense of distributions to recover that aH`l ,ml
is related to

the Teukolsky transform of B2
rψ|H`l

(modulo a delta distribution). The support of the Teukolsky field at S2
b

implies that aH`l ,ml
has a pole at ω “ ω`m. For m ‰ 0 we can ignore this pole, since it is disjoint from a

neighbourhood of ω “ 0 which is important for the argument. But for m “ 0 the pole potentially interferes

with our argument which is based on exploiting the limited regularity of the Fourier coefficients at ω “ 0. It

is for this reason that RH`l ,0l
p0q “ 0 is needed later, which cancels the pole.

Recall how we inferred for the spherically symmetric wave the limited regularity (1.22) of aH`r at ω “ 0

from the decay assumptions of ψ along H`r . In spherical symmetry we only had one mode – the spherically

symmetric one – for Teukolsky we want to work with the m0l0-mode for which we assume slow decay in

Theorem 1.1 (or Theorem 3.7). Note, however, that in the assumptions the m0l0-mode is with respect to

spin 2-weighted spherical harmonics and not spin 2-weighted spheroidal harmonics.

So we would like to obtain for any ε ą 0

Bp0
ω aH`r ,m0l0

R L2
ω

`

p´ε, εq
˘

and BpωaH`r ,m0l0
P L2

ω

`

´ 1, 1
˘

for all N Q p ă p0 . (1.31)

Note that the derivation of (1.22) used at its heart that v-weights translate in the Fourier picture as ω-

derivatives. Since the spin weighted spheroidal harmonics in the Teukolsky transform (1.28) depend on ω,

this correspondence does not hold true any more for Kerr.21 Exploiting, however, that for ω “ 0 the spin

weighted spheroidal harmonics agree with the spin weighted spherical harmonics, we can still obtain (1.31),

see Proposition 7.5.

In an analogous way as for the spherically symmetric wave equation (see (1.25)) we can now express

(1.30) in terms of the fundamental solutions BCH`l ,ml
, BCH`r ,ml normalised at the Cauchy horizons and the

transmission and reflection coefficients and prove energy estimates which allow us to pass to the limit r Ñ r´

Being confronted with a non-trivial field at the bottom bifurcation sphere one might still entertain the following approach,

which can easily be implemented for the wave equation: by decomposing the initial data, we write the solution ψ obtained by

the above extension procedure as a superposition of a solution ψ1, the initial data of which is supported on H`l YH`r only in

a compact neighbourhood of S2b , and another solution ψ2 that vanishes on H`l including at S2b (and agrees with ψ on H`r for

late affine times). One can now run the desired argument for ψ2 to obtain the singularity at the Cauchy horizon and then use

standard energy estimates for ψ1 to see that ψ1 is much more regular at the Cauchy horizon – and can essentially be neglected.

However, one runs into difficulty when trying to implement this strategy for Teukolsky due to the effective blue-shift effect on

H`r mentioned earlier. The reader can see directly from (1.27) that the transversal derivative Brψ1 of the solution ψ1, whose

trace on H`r vanishes for late affine times, will in general grow exponentially along H`r – thus prohibiting the stability estimates.

(For the wave equation, due to the red-shift effect, the transversal derivative decays exponentially.) For this reason our proof of

the blow-up of the Teukolsky field at the Cauchy horizon is more global in nature than for the wave equation.
20See Section 2.1 for the definition of v´. It can be thought of as the analogue of u in Reissner-Nordström.
21This is not an issue arising from considering Teukolsky versus the wave equation, but already appears when considering the

wave equation on Kerr.
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with fixed v` to obtain that

ψ|CH`l
pv`, θ, ϕ`q “

1
?

2π

ż

R

ÿ

m,l

“

RH`l ,ml
pωqaH`l ,ml

pωq ` TH`r ,mlpωqaH`r ,mlpωq
‰

looooooooooooooooooooooooooooooomooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooon

“ ­pψ|
CH`

l

q
ml

pωq

Y
rss
ml pθ, ϕ`;ωqe´iωv` dω .

As before, and using RH`l ,0l
p0q “ 0 in the case m0 “ 0, we deduce that Bp0

ω
­pψ|CH`l

q
ml
pωq R L2

ω

`

p´ε, εq
˘

for

any ε ą 0. When converting this into the statement

ż

R

ż

S2

|vp0
` ψ|CH`l

pv`, θ, ϕ`q|
2 volS2dv` “ 8 (1.32)

we again have to address the complication that v-weights do not exactly correspond to ω-derivatives. This is

done by proving bounds on BkωY
rss
ml pθ, ϕ`;ωq, see Propositions 5.6 and 5.22. As for the spherically symmetric

model we prove energy estimates in Section 4.3 to show that the infinitude of the integral in (1.32) is due

to the behaviour of ψ for large positive v` and also that we can propagate the singularity backwards. This

concludes the outline of the proof.

1.5 Outline of paper

In Section 2 we begin by introducing the interior of the Kerr black hole, then recall briefly the derivation

of the Teukolsky equation, and we define spin weighted functions on the sphere as well as on spacetime.

Moreover, we show that the Teukolsky field has the regularity of such a spin weighted function on spacetime

and we record the form of the Teukolsky equation in various coordinate systems for later reference. Section 3

formulates the main theorems of this paper and their assumptions. The proof of the main theorems begins in

Section 4 where we establish the energy estimates required and record some corollaries which are needed later

for the limits r Ñ r˘, the separation of the solution, the extension to the Cauchy horizon, and the backwards

propagation of the singularity. In Section 5 we recall the spin weighted spheroidal harmonics, establish a

couple of results which are needed for the translation of v`-weights to ω-derivatives, and then use the energy

estimates to give the separation of the Teukolsky field. We continue in Section 6 with the analysis of the

radial Teukolsky ODE, introduce the fundamental systems of solutions we work with, and prove the required

properties of the transmission and reflection coefficients. Section 7 is concerned with the passing to the limit

r Ñ r` and the determination of the Fourier coefficients in terms of the characteristic initial data. And finally

in Section 8 we conclude the proofs of the main theorems. Appendix A records the form of the Teukolsky

equation in coordinates which are regular near the bottom bifurcation sphere and discusses the initial value

problem for Teukolsky, which is needed for the extension procedure which reduces the local Theorem 3.7 to

the global Theorem 3.9. The Appendices B, C, and D collect commutator expressions required for the energy

estimates in Section 4.
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2 The interior of sub-extremal Kerr and gravitational perturba-

tions

This section presents the set-up of this paper. We first introduce the geometry of the interior of a sub-

extremal Kerr black hole and then recall the derivation of the Teukolsky equation along with the notion of

spin weighted functions. We also show that the geometrically arising Teukolsky field is indeed such a spin

weighted function.

We also introduce the following notation: for a function f and a non-negative function g the notation

f À g means that there exists a constant C ą 0 such that |fpxq| ď C ¨ gpxq holds for all points x for which

both functions are defined. If we say ‘f À g on A’, where A is a subset of the domains of definition of f and

g, then this means that there exists a constant C ą 0 such that |f | ď C ¨ g holds on A. Similarly, ‘f À g for

x Ñ x0’ means that there exists a neighbourhood A of x0 such that f À g on A . Here, x0 may also be 8.

The notations ‘f À g as xÑ x0’ and ‘f “ Opgq as xÑ x0’ have the same meaning.22 Finally, if both f and

g are non-negative, then the notation f » g stands for ‘f À g and g À f ’, i.e., there exists a constant C ą 0

such that 1
C f ď g ď C ¨ g. Again, we may specify a region or a limit in which f » g is supposed to hold.

2.1 The manifold and metric of the interior of sub-extremal Kerr

We consider the standard pt, r, θ, ϕq coordinates on the smooth manifold M “ R ˆ pr´, r`q ˆ S2, where

r´ “M ´
?
M2 ´ a2, r` “M `

?
M2 ´ a2, and 0 ă |a| ăM are constants which later represent the angular

momentum per unit mass and the mass of the black hole, respectively. A Lorentzian metric g on M is defined

by

g “ gtt dt
2 ` gtϕ pdtb dϕ` dϕb dtq `

ρ2

∆
dr2 ` ρ2 dθ2 ` gϕϕ dϕ

2 , (2.1)

where

ρ2 “ r2 ` a2 cos2 θ , gtt “ ´1`
2Mr

ρ2
,

∆ “ r2 ´ 2Mr ` a2 , gtϕ “ ´
2Mra sin2 θ

ρ2
,

gϕϕ “
“

r2 ` a2 `
2Mra2 sin2 θ

ρ2

‰

sin2 θ .

Note that r´ ă r` are the roots of ∆. We also compute det g “ ´ρ4 sin2 θ for later convenience. We fix a time

orientation on the Lorentzian manifold pM, gq by stipulating that ´Br is future directed. The time oriented

Lorentzian manifold pM, gq is called the interior of a sub-extremal Kerr black hole and the coordinates

pt, r, θ, ϕq are called Boyer–Lindquist coordinates. Moreover, let us fix an orientation by stipulating that the

Lorentzian volume form vol “ ρ2 sin θ dt^ dr^ dθ^ dϕ is positive. A longer computation yields that pM, gq

is a solution to the vacuum Einstein equations Ricpgq “ 0.

For later reference we note that the inverse metric g´1 in the Boyer–Lindquist coordinates pt, ϕ, r, θq is

given by

g´1 “

¨

˚

˚

˚

˝

´
gϕϕ

∆ sin2 θ
gtϕ

∆ sin2 θ
0 0

gtϕ
∆ sin2 θ

´
gtt

∆ sin2 θ
0 0

0 0 ∆
ρ2 0

0 0 0 1
ρ2

˛

‹

‹

‹

‚

. (2.2)

22The reason we use both notations is that we find it convenient to use the O notation within equations: an equation of the

form f “ t ¨Opgq`h has to be read as ‘f “ t ¨u`h with u “ Opgq’. The limit associated with the O notation is often understood

from the context and not mentioned explicitly.
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In the following we will attach boundaries to M. Let r˚prq be a function on pr´, r`q satisfying dr˚

dr “
r2
`a2

∆

and rprq a function on pr´, r`q satisfying dr
dr “

a
∆ . We now define the following functions on M:

v` :“ t` r˚ , ϕ` :“ ϕ` r mod 2π ,

v´ :“ r˚ ´ t , ϕ´ :“ ϕ´ r mod 2π .

It is easy to check that pv`, ϕ`, r, θq and pv´, ϕ´, r, θq are coordinate systems for M. The metric g in these

coordinates takes the following form:

g “ gtt dv
2
` ` gtϕ

`

dv` b dϕ` ` dϕ` b dv`
˘

` gϕϕ dϕ
2
` `

`

dv` b dr ` dr b dv`
˘

´ a sin2 θ
`

dr b dϕ` ` dϕ` b dr
˘

` ρ2 dθ2

“ gtt dv
2
´ ´ gtϕ

`

dv´ b dϕ´ ` dϕ´ b dv´
˘

` gϕϕ dϕ
2
´ `

`

dv´ b dr ` dr b dv´
˘

` a sin2 θ
`

dr b dϕ´ ` dϕ´ b dr
˘

` ρ2 dθ2 .

A simple computation shows that those expressions define non-degenerate (and analytic) Lorentzian metrics

for all positive values of r. We now set

κ˘ “
r˘ ´ r¯

2pr2
˘ ` a

2q

and define the Kruskal-like coordinate functions

V `r` :“ eκ`v`

V ´r` :“ eκ`v´

Φr` :“ ϕ´
at

r2
` ` a

2
.

The Kruskal-like coordinates pV `r` , V
´
r` , θ,Φr`q map M onto p0,8q ˆ p0,8q ˆ S2. It can be shown (see [53],

Chapter 3.5) that the Kerr metric (2.1) extends, under this mapping, regularly to the manifold r0,8q ˆ

r0,8q ˆ S2. We call the null hypersurface t0u ˆ r0,8q ˆ S2 “: H`` the (left) event horizon and the null

hypersurface r0,8qˆ t0uˆ S2 “: H`r the (right) event horizon. The sphere t0uˆ t0uˆ S2 “ H`r XH`` “: S2
b

is called the (bottom) bifurcation sphere.

In order to extend M to r “ r´, we define another set of Kruskal-like coordinate functions by

V `r´ :“ ´eκ´v`

V ´r´ :“ ´eκ´v´

Φr´ :“ ϕ´
at

r2
´ ` a

2
.

The Kruskal-like coordinates pV `r´ , V
´
r´ , θ,Φr´q map M onto p´8, 0q ˆ p´8, 0q ˆ S2 and in the same way it

can be shown that the Kerr metric (2.1) extends in these coordinates regularly to p´8, 0sˆp´8, 0sˆS2. We

call the null hypersurface t0u ˆ p´8, 0s ˆ S2 “: CH`r the (right) Cauchy horizon and the null hypersurface

p´8, 0s ˆ t0u ˆ S2 “: CH`l the (left) Cauchy horizon. The sphere t0u ˆ t0u ˆ S2 “ CH`r X CH`l “: St is

called the (top) bifurcation sphere.

Using the two Kruskal-like coordinate systems we define the manifold with corners M :“ M Y H`l Y
H`r Y CH`l Y CH`r , which is depicted in a Penrose-style diagram23 in Figure 6. Figure 7 shows the behaviour

and range of the functions t, r, v´, and v`. We also define the manifolds with corners M :“MYH`l YH`r
and M :“MY CH`l Y CH`r .

23To be more precise, depicted is a slice of constant 0 ă θ ă π and each point represents an S1.
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r “ r´

r “ r`

V ´r` V `r`

0 0

88 H`l H`r

S2
b

CH`l CH`r

S2
t

V ´r´V `r´

´8 ´8

0 0

Figure 6: The interior of sub-extremal Kerr

r “ r´

r “ r`
v`

`8

`8

v´

´8

´8

r “ const

f´ “ const

f` “ const

t “ const

Figure 7: The coordinate functions t, r, v´, and v`

We also note that the coordinates tv`, ϕ`, r, θu cover MY pH`r zS2
bq Y pCH

`
l zS2

t q. For later reference we

express the Boyer-Lindquist coordinate vector fields (on the left) in terms of the tv`, ϕ`, r, θu coordinate

vector fields (on the right):

B

Br

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

t
“
r2 ` a2

∆
Bv` `

a

∆
Bϕ` ` Br

B

Bt
“ Bv`

B

Bϕ
“ Bϕ`

B

Bθ
“ Bθ .

(2.3)

We also note that the volume form in tv`, ϕ`, r, θu-coordinates is given by vol “ ρ2 sin θ dv`^dr^dθ^dϕ`.

Similarly we express the Boyer-Lindquist coordinate vector fields (on the left) in terms of the tv´, ϕ´, r, θu

coordinate vector fields (on the right):

B

Br

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

t
“
r2 ` a2

∆
Bv´ ´

a

∆
Bϕ´ ` Br

B

Bt
“ ´Bv´

B

Bϕ
“ Bϕ´

B

Bθ
“ Bθ .

(2.4)

We also note that the volume form in tv´, ϕ´, r, θu-coordinates is given by vol “ ρ2 sin θ dv´^dr^dθ^dϕ´.

Note that ă dv`, dv` ą“ă dv´, dv´ ą“
a2 sin2 θ
ρ2 , thus showing that for a ą 0 the level sets of v` and v´

are timelike hypersurfaces away from the axis.

We now define the functions f` :“ v` ´ r ` r` and f´ :“ v´ ´ r ` r´. An easy computation gives

ă df`, df` ą“ă df´, df´ ą“
a2 sin2 θ

ρ2
`

∆

ρ2
´

2pr2 ` a2q

ρ2
(2.5)

which shows that the level sets of f` and f´ are spacelike hypersurfaces, cf. Figure 7. Moreover, it is

immediate that the level sets of r are spacelike hypersurfaces.

2.1.1 Relation of Φr` and ϕ` on H`r – and similarly for Φr` , ϕ´ on H`l

We define ω˘ :“ a
r2
˘
`a2 and set

φ˘prq :“ ω˘r
˚ ´ r “

a

r2
˘ ` a

2
r˚ ´ r .

This defines smooth functions for r P pr´, r`q. Moreover, φ` extends smoothly to r` and φ´ extends

smoothly to r´: for φ` this follows from

d

dr
φ`prq “

a

r2
` ` a

2

dr˚

dr
´
dr

dr
“

a

r2
` ` a

2

r2 ` a2

∆
´
a

∆
“

a

∆

´ r2 ` a2

r2
` ` a

2
´ 1

¯

,

19



where the right hand side clearly extends smoothly to r “ r`. We denote limrÑr` φ`prq “: φ`pr`q. Similarly

for φ´ and we denote limrÑr´ φ´prq “: φ´pr´q.

We will also need to relate the angular functions Φr` and ϕ` (ϕ´) on the right (left) event horizon, where

they are both defined. For r P pr´, r`q we have

Φr` “ ϕ´
at

r2
` ` a

2

“ ϕ` ´
a

r2
` ` a

2
v` ` φ`prq

“ ϕ´ `
a

r2
` ` a

2
v´ ´ φ`prq .

On H`r we thus have

Φr` “ ϕ` ´ ω`v` ` φ`pr`q ,

while on H`l we have

Φr` “ ϕ´ ` ω`v´ ´ φ`pr`q .

2.1.2 Estimates for r˚ near r “ r˘

We write dr˚

dr “ r2
`a2

pr´r`qpr´r´q
“

r2
``a

2

pr´r`qpr`´r´q
` f`prq with a function f` : pr´, r`q Ñ R that extends

regularly to r`. Integration gives

r˚prq “
1

2κ`
logpr` ´ rq ` F`prq (2.6)

with a function F` : pr´, r`q Ñ R that extends regularly to r`. Recalling r˚ “ 1
2 pv` ` v´q we obtain

V `r`V
´
r` “ eκ`pv``v´q “ pr` ´ rqe

2κ`F`prq “ Opr` ´ rq . (2.7)

Similarly, we obtain

r˚prq “
1

2κ´
logpr ´ r´q ` F´prq (2.8)

with a function F´ : pr´, r`q Ñ R that extends regularly to r´.

2.2 The principal null frame

For convenience we introduce the abbreviations S “ sin θ and C “ cos θ. Moreover, using the Boyer–Lindquist

coordinates, we define

V “ pr2 ` a2qBt ` aBϕ and W “ Bϕ ` aS
2Bt .

A principal null frame is then given by

e1 :“
1

ρ
Bθ , ê3 :“

∆

ρ2
Br ´

1

ρ2
V ,

e2 :“
W

|W |
“

1

ρS
pBϕ ` aS

2Btq , ê4 :“ ´Br ´
1

∆
V .

The vector fields ê3 and ê4 are null and future directed and satisfy xê3, ê4y “ ´2. Let us denote the

distribution spanned by ê3 and ê4 by Π and the distribution orthogonal to Π by ΠK. The vector fields e1

and e2 are not defined on the axis, but where defined they form an orthonormal basis for ΠK.
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Note that in pv´, r, θ, ϕ´q-coordinates we have24

ê3 “
∆

ρ2

B

Br

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

´
´

2

ρ2
V and ê4 “ ´

B

Br

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

´
,

while in pv`, r, θ, ϕ`q-coordinates we have

ê3 “
∆

ρ2

B

Br

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

`
and ê4 “ ´

B

Br

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

`
´

2

∆
V .

Hence, the null vectors ê3 and ê4 are regular at the left event horizon H`l and at the right Cauchy horizon

CH`r , but not at the right event horizon H`r and at the left Cauchy horizon CH`l . There, the vector fields

e3 :“ ´
1

∆
ê3 and e4 :“ ´∆ ê4

are regular.

2.3 The Teukolsky equation and spin-weighted functions

2.3.1 Gravitational perturbations in the Newman-Penrose formalism

In the following we recall the basic steps in the derivation of the Teukolsky equation for gravitational per-

turbations of Kerr, see [67]. We start by clarifying that our convention for the Riemann curvature tensor

is

Rµνρσ “ dxµ
`

RpBρ, BσqBν
˘

“ dxµ
´

∇Bρ∇BσBν ´∇Bσ∇BρBν
¯

“ BρΓ
µ
νσ ´ BσΓµνρ ` ΓµκρΓ

κ
νσ ´ ΓµκσΓκνρ

where xµ denotes a local coordinate system.

We now make contact with and follow [67] by setting

l “ ´ê4 , n “ ´
1

2
ê3 , ma “

1
?

2
¨

ρ

r ` ia cos θ
pe1 ` i ¨ e2q . (2.9)

With respect to this complex principal null frame we have25

Ψ0 “ Rpl,ma, l,maq “ 0

Ψ1 “ Rpl, n, l,maq “ 0

Ψ2 “ Rpl,ma,ma, nq “ ´
M

pr ´ ia cos θq3

Ψ3 “ Rpl, n,ma, nq “ 0

Ψ4 “ Rpn,ma, n,maq “ 0 .

(2.10)

Let now gpsq, s P r0, εq, be a smooth family of Lorentzian metrics defined on M Y H`l Y H`r satisfying

the vacuum Einstein equations Ric
`

gpsq
˘

“ 0 and such that gp0q is the metric (2.1) of sub-extremal Kerr.

Moreover, let lpsq, npsq, mapsq, mapsq be a complex frame field (not necessarily null) such that for s “ 0

they agree with (2.9) and define Ψipsq in analogy with (2.10) for all s. It now follows from (2.10) that

9Ψ0p0q “
d

ds

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

s“0

´

R
`

gpsq
˘`

lpsq,mapsq, lpsq,mapsq
˘

¯

!
“

´ d

ds

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

s“0
R
`

gpsq
˘

¯

`

lp0q,map0q, lp0q,map0q
˘

,

24In the following
ˇ

ˇ

˘
indicates a partial derivative in the pv˘, r, θ, ϕ˘q coordinate system.

25See [67] or [7], taking into account that they consider Lorentzian metrics of signature p`,´,´,´q, i.e., Rp´gqµνρσ “

´Rpgqµνρσ .
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i.e., 9Ψ0p0q is in fact independent of the continuation of the complex principal null frame (2.9) for s ą 0.

Moreover, because Ψ0 is a vanishing scalar, 9Ψ0p0q is also gauge invariant. The same observations hold for
9Ψ4p0q. In [67], Teukolsky derived the following equation, now called the Teukolsky equation,

´

”

pr2 ` a2q2

∆
´ a2 sin2 θ

ı

B2
t ψ̂s ´

4Mar

∆
BtBϕψ̂s ´

”a2

∆
´

1

sin2 θ

ı

B2
ϕψ̂s

`∆´sBrp∆
s`1Brψ̂sq `

1

sin θ
Bθpsin θBθψ̂sq ` 2s

”apr ´Mq

∆
`
i cos θ

sin2 θ

ı

Bϕψ̂s

` 2s
”Mpr2 ´ a2q

∆
´ r ´ ia cos θ

ı

Btψ̂s ´
”s2 cos2 θ

sin2 θ
´ s

ı

ψ̂s “ 0 ,

(2.11)

which is satisfied for s “ `2 by ψ̂2 “ 9Ψ0p0q and for s “ ´2 by ψ̂´2 “ pr ´ ia cos θq4 ¨ 9Ψ4p0q.

2.3.2 The Teukolsky equation for a regular field near H`r

We recall that l “ ´ê4 blows up at the right event horizon H`r and that ∆l “ e4 is regular at H`r . Hence,

the curvature component α “ Rpe4,ma, e4,maq “ ∆2Ψ0 is regular at H`r (and vanishes at H`l ) and for its

linearisation 9α we obtain 9α “ ∆2 9Ψ0. This motivates to set ψs :“ ∆sψ̂s. It now follows that if ψ̂s satisfies

(2.11), then ψs satisfies

Trssψs :“´
”

pr2 ` a2q2

∆
´ a2 sin2 θ

ı

B2
tψs ´

4Mar

∆
BtBϕψs ´

”a2

∆
´

1

sin2 θ

ı

B2
ϕψs

`∆´sBrp∆
s`1Brψsq `

1

sin θ
Bθpsin θBθψsq ` 2s

”apr ´Mq

∆
`
i cos θ

sin2 θ

ı

Bϕψs

` 2s
”Mpr2 ´ a2q

∆
´ r ´ ia cos θ

ı

Btψs ´
”s2 cos2 θ

sin2 θ
` s

ı

ψs ´ 4spr ´MqBrψs “ 0 ,

(2.12)

where we have used

∆s ¨∆´sBrp∆
s`1Brψ̂sq “ ∆´sBrp∆

s`1Brψsq ´ 4spr ´MqBrψs ´ 2sψs .

In particular, the quantity we are most interested in, 9α “ ψ2, satisfies (2.12) for s “ `2.

Using the definition of the wave operator

lgψ “
1

?
´ det g

Bµpg
µν
a

´det g Bνψq ,

we can rewrite (2.12) as

1

ρ2
Trssψs “ lgψs ´

2s

ρ2
pr ´MqBrψs `

2s

ρ2

´apr ´Mq

∆
` i

cos θ

sin2 θ

¯

Bϕψs

`
2s

ρ2

´Mpr2 ´ a2q

∆
´ r ´ ia cos θ

¯

Btψs ´
1

ρ2
ps` s2 cos2 θ

sin2 θ
qψs “ 0 .

(2.13)

2.3.3 Spin s-weighted functions on S2

In the following we will exhibit the appropriate function space on which the Teukolsky equation (2.12) is

defined – and in particular which function spaces 9α and 9Ψ0p0q belong to (it is immediate from their definition

that they are not regular at θ “ 0, π). We begin by discussing spin s-weighted functions on the 2-sphere

which arise by expressing tensors on S2 with respect to a (necessarily) non-global frame field. We consider

the standard pθ, ϕq coordinate system on S2 in which the round metric takes the form gS2 “ dθ2 ` sin2 θ dϕ2
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and choose as an orthonormal frame field E1 “ Bθ and E2 “
1

sin θBϕ, which are defined away from the north

pole at tθ “ 0u and the south pole at tθ “ πu. We combine this frame field into a single complex vector

m “
1
?

2
pBθ `

i

sin θ
Bϕq .

Consider now the space Γ8pS2T˚S2q of all smooth symmetric 2-covariant tensor fields on S2 and define a

map

ιm : Γ8pS2T˚S2q Ñ C8pS2ztθ “ 0, πuq X L8pS2q (2.14)

by ιmpαq “ αpm,mq.

Definition 2.15. The space of smooth spin 2-weighted functions on S2 is defined as

I8r2spS
2q :“ ιm

`

Γ8pS2T˚S2q
˘

Ď C8pS2ztθ “ 0, πuq X L8pS2q

Remark 2.16. For α P S2T˚S2 we compute

αpm,mq “
1

2

`

αθθ `
i

sin θ
αθϕ `

i

sin θ
αϕθ ´

1

sin2 θ
αϕϕ

˘

“
1

2

`

αθθ ´
1

sin2 θ
αϕϕ

˘

`
i

sin θ
αθϕ

where we have used the symmetry of α. It follows that gS2pm,mq “ 0 and thus the kernel of ιm contains

gS2 ¨ C8pS2q. We now show that the kernel of ιm equals gS2 ¨ C8pS2q. We note that Γ8pS2T˚S2
q{gS2 ¨C

8
pS2
q »

Γ8pS2
tfT

˚S2q, where Γ8pS2
tfT

˚S2q denotes the space of all smooth symmetric and trace-free 2-covariant tensor

fields on S2. For α P Γ8pS2
tfT

˚S2q we have αθθ `
1

sin2 θ
αϕϕ “ 0 and thus

αpm,mq “ αθθ `
i

sin θ
αθϕ ,

which shows that αpm,mq characterises α uniquely. This shows that ιm
ˇ

ˇ

Γ8pS2
tfT

˚S2q
: Γ8pS2

tfT
˚S2q Ñ I8

r2spS
2q

is an isomorphism.26

We also remark that the space of smooth spin´2-weighted functions is defined as the image of Γ8pS2T˚S2q

under ιm in C8pS2ztθ “ 0, πuq, where m is the complex conjugate of m. Although not needed in this paper,

we also briefly remark that smooth spin (˘1q-weighted functions are defined as the images (under ιm and

ιm) of all smooth one-forms on S2. We also remark that it follows directly from the definition that the spaces

of smooth spin weighted functions are invariant under multiplication by smooth functions on S2.

We now give an intrinsic characterisation of the spin s-weighted functions on S2. We define

Z̃1 “ ´ sinϕ Bθ ` cosϕp´is
1

sin θ
´

cos θ

sin θ
Bϕq

Z̃2 “ ´ cosϕ Bθ ´ sinϕp´is
1

sin θ
´

cos θ

sin θ
Bϕq

Z̃3 “ Bϕ .

(2.17)

These first order differential operators satisfy rZ̃1, Z̃2s “ Z̃3, rZ̃2, Z̃3s “ Z̃1, and rZ̃3, Z̃1s “ Z̃2.

Proposition 2.18. f P C8pS2ztθ “ 0, πuq lies in I8
rsspS

2q if, and only if, eisϕpZ̃1q
k1pZ̃2q

k2pZ̃3q
k3f extends

continuously to the north pole θ “ 0 and e´isϕpZ̃1q
k1pZ̃2q

k2pZ̃3q
k3f extends continuously to the south pole

θ “ π for all 0 ď k1 ` k2 ` k3 ă 8, ki P N0.

26Indeed, one could have defined the space I8
r2s
pS2q as the image of Γ8pS2

tfT
˚S2q under ιm. However, for the proof of

Proposition 2.47 we will need that αpm,mq P I8
r2s
pS2q even if α is not trace-free.
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Before we give the proof we recall that the vector fields

Z1 “ ´ sinϕ Bθ ´ cosϕ
cos θ

sin θ
Bϕ

Z2 “ ´ cosϕ Bθ ` sinϕ
cos θ

sin θ
Bϕ

Z3 “ Bϕ

(2.19)

are smooth on S2, span TS2 at each point of S2, and satisfy rZ1, Z2s “ Z3, rZ2, Z3s “ Z1, and rZ3, Z1s “ Z2.

Proof. We observe that

?
2eiϕm “ pcosϕ Bθ ´

sinϕ

sin θ
Bϕq ` ipsinϕ Bθ `

cosϕ

sin θ
Bϕq

“ p´Z2 `
sinϕ

sin θ
rcos θ ´ 1sZ3q ` ip´Z1 ´

cosϕ

sin θ
rcos θ ´ 1sZ3q

is continuous at the north pole θ “ 0 and, similarly,

?
2e´iϕm “ pcosϕ Bθ `

sinϕ

sin θ
Bϕq ` ip

cosϕ

sin θ
Bϕ ´ sinϕ Bθq

“ p´Z2 `
sinϕ

sin θ
rcos θ ` 1sZ3q ` ipZ1 `

cosϕ

sin θ
rcos θ ` 1sZ3q

is continuous at the south pole θ “ π. Moreover, we compute

LZ1
m “ i

cosϕ

sin θ
¨m

LZ2m “ ´i
sinϕ

sin θ
¨m

LZ3
m “ 0 .

For s “ `2 and α P Γ8pS2T˚S2q we now compute

pLZiαqpm,mq “ LZi
`

αpm,mq
˘

´ 2αpLZim,mq “ Z̃i
`

αpm,mq
˘

. (2.20)

Iteratively, we obtain

`

pLZ1
qk1pLZ2

qk2pLZ3
qk3α

˘

pm,mq “ pZ̃1q
k1pZ̃2q

k2pZ̃3q
k3
`

αpm,mq
˘

(2.21)

for 0 ď k1 ` k2 ` k3 ă 8.

Given now f “ αpm,mq P I8
rsspS

2q, it follows from (2.21) together with the above observations that

ei2ϕpZ̃1q
k1pZ̃2q

k2pZ̃3q
k3f “ e2iϕ

`

pLZ1
qk1pLZ2

qk2pLZ3
qk3α

˘

pm,mq

“
`

pLZ1
qk1pLZ2

qk2pLZ3
qk3α

˘

peiϕm, eiϕmq

extends continuously to the north pole. The analogous computation shows the claim for the south pole.

Vice versa, let f P C8pS2ztθ “ 0, πuq satisfy the continuity properties stated in the proposition. By

Remark 2.16 αpm,mq :“ f defines a smooth symmetric and trace-free two-covariant tensor field (over R) on

S2ztθ “ 0, πuq. It now follows as before from (2.21) that this tensor field extends smoothly to the north and

south pole.

The statement of the proposition for s “ ´2 (as well as for s “ ˘1) follows analogously.

Now we introduce spin weighted Sobolev spaces. Some properties of those will later be needed for the

energy estimates and Sobolev embeddings of spin weighted functions.
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Definition 2.22. The spin s-weighted Sobolev space Hm
rsspS

2q is defined by

Hm
rsspS

2q :“ tf P L2pS2q | pZ̃1q
k1pZ̃2q

k2pZ̃3q
k3f P L2pS2q for all 0 ď k1 ` k2 ` k3 ď m , ki P N0u .

We denote with S2
` the (closed) northern hemisphere of S2 and with S2

´ the (closed) southern hemisphere.

Lemma 2.23. If f P Hj
rsspS

2q, then eisϕf P HjpS2
`q and e´isϕf P HjpS2

´q for j “ 1, 2.

Proof. We compute

Z1pe
˘isϕfq “ e˘isϕ

`

Z̃1f ` is
cosϕ

sin θ
p1¯ cos θq

loooooooooomoooooooooon

“:a¯

f
˘

Z2pe
˘isϕfq “ e˘isϕ

`

Z̃2f ´ is
sinϕ

sin θ
p1¯ cos θq

loooooooooomoooooooooon

“:b¯

f
˘

Z3pe
˘isϕfq “ e˘isϕ

`

Z̃3f ˘ isf
˘

.

(2.24)

Let us now restrict to the upper sign and to the northern hemisphere. It then follows that a´pθ, ϕq “

is cosϕ ¨Opθq P C0,1pS2
`q, and similarly b´ P C

0,1pS2
`q. Thus all the terms in (2.24) are in L2pS2

`q. Moreover,

it now follows easily that Zi
`

Zjpe
isϕfq

˘

P L2pS2
`q for all i, j P t1, 2, 3u. For example we have

Z2

`

Z1pe
isϕfq

˘

“ Z2pe
isϕZ̃1fq ` Z2pa´ ¨ e

isϕfq

“ eisϕ
´

Z̃2pZ̃1fq ` a´Z̃1f
¯

` pZ2a´q ¨ e
isϕf ` a´Z2pe

isϕfq .

Similarly for the lower sign and the southern hemisphere.

Proposition 2.25. We have I8
rsspS

2q “
Ş

0ďmă8H
m
rsspS

2q

Proof. The inclusion “Ď” follows directly from Proposition 2.18. For the reverse inclusion let f P
Ş

0ďmă8H
m
rsspS

2q

and note that for 0 ď k1` k2` k3 we have pZ̃1q
k1pZ̃2q

k2pZ̃3q
k3f P H2

rsspS
2q. It now follows from Lemma 2.23

together with the standard Sobolev embedding that eisϕpZ̃1q
k1pZ̃2q

k2pZ̃3q
k3f is continuous at the north pole

θ “ 0 while e´isϕpZ̃1q
k1pZ̃2q

k2pZ̃3q
k3f is continuous at the south pole θ “ π. The conclusion now follows

again from Proposition 2.18.

Let us denote the standard volume form on S2 by volS2 “ sin θdθ^ dϕ. We now derive an integration by

parts formula for spin weighted functions.

Proposition 2.26. For f, h P I8
rsspS

2q and i P t1, 2, 3u we have

ż

S2

Z̃if ¨ h volS2 “ ´

ż

S2

f ¨ Z̃ih volS2 .

Proof. We give the proof for s “ `2, but the other cases are analogous. We begin by noticing that

mbm “ E1 b E1 ` E2 b E2 ´ ipE1 b E2 ´ E2 b E1q “ gS2 ´ iε , (2.27)

where ε “ vol7S2 P Γ8pΛ2T˚S2q is the raised volume form. Note that m bm is a smooth tensor on S2. In

particular, since the vector fields Zi are Killing vector fields, we obtain

LZipmbmq “ 0 . (2.28)

25



Let now α, β P Γ8pS2T˚S2q with αpm,mq “ f and βpm,mq “ h. Using (2.20), (2.28), and the smoothness

of mbm we compute
ż

S2

Z̃if ¨ h volS2 “

ż

S2

Z̃i
`

αpm,mq
˘

βpm,mq volS2

“

ż

S2

pLZiαqpm,mq ¨ βpm,mq volS2

“ ´

ż

S2

αpm,mq ¨ pLZiβqpm,mq volS2

“ ´

ż

S2

fZ̃ih volS2 .

Remark 2.29. Note that the smoothness of m bm implies that if f, h P I8
rsspS

2q, then fh P C8pS2q. The

above can now also be derived from observing Zipfhq “ pZifqh` fZih “ pZ̃ifqh` fZ̃ih.

2.3.4 The spin s-weighted Laplacian

The spin s-weighted Laplacian {̊∆
rss

on S2 is defined for f P I8
rsspS

2q in standard pθ, ϕq coordinates by27

{̊∆rssf “
1

sin θ
Bθ
`

sin θ Bθf
˘

`
1

sin2 θ
B2
ϕf ` 2si

cos θ

sin2 θ
Bϕf ´

`

s2 cos2 θ

sin2 θ
´ s

˘

f . (2.30)

We note that

p {̊∆rss ´ s´ s
2qf “

`

pZ̃1q
2 ` pZ̃2q

2 ` pZ̃3q
2
˘

f , (2.31)

such that it follows easily from Proposition 2.18 that (2.30) is a smooth operator on I8
rsspS

2q.

It follows directly from Proposition 2.26 and (2.31) that for f P I8
rsspS

2q we have

´

ż

S2

{̊∆rssf ¨ f volS2 “ ´

ż

S2

´

3
ÿ

i“1

rZ2
i f ` ps` s

2qf
¯

¨ f volS2

“

ż

S2

3
ÿ

i“1

| rZif |
2 volS2 ´

ż

S2

ps` s2q|f |2 volS2 .

(2.32)

Note that for s “ 0 the right hand side of (2.32) is equal to
ş

S2

`

|Bθf |
2 ` 1

sin2 θ
|Bϕf |

2
˘

volS2 , which gives

non-degenerate control of the Bϕ derivative towards the north and south pole of S2. For s ‰ 0, however,
1

sin θBϕf has in general a pole in θ at θ “ 0, π and thus, in particular, is not square integrable on S2. The

next lemma gives the appropriate generalisation, which is needed in Sections 4.2 and 4.3.

Lemma 2.33. For f P I8
rsspS

2q we have

Bθf P L
8pS2q

1

sin θ
pis cos θ ` Bϕqf P L

8pS2q
(2.34)

and the following holds:

3
ÿ

i“1

| rZif |
2 “ |Bθf |

2 `
1

sin2 θ
|is cos θ ¨ f ` Bϕf |

2 ` s2|f |2 . (2.35)

27This differs from the spin s-weighted Laplacian in [15] by an overall minus sign.
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Proof. In order to prove (2.34) we note that by Proposition 2.18 we have

´ sinϕ ¨ rZ1f ´ cosϕ ¨ rZ2f “ Bθf P L
8pS2q

sinϕ ¨ rZ2f ´ cosϕ ¨ rZ1f “
1

sin θ
pis` cos θ ¨ Bϕqf P L

8pS2q . (2.36)

Multiplying (2.36) by cos θ and adding 1
sin θ sin2 θ ¨ Bϕf , which is clearly also bounded on S2, we obtain the

second claim in (2.34). The proof of (2.35) is a direct computation:

3
ÿ

i“1

| rZif |
2 “ |Bθf |

2 `
1

sin2 θ
|isf ` cos θ ¨ Bϕf |

2 ` |Bϕf |
2

“ |Bθf |
2 `

1

sin2 θ
|is cos θ ¨ f ` cos2 Bϕf |

2 ` |isf ` cos θ ¨ Bϕf |
2

`
1

sin2 θ
| sin2 θ ¨ Bϕf |

2 `
cos2 θ

sin2 θ
| sin θ ¨ Bϕf |

2

“ |Bθf |
2 `

1

sin2 θ
|is cos θ ¨ f ` Bϕf |

2 ´
1

sin2 θ
2Re

`

pis cos θ ¨ f ` cos2 θ ¨ Bϕfqpsin
2 θ ¨ Bϕfq

˘

` |isf ` cos θ ¨ Bϕf |
2 ` cos2 θ|Bϕf |

2

“ |Bθf |
2 `

1

sin2 θ
|is cos θ ¨ f ` Bϕf |

2 ` s2|f |2 .

Lemma 2.37. For f P I8
rsspS

2q we have

{̊∆rssf {̊∆rssf “
a.i.

3
ÿ

i,j“1

| rZj rZif |
2 ´ 2ps` s2q

3
ÿ

i“1

| rZif |
2 ` ps` s2q2|f |2 ,

where “
a.i.

denotes equality after integration over the sphere.

Proof. Using Proposition 2.26 we compute

{̊∆rssf {̊∆rssf “
´

3
ÿ

i“1

rZ2
i f`ps`s

2qf
¯´

3
ÿ

j“1

rZ2
j f ` ps` s

2qf
¯

“
a.i.

3
ÿ

i,j“1

rZ2
i f

rZ2
j f`ps`s

2q2|f |2´2ps`s2q

3
ÿ

i“1

| rZif |
2 .

Moreover, using the commutation relations r rZi, rZjs “ εijk rZk, we further compute

3
ÿ

i,j“1

rZ2
i f

rZ2
j f “

a.i.
´

3
ÿ

i,j“1

rZif rZi rZ2
j f

“ ´

3
ÿ

i,j“1

rZif rZj rZi rZjf ´
3
ÿ

i,j,k“1

εijk rZif rZk rZjf

“
a.i.

3
ÿ

i,j“1

rZj rZif rZi rZjf ´
3
ÿ

i,j,k“1

εijk rZif rZk rZjf

“

3
ÿ

i,j“1

| rZj rZif |
2 `

3
ÿ

i,j,k“1

εijk rZj rZif rZkf ´
3
ÿ

i,j,k“1

εijk rZif rZk rZjf

“
a.i.

3
ÿ

i,j“1

| rZj rZif |
2 ´

3
ÿ

i,j,k“1

εijk
`

rZifp rZj rZkf ` rZk rZjfq
˘

looooooooooooooooooooomooooooooooooooooooooon

“0

.
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2.3.5 The Teukolsky equation in Boyer-Lindquist coordinates

Using (2.30) and ∆´sBrp∆
s`1Brψsq “ 2pr ´Mqps` 1qBrψs `∆B2

rψs we can rewrite the Teukolsky equation

(2.12) as

Trssψs :“´
”

pr2 ` a2q2

∆
´ a2 sin2 θ

ı

B2
tψs ´

4Mar

∆
BtBϕψs ´

a2

∆
B2
ϕψs

`∆B2
rψs ` 2pr ´Mqp1´ sqBrψs ` 2s

apr ´Mq

∆
Bϕψs

` 2s
”Mpr2 ´ a2q

∆
´ r ´ ia cos θ

ı

Btψs ` {̊∆rssψs ´ 2sψs “ 0 .

(2.38)

2.3.6 The Teukolsky equation in tv`, ϕ`, r, θu coordinates

Using (2.3) we rewrite (2.38) in terms of tv`, ϕ`, r, θu coordinates, which are regular at the right event

horizon H`r , to obtain

Trssψs :“a2 sin2 θ B2
v`ψs ` 2a Bv`Bϕ`ψs ` 2pr2 ` a2q Bv`Brψs

` 2a Bϕ`Brψs `∆ B2
rψs ` 2

´

rp1´ 2sq ´ isa cos θ
¯

Bv`ψs

` 2pr ´Mqp1´ sq Brψs ` {̊∆rssψs ´ 2sψs “ 0 .

(2.39)

2.3.7 The Teukolsky equation in tv´, ϕ´, r, θu coordinates

We express the Teukolsky equation (2.11) for ψ̂s (which is regular at H`l ) in terms of tv´, ϕ´, r, θu coordinates

(which are also regular at H`l ), using (2.4), to obtain

T̂rssψ̂s :“a2 sin2 θ B2
v´ ψ̂s ´ 2a Bv´Bϕ´ ψ̂s ` 2pr2 ` a2q Bv´Brψ̂s

´ 2a Bϕ´Brψ̂s `∆ B2
r ψ̂s ` 2

´

rp1` 2sq ` isa cos θ
¯

Bv´ ψ̂s

` 2pr ´Mqp1` sq Brψ̂s ` {̊∆rssψ̂s “ 0 .

(2.40)

2.3.8 Spin weighted functions on spacetime

We consider M and observe that the vector field m “ 1?
2
pBθ`

i
sin θBϕq, given in Boyer Lindquist coordinates,

extends smoothly to Mztθ “ 0, πu by virtue of Bϕ “ BΦr`
“ BΦr´

. We consider the space Γ8pS2pT˚Mqq

of all smooth and symmetric sections of T˚M b T˚M and the map ιm which acts on an element α of

Γ8pS2pT˚Mqq by ιmα “ αpm,mq.

Definition 2.41. The space I8
r2spMq of smooth spin 2-weighted functions on M is defined as the image of

Γ8pS2pT˚Mqq under ιm, i.e.

I8r2spMq :“ ιm

´

Γ8pS2pT˚Mqq

¯

Ď C8pMztθ “ 0, πu,Cq .

Remark 2.42. 1. As before, the space of smooth spin ´2-weighted functions is defined as the image of

Γ8pS2pT˚Mqq under ιm and the spin ˘1-weighted functions are defined as the images of the space of

smooth one-forms on M.

2. It follows from the definition of the spin weighted spaces that they are invariant under multiplication

by elements in C8pM,Cq. To see this we note that multiplication by i of a smooth spin 1-weighted

function corresponds to a concatenation of the one-covector field by a rotation of π
2 (with respect to

the oriented frame field tBθ,
1

sin θBϕu) while for smooth spin 2-weighted functions it corresponds to a

concatenation of the symmetric two covector field with a rotation of π
4 .
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Let us define the distribution D Ă TM which is annihilated by tdV `r` , dV
´
r` , dV

`
r´ , dV

´
r´u (where defined).

Its integral manifolds in the interior of M are exactly the Boyer-Lindquist spheres of constant t and r. We

note that m lies in the complexification of D. Moreover, we denote the dual bundle of D by D˚.

Remark 2.43. 1. Given a subset A ĎM with the property that the integral manifolds of D restricted to

A are complete spheres, we define the spin weighted spaces I8
rsspAq analogously. For example we will

choose A “M later.

2. We define an auxiliary round metric {gS2 on the integral manifolds of D by the symmetric part of mbm,

cf. (2.27). The kernel of the map ιm : Γ8pS2pT˚Mqq Ñ C8pMztθ “ 0, πu,Cq is the span of all those

symmetric two-tensor fields that, when restricted to D, vanish or are proportional to {gS2 . Thus, the

space I8
r2spMq of smooth spin 2-weighted functions on M is isomorphic to the space Γ8

`

S2pD˚ ÑMq
˘

,

the space of all smooth, symmetric, and trace-free (with respect to {gS2) sections of D˚ bD˚ ÑM.

3. Given the above, a convenient realisation of the space I8
r2spMq is as all those elements in Γ8pS2pT˚Mqq

that

• vanish if BV `r`
is inserted in one of the slots

• vanish if BV ´r`
is inserted in one of the slots

• are trace-free with respect to {gS2 .

We will call such an element a symmetric and trace-free S2 2-covariant tensor field. On this subset of

Γ8pS2pT˚Mqq, ιm is an isomorphism.

As before we can characterise the spin weighted functions on M among the elements of C8pMztθ “

0, πu,Cq. We do this in regions on which we have global coordinate charts. For example on M we introduce

the first order differential operators Z̃i,r` , i “ 1, 2, 3, which are defined as in (2.17) but with respect to the

tV `r` , V
´
r` , θ,Φr`u coordinate system, i.e., we replace ϕ in (2.17) by Φr` . We obtain

Proposition 2.44. f P C8pMztθ “ 0, πuq,Cq lies in I8
rsspMq if, and only if,

eisΦr` pBV `r`
ql1pBV ´r`

ql2pZ̃1,r`q
k1pZ̃2,r`q

k2pZ̃3,r`q
k3f

extends continuously to Mztθ “ πu and

e´isΦr` pBV `r`
ql1pBV ´r`

ql2pZ̃1,r`q
k1pZ̃2,r`q

k2pZ̃3,r`q
k3f

extends continuously to Mztθ “ 0uq for all l1, l2, k1, k2, k3 P N0.

Proof. This is the same as the proof of Proposition 2.18, noticing that we have Bϕ “ BΦr`
, LB

V
`
r`

m “ 0,

LB
V
´
r`

m “ 0, and also the last point in Remark 2.43.

Similarly we choose tV `r´ , V
´
r´ , θ,Φr´u coordinates on M and define the operators Z̃i,r´ , i “ 1, 2, 3, by

replacing ϕ in (2.17) by Φr´ . We obtain an analogous characterisation of elements in I8
rsspMq. Taken together,

this gives a characterisation of elements in I8
rsspMq among those of C8pMztθ “ 0, πuq,Cq.

We will also need to define the operators Z̃i,`, i “ 1, 2, 3, with respect to the tv`, ϕ`, r, θu coordinate

system, i.e., we replace ϕ in (2.17) by ϕ`. Similarly we define the operators Z̃i,´, i “ 1, 2, 3, with respect

to the tv´, ϕ´, r, θu coordinate system. We obtain analogous characterisations to Proposition 2.44 in the

regions covered by each of these coordinate systems.

It now follows from (2.31) (which obviously holds for any of the sets of Z̃ defined), the second part of

Remark 2.42, and Proposition 2.44 that the Teukolsky operator Trss, defined in (2.39), is a smooth operator

on I8
rss

`

M Y pH`r zS2
bq Y pCH

`
l zS2

t q
˘

. Similalry, the Teukolsky operator T̂rss, defined in (2.40), is a smooth

operator on I8
rss

`

MY pH`l zS2
bq Y pCH

`
r zS2

t q
˘

.
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2.3.9 The spin weighted Carter operator

Definition 2.45. We define the spin s-weighted Carter operator Qrss by

Qrss : “ a2 sin2 θ B2
v` ´ 2isa cos θ Bv` ` {̊∆rss

“ a2 sin2 θ B2
v´ ` 2isa cos θ Bv´ ` {̊∆rss

Note that it follows directly from (2.39) and (2.40) that the spin s-weighted Carter operator commutes

with the Teukolsky operator, i.e. we have rTrss,Qrsss “ 0 “ rT̂rss,Qrsss.

2.3.10 The regularity of 9α as defined in Section 2.3.1 and 2.3.2

Our following global theorem will concern spin 2-weighted functions, satisfying the Teukolsky equation, that

satisfy the following smoothness properties.

Assumption 2.46. • ψ P I8
r2spMq.

• 1
pV `r` q

2
ψ P I8

r2spMq. Note that this implies, using (2.7), that ψ̂ :“ 1
∆2ψ P I

8
r2s

`

MY pH`l zS2
bq
˘

.

• ψ satisfies Tr2sψ “ 0 in MYpH`r zS2
bq. Note that this implies that ψ̂ satisfies T̂r2sψ̂ “ 0 in MYpH`l zS2

bq.

We have dropped here the subscript 2 from ψ to shorten notation. No confusion can arise, since the

remainder of the paper is only concerned with spin 2-weighted functions.

We investigate what the above regularity assumptions imply for Brψ and B2
rψ, where the partial derivative

is with respect to the pv`, r, θ, ϕ`q coordinate system. By (A.1) and (2.7) we have Br “
1
V `r`

f1prqBV ´r`
`

f2prqBΦr`
, where f1prq and f2prq are functions which extend smoothly to r “ r`. It now follows from

Assumption 2.46 that ψ decays at least like pV `r`q
2 for V `r` Ñ 0, Brψ at least like V `r` , and B2

rψ does in

general not decay but is a regular smooth spin 2-weighted function on M.

We now show that 9α, as defined in Section 2.3.1 and 2.3.2, satisfies the above smoothness assumptions

2.46.28

Proposition 2.47. The quantity ψ :“ 9α from Section 2.3.2 satisfies the Assumptions 2.46.

Proof. Recall that e4 is a smooth vector field on M, vanishing at H`l . Also recall that

9α “ 9Rpe4p0q,map0q, e4p0q,map0qq “: βpmap0q,map0qq ,

where we have defined β, a smooth and symmetric tensor field on M. By (2.9) we have

βpmap0q,map0qq “
1

pr ` ia cos θq2
βpm`

ia sin θ
?

2
Bt,m`

ia sin θ
?

2
Btq .

By the second point in Remark 2.42 it suffices to show that βpm ` ia sin θ?
2
Bt,m ` ia sin θ?

2
Btq P I8

r2spMq. By

definition of the spin weighted spaces we have βpm,mq P I8
r2spMq and thus it remains to establish that

sin θ ¨ βpm, Btq P I
8
r2spMq and sin2 θ P I8

r2spMq. Let us define the smooth one-form γ :“ sin θ dθ on M. Then

γbγ is a symmetric two-covector field with pγbγqpm,mq “ 1
2 sin2 θ, which lies in I8

r2spMq. Similarly, defining

the symmetric two-covector field γ b βp¨, Btq ` βp¨, Btq b γ shows that sin θ ¨ βpm, Btq P I8
r2spMq. This shows

the first point. The second point follows analogously recalling from Section A that 1
V `r`

e4 is a smooth vector

field on M. The last two points were established in the previous sections.

28Recall that ma differs from m by a term proportional to Bt – thus the claim that 9α is spin 2-weighted is not trivial.
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3 Assumptions on the event horizon and the main theorem

In addition to the smoothness assumptions in Assumption 2.46 we make the following assumptions on ψ

along the event horizons:

Along the right event horizon H`r : Assume that there exists a p P N such that
ş

H`r Xtv`ě1u
v2p
` |ψ|

2 volS2 dv` “

`8. Let p0 P N be the smallest integer such that this holds, i.e., we have

ż

H`r Xtv`ě1u

v2p0
` |ψ|2 volS2 dv` “ `8 . (3.1)

Assume that p0 ě 2. Moreover, we assume that there is m0 P Z and N Q l0 ě maxt2, |m0|u such that

ż

v`ě1

v2p0
` |pψ|H`r qSpm0l0q|

2 dv` “ `8 , (3.2)

where pψ|H`r qSpmlqpv`q “
ş

S2 ψ|H`r pv`, θ, ϕ`qY
r`2s
ml pθ, ϕ`; 0q volS2 denotes the projection of ψ|H`r onto the

spin 2-weighted spherical harmonic Y
r`2s
ml pθ, ϕ`; 0q, cf. Section 5.1. We also assume that

ż

H`r Xtv`ě1u

v2p0
` |Bv`ψ|

2 volS2 dv` ă `8 (3.3)

holds and that for some 2 ă qr ă 2p0, qr P R, we have29

ÿ

0ďi1`i2`i3`jď1

ż

H`r Xtv`ě1u

vqr` | rZ
i1
1,`

rZi22,`
rZi33,`B

j
v`f |

2 volS2 dv` ă `8 (3.4)

with f P tBav`B
b
ϕ`B

c
rψ, Bv`B

a
v`B

b
ϕ`B

c
rψ,QrssBav`B

b
ϕ`B

c
rψ, u, 0 ď a` b ď 2, c “ 0, 1, 2.

Along the left event horizon H`l : Assume that

ψ̂ is compactly supported on H`l Y Sb, (3.5)

i.e., there exists a v0 P R such that ψ̂ vanishes in H`l X tv´ ě v0u. However, all our results remain true if we

replace (3.5) by the much weaker

ÿ

0ďi1`i2`i3`jď1

ż

H`l Xtv´ě1u

vql´ | rZ
i1
1,´

rZi22,´
rZi33,´B

j
v´f |

2 volS2 dv´ ă `8 (3.6)

with f P tBav´B
b
ϕ´B

c
rψ̂, Bv´B

a
v´B

b
ϕ´B

c
rψ̂,QrssBav´B

b
ϕ´B

c
rψ̂u, 0 ď a` b` c ď 2, a, b, c P N0 and R Q ql ě 2p0.30 To

see that (3.5) implies (3.6) for f “ Brψ̂, we notice that the Teukolsky equation (2.40) reduces in the region

H`l X tv´ ě v0u, where ψ̂ vanishes, to
`

2pr2 ` a2qBv´ ´ 2aBϕ´
˘

Brψ̂ ` 2pr ´Mqp1 ` sqBrψ̂ “ 0. This shows

that Brψ̂ decays exponentially along H`l – a manifestation of the red-shift effect. Further commutations with

Br even improve the red-shift.

For the statements of the intermediate results in the main body of the paper we will often use the phrase

‘under the assumptions of Section 3’. Let us make explicit that by this we mean the Assumption 2.46 together

29We have made no attempt in this paper to keep the number of derivatives required as low as possible, one can certainly

improve on it. It is also likely that one can improve on the requirement 2 ă qr and thus also on the lower bound on 2 ď p0.

The bound 2 ă qr is used in Theorem 5.26 (via Corollary 4.46 – for which we also use all the derivatives assumed) to derive the

radial ODE (5.28).
30The asymmetry between the number of derivatives assumed on the left and right event horizons can be traced back to the

necessity to close the energy estimate near H`r at the level of pBr|`q2ψ while near H`l we close it at the level of ψ̂. The higher

number of derivatives assumed on H`r allows us to ease the presentation of the proof of Proposition 4.11 in Step 6. However,

one can certainly improve on that.

31



with (3.1), (3.2), (3.3), (3.4), and (3.6). However, usually not all of these assumptions are required for the

specific partial result proven.

With the exception of Section 6.2.4, where we briefly consider the case s “ ´2, this paper is only concerned

with the case s “ `2. However, we will not replace the s in the Teukolsky equation by 2 so that the reader

can follow the importance of the value of s for the validity of our estimates. With the exception of Section

6.2.4 the convention in this paper is that s “ `2.

Theorem 3.7. Let ψ satisfy the Assumptions 2.46, (3.1), (3.2), (3.3), (3.4), and (3.6). Let v2 P R and

consider the spacelike hypersurface Σ :“ tf´ “ v2u which is transversal to CH`r . We then have

ż

ΣXtv`ě1u

v2p0
` |ψ|2 volS2dv` “ 8 . (3.8)

The above theorem is global in nature, it concerns solutions of the Teukolsky equation defined in all of

the interior of asymptotically flat two-ended Kerr black holes. As stated, it is not a useful ingredient for

treating realistic one-ended rotating black holes. In the following we give a version of Theorem 3.7 localised

to a neighbourhood of timelike infinity.

Theorem 3.9. Consider a patch of M given by M X tf´ ď v1u X tf` ě v0u for some v1, v2 P R, see also

Figure 9 on page 89. Let ψ P I8
r2spMXtf´ ď v1uXtf` ě v0uq satisfy the Teukolsky equation Tr2sψ “ 0 and31

(3.1), (3.2), (3.3), and (3.4) . Let v2 ď v1 and consider the spacelike hypersurface Σ :“ tf´ “ v2u which is

transversal to CH`r . We then have

ż

ΣXtv`ě1u

v2p0
` |ψ|2 volS2dv` “ 8 . (3.10)

Remark 3.11. 1. The proof of Theorems 3.7 and 3.9 contains a crucial Fourier-theoretic component. To

obtain the instability at the Cauchy horizon we use that there is a smallest p0 P N and m0 P Z and

N Q l0 ě maxt2, |m0|u such that

Bp0
ω p

~ψ|H`r qm0l0pωq R L
2
ωp´ε, εq for any ε ą 0 . (3.12)

Here p~ψ|H`r qm0l0 results from ψ|H`r by taking the Fourier transform in v` and subsequent projection on

the m0, l0 spin 2-weighted spheroidal harmonic, cf. Section 5.2. The physical space assumptions (3.1),

(3.2), (3.3) are only used to guarantee (3.12), see Proposition 7.5. In particular the above Theorems

remain true if (3.1), (3.2), (3.3) are replaced by (3.12). Note that the assumption (3.4) implies that

2p0 must be greater than qr.

2. Having dropped the subscript s from ψ, we introduce the notation

ψmpv`, r, θ, ϕ`q :“

ż

S1

ψpv`, r, θ, ϕ
1
`q ¨ e

´imϕ1` dϕ1` ¨ e
imϕ`

for the projection on the m-th azimuthal mode, m P Z, and also ψ‰0 :“ ψ ´ ψ0. Note that if ψ solves

the Teukolsky equation then so does ψm. We can thus apply the above theorems also to the projections

ψm individually to obtain statements which, through the ensuing m-dependent parameter p0, depend on

m.

31with the integration H`r X tv` ě 1u replaced by H`r X tv` ě v0u
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3. It was shown recently in [51] (see also [15], [50] and also [3]) that for slowly rotating32 sub-extremal Kerr

and for compactly supported initial data for the Teukolsky equation, posed on a spacelike hypersurface

connecting the event horizon with spacelike infinity, one has

ˇ

ˇBjv`ψm‰0|H`r ´
ÿ

m“˘1,˘2

Qm,2Y
r`2s
m2 pθ, ϕ`; 0qv´7´j

`

ˇ

ˇ À v´7´j´ε
` ,

where ε ą 0 and Qm,2 P C is generically non-vanishing, and

ˇ

ˇBjv`ψ0|H`r ´Q0,2Y
r`2s
02 pθ, ϕ`; 0qv´8´j

`

ˇ

ˇ À v´8´j´ε
` ,

where again Q0,2 P C is generically non-vanishing. For v` large enough we thus obtain for m “ ˘1,˘2

generically |pψ|H`r qSpm2q| ě cv´7
` with c ą 0 and for m “ 0 generically |pψ|H`r qSp02q| ě cv´8

` with c ą 0.

Hence for m0 “ ˘1,˘2 the assumptions made in this section are generically satisfied with l0 “ 2 and

p0 “ 7 and for m0 “ 0 with l0 “ 2 and p0 “ 8. If we do not decompose into azimuthal modes the

assumptions are generically satisfied with p0 “ 7, l0 “ 2 and m0 P t´2,´1, 1, 2u. The parameter qr can

be chosen to be anything strictly less than 13.

If we do not assume the initial data to be compactly supported, but still to be smooth with respect to the

conformal compactification at future null infinity, we expect the generic decay rates to be slower by a

power of v´1
` , see also [2]. There is evidence that the assumption of smoothness at future null infinity

is not satisfied in many physically interesting situations (see [9], [38]) and that this impacts the late

time tails [39]. There is also evidence that tails arising on dynamical black hole exteriors differ from

those on stationary exteriors [44].

4. We rewrite (3.10) in terms of quantities that are regular at CH`r : we first recall that ψ̂ “ 1
∆2ψ is the

linearisation of the curvature component with respect to the algebraically special frame that is regular

at CH`r and that we have ∆2 » e2κ´pv``v´q » e2κ´v` along Σ for v` Ñ 8, where we have used (2.8).

Moreover, we have V `r´ “ ´e
κ´v` and thus logp´V `r´q “ κ´v` and dv` “

1
κ´V

`
r´

dV `r´ . We thus find

v2p0
` |ψ|2 »

“

logp´V `r´q
‰2p0

p´V `r´q
4|ψ̂|2 along Σ for v` Ñ8 and hence (3.10) is equivalent to

ż

ΣXtv`ě1u

“

logp´V `r´q
‰2p0

p´V `r´q
3|ψ̂|2 volS2dV `r´ “ 8 . (3.13)

5. As a side result we also prove
ż

ΣXtv`ě1u

vqr` |ψ|
2 volS2dv` ă 8 ,

see (4.76). Hence, the integral in (3.13) with 2p0 replaced by qr is finite. Recall that we said that in

particular for compactly supported initial data qr can be chosen to be anything strictly less that 2p0´ 1.

4 Energy estimates for the Teukolsky equation: upper bounds

In this section we prove stability estimates which are being used to justify Teukolsky’s separation of variables,

to pass to the limits r Ñ r˘, and to propagate the singularity backwards along CH`r .

32One expects that these results remain true in the full sub-extremal range, see [51].
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4.1 Estimates near the event horizons

We begin with the semi-global estimates near the left event horizon, since they are the simplest and thus the

structure is easier to understand here.

Proposition 4.1. Under the assumptions of Section 3 there exists an rred P pr´, r`q and a C ą 0 such that

sup
r1Prrred,r`s

ÿ

0ďi1`i2`i3`j`kď1

ż

tr“r1uXtv´ě1u

vql´ |∆|
k| rZi11,´

rZi22,´
rZi33,´B

j
v´B

k
r f |

2 volS2 dv´

`
ÿ

0ďi1`i2`i3`j`kď1

ż

trredďrďr`uXtv´ě1u

vql´ | rZ
i1
1,´

rZi22,´
rZi33,´B

j
v´B

k
r f |

2 volS2 dv´dr ď C

(4.2)

holds for f P tBav´B
b
ϕ´B

c
rψ̂, Bv´B

a
v´B

b
ϕ´B

c
rψ̂,QrssBav´B

b
ϕ´B

c
rψ̂u, 0 ď a` b` c ď 2, a, b, c P N0.33

Here, and in the following propositions and corollaries throughout Section 4, the constant C depends in

particular on the initial data of the Teukolsky field on H`l and H`r , on ql and qr, on the black hole parameters,

and, in general, on the region in which the estimate holds. The exact dependency and the optimal value

of the constant is, however, of no interest to this paper. We only need the qualitative statement that the

quantity in question is finite.

Proof. Step 1: The multiplier. In the following we restrict to v´ ě 1. We start from the following multi-

plier identity, where λ, η, µ ą 0 are constants to be chosen:

0 “ Re
´

T̂rssψ̂ ¨ vql´
`

´ p1` λ∆qBr ` p1` λ∆qBv´
˘

ψ̂
¯

` Brpv
ql
´µe

ηr|ψ̂|2q ´ vql´µηe
ηr|ψ̂|2 ´ 2vql´µe

ηrRepψ̂Brψ̂q
loooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooomoooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooon

“0

(4.3)

Here, for λ ą 0 suitably, the vector field ´p1` λ∆qBr ` p1` λ∆qBv´ is a choice of the redshift vector field of

Dafermos and Rodnianski, [18], [19], and the underbraced term is added in order to control the zeroth order

terms, as will become clear in the following. After integration over the spheres, and using the form (2.40) of

the Teukolsky equation, the right hand side of (4.3) is the sum of

1. the sum of all the terms on the right hand sides of B.1 and B.2

2. the real part of the terms

2prp1` 2sq ` isa cos θqBv´ ψ̂v
ql
´

`

´ p1` λ∆qBr ` p1` λ∆qBv´
˘

ψ̂

´ vql´ p1` λ∆q2pr ´Mqp1` sq|Brψ̂|
2 ` vql´ p1` λ∆q2pr ´Mqp1` sqBrψ̂Bv´ ψ̂

3. the underbraced term in (4.3).

As will become clear later, we can derive a boundedness statement if the bulk terms (those terms which are

not total derivatives) are negative. Recall that Br∆pr`q “ 2pr` ´Mq ą 0.

Step 2: Estimating all bulk terms that are quadratic in derivatives.

The two dashed terms, which are the most important terms, combine to give a negative contribution for

r close enough (depending on λ) to r`. Indeed, for s “ 0 this is the familiar red-shift for the wave equation

and we see that for s “ `2 we even get an improved red-shift for the energy.34

33Note that away from r˘ we have spantBr|`, Bv` , Bϕ`u “ spantBr|´, Bv´ , Bϕ´u “ spantBr, Bt, Bϕu. Since we carry out the

different energy estimates in different coordinates, it is convenient to always consider this combination of derivatives.
34Note that the structure for s “ `2 is the following: for ψ̂ strong red-shift for the energy at H`l , strong blue-shift at CH`r ;

for ψ blue-shift at H`r , red-shift at CH`l . This is the reason why the estimate for ψ at H`r is slightly more complicated.
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We now investigate all the terms
::::

with a wavy underline, which are all those that are leading order in λ.

The first of those terms in B.1 is negative. The second of those terms in B.1, which indeed appears again

from the fourth equation in B.2, can be controlled as follows:

|2avql´λpBr∆qRepBϕ´ ψ̂Bv´ ψ̂q| ď vql´λpBr∆q
´1

2
α| rZ3,´ψ̂|

2 ` α´12a2|Bv´ ψ̂|
2
¯

(4.4)

Note that |a| ăM ă r` so that there exists 0 ă α ă 1 close to 1 such that r2
` ` a

2 ą 2α´1a2. Hence, (4.4)

can be estimated uniformly in λ by the last wavily underlined term in B.1 and the one in B.2. In summary,

all the wavily underlined terms and the dashed terms are estimated from above by

´ vql´fpr, λq
`

λp
ÿ

i

|Z̃i,´ψ̂|
2 ` |Bv´ ψ̂|

2q ` |Brψ̂|
2
˘

, (4.5)

where fpr`, λq ą 0 is independent of λ. All the other bulk terms which are quadratic in derivatives of ψ̂ can

now be controlled in absolute value by ´ 1
2 ˆ (4.5) by choosing first λ ą 0 big enough and then restricting

to r P rrred, r`s, v´ ě v0 with rred ă r` close enough to r` and v0 ą 1 large enough.35

Step 3: Estimating boundary terms.

We gather all the total derivatives appearing on the right hand side of (4.3). They are Bv´
`

Apv´, r, ψ̂, Bψ̂q
˘

and Br
`

Bpv´, r, ψ̂, Bψ̂q
˘

with

Apv´, r, ψ̂, Bψ̂q “ ´a
2 sin2 θvql´ p1` λ∆qRepBv´ ψ̂Brψ̂q ` 2avql´ p1` λ∆qRepBϕ´ ψ̂Brψ̂q ´ v

ql
´ p1` λ∆qpr2 ` a2q|Brψ̂|

2

`
1

2
vql´ p1` λ∆qa2 sin2 θ|Bv´ ψ̂|

2 ´
1

2
vql´ p1` λ∆q∆|Brψ̂|

2 `
1

2
vql´ p1` λ∆qqps` s2q|ψ̂|2

´
1

2
vql´ p1` λ∆q

ÿ

i

|Z̃i,´ψ̂|
2

and

Bpv´, r, ψ̂, Bψ̂q “
1

2
a2 sin2 θvql´ p1` λ∆q|Bv´ ψ̂|

2 ´ 2avql´ p1` λ∆qRepBϕ´ ψ̂Bv´ ψ̂q ´
1

2
vql´ p1` λ∆q∆|Brψ̂|

2

´
1

2
vql´ p1` λ∆qps` s2q|ψ̂|2 `

1

2
vql´ p1` λ∆q

ÿ

i

|Z̃i,´ψ̂|
2 ` vql´ p1` λ∆qpr2 ` a2q|Bv´ ψ̂|

2

` vql´ p1` λ∆q∆RepBrψ̂Bv´ ψ̂q ` v
ql
´µe

ηr|ψ̂|2 .

(4.6)

We begin by establishing coercivity of B for r close enough to r`. The second term in (4.6) can be absorbed

by the fifth and sixth term as follows

2|a|vql´ p1` λ∆q|Bϕ´ ψ̂Bv´ ψ̂| ď vql´ p1` λ∆qp
1

2
α|Z̃3,´ψ̂|

2 ` 2a2α´1|Bv´ ψ̂|
2q

where 0 ă α ă 1 and we argue as in (4.4). The seventh term in (4.6) is estimated by the third and sixth

term by

vql´ p1` λ∆q|∆||Brψ̂Bv´ ψ̂| ď vql´ p1` λ∆q|∆|p
1

2
α|Brψ̂|

2 `
1

2
α´1|Bv´ ψ̂|

2q ,

for 0 ă α ă 1, where we note that the additional |∆| allows us to absorb the |Bv´ ψ̂|
2 term. Finally we choose

µ ą 0 as a function of η ą 0 (to be determined later) such that µpηqeηr` “ 2ps` s2q. It thus follows that for

rred ă r` close enough to r` we have

Bpv´, r, ψ̂, Bψ̂q Á vql´ p|∆||Brψ̂|
2 ` |Bv´ ψ̂|

2 `
ÿ

i

|Z̃i,´ψ̂|
2 ` |ψ̂|2q (4.7)

35We need to choose v0 large enough to control the second term on the right hand side of the third multiplier expression

computed in B.1. This one is quadratic in Brψ̂, has a positive sign, but a sub-leading v´-weight.
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for r P rrred, r`s.

Next we establish the coercivity of Bpv´, r, ψ̂, Bψ̂q ´Apv´, r, ψ̂, Bψ̂q. We first compute

Bpv´, r, ψ̂, Bψ̂q ´Apv´, r, ψ̂, Bψ̂q “ ´2avql´ p1` λ∆qRepBϕ´ ψ̂Bv´ ψ̂q ´ v
ql
´ p1` λ∆qps` s2q|ψ̂|2

` vql´ p1` λ∆q
ÿ

i

|Z̃i,´ψ̂|
2 ` vql´ p1` λ∆qpr2 ` a2q|Bv´ ψ̂|

2

` vql´ p1` λ∆q∆RepBrψ̂Bv´ ψ̂q ` v
´qlµeηr|ψ̂|2

` a2 sin2 θvql´ p1` λ∆qRepBv´ ψ̂Brψ̂q ´ 2avql´ p1` λ∆qRepBϕ´ ψ̂Brψ̂q

` vql´ p1` λ∆qpr2 ` a2q|Brψ̂|
2 .

In particular completing the square for the underlined term gives

Bpv´, r, ψ̂, Bψ̂q ´Apv´, r, ψ̂, Bψ̂q “ ´2avql´ p1` λ∆qRepBϕ´ ψ̂pBv´ ` Brqψ̂q ´ v
ql
´ p1` λ∆qps` s2q|ψ̂|2

` vql´ p1` λ∆q
ÿ

i

|Z̃i,´ψ̂|
2 ` vql´ p1` λ∆q∆RepBrψ̂Bv´ ψ̂q

` v´qlµeηr|ψ̂|2 `
1

2
vql´ p1` λ∆qpr2 ` a2 `

1

2
a2 sin2 θq|pBv´ ` Brqψ̂|

2

`
1

2
vql´ p1` λ∆qpr2 `

1

2
pa2 ` a2 cos2 θqq|pBv´ ´ Brqψ̂|

2 .

(4.8)

The first term is estimated in the same way as before now by the third and sixth term. Note that the fourth

term vanishes at r “ r`. Thus, with our choice of η from above we obtain

Bpv´, r, ψ̂, Bψ̂q ´Apv´, r, ψ̂, Bψ̂q Á vql´ p|Brψ̂|
2 ` |Bv´ ψ̂|

2 `
ÿ

i

|Z̃i,´ψ̂|
2 ` |ψ̂|2q

for r P rrred, r`s with rred close enough to r`.

Step 4: Estimating the remaining bulk terms:

The last two terms in (4.3) are estimated by

´ vql´ηµe
ηr|ψ̂| ´ 2vql´µe

ηrRepψ̂Brψ̂q ď ´
1

2
vql´ηµe

ηr|ψ̂|2 ` 2vql´η
´1µeηr|Brψ̂|

2 . (4.9)

We can now choose η ą 0 sufficiently large such that the last term can be controlled by ´ 1
4 ˆ (4.5) and such

that the first term controls the zeroth order terms arising in the bulk from (B.1) and (B.2) (those have an

overall ‘bad’ positive sign and need to be controlled).

Step 5: Putting it all together:

We thus obtain after integration over the spheres

Bv´

`

Apv´, r, ψ̂, Bψ̂q
˘

` Br
`

Bpv´, r, ψ̂, Bψ̂q
˘

Á
a.i.

vql´
`

|Brψ̂|
2 ` |Bv´ ψ̂|

2 `
ÿ

i

|Z̃i,´ψ̂|
2 ` |ψ̂|2

˘

for v´ ě v0 and rred ď r ď r`. Let r1 P rrred, r`q. We integrate over the region t2v0 ď f´ ď v1u X tr
1 ď r ď

r`u with respect to dv´ ^ dr ^ volS2 “ 1
ρ2 vol and use that on a level set of f´ we have dr “ dv´ to obtain

ż

tr“r1u

Xt2v0ďf
´ďv1u

B volS2dv´ `

ż

tf´“v1u

Xtr1ďrďr`u

pB ´Aq volS2dv´ ` c

ż

t2v0ďf
´ďv1u

Xtr1ďrďr`u

vql´
`

|Brψ̂|
2 ` |Bv´ ψ̂|

2 `
ÿ

i

|Z̃i,´ψ̂|
2 ` |ψ̂|2

˘

volS2dv´dr

ď

ż

H`l X t2v0 ď f´ ď v1u

B volS2dv´ `

ż

tf´“2v0u

Xtr1ďrďr`u

pB ´Aq volS2dv´ ,
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where c ą 0. Using now the lower bounds (4.7) and (4.8), the trivial upper bounds on A and B, the

assumption (3.6) on ψ̂ as well as the regularity Assumption 2.46 for the boundary term on tf´ “ 2v0u, and

letting v1 Ñ8 we obtain

sup
r1Prrred,r`s

ż

tr“r1uXtf´ě2v0u

vql´
`

|∆||Brψ̂|
2 ` |Bv´ ψ̂|

2 `
ÿ

i

|Z̃i,´ψ̂|
2 ` |ψ̂|2

˘

volS2dv´

`

ż

t2v0 ď f´u X trred ď r ď r`u

vql´
`

|Brψ̂|
2 ` |Bv´ ψ̂|

2 `
ÿ

i

|Z̃i,´ψ̂|
2 ` |ψ̂|2

˘

volS2dv´dr ď C ,

for some C ą 0, where, in a second step we have also taken the limit r1 Ñ rred to obtain the bulk term.

Together with the regularity Assumption 2.46 used for the remaining compact spacetime region this shows

(4.2) with f “ ψ̂.

Step 6: Estimating higher derivatives:

Recall that Bv´ , Bϕ´ , and Qrss commute with T̂rss. By our assumptions on the left event horizon (3.6) we

can thus repeat the above argument now with ψ̂ replaced by Qd
rssB

a
v´B

b
ϕ´ ψ̂ to obtain (4.2) for f “ Qd

rssB
a
v´B

b
ϕ´ ψ̂,

for 0 ď a` b ď 2, d “ 0, 1.

We now commute the Teukolsky equation with Br:

0 “ BrT̂rssψ̂ “ a2 sin2 θB2
v´Brψ̂ ´ 2aBv´Bϕ´Brψ̂ ` 2pr2 ` a2qBv´B

2
r ψ̂

´ 2aBϕ´B
2
r ψ̂ `∆B3

r ψ̂ ` 2
`

rp3` 2sq ` isa cos θ
˘

Bv´Brψ̂ ` 2pr ´Mqp2` sqB2
r ψ̂

` {̊∆rssBrψ̂ ` 2p1` 2sqBv´ ψ̂ ` 2p1` sqBrψ̂ .

(4.10)

Of course, the principal part is unchanged. Also note that the dashed red-shift term is even improved. Thus,

the same vector field multiplier (with ψ̂ replaced by Brψ̂) can be used to control all bulk terms quadratic

in derivatives of Brψ̂. Also the same modification, i.e., the underbraced term in (4.3) with ψ̂ replaced by

Brψ̂, can be used to generate an arbitrarily large bulk term quadratic in Brψ̂ of the ‘good’ negative sign.

The boundary terms are exactly of the same form with ψ̂ replaced by Brψ̂. So the only qualitatively new

term we need to estimate is the underlined term, which is neither Brψ̂ nor derivatives of it. This term can

be estimated either by a modification similarly to the one we used above, now with ψ̂ replaced by Bv´ ψ̂, or,

more straightforwardly, we can use directly the bulk term in (4.2). Thus, we obtain, after possibly choosing

rred closer to r`

sup
r1Prrred,r`s

ż

tr“r1uXtf´ě2v0u

vql´
`

|∆||B2
r ψ̂|

2 ` |Bv´Brψ̂|
2 `

ÿ

i

|Z̃i,´Brψ̂|
2 ` |Brψ̂|

2
˘

volS2dv´

`

ż

t2v0 ď f´u X trred ď r ď r`u

vql´
`

|B2
r ψ̂|

2 ` |Bv´Brψ̂|
2 `

ÿ

i

|Z̃i,´Brψ̂|
2 ` |Brψ̂|

2
˘

volS2dv´dr ď C ,

for some C ą 0, which is (4.2) with f “ Brψ̂. Again, we can in addition commute with the Killing vector

fields Bv´ , Bϕ´ , as well as with Qrss.
Differentiating (4.10) once more in r we obtain

0 “ B2
r T̂rssψ̂ “ a2 sin2 θB2

v´B
2
r ψ̂ ´ 2aBv´Bϕ´B

2
r ψ̂ ` 2pr2 ` a2qBv´B

3
r ψ̂

´ 2aBϕ´B
3
r ψ̂ `∆B4

r ψ̂ ` 2
`

rp5` 2sq ` isa cos θ
˘

Bv´B
2
r ψ̂ ` 2pr ´Mqp3` sqB3

r ψ̂

` {̊∆rssB
2
r ψ̂ ` 8p1` sqBv´Brψ̂ ` 2p3` 2sqB2

r ψ̂ .

The dashed red-shift term is even further improved and no qualitatively new terms compared to (4.10) (with

ψ̂ replaced by Brψ̂) have appeared. This completes the proof.
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We now continue with the red shift estimate near the right event horizon.

Proposition 4.11. Under the assumptions of Section 3 there exists an rred P pr´, r`q and a C ą 0 such that

sup
r1Prrred,r`s

ÿ

0ďi1`i2`i3`j`kď1

ż

tr“r1uXtv`ě1u

vqr` |∆|
k| rZi11,`

rZi22,`
rZi33,`B

j
v`B

k
r f |

2 volS2 dv`

`
ÿ

0ďi1`i2`i3`j`kď1

ż

trredďrďr`uXtv`ě1u

vqr` | rZ
i1
1,`

rZi22,`
rZi33,`B

j
v`B

k
r f |

2 volS2 dv`dr ď C

(4.12)

holds for f P tBav`B
b
ϕ`B

c
rψ, Bv`B

a
v`B

b
ϕ`B

c
rψ,QrssBav`B

b
ϕ`B

c
rψ, u, with 0 ď a` b` c ď 2.

The symmetry between left and right event horizon for the wave equation is broken for the Teukolsky

equation because of a choice of frame field. Indeed, near the right event horizon H`r we do have a blue-shift

for the energy of the Teukolsky field ψ. This is the reason why in the following proof we need to commute

twice with Br in order to get a red-shift near H`r .

Proof. Many elements of the proof are the same as those of the proof of Proposition 4.1. For this reason

we will be more concise here and highlight the essential differences. We begin by observing that the crucial

seventh term of (2.39) has a ‘bad’ sign for s “ 2. Multiplying by ´vqr` p1 ` λ∆qBrψ as we did before would

give a bulk term in |Brψ|
2 of positive sign – but we recall that for stability we needed the good negative sign.

We differentiate (2.39) in r to obtain

0 “ BrTrssψ “ a2 sin2 θB2
v`Brψ ` 2aBv`Bϕ`Brψ ` 2pr2 ` a2qBv`B

2
rψ ` 2aBϕ`B

2
rψ `∆B3

rψ

` {̊∆rssBrψ ` 2
`

rp3´ 2sq ´ isa cos θ
˘

Bv`Brψ ` 2pr ´Mqp2´ sqB2
rψ

` 2p1´ 2sqBrψ ` 2p1´ 2sqBv`ψ .

Differentiating once more we obtain

0 “ B2
rTrssψ “ a2 sin2 θB2

v`B
2
rψ ` 2aBv`Bϕ`B

2
rψ ` 2pr2 ` a2qBv`B

3
rψ ` 2aBϕ`B

3
rψ `∆B4

rψ

` {̊∆rssB
2
rψ ` 2

`

rp5´ 2sq ´ isa cos θ
˘

Bv`B
2
rψ ` 2pr ´Mqp3´ sqB3

rψ

` 6p1´ sqB2
rψ ` 8p1´ sqBv`Brψ .

(4.13)

Step 1: The multiplier: We restrict in the following to v` ě 1. We consider the following multiplier

identity, where λ, η, µ ą 0 are constants to be chosen:

0 “ Re
´

B2
rTrssψ ¨ v

qr
`

`

´ p1` λ∆qBr ` p1` λ∆qBv`
˘

B2
rψ

¯

` Brpv
qr
` µe

ηr|B2
rψ|

2q ´ vqr` µηe
ηr|B2

rψ|
2 ´ 2vqr` µe

ηrRepB2
rψB

3
rψq

loooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooomoooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooon

“0

` Brpv
qr
` µe

ηr|Bv`Brψ|
2q ´ vqr` µηe

ηr|Bv`Brψ|
2 ´ 2vqr` µe

ηrRepBv`BrψBv`B
2
rψq

loooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooomoooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooon

“0

(4.14)

After integration over the spheres, the right hand side of (4.14) is the sum of

1. the sum of all the terms on the right hand sides of C.1 and C.2 with χpv`q “ vqr` and ψ replaced by

B2
rψ

2. the real part of the terms

2
`

rp5´ 2sq ´ isa cos θ
˘

Bv`B
2
rψ ¨ v

qr
`

`

´ p1` λ∆qBr ` p1` λ∆qBv`
˘

B2
rψ

´vqr` p1` λ∆q ¨ 2pr ´Mqp3´ sq|B3
rψ|

2 ` vqr` p1` λ∆q2pr ´Mqp3´ sqB3
rψBv`B

2
rψ

`
“

6p1´ sqB2
rψ ` 8p1´ sqBv`Brψ

‰

¨ vqr`
`

´ p1` λ∆qBr ` p1` λ∆qBv`
˘

B2
rψ
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3. the underbraced terms in (4.14).

The second underbraced term in (4.14) has been added to control the double underlined term above. As

before, we can derive a boundedness statement if the bulk terms are negative. We proceed as before:

Step 2: Estimating all bulk terms that are quadratic in derivatives of B2
rψ.

As before the two dashed terms combine to give a negative definite contribution in |B3
rψ|

2 for r close

enough to r`. Next, we look at the wavily underlined terms which are all those that are leading order in λ.

Again, the first of those terms in C.1 has a good negative sign, the second can be controlled by the third one

in C.1 and by the one in C.2 (as in (4.4)) for r close enough to r` so that the wavily underlined terms and

the dashed terms combined can be estimated from above by

´ vqr` fpr, λq
`

λp
ÿ

i

| rZi,`B
2
rψ|

2 ` |Bv`B
2
rψ|

2q ` |B3
rψ|

2
˘

, (4.15)

where fpr`, λq ą 0 is independent of λ. Choosing now λ ą 0 and v0 ě 1 large enough and rred ă r` close

enough to r`, all other bulk terms that are quadratic in derivatives of B2
rψ can be controlled in absolute value

by ´ 1
2ˆ(4.15) in the region trred ď r ď r`u X tv` ě v0u.

Step 3: Estimating boundary terms.

We gather all the total derivatives Bv`
`

Apv`, r, B
2
rψ, BB

2
rψq

˘

and Br
`

Bpv`, r, Bv`Brψ, B
2
rψ, BB

2
rψq

˘

appearing

on the right hand side of (4.14), where we find

Apv`, r, B
2
rψ, BB

2
rψq “ vqr` p1` λ∆q

´

´ a2 sin2 θRepBv`B
2
rψB

3
rψq ´ 2aRepBϕ`B

2
rψB

3
rψq ´ pr

2 ` a2q|B3
rψ|

2

`
1

2
a2 sin2 θ|Bv`B

2
rψ|

2 ´
1

2
∆|B3

rψ|
2 `

1

2
ps` s2q|B2

rψ|
2 ´

1

2

ÿ

i

| rZi,`B
2
rψ|

2
¯

and

Bpv`, r, Bv`Brψ, B
2
rψ, BB

2
rψq “ vqr` p1` λ∆q

´1

2
a2 sin2 θ|Bv`B

2
rψ|

2 ` 2aRepBϕ`B
2
rψBv`B

2
rψq ´

1

2
∆|B3

rψ|
2

´
1

2
ps` s2q|B2

rψ|
2 `

1

2

ÿ

i

| rZi,`B
2
rψ|

2 ` pr2 ` a2q|Bv`B
2
rψ|

2

`∆RepB3
rψBv`B

2
rψq

¯

` vqr` µe
ηr|B2

rψ|
2 ` vqr` µe

ηr|Bv`Brψ|
2 .

The coercivity of B and B ´ A for r close enough to r` is established in the same way as in the proof of

Proposition 4.1, Step 3, by choosing µpηq such that µpηqeηr` “ 2ps` s2q to obtain

Bpv`, r, Bv`Brψ, B
2
rψ, BB

2
rψq Á vqr` p|∆||B

3
rψ|

2 ` |Bv`B
2
rψ|

2 `
ÿ

i

| rZi,`B
2
rψ|

2 ` |B2
rψ|

2 ` |Bv`Brψ|
2q (4.16)

and

pB ´Aqpv`, r, Bv`Brψ, B
2
rψ, BB

2
rψq Á vqr` p|B

3
rψ|

2 ` |Bv`B
2
rψ|

2 `
ÿ

i

| rZi,`B
2
rψ|

2 ` |B2
rψ|

2 ` |Bv`Brψ|
2q (4.17)

for r P rrred, r`s with rred close enough to r`.

Step 4: Estimating the remaining bulk terms.

The last two terms of each underbraced term in (4.14) are estimated as in (4.9) of Step 4 of the proof

of Proposition 4.1, where we again choose η ą 0 so large that the resulting terms quadratic in derivatives

of B2
rψ are absorbed by 1

4ˆ (4.15) and such that the terms ´ 1
2v
qr
` ηµe

ηrp|B2
rψ|

2 ` |Bv`Brψ|
2q control all the

remaining bulk terms.

Step 5: Putting it all together.
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We obtain from (4.14) after integration over the spheres

Bv`

`

Apv`, r, B
2
rψ, BB

2
rψq

˘

` Br
`

Bpv`, r, Bv`Brψ, B
2
rψ, BB

2
rψq

˘

Á
a.i.

vqr`
`

|B3
rψ|

2 ` |Bv`B
2
rψ|

2 `
ÿ

i

|Z̃i,`B
2
rψ|

2 ` |B2
rψ|

2 ` |Bv`Brψ|
2
˘

for v` ě v0 and rred ď r ď r`. Let now r1 P rrred, r`q. We integrate over the region t2v0 ď f` ď v1uX tr
1 ď

r ď r`u with respect to dv` ^ dr ^ volS2 “ 1
ρ2 vol and use that on a level set of f` we have dr “ dv` to

obtain
ż

tr“r1u

Xt2v0ďf
`ďv1u

B volS2dv` `

ż

tf`“v1u

Xtr1ďrďr`u

pB ´Aq volS2dv`

` c

ż

t2v0ďf
`ďv1u

Xtr1ďrďr`u

vqr`
`

|B3
rψ|

2 ` |Bv`B
2
rψ|

2 `
ÿ

i

|Z̃i,`B
2
rψ|

2 ` |B2
rψ|

2 ` |Bv`Brψ|
2
˘

volS2dv`dr

ď

ż

H`r X t2v0 ď f` ď v1u

B volS2dv` `

ż

tf`“2v0u

Xtr1ďrďr`u

pB ´Aq volS2dv` ,

(4.18)

where c ą 0. Using the lower bounds (4.16) and (4.17), the trivial upper bounds on A and B, the Assumptions

2.46 and (3.4) on ψ to control the boundary terms on the right hand side, we obtain from this

sup
r1Prrred,r`s

ż

tr“r1uXtf`ě2v0u

vqr`
`

|∆||B3
rψ|

2 ` |Bv`B
2
rψ|

2 `
ÿ

i

|Z̃i,`B
2
rψ|

2 ` |B2
rψ|

2 ` |Bv`Brψ|
2
˘

volS2dv`

`

ż

trredďrďr`uXtf`ě2v0u

vqr`
`

|B3
rψ|

2 ` |Bv`B
2
rψ|

2 `
ÿ

i

|Z̃i,`B
2
rψ|

2 ` |B2
rψ|

2 ` |Bv`Brψ|
2
˘

volS2dv`dr ď C

(4.19)

for some C ą 0. Together with Assumption 2.46 this in particular gives (4.12) with f “ B2
rψ.

Step 6: Estimating higher, lower, and other derivatives.

We can again just commute (4.13) with Bv` , Bϕ` , and Qrss to obtain (4.12) also for f P tBav`B
b
ϕ`B

2
rψ,

Bv`B
a
v`B

b
ϕ`B

2
rψ,QrssBav`B

b
ϕ`B

2
rψu for 0 ď a`b ď 2.36 The lower order terms are now estimated by integrating in

r using the fundamental theorem of calculus together with Minkowski’s inequality37 and using the assumptions

(3.4) on the right event horizon to obtain

sup
r1Prrred,r`s

ż

tr“r1uXtv`ě1u

vqr`
`

|B2
rf |

2 ` |Bv`Brf |
2 `

ÿ

i

|Z̃i,`Brf |
2 ` |Brf |

2
˘

volS2dv` ď C

for some C ą 0 and f P tBav`B
b
ϕ`Brψ, Bv`B

a
v`B

b
ϕ`Brψ,QrssB

a
v`B

b
ϕ`Brψu for 0 ď a ` b ď 2. Integrating once

more in this way concludes the proof of Proposition 4.11.

36This gives control over some higher derivatives which are not stated in Proposition 4.11 and which are not needed. We

are wasteful here with derivatives in order to streamline the presentation. Being a bit more careful one can safe a couple of

derivatives here.
37Concretely, we use

´

ż

tr“r1uXtv`ě1u

h2volS2dv`

¯ 1
2
ď

´

ż

tr“r`uXtv`ě1u

h2volS2dv`

¯ 1
2
`

ż r`

r1

´

ż

tr“r̃uXtv`ě1u

pBrhq
2volS2dv`

¯ 1
2
dr

for h P t rZi11,`
rZi22,`

rZi33,`B
j
v`B

k
r pB

d
v`

Qe
rss
Bav`B

b
ϕ`
Brψqu, 0 ď i1 ` i2 ` i3 ` j ` k ď 1, and 0 ď a` b ď 2, 0 ď d` e ď 1.
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The following remark about the altered red-shift effect for the Teukolsky equation and Gaussian beams

is not needed for the result of the paper but the reader might still find it instructive.

Remark 4.20. The red-shift effect along the event horizon for the scalar wave equation is by now a classic

effect which has been used in various guises. To understand how it changes for the Teukolsky equation it

is helpful to differentiate between the following three manifestations of the red-shift effect (one could easily

consider more). We consider a family of observers with timelike velocity vector fields N which are Lie-

transported along the Hawking Killing vector field TH` “ Bv` `
a

r2
`
`a2 Bϕ` along the event horizon.

1. The frequency, as measured by the family of observers, of a (Gaussian) beam propagating along the

event horizon is shifted exponentially to the red. This could be seen as the original red-shift effect.

2. The energy of a (Gaussian) beam propagating along the event horizon decays exponentially, see [60],

[59]. Note that this is a priori independent of the change of colour of the light, but it is the most relevant

manifestation of the so-called red-shift effect on energy estimates.

3. Consider compactly supported initial data along the event horizon. Then the transversal derivative

decays exponentially along the event horizon, see (2.39).

For the Teukolsky equation, as we will see, it no longer makes sense to refer to those three effects collectively as

the ‘red-shift effect’. Dividing (2.39) by ρ2 we obtain that the Teukolsky equation in pv`, r, θ, ϕ`q coordinates

is of the form lgψ `Xψ ` fψ “ 0 with

X “ ´
1

ρ2
p4sr ` 2isa cos θqBv` ´

2spr ´Mq

ρ2
Br `

2si

ρ2

cos θ

sin2 θ
Bϕ` , f “ ´

2s

ρ2
´

1

ρ2
ps2 cos2 θ

sin2 θ
´ sq .

Note that in the construction of Gaussian beams for wave equations with lower order terms, the lower

order terms only impinge on the amplitude, but not on the phase function, see Appendix 3.D of [59]. Thus

the frequency/colour is still shifted to the red for all values of s.

We now consider the behaviour of the energy of Gaussian beams for which we refer the reader to Appendix

3.D of [59]. It follows from ∇TH`
TH` “ κ`TH` that e´κ`v`TH` is a null geodesic velocity vector field along

the event horizon. The N -energy of a Gaussian beam for the wave equation localised along one of the integral

curves thus behaves like e´κ`v` . Let us now choose either the integral curve at θ “ 0 or θ “ π so that

gpX, e´κ`v`TH`
`
q “ ´e´κ`v`2sκ`. With the terminology from [59] we hence obtain the modulating factor

|mXpv`q|
2 “ e2sκ`v` of the amplitude of the Gaussian beam for the Teukolsky equation compared to that for

the wave equation. Hence, the N -energy of such a Gaussian beam for the Teukolsky equation behaves like

ep2s´1qκ`v` .

In Appendix 3.E of [59] it was obtained that an integrated local energy decay statement for the Teukolsky

equation cannot hold in the exterior of a Kerr black hole without the ‘loss of a derivative’ by considering

Gaussian beams localised along trapped null geodesics away from the horizon. By considering a Gaussian

beam along the event horizon as above it follows that not even a uniform energy boundedness statement for

the Teukolsky equation for s “ `1,`2 can hold without the ‘loss of a derivative’.

Finally, for compactly supported initial data along the right event horizon it directly follows from (2.39)

that for s “ `1 the transversal derivative remains constant for large v` while for s “ `2 it grows in general

exponentially (i.e., if it does not vanish). This shows very nicely how these three different effects decouple for

the Teukolsky equation.

4.1.1 Corollaries

Let χ : R Ñ p0,8q be a fixed positive smooth function with χpv`q “ vqr` for v` ě 1 and χpv`q “ |v`|
ql

for v` ď ´1. The next corollary will be our starting point for the estimates in the next section which are
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needed for the separation of the Teukolsky field. It combines the results of Proposition 4.1 and 4.11, but we

can afford to discard uniformity up to the event horizons.

Corollary 4.21. Under the assumptions of Section 3 there exists an rred P pr´, r`q such that for any

r1 P prred, r`q there exists a C ą 0 such that

sup
r1Prrred,r1s

ÿ

0ďi1`i2`i3`j`kď1

ż

tr“r1u

χpv`q| rZ
i1
1,`

rZi22,`
rZi33,`B

j
v`

`

Br|`
˘k
f |2 volS2 dv` ď C (4.22)

holds for f P tBav`B
b
ϕ`pBr|`q

cψ, Bv`B
a
v`B

b
ϕ`pBr|`q

cψ,QrssBav`B
b
ϕ`pBr|`q

cψu, 0 ď a` b` c ď 2.

Here we have employed the notation Br|` to emphasise that this is a partial derivative in r with respect

to the pv`, r, θ, ϕ`q-coordinate system.

Proof. It follows from (2.3) and (2.4) that we have Br|` “ 2 r
2
`a2

∆ Bv´ ´ 2 a
∆Bϕ´ ` Br|´. Recalling moreover

that ψ “ ∆2ψ̂, we obtain

Br|`ψ “ 2∆pr2 ` a2qBv´ ψ̂ ´ 2a∆Bϕ´ ψ̂ `∆2Br|´ψ̂ ` 2pBr∆q∆ψ̂ (4.23)

and
`

Br|`
˘2
ψ “ 4pr2 ` a2q2B2

v´ ψ̂ ´ 8pr2 ` a2qaBv´Bϕ´ ψ̂ ` 4∆pr2 ` a2qBv´Br|´ψ̂ ` 4pr2 ` a2qpBr∆qBv´ ψ̂

` 4a2B2
ϕ´ ψ̂ ´ 4a∆Bϕ´Br|´ψ̂ ´ 4apBr∆qBϕ´ ψ̂ ` 2Brp∆pr

2 ` a2qqBv´ ψ̂

´ 2apBr∆qBϕ´ ψ̂ `∆2
`

Br|´
˘2
ψ̂ ` 4∆pBr∆qBr|´ψ̂ ` 2BrppBr∆q∆qψ̂

(4.24)

and pBr|`q
3ψ is a linear combination of Bav´B

b
ϕ´pBr|´q

cψ̂ with 0 ď a` b` c ď 3, a, b, c, P N0. Moreover, using

ϕ` “ ϕ´ ` 2r we directly compute

rZ1,` “ cosp2rq ¨ rZ1,´ ` sinp2rq ¨ rZ2,´

rZ2,` “ cosp2rq ¨ rZ2,´ ´ sinp2rq ¨ rZ1,´

rZ3,` “ rZ3,´ .

(4.25)

We also observe Bv` “ ´Bv´ . Moreover, it follows from v` “ ´v´ ` 2r˚ that for r1 P rrred, r`q we have

|v`| ď Cpr1q|v´| for v` ď ´Cpr
1q with the constant Cpr1q blowing up for r1 Ñ r`. Now (4.22) follows directly

from the Propositions 4.1 and 4.11 and the regularity Assumption 2.46.

Remark 4.26. The constant on the right hand side of (4.22) will in general blow up for r1 Ñ r`, because of

the conversion of the v´-weights from Proposition 4.1 into v`-weights. However, for f “ ψ, Brψ, we do have

exponential decay in v` for v` Ñ ´8 approaching H`l by the regularity Assumption 2.46, which compensates

for the blow up of the constant in the conversion and (4.22) can actually be shown to hold uniformly up to

r`. Since f “ pBr|`q
2ψ is in general regular and non-vanishing near the bottom bifurcation sphere S2

b we do

no longer have decay for v` Ñ ´8 approaching H`l and so the constant blows up for r1 Ñ r`.

The next corollary is needed in Section 7 for passing to the limit r Ñ r` in the separated picture, in

particular for Proposition 7.4 and Proposition 7.17.

Corollary 4.27. Under the assumptions in Section 3 we have for r` ą r Ñ r`

ψpv`, r, θ, ϕ`q Ñ ψpv`, r`, θ, ϕ`q in L2
v`L

2
S2 (4.28)

and

1pv0,8qpv´q ¨ pBr|`q
2ψpv´, r, θ, ϕ´q Ñ 1pv0,8qpv´q ¨ pBr|`q

2ψpv´, r`, θ, ϕ´q in L2
v´L

2
S2 (4.29)

for any v0 P R.
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Proof. We begin with proving (4.28). The fundamental theorem of calculus gives |ψpv`, r, θ, ϕ`q´ψpv`, r`, θ, ϕ`q| ď
ş

rr,r`s
|Brψpv`, r

1, θ, ϕ`q| dr
1. Cauchy Schwarz yields

|ψpv`, r, θ, ϕ`q ´ ψpv`, r`, θ, ϕ`q|
2 ď

ż

rr,r`s

|Brψpv`, r
1, θ, ϕ`q|

2 dr1 ¨ |r ´ r`|

which thus gives

ż

RˆS2

|ψpv`, r, θ, ϕ`q ´ ψpv`, r`, θ, ϕ`q|
2volS2dv` ď

ż

rr,r`s

ż

RˆS2

|Brψpv`, r
1, θ, ϕ`q|

2 dr1volS2dv` ¨ |r ´ r`| .

It follows from (4.23) together with (4.2), from the bulk term in (4.12), as well as from the regularity

Assumption 2.46 that the spacetime integral is uniformly bounded. This shows (4.28).

To prove (4.29) we compute in an analogous manner as before

ż

RˆS2

1pv0,8qpv´q
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
pBr|`q

2ψpv´, r, θ, ϕ´q ´ pBr|`q
2ψpv´, r`, θ, ϕ´q

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

2

volS2dv´

ď

ż

rr,r`s

ż

RˆS2

1pv0,8qpv´q
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
pB|´qpBr|`q

2ψpv´, r
1, θ, ϕ´q|

2 dr1volS2dv´ ¨ |r ´ r`| .

(4.30)

Differentiating (4.24) once in pBr|´q we obtain that pBr|´qpBr|`q
2ψ is a linear combination (with uniformly

bounded coefficients) of the terms Bav´B
b
ϕ´pBr|´q

cψ̂ with 0 ď a ` b ` c ď 3. For v0 ě 1 all those terms

are controlled by the bulk term in (4.2) – and for v0 ď 1 we complement this bulk term by the regularity

Assumption 2.46. Hence, the spacetime integral in (4.30) is uniformly bounded. This shows (4.29).

4.2 Estimates away from the event and Cauchy horizons

Proposition 4.31. Under the assumptions of Section 3, and with rred as in Corollary 4.21, we have that

for any r0 P pr´, rreds there exists a constant C ą 0 (depending on r0) such that

sup
r1Prr0,rreds

ÿ

0ďi1`i2`i3`j`kď1

ż

tr“r1u

χpv`q| rZ
i1
1,`

rZi22,`
rZi33,`B

j
v`B

k
r f |

2 volS2 dv` ď C (4.32)

holds for f P tBcrψ, Bv`B
c
rψ,QrssBcrψu for c “ 0, 1, 2.

Proof. We use Boyer-Lindquist coordinates for the proof. Since the region under consideration in (4.32) is

bounded away from r´ and r`, we have that Br|` is a bounded linear combination of Bt, Bϕ, Br|BL. Thus, it

is straightforward to see that (4.32) follows from

sup
r1Prr0,rreds

ÿ

0ďi1`i2`i3`j`kď1

ż

tr“r1u

χptq| rZi11
rZi22

rZi33 B
j
t B
k
r f |

2 volS2 dt ď C (4.33)

for f P tBat B
b
ϕpBr|BLq

cψ, BtB
a
t B
b
ϕpBr|BLq

cψ,QrssBat BbϕpBr|BLq
cψu, with 0 ď a` b` c ď 2. In the following we will

prove (4.33).

Step 1: The multiplier. We start out from the following multiplier identity, where λ, µ, η ą 0 are

constants to be chosen and χ is as above:

0 “ RepTrssψp´χptqeλrBrψqq ` Brpχptqµeηr|ψ|2q ´ χptqµηeηr|ψ|2 ´ 2χptqµeηrRepψBrψq
looooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooomooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooon

“0

. (4.34)

After integration over the spheres, and using the form (2.38) of the Teukolsky equation, the right hand side

of (4.34) equals the sum of
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1. the sum of all the terms on the right hand side of D.1

2. the terms

´ χptqeλr2pr ´Mqp1´ sq|Brψ|
2 ´ χptqeλr2s

apr ´Mq

∆
RepBϕψBrψq

´ χptqeλr2s
”Mpr2 ´ a2q

∆
´ r ´ ia cos θ

ı

RepBtψBrψq ` χptqe
λr2sRepψBrψq

3. the underbraced terms in (4.34).

As before, it will turn out that we can derive a boundedness statement if all the bulk terms are negative.

Step 2: Estimating all bulk terms that are quadratic in derivatives of ψ. We collect the lead-

ing order terms in λ from D.1, which are the wavily underlined terms:

1

2
χptqeλrλ

”´

pr2 ` a2q2

∆
´ a2 sin2 θ

¯

|Btψ|
2 `

4Mar

∆
RepBϕψBtψq `

a2

∆
|Bϕψ|

2 `∆|Brψ|
2 ´

ÿ

i

| rZiψ|
2
ı

(4.35)

It turns out that in order to control the non-definite second term it is actually not sufficient just to use the

|Bϕψ|
2 control of the last term. Instead, we need to use the strengthened control provided by Lemma 2.33

together with the a2 sin2 θ contribution of the first term in (4.35). Thus, using Lemma 2.33, we rewrite (4.35)

as

1

2
χptqeλrλ

”´

pr2 ` a2q2

∆
´ a2 sin2 θ

¯

|Btψ|
2 `

4Mar

∆
Repris cos θ ¨ ψ ` BϕψsBtψq `

a2

∆
|is cos θ ¨ ψ ` Bϕψ|

2

`∆|Brψ|
2 ´ |Bθψ|

2 ´
1

sin2 θ
|is cos θ ¨ ψ ` Bϕψ|

2 ´ s2|ψ|2
ı

´
1

2
χptqeλrλ

”4Mar

∆
Repis cos θ ¨ ψBtψq `

a2

∆
s2 cos2 θ|ψ|2 ` 2

a2

∆
Repis cos θ ¨ ψBϕψq

ı

looooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooomooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooon

(4.36)

The underbraced terms will be treated as error terms. We show now that for r P rr0, rreds with r0 ą r´ the

remaining terms (modulo zeroth order terms) are uniformly bounded from above by

´
1

2
χptqeλrλ ¨ c

`

|Btψ|
2 ` |Brψ|

2 `
ÿ

i

| rZiψ|
2
˘

(4.37)

for some c ą 0 depending on r´ ă r0 ă rred ă r`. For this it is clearly sufficient to show that the

non-underbraced terms in (4.36) are uniformly negative definite in Btψ and 1
sin θ pis cos θ ¨ ψ ` Bϕψq. A

straightforward computation gives

det

˜

pr2
`a2

q
2

∆ ´ a2 sin2 θ 2Mar
∆ sin θ

2Mar
∆ sin θ a2

∆ sin2 θ ´ 1

¸

“ ´
1

∆

`

r2 ` a2 cos2 θ
˘2
ą 0 , (4.38)

which shows the claim.

We can now choose λ ą 0 large enough such that all bulk terms that are quadratic in derivatives of ψ can

be controlled in absolute value by ´ 1
4ˆ(4.37). The underbraced bulk terms in (4.36) of the form RepψBψq,

which are also leading order in λ, can be estimated by |RepψBψq| ď 1
2ε|Bψ|

2 ` 1
2ε
´1|ψ|2, where we choose

ε ą 0 so small that the arising first term can be bounded by ´ 1
4ˆ(4.37). It thus only remains to estimate

the zeroth order bulk terms, which will be done in Step 4.

Step 3: Estimating boundary terms. We collect all the total derivatives appearing on the right hand

side of (4.34). They are of the form BtpAq and BrpBq, where

A “ χptqeλr
”´

pr2 ` a2q2

∆
´ a2 sin2 θ

¯

RepBtψBrψq `
2Mar

∆
RepBϕψBrψq

ı
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and

B “
1

2
χptqeλr

”

´

´

pr2 ` a2q2

∆
´ a2 sin2 θ

¯

|Btψ|
2 ´

4Mar

∆
RepBϕψBtψq ´

a2

∆
|Bϕψ|

2

´∆|Brψ|
2 ´ ps` s2q|ψ|2 `

ÿ

i

| rZiψ|
2
ı

` χptqµeηr|ψ|2 .
(4.39)

The coercivity of B,

B Á χptq
`

|Brψ|
2 ` |Btψ|

2 `
ÿ

i

| rZiψ|
2 ` |ψ|2

˘

, (4.40)

in the region r0 ď r ď rred is established using the same computation as in Step 2: First, we use Lemma 2.33

and moreover replace every Bϕψ in (4.39) by 1
sin θ pis cos θ ¨ ψ ` Bϕψq, thus obtaining again error terms. The

lower bound of B in χptq
`

|Brψ|
2` |Btψ|

2`
ř

i |
rZiψ|

2
˘

then follows again from (4.38) at the expense of a large

zeroth order error term. We now choose µ as a function of η such that the last term in (4.39), χptqµeηr|ψ|2,

is large enough in the region r0 ď r ď rred to dominate this error term. This yields (4.40).

Next we establish the coercivity of B ˘ ∆
2MrA,

B ˘
∆

2Mr
A Á χptq

`

|Brψ|
2 ` |Btψ|

2 `
ÿ

i

| rZiψ|
2 ` |ψ|2

˘

, (4.41)

in the region r0 ď r ď rred. It follows again from Lemma 2.33 that we have

B ˘
∆

2Mr
A “ χptqeλr

”

´
1

2

´

pr2 ` a2q2

∆
´ a2 sin2 θ

¯

|Btψ|
2 ´

2Mar

∆
sin θRe

` 1

sin θ
pis cos θ ¨ ψ ` BϕψqBtψ

˘

´
1

2

a2

∆
sin2 θ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

1

sin θ
pis cos θ ¨ ψ ` Bϕψq

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

2

´
1

2
∆|Brψ|

2 ´
1

2
ps` s2q|ψ|2

`
1

2

`

|Bθψ|
2 `

1

sin2 θ
|is cos θ ¨ ψ ` Bϕψ|

2 ` s2|ψ|2
˘

ı

` χptqµeηr|ψ|2

˘ χptqeλr
”´

pr2 ` a2q2

2Mr
´

∆a2 sin2 θ

2Mr

¯

RepBtψBrψq ` a sin θRe
` 1

sin θ
pis cos θ ¨ ψ ` BϕψqBrψ

˘

ı

´ χptqeλr
”

´
2Mar

∆
Repis cos θ ¨ ψBtψq ´

1

2

a2

∆
s2 cos2 θ|ψ|2 ´

a2

∆
sin θRepis cos θ ¨ ψBϕψq

ı

looooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooomooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooon

¯ χptqeλraRepis cos θ ¨ ψBrψq
looooooooooooooooomooooooooooooooooon

,

(4.42)

where the underbraced terms are considered as error terms. Again, we consider the part of the above

expression that is quadratic in tBtψ,
1

sin θ pis cos θ ¨ ψ ` Bϕψq, Brψu as a quadratic form. Its associated matrix

is

M˘ :“

¨

˚

˚

˝

´ 1
2

´

pr2
`a2

q
2

∆ ´ a2 sin2 θ
¯

´Mar
∆ sin θ ˘ 1

2

´

pr2
`a2

q
2

2Mr ´ ∆a2 sin2 θ
2Mr

¯

´Mar
∆ sin θ ´ 1

2

`

a2

∆ sin2 θ ´ 1
˘

˘ 1
2a sin θ

˘ 1
2

´

pr2
`a2

q
2

2Mr ´ ∆a2 sin2 θ
2Mr

¯

˘ 1
2a sin θ ´ 1

2∆ ,

˛

‹

‹

‚

which we claim is positive definite in the region r0 ď r ď rred: Obviously, the first main minor is positive,

the second main minor was computed in (4.38) to be positive, and a computation gives

detM˘ “
´∆

32M2r2
pr2 ` a2 cos2 θq2pr2 ` a2 cos2 θ ` 2Mrq ą 0 for r0 ď r ď rred ,

from which the claim follows. Now, if necessary, choosing µpηq even larger, we can control all the error terms

in (4.42) to obtain (4.41).

45



Step 4: Estimating the remaining bulk terms. As familiar from the proof of Propositions 4.1 and

4.11 we estimate the last two of the underbraced terms in (4.34) by

´χptqµηeηr|ψ|2 ´ 2χptqµeηrRepψBrψq ď ´
1

2
χptqµηeηr|ψ|2 ` 2χptqη´1µeηr|Brψ|

2 .

We now choose η ą 0 sufficiently large so that the last term can be controlled by ´ 1
4ˆ (4.37) and such that

the first term controls all the zeroth order terms in the bulk (including those generated at the end of Step 2).

Step 5: Putting it all together. After integration over the spheres we thus obtain from (4.34)

BtpAq ` BrpBq Á
a.i.

χptq
`

|Brψ|
2 ` |Btψ|

2 `
ÿ

i

| rZiψ|
2 ` |ψ|2

˘

(4.43)

for r0 ď r ď rred. Let r1 P rr0, rredq. Integrating (4.43) over tr1 ď r ď rredu X tf
´ ď t0u X tf

` ď t0u with

respect to 1
ρ2 vol “ dt^ dr^ volS2 , where t0 " 1, and using that on the level sets of f´ as well as on those of

f` we have
ˇ

ˇ

dr
dt

ˇ

ˇ “
|∆|

2Mr , we obtain
ż

tr“r1uXtf´ďt0u

Xtf`ďt0u

B volS2dt`

ż

tf´“t0u

Xtr1ďrďrredu

`

B `
|∆|

2Mr
A
˘

volS2dt`

ż

tf`“t0u

Xtr1ďrďrredu

`

B ´
|∆|

2Mr
A
˘

volS2dt

` c

ż

tr1ďrďrreduXtf
´ďt0u

Xtf`ďt0u

χptq
`

|Brψ|
2 ` |Btψ|

2 `
ÿ

i

| rZiψ|
2 ` |ψ|2

˘

volS2dt dr

ď

ż

tr“rreduXtf
´ďt0u

Xtf`ďt0u

B volS2dt ,

where c ą 0 is a constant depending on r0. Using (4.41) to infer the positivity of the second and third term,

(4.40), and letting t0 Ñ8, we obtain
ż

tr“r1u

χptq
`

|Brψ|
2 ` |Btψ|

2 `
ÿ

i

| rZiψ|
2 ` |ψ|2

˘

volS2dt`

ż

tr1ďrďrredu

χptq
`

|Brψ|
2 ` |Btψ|

2 `
ÿ

i

| rZiψ|
2 ` |ψ|2

˘

volS2dt dr

ď C

ż

tr“rredu

Bpψq volS2dt ,

(4.44)

where C ą 0 is a constant depending on r0. This, together with the trivial upper bounds on B and Corollary

4.21 (note that Br|BL is a bounded linear combination of Bv` , Bϕ` , Br|`), gives (4.33) for f “ ψ.

Step 6: Estimating higher derivatives. Because Bt, Bϕ, Qrss commute with Trss, it follows directly

that (4.44) also holds with ψ replaced by Bat B
b
ϕψ, BtB

a
t B
b
ϕψ, and QrssBat Bbtψ with 0 ď a` b ď 2. The conclusion

of Corollary 4.21 implies that the boundary term at tr “ rredu is bounded, thus giving (4.33) with c “ 0.

Moreover, we observe that

rBr, Trsssψ “ BrTrssψ ´ TrssBrψ

“ ´Br

´

pr2 ` a2q2

∆

¯

B2
tψ ´ Br

´4Mar

∆

¯

BtBϕψ ´ Br

´a2

∆

¯

B2
ϕψ ` pBr∆qB

2
rψ. . . . . . . . . . .

` 2p1´ sqBrψ ` Br

´

2s
apr ´Mq

∆

¯

Bϕψ ` Brp2s
´Mpr2 ´ a2q

∆
´ r

¯

qBtψ .

(4.45)

Thus, all the additional bulk terms in the energy estimate

0 “ RepTrssBrψp´χptqeλrB2
rψqq `ReprBr, Trsssψp´χptqeλrB2

rψqq

` Brpχptqµe
ηr|Brψ|

2q ´ χptqµηeηr|Brψ|
2 ´ 2χptqµeηrRepBrψB

2
rψq

loooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooomoooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooon

“0

,
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after Cauchy Schwarz, have either already been controlled by the integrated (4.33) with c “ 0 (or the bulk

term in (4.44) with ψ replaced by Bat B
b
ϕψ) or are at the level of energy for Brψ (i.e., the dotted term in

(4.45)). We thus also obtain (4.44) with ψ replaced by Brψ. Since Br|BL is a bounded linear combination of

Bv` , Bϕ` , Br|`, the boundary term at tr “ rredu is bounded by Corollary 4.21. We can again commute with

Bt, Bϕ,Qrss to obtain (4.33) for c “ 1.

Finally, commuting (2.38) once more with Br we find that rB2
r , Trsss is a bounded linear combination of

the terms BrB
2
tψ, B

2
tψ, BrBtBϕψ, BtBϕψ, BrB

2
ϕψ, B

2
ϕψ, B

3
rψ. . . .
, B2
rψ, Bϕψ, Btψ, BrBtψ. We can repeat the same energy

estimate, but now for B2
rψ. The dotted term is again at the level of the energy for B2

rψ and all the other

terms have already been controlled. Commutation with Bt and Qrss then concludes the proof.

4.2.1 Corollaries

The following corollary is needed for Teukolsky’s separation of variables in Theorem 5.26.

Corollary 4.46. Under the assumptions of Section 3 and for r´ ă r0 ă r1 ă r` there exists a constant

C ą 0 (depending on r0, r1) such that for f P tψ, Brψ, B
2
rψu

sup
r1Prr0,r1s

ÿ

0ďi1`i2`i3`jď2

ż

tr“r1u

χpv`q| rZ
i1
1,`

rZi22,`
rZi33,`B

j
v`f |

2 volS2 dv` ď C (4.47)

holds and

|fpv`, r, θ, ϕ`q| ď
C

a

χpv`q
(4.48)

holds for r P pr0, r1q and all pθ, ϕ`q P S2ztθ “ 0, πu.

Proof. We begin by proving the bound (4.47); first for f “ ψ. Then all the terms with 0 ď i1` i2` i3` j ď 1

are controlled by (4.32) and (4.22) with f “ ψ. Using f “ Bv`ψ in (4.32) and (4.22) extends control to

all terms except those with i1 ` i2 ` i3 “ 2. We now use f “ Qrssψ in (4.32) and (4.22) and use just the

L2-control. By the Definition 2.45 of the Carter operator and by the fact that we have already controlled

Bv`ψ and B2
v`ψ in L2, this gives us L2-control of {̊∆rssψ. Lemma 2.37, together with the L2-control of the

first angular derivatives already obtained, now controls the remaining terms with i1 ` i2 ` i3 “ 2. The cases

of f “ Brψ, B
2
rψ can be treated analogously using that (4.32) and (4.22) hold for f P tBkrψ, Bv`B

k
rψ,QrssBkrψu

for k “ 0, 1, 2.

To prove (4.48) we observe that for 1 ď v0 ă 8 (4.47) implies

sup
r1Prr0,r1s

ÿ

0ďi1`i2`i3`jď2

ż 8

v0

ż

S2

| rZi11,`
rZi22,`

rZi33,`B
j
v`fpv`, r

1, θ, ϕ`q|
2 volS2 dv` ď

C

vqr0

.

By Lemma 2.23 we thus have

sup
r1Prr0,r1s

ÿ

0ďi1`i2`i3`jď2

ż 8

v0

ż

S2
`

|Zi11,`Z
i2
2,`Z

i3
3,`B

j
v`e

isϕ`fpv`, r
1, θ, ϕ`q|

2 volS2 dv` ď
C

vqr0

and similarly for the southern hemisphere S2
´. A standard Sobolev inequality38 applied to e˘isϕ`f thus gives

sup
r1Prr0,r1s

sup
pθ,ϕ`qPS2ztθ“0,πu

|fpv0, r
1, θ, ϕ`q| ď

C
a

vqr0

for v0 ě 1. We proceed similarly for v0 ď ´1 and for v` P r´1, 1s, r P rr0, r1s the field is uniformly bounded

since it is regular. This shows (4.48).

38See for example 8.8 Theorem in [42]. By choosing suitable coordinates for S2` the domain pv0,8qˆ S2` can be viewed as an

open subset of R3 which satisfies a cone property that is uniform in v0.
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Note that the reason for why the constant C ą 0 in Corollary 4.46 blows up when we let r1 go to r` is

because of the conversion of the v´-weights to v`-weights, which becomes worse and worse when r1 Ñ r`,

cf. the proof of Corollary 4.21. If we restrict to the region v` ě 1 then the constant can be chosen uniformly

up to r “ r`:

Corollary 4.49. Under the assumptions of Section 3 and for given r´ ă r0 ă r` there exists C ą 0 such

that for f P tψ, Brψ, B
2
rψu

|fpv`, r, θ, ϕ`q| ď
C

v
qr
2
`

(4.50)

holds for all r P rr0, r`s, v` ě 1, pθ, ϕq P S2ztθ “ 0, πu.

Indeed, the statement is only needed for f “ B2
rψ (for Proposition 7.17).

Proof. In the same way as in the proof of (4.47) in Corollary 4.46 one obtains

sup
r1Prr0,r`s

ÿ

0ďi1`i2`i3`jď2

ż

tr“r1uXtv`ě1u

vqr` | rZ
i1
1,`

rZi22,`
rZi33,`B

j
v`f |

2 volS2 dv` ď C

from Proposition 4.11 (and Proposition 4.31) for f P tψ, Brψ, B
2
rψu, but now with a constant which is uniform

up to r “ r`. As before one now proves (4.50) by Sobolev embedding.

4.3 Estimates near the Cauchy horizons

Recall that for the method of proof of Theorem 3.7 it is convenient to first establish the blow-up result (3.8)

along the left Cauchy horizon and then to propagate it backwards. The estimates established in this section

are used to show that 1) we can indeed extend ψ to the left Cauchy horizon (along with a convergence

result); 2) the χ-weighted L2-bound propagates all the way to the left Cauchy horizon; 3) the singularity can

be propagated backwards from the left Cauchy horizon. All this is used in Section 8.

Proposition 4.51. Under the assumptions of Section 3 there exists an rered P pr´, rredq and a constant

C ą 0 such that the following holds
ż

tr´ ă r ď reredu

χpv`q
´

|Brψ|
2 ` |Bv`ψ|

2 `
ÿ

i

| rZi,`ψ|
2 ` |ψ|2

¯

volS2dv`dr ď C (4.52)

sup
r1Prrered,r´q

ż

tr“r1u

χpv`q
´

|∆||Brψ|
2 ` |Bv`ψ|

2 `
ÿ

i

| rZi,`ψ|
2 ` |ψ|2

¯

volS2dv` ď C , (4.53)

where the function χ is as in Corollary 4.21.

Proof. We use that for s “ `2 there is an effective red-shift for the energy operating close to the left Cauchy

horizon. The red-shift is effective in the sense that while it persists after one commutation of Trssψ “ 0

with Br, after two commutations with Br it turns into a blue-shift for the energy, which becomes stronger

with subsequent commutations. We use χnpv`qp1` λ∆qp´Br ` Bv` `
a

r2
´
`a2 Bϕ`q as a multiplier. Note that,

compared to the multiplier used in the proof of Proposition 4.11, the additional contribution in Bϕ` makes

the vector field timelike near the Cauchy horizons.

Step 1: The multiplier. We start out from the following multiplier identity, where λ ă 0 and η, µ ą 0

are constants to be chosen:

0 “ Re
´

Trssψ ¨ χnpv`qp1` λ∆qp´Br ` Bv` `
a

r2
´ ` a

2
Bϕ`qψ

¯

` Brpχnpv`qµe
ηr|ψ|2q ´ χnpv`qµηe

ηr|ψ|2 ´ 2χnpv`qµe
ηrRepψBrψq

loooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooomoooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooon

“0

.
(4.54)
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Here, the function χn : RÑ p0,8q results from locally smoothing out the corners of the function

v` ÞÑ

$

’

’

&

’

’

%

|v`|
ql for v` ď ´pnq

1{ql

n for ´ pnq1{ql ď v` ď n1{qr

vqr` for v` ě n1{qr .

Given δ ą 0 it is easy to see that one can choose n ě 1 large enough such that |χ1npv`q| ď δχnpv`q holds for

all v` P R. The parameter n will be fixed in the next step.

After integration over the spheres, the right hand side of (4.54) consists of the sum of the following terms

1. the sum of all the terms on the right hand sides of C.1, C.2, and C.3 with χpv`q “ χnpv`q

2. the real parts of the terms

2
`

rp1´ 2sq ´ isa cos θ
˘

Bv`ψ ¨ χnpv`qp1` λ∆qp´Br ` Bv` `
a

r2
´ ` a

2
Bϕ`qψ

´χnpv`qp1` λ∆q2pr ´Mqp1´ sq|Brψ|
2

` χnpv`qp1` λ∆q2pr ´Mqp1´ sqBrψpBv`ψ `
a

r2
´ ` a

2
Bϕ`ψq

´ 2sψ ¨ χnpv`qp1` λ∆qp´Br ` Bv` `
a

r2
´ ` a

2
Bϕ`qψ

3. the underbraced terms in (4.54).

Again, our desired boundedness statement requires all the bulk terms to yield a negative definite contribution.

We also recall here that pBr∆qpr´q “ 2pr´ ´Mq ă 0.

Step 2: Estimating all bulk terms that are quadratic in derivatives of ψ.

We first consider all those terms that are quadratic in Brψ. The leading order terms are the dashed term

from 2. in Step 1 and the dashed term from C.1. Their sum at r “ r´ equals

χnpv`q2pr´ ´Mq
`1

2
´ p1´ sq

˘

|Brψ|
2 ,

which is negative for s “ `2. The other two bulk terms quadratic in Brψ from C.1 and C.2 sum to

χ1npv`qp1` λ∆qpr2 ` a2 `
1

2
∆q|Brψ|

2 . (4.55)

We can now choose n " 1 large enough and r´ ă rered close enough to r´ (rered depending in particular on

λ at this point) such that (4.55) is controlled by ´ 1
2 times the sum of the dashed terms in r´ ă r ď rered.

We next consider all those terms quadratic in Bψ that are leading order in λ; these are all the wavily
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underlined terms from C.1, C.2, and C.3. They sum to

´χnpv`qλ2pr ´Mq
”

`1

2
a2 sin2 θ ` pr2 ` a2q

˘

|Bv`ψ|
2 `

`

2a`
apr2 ` a2q

r2
´ ` a

2

˘

RepBϕ`ψBv`ψq

`
1

2

ÿ

i

| rZi,`ψ|
2 `

a2

r2
´ ` a

2
|Bϕ`ψ|

2
ı

“ ´χnpv`qλ2pr ´Mq
”

`1

2
a2 sin2 θ ` pr2 ` a2q

˘

|Bv`ψ|
2

`
`

2a`
apr2 ` a2q

r2
´ ` a

2

˘

sin θRe
` 1

sin θ
pis cos θ ¨ ψ ` Bϕ`ψqBv`ψ

˘

`
1

2

`

|Bθψ|
2 `

1

sin2 θ
|is cos θ ¨ ψ ` Bϕ`ψ|

2 ` s2|ψ|2
loomoon

˘

`
a2

r2
´ ` a

2
sin2 θ

ˇ

ˇ

1

sin θ
pis cos θ ¨ ψ ` Bϕ`ψq

ˇ

ˇ

2
ı

` χnpv`qλ2pr ´Mq
”

`

2a`
apr2 ` a2q

r2
´ ` a

2

˘

Repis cos θ ¨ ψBv`ψq
loooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooomoooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooon

`
a2

r2
´ ` a

2

`

s2 cos2 θ|ψ|2 ` 2Repis cos θ ¨ ψBϕ`ψq
˘

ı

looooooooooooooooooooooooooooooomooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooon

,

(4.56)

where we have used again Lemma 2.33 and we consider the underbraced terms again as error terms. Consid-

ering the non-underbraced terms as a quadratic form in
`

Bv`ψ,
1

sin θ pis cos θ ¨ ψ ` Bϕ`ψq
˘

, the corresponding

matrix is ´χnpv`qλ2pr ´MqQ1 with

Q1 “

¨

˝

1
2a

2 sin2 θ ` pr2 ` a2q
`

a` apr2
`a2

q

2pr2
´
`a2q

˘

sin θ
`

a` apr2
`a2

q

2pr2
´
`a2q

˘

sin θ 1
2 `

a2

r2
´
`a2 sin2 θ

˛

‚ . (4.57)

The determinant of Q1 evaluated at r “ r´ is easily computed to be detQ1pr´q “
1

2pr2
´
`a2q

pr2
´`a

2 cos2 θq2 ą

0, and hence Q1 is positive definite at r “ r´. Recalling that λ ă 0 and 2pr´ ´Mq ă 0 it now follows that

for rered ą r´ close enough to r´ there exist constants c ą 0, C ą 0 such that the following holds in

r´ ă r ď rered:

(4.56) ď ´cχnpv`q|λ|
`

|Bv`ψ|
2 `

ÿ

i

| rZi,`ψ|
2
˘

` χnpv`qC|λ| ¨ |ψ|
2 .

Together with our earlier estimates for Brψ this shows that the dashed terms, the other terms quadratic in

Brψ, and the wavily underlined terms are bounded from above by

´cχnpv`q
”

|Brψ|
2 ` |λ|

`

|Bv`ψ|
2 `

ÿ

i

| rZi,`ψ|
2
˘

ı

` χnpv`qC|λ| ¨ |ψ|
2

in the region r´ ă r ď rered. We can now choose λ ă 0 large enough in absolute value such that the sum of

all the non-underbraced terms on the right hand side of (4.54) that are not total derivatives are estimated

from above by

´ cχnpv`q
”

|Brψ|
2 ` |Bv`ψ|

2 `
ÿ

i

| rZi,`ψ|
2
ı

` χnpv`qC|ψ|
2 (4.58)

in a region r´ ă r ď rered, where c ą 0, C ą 0 are (new) constants.

Step 3: Estimating boundary terms. We now gather all the total derivatives appearing on the right
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hand side of (4.54). They are BrpBq and Bv`pAq with

A “ χnpv`qp1` λ∆q
”1

2
a2 sin2 θ|Bv`ψ|

2 `
a3 sin2 θ

r2
´ ` a

2
RepBv`ψBϕ`ψq ´

1

2 sin2 θ

ˇ

ˇis cos θ ¨ ψ ` Bϕ`ψ
ˇ

ˇ

2

`
a2

r2
´ ` a

2
|Bϕ`ψ|

2 ´ a2 sin2 θRepBv`ψBrψq `
`apr2 ` a2q

r2
´ ` a

2
´ 2a

˘

RepBrψBϕ`ψq

´ pr2 ` a2 `
1

2
∆q|Brψ|

2 ´
1

2
|Bθψ|

2 `
1

2
s|ψ|2

ı

and

B “ χnpv`qp1` λ∆q
”

`1

2
a2 sin2 θ ` r2 ` a2

˘

|Bv`ψ|
2 `

`

2a`
apr2 ` a2q

r2
´ ` a

2

˘

RepBϕ`ψBv`ψq

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

`
a

r2
´ ` a

2
∆RepBrψBϕ`ψq `

1

2 sin2 θ

ˇ

ˇis cos θ ¨ ψ ` Bϕ`ψ
ˇ

ˇ

2
`

a2

r2
´ ` a

2
|Bϕ`ψ|

2

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

`∆RepBrψBv`ψq ´
1

2
∆|Brψ|

2

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
`

1

2
|Bθψ|

2 ´
1

2
s|ψ|2

ı

` χnpv`qµe
ηr|ψ|2 ,

where we have used Lemma 2.33. We begin by establishing the coercivity of B. We first only consider

the dotted terms and in a procedure already familiar by now we complete all individual Bϕ`ψ terms into
1

sin θ pis cos θ ¨ ψ ` Bϕ`ψq at the expense of adding error terms. We treat the arising expression (without the

error terms) as a quadratic form in pBv`ψ,
1

sin θ pis cos θ ¨ψ`Bϕ`ψq,
?
´∆Brψq (note the weight in front of the

Br derivative) the corresponding matrix of which is easily seen to be

¨

˚

˚

˚

˝

`

1
2a

2 sin2 θ ` r2 ` a2
˘ `

a` apr2
`a2

q

2pr2
´
`a2q

˘

sin θ ´ 1
2

?
´∆

`

a` apr2
`a2

q

2pr2
´
`a2q

˘

sin θ 1
2 `

a2 sin2 θ
r2
´
`a2 ´ 1

2
a
?
´∆

r2
´
`a2 sin θ

´ 1
2

?
´∆ ´ 1

2
a
?
´∆

r2
´
`a2 sin θ 1

2

˛

‹

‹

‹

‚

.

The positive definiteness of this matrix in a region r´ ă r ď rered follows easily from noting that the left-

upper 2-2 matrix has already been shown (below (4.57)) to be positive definite in such a region while the

other off-diagonal terms vanish at r “ r´. Choosing now µpηq such that µpηqeηr is large enough we can

control all the error terms to obtain

B Á χnpv`q
`

|∆| ¨ |Brψ|
2 ` |Bv`ψ|

2 `
ÿ

i

| rZi,`ψ|
2 ` |ψ|2

˘

(4.59)

in a region r´ ă r ď rered.

We next establish the coercivity of B ´A. We find

B ´A “ χnpv`qp1` λ∆q
”

pr2 ` a2q|Bv`ψ|
2 `

´

2a`
apr2 ` a2 cos2 θq

r2
´ ` a

2

¯

RepBv`ψBϕ`ψq

`
1

sin2 θ

ˇ

ˇis cos θ ¨ ψ ` Bϕ`ψ
ˇ

ˇ

2
` p∆` a2 sin2 θqRepBv`ψBrψq `

`

2a´
2Mar

r2
´ ` a

2

˘

RepBrψBϕ`ψq

` pr2 ` a2q|Brψ|
2 ` |Bθψ|

2 ´ s|ψ|2
ı

` χnpv`qµe
ηr|ψ|2 .

Again, completing the Bϕ`ψ terms to 1
sin θ pis cos θ¨ψ`Bϕ`ψq terms by introducing error terms and considering

those terms that are quadratic in pBv`ψ,
1

sin θ pis cos θ ¨ ψ ` Bϕ`ψq, Brψq as a quadratic form (note that this
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time we do not include a weight in the Br derivative), we need to establish the positive definiteness of the

matrix

Q2 “

¨

˚

˚

˚

˝

r2 ` a2
´

a` apr2
`a2 cos2 θq

2pr2
´
`a2q

¯

sin θ 1
2 p∆` a2 sin2 θq

´

a` apr2
`a2 cos2 θq

2pr2
´
`a2q

¯

sin θ 1
´

a´ Mar
r2
´
`a2

¯

sin θ

1
2 p∆` a2 sin2 θq

´

a´ Mar
r2
´
`a2

¯

sin θ r2 ` a2

˛

‹

‹

‹

‚

.

The first main minor is clearly positive, the second main minor at r “ r´ is found to be

pr2
´ ` a

2 cos2 θq2pr2
´ ` a

2 cos2 θ ` 6Mr´q

4pr2
´ ` a

2q2
ą 0 ,

and we compute

detQ2pr´q “
4Mr´pr

2
´ ` a

2 cos2 θq2pr2
´ ` a

2 cos2 θ ` 2Mr´q

4pr2
´ ` a

2q
.

Again, choosing µpηqeηr large enough we control all the error terms and conclude that

B ´A Á χnpv`q
`

|Brψ|
2 ` |Bv`ψ|

2 `
ÿ

i

| rZi,`ψ|
2 ` |ψ|2

˘

(4.60)

holds for r´ ă r ď rered for rered close enough to r´.

Finally, we need to establish the coercivity of B ` |∆|
r2`2Mr`a2A for r close enough to r´. We compute

B ´
∆

r2 ` 2Mr ` a2
A “ χnpv`qp1` λ∆q

”

`1

2
a2 sin2 θ ` r2 ` a2 `Op|∆|q

˘

|Bv`ψ|
2

`
`

2a`
apr2 ` a2q

r2
´ ` a

2
`Op|∆|q

˘

RepBϕ`ψBv`ψq

`∆
´ a

r2
´ ` a

2
´

1

r2 ` 2Mr ` a2

`apr2 ` a2q

r2
´ ` a

2
´ 2a

˘

¯

RepBrψBϕ`ψq

`

´1

2
`Op|∆|q

¯ 1

sin2 θ

ˇ

ˇis cos θ ¨ ψ ` Bϕ`ψ
ˇ

ˇ

2
`

´ a2

r2
´ ` a

2
`Op|∆|q

¯

|Bϕ`ψ|
2

`∆
`

1`
a2 sin2 θ

r2 ` 2Mr ` a2

˘

RepBrψBv`ψq `
∆2

r2 ` 2Mr ` a2
|Brψ|

2

`

´1

2
`Op|∆|q

¯

|Bθψ|
2 ´

`1

2
s`Op|∆|q

˘

|ψ|2
ı

` χnpv`qµe
ηr|ψ|2 ,

Again, we complete all isolated Bϕ`ψ terms into 1
sin θ pis cos θ ` Bϕ`ψq by adding error terms and treat the

part of the expression that is quadratic in tBv`ψ,
1

sin θ pis cos θ ¨ ψ ` Bϕ`ψq,∆Brψu as a quadratic form (note

the weight in front of the Br derivative). Its corresponding matrix at r “ r´, modulo the factor χnpv`q, is

easily seen to be

Q3 “

¨

˚

˚

˝

1
2a

2 sin2 θ ` r2
´ ` a

2 3
2a sin θ 1

2 `
a2 sin2 θ

4pr2
´
`a2q

3
2a sin θ 1

2 `
a2 sin2 θ
r2
´
`a2

3a
4pr2

´
`a2q

sin θ

1
2 `

a2 sin2 θ
4pr2

´
`a2q

3a
4pr2

´
`a2q

sin θ 1
2pr2

´
`a2q

˛

‹

‹

‚

,

where we have used 2Mr´ “ r2
´ ` a

2. The left upper 2ˆ 2 matrix is already known to be positive definite.

Moreover, we compute

detQ3 “
p2r2

´ ` a
2 ` a2 cos2 θqpr2

´ ` a
2 cos2 θq2

16pr2
´ ` a

2q3
ą 0 .
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Hence, Q3 is positive definite and after choosing µpηqeηr large enough we obtain

B `
|∆|

r2 ` 2Mr ` a2
A Á χnpv`q

`

∆2|Brψ|
2 ` |Bv`ψ|

2 `
ÿ

i

| rZi,`ψ|
2 ` |ψ|2

˘

(4.61)

in r´ ă r ď rered for rered close enough to r´.

Step 4: Estimating the remaining bulk terms. The last two terms in (4.54) are estimated by

´χnpv`qµηe
ηr|ψ|2 ´ 2χnpv`qµe

ηrRepψBrψq ď ´
1

2
χnpv`qµηe

ηr|ψ|2 ` 2χnpv`qη
´1µeηr|Brψ|

2 .

Choosing now η ą 0 large enough and recalling (4.58) we finally obtain from (4.54)

Bv`pAq ` BrpBq Á
a.i.

χnpv`q
`

|Brψ|
2 ` |Bv`ψ|

2 `
ÿ

i

| rZi,`ψ|
2 ` |ψ|2

˘

(4.62)

in the region r´ ă r ď rered.

Step 5: Putting it all together. Let r1 P pr´, reredq. We integrate (4.62) over the region tr1 ď r ď

reredu X tf
´ ď t0u X tf

` ď t0u, with t0 " 1, with respect to dv` ^ dr ^ volS2 “ 1
ρ2 vol. Moreover, using that

on a level set of f` we have dr “ dv` and on a level set of f´ we have dr “ ∆
r2`2Mr`a2 dv`, we obtain

ż

tr“r1uXtf`ďt0u

Xtf´ďt0u

B volS2dv` `

ż

tf´“t0u

Xtr1ďrďreredu

pB `
|∆|

r2 ` 2Mr ` a2
Aq volS2dv` `

ż

tf`“t0u

Xtr1ďrďreredu

pB ´Aq volS2dv`

` c

ż

tr1ďrďrereduXtf
´ďt0u

Xtf`ďt0u

χnpv`q
`

|Brψ|
2 ` |Bv`ψ|

2 `
ÿ

i

| rZi,`ψ|
2 ` |ψ|2

˘

volS2dv`dr

ď

ż

tr“rereduXtf
`ďt0u

Xtf´ďt0u

B volS2dv` ,

(4.63)

where c ą 0. Using (4.59), (4.60), and (4.61), the trivial upper bounds on B for the right hand side together

with Proposition 4.31, letting t0 Ñ8 and r1 Ñ r´, we conclude the proof of the proposition.

4.3.1 Extension of ψ to the Cauchy horizon CH`l

Proposition 4.64. Under the assumptions of Section 3 the limit

lim
rÑr´

ψpv`, θ, ϕ`; rq “: ψpv`, θ, ϕ`; r´q

exists in L2pRˆ S2q and satisfies

ż

RˆS2

χpv`q|ψpv`, θ, ϕ`; r´q|
2 volS2dv` ă 8 , (4.65)

where the function χpv`q is as in Proposition 4.51.

Proof. For r1, r2 ą r´ and for θ ‰ 0, π by the fundamental theorem of calculus we have

|ψpv`, θ, ϕ`; r1q ´ ψpv`, θ, ϕ`; r2q| ď

ż

rr1,r2s

|Brψpv`, θ, ϕ`; rq| dr .
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Squaring and Cauchy-Schwarz gives

|ψpv`, θ, ϕ`; r1q ´ ψpv`, θ, ϕ`; r2q|
2 ď |r1 ´ r2| ¨

ż

rr1,r2s

|Brψpv`, θ, ϕ`; rq|2 dr .

Integrating with respect to χpv`qvolS2dv` gives

ż

RˆS2

|ψpv`, θ, ϕ`; r1q ´ ψpv`, θ, ϕ`; r2q|
2χpv`qvolS2dv`

ď |r1 ´ r2| ¨

ż

RˆS2

ż

rr1,r2s

|Brψpv`, θ, ϕ`; rq|2 χpv`qdrvolS2dv` .

(4.66)

Let L2
χpv`q

pR ˆ S2q denote the L2 space with respect to the measure χpv`qvolS2dv`. By (4.53) we have

ψpv`, θ, ϕ`; rq P L2
χpv`q

pR ˆ S2q for r close enough to r´ and by (4.52) we have that the right hand side of

(4.66) is bounded by |r1 ´ r2| ¨ C. This shows that ψpv`, θ, ϕ`; rq is Cauchy in L2
χpv`q

pR ˆ S2q for r Ñ r´,

from which both claims in the proposition follow.

4.3.2 Backwards propagation of the singularity

Proposition 4.67. Under the assumptions of Section 3, and considering the hypersurface Σ :“ tf´ “ v0u

transversal to CH`r for some v0 P R, there exists a constant C ą 0 such that we have for all v1 " 1 large

enough
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ż

CH`l Xtv`ěv1u

|ψp¨ ; r´q|
2 volS2dv` ´

ż

ΣXtv`ěv1u

|ψ|2 volS2dv`

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
ď C ¨ e

1
2κ´v

1

,

where ψp¨ ; r´q is the L2-limit from Proposition 4.64.39

Proof. Step 1: We recall that f´pv`, rq “ ´v` ` 2r˚ ´ r ` r`. Thus, on Σ “ tf´ “ v0u we have

v` “ 2r˚ ´ r ` r` ´ v0

“
1

κ´
logpr ´ r´q ` 2F´prq ´ r ` r` ´ v0 ,

(4.68)

where we have used (2.8) (recall that F´prq extends regularly to r´). The right hand side of (4.68) is clearly

a strictly decreasing function in r and thus the inverse function exists which we denote by rΣ so to obtain

rΣpv`q “ r on Σ. It is also immediate that we have rΣpv`q Ñ r´ for v` Ñ8.

Taking the exponential, we obtain from (4.68)

eκ´v` “ pr ´ r´q ¨Gprq

on Σ with limrÑr´ Gprq ą 0. Thus, for v` " 1 large enough we have

rΣpv`q ´ r´ » eκ´v` . (4.69)

Step 2: Let now r1 ą r´ be close to r´. We now estimate, in a manner similar to the proof of Proposition

4.64, as follows (see also Figure 8):

|ψpv`, r
1, θ, ϕ`q ´ ψpv`, rΣpv`q, θ, ϕ`q| ď

ż rΣpv`q

r1
|Brψpv`, r, θ, ϕ`q| dr .

39Also recall that κ´ ă 0.
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CH`l
CH`r

H`l

H`r

Σ
v` “ vtr“r1uXΣ

v` “ v1

r “ r1

Figure 8: The L2-estimate

Squaring and Cauchy-Schwarz gives

|ψpv`, r
1, θ, ϕ`q ´ ψpv`, rΣpv`q, θ, ϕ`q|

2 ď |rΣpv`q ´ r
1| ¨

ż rΣpv`q

r1
|Brψpv`, r, θ, ϕ`q|

2 dr .

Let vtr“r1uXΣ “ 2r˚pr1q ´ r1 ` r` ´ v0 be the value of v` on Σ where r “ r1. For v1 ă vtr“r1uXΣ we integrate

to obtain
ż vtr“r1uXΣ

v1

ż

S2

|ψpv`, r
1, θ, ϕ`q ´ ψpv`, rΣpv`q, θ, ϕ`q|

2 volS2dv`

ď |rΣpv
1q ´ r1| ¨

ż vtr“r1uXΣ

v1

ż

S2

ż rΣpv`q

r1
|Brψpv`, r, θ, ϕ`q|

2 drvolS2dv` ,

which gives

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

´

ż vtr“r1uXΣ

v1

ż

S2

|ψpv`, r
1, θ, ϕ`q|

2 volS2dv`

¯1{2

´

´

ż vtr“r1uXΣ

v1

ż

S2

|ψpv`, rΣpv`q, θ, ϕ`q|
2 volS2dv`

¯1{2ˇ
ˇ

ˇ

ď |rΣpv
1q ´ r1|

1{2 ¨

´

ż vtr“r1uXΣ

v1

ż

S2

ż rΣpv`q

r1
|Brψpv`, r, θ, ϕ`q|

2 drvolS2dv`

¯1{2

.

(4.70)

We now let r1 Ñ r´ and note that this implies vtr“r1uXΣ Ñ8. Moreover, we have

ˇ

ˇψpv`, θ, ϕ`; r1q ¨ 1rv1,vtr“r1uXΣs
pv`q ´ ψpv`, θ, ϕ`; r´q ¨ 1rv1,8qpv`q

ˇ

ˇ

ď
ˇ

ˇ1rv1,vtr“r1uXΣs
pv`q ¨

“

ψpv`, θ, ϕ`; r1q ´ ψpv`, θ, ϕ`; r´
‰
ˇ

ˇ

`
ˇ

ˇψpv`, θ, ϕ`; r´q ¨
“

1rv1,vtr“r1uXΣs
pv`q ´ 1rv1,8qpv`q

‰
ˇ

ˇ ,

(4.71)

where 1A denotes the characteristic function of the set A. The first summand on the right hand side of (4.71)

goes to zero in L2pR ˆ S2q by Proposition 4.64 while the second goes to zero in L2pR ˆ S2q by dominated

convergence. We thus obtain from (4.70) after r1 Ñ r´ and for v1 " 1 large enough

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

´

ż 8

v1

ż

S2

|ψpv`, θ, ϕ`; r´q|
2 volS2dv`

¯1{2

loooooooooooooooooooooooooomoooooooooooooooooooooooooon

“:I

´

´

ż 8

v1

ż

S2

|ψpv`, rΣpv`q, θ, ϕ`q|
2 volS2dv`

¯1{2

looooooooooooooooooooooooooooomooooooooooooooooooooooooooooon

“:II

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ď |rΣpv
1q ´ r1|

1{2 ¨

´

ż 8

v1

ż

S2

ż rΣpv`q

r´

|Brψpv`, r, θ, ϕ`q|
2 drvolS2dv`

¯1{2

ď C ¨ e
1
2κ´v

1

,

(4.72)

where we have used (4.69) and (4.52) in the last step. Since I is finite by Proposition 4.64, II is also finite.

Multiplying (4.72) by I ` II ď C concludes the proof.
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Lemma 4.73. Let f, g : r1,8q Ñ r0,8q be positive, integrable functions that satisfy for v1 sufficiently large

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ż 8

v1
fpvq dv ´

ż 8

v1
gpvq dv

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
À e´κv

1

,

with κ ą 0. For p ą 0 we then have

ż 8

1

vp ¨ fpvq dv ă 8 if, and only if,

ż 8

1

vpgpvq dv ă 8 .

Proof. Let us assume
ş8

1
vp ¨ fpvq dv ă 8. By assumption we have

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ż 8

2n

`

fpvq ´ gpvq
˘

dv
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
ď Ce´κ¨2

n

for all n P N. It follows that

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ż 2n`1

2n

`

fpvq ´ gpvq
˘

dv
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
ď C

`

e´κ¨2
n

` e´κ¨2
n`1˘

. (4.74)

We then compute, using (4.74),

ż 8

1

vp ¨ gpvq dv ď
8
ÿ

n“0

ż 2n`1

2n
p2n`1qpgpvq dv

ď

8
ÿ

n“0

p2n`1qp ¨ C
`

e´κ¨2
n

` e´κ¨2
n`1˘

loooooooooooooooooooooomoooooooooooooooooooooon

ă8

`

8
ÿ

n“0

ż 2n`1

2n
p2n`1qpfpvq dv

ď C ` 2p
8
ÿ

n“0

ż 2n`1

2n
p2nqpfpvq dv

ď C ` 2p
ż 8

1

vp ¨ fpvq dv .

Applying the lemma with fpv`q “
ş

S2 |ψpv`, θ, ϕ`; r´q|
2 volS2 and gpv`q “

ş

S2 |ψpv`, rΣpv`q, θ, ϕ`q|
2 volS2

gives the following

Corollary 4.75. In the setting of Proposition 4.67 we have
ż

CH`l Xtv`ě1u

vp`|ψp¨ ; r´q|
2 volS2dv` ă 8 if, and only if,

ż

ΣXtv`ě1u

vp`|ψ|
2 volS2dv` ă 8 ,

where p ą 0. It follows in particular from Proposition 4.64 that
ż

ΣXtv`ě1u

χpv`q|ψ|
2 volS2dv` ă 8 . (4.76)

5 Teukolsky’s separation of variables

In this section we use the upper bounds derived on the Teukosky field in Corollary 4.46 to establish the

separation of variables. We begin by a discussion of the spin 2-weighted spheroidal harmonics, then introduce

the Teukolsky transform, and prove a non-trivial result regarding the relation of physical space v`-weights

and frequency domain ω-derivatives. We then derive the radial Teukolsky equation belonging to (2.39).
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5.1 Spin 2-weighted spheroidal harmonics

For ω P R and f P I8
rsspS

2q we define40

{̊∆rsspωqf :“ {̊∆rssf ` paωq
2 cos2 θ ¨ f ´ 2saω cos θ ¨ f . (5.1)

Clearly, {̊∆rsspωq maps I8
rsspS

2q into I8
rsspS

2q.

Proposition 5.2. The operator {̊∆rsspωq : L2pS2q Ě I8
rsspS

2q Ñ I8
rsspS

2q Ď L2pS2q has a complete and or-

thonormal (with respect to L2pS2q) set of eigenfunctions Y
rss
ml pωq P I8

rsspS
2q indexed by m P Z, N Q l ě

maxp|m|, |s|q and eigenvalues λ
rss
mlpωq P R satisfying

{̊∆rsspωqY
rss
ml pωq “ λ

rss
mlpωqY

rss
ml pωq . (5.3)

The eigenfunctions are known as spin 2-weighted spheroidal harmonics and are of the form

Y
rss
ml pθ, ϕ;ωq “ S

rss
mlpcos θ;ωqeimϕ ,

where the S
rss
mlpcos θ;ωq form a complete and orthonormal (with respect to L2pr´1, 1s, d cos θq) set of eigen-

functions of the operator

Lrssm pωqS :“
1

sin θ
Bθpsin θBθSq ´

m2

sin2 θ
S ´ 2sm

cos θ

sin2 θ
S ´ ps2 cos2 θ

sin2 θ
´ sqS ` paωq2 cos2 θ ¨ S ´ 2saω cos θ ¨ S

with eigenvalues λ
rss
mlpωq:

41

Lrssm pωqS
rss
mlpωq “ λ

rss
mlpωqS

rss
mlpωq . (5.4)

The eigenvalues λ
rss
mlpωq depend analytically on ω and the eigenfunctions S

rss
mlpcos θ;ωq are analytic in ω and

in x “ cos θ away from x “ ˘1. Near x “ ˘1 we have the the following asymptotic expansions for all k P N:

Near x “ ´1 we have

BkωS
rss
mlpx;ωq “ p1` xq

1
2 |m´s|akpx;ωq ,

where akpx;ωq is analytic in both arguments near x “ ´1; and near x “ `1

BkωS
rss
mlpx;ωq “ px´ 1q

1
2 |m`s|bkpx;ωq

is valid with bkpx;ωq being analytic in both arguments near x “ `1.

Moreover, we have λ
rss
mlpωq ´ s “ λ

r´ss
ml pωq ` s and for ω “ 0 the eigenvalues are given by λ

rss
mlp0q “

´pl ´ sqpl ` s` 1q “ ´lpl ` 1q ` sps` 1q.

Proof. The result is standard, see for example [67] or [15], although we do not know a reference that includes

a proof. We will thus give an outline of the proof here.

Making the separation of variables ansatz Ympθ, ϕq “ Smpθqe
imϕ we obtain

{̊∆rsspωqYmpθ, ϕq “
`

Lrssm pωqSmpθq
˘

¨ eimϕ .

We will now find an orthonormal basis of eigenfunctions for L
rss
m pωq using Sturm-Liouville theory. The

substitution x “ cos θ yields

Lrssm Sm “
d

dx

`

p1´ x2q
d

dx
Sm

˘

´
pm` sxq2

1´ x2
Sm `

`

s` paωq2x2 ´ 2saωx
˘

Sm . (5.5)

40This differs from the analogous operator defined in Section 6.2.1 in [15] by an overall minus sign.
41This is the same equation as (4.10) in [67] with A “ ´λ

rss
mlpωq.

57



We now go over to L
rss
m ´ λ for λ P C. The points x “ ˘1 are regular singular points of the second order

differential operator and, moreover, it depends analytically on ω and λ, even for complex ω. The Frobenius

method, see for example [66], shows that there is a fundamental system of solutions of pL
rss
m ´ λqSm “ 0,

normalised at x “ ´1, of the form

u1px;λ, ωq “ p1` xq
1
2 |m´s|h1px;λ, ωq

u2px;λ, ωq “ p1` xq´
1
2 |m´s|h2px;λ, ωq ` c logp1` xqu1px;λ, ωq ,

where h1 and h2 are analytic in r´1, 1q ˆ R ˆ R and the constant c might be zero unless m “ s. Similarly,

there is a fundamental system of solutions normalised at x “ `1:

v1px;λ, ωq “ px´ 1q
1
2 |m`s|g1px;λ, ωq

v2px;λ, ωq “ px´ 1q´
1
2 |m`s|g2px;λ, ωq ` c logpx´ 1qv1px;λ, ωq ,

where g1 and g2 are analytic in p´1, 1s ˆ R ˆ R and the constant c might be zero unless m “ ´s. Note

that u1 is regular at x “ ´1 while v1 is regular at x “ `1. For λ “ λ0 ą 0 large enough one can show

that u1 and v1 are linearly independent. Using this pair of solutions one constructs the Green’s function

in the same way as for a regular Sturm-Liouville problem, c.f. [66]. The above asymptotics imply that the

Green’s function is in L2pr´1, 1s ˆ r´1, 1sq, and thus the solution operator Kλ0
is a symmetric and compact

operator on L2pr´1, 1sq. It is easy to show that the kernel vanishes and thus, by the spectral theorem, there

is an orthonormal basis of eigenfunctions S
rss
mlpxq of Kλ0 with real eigenvalues µ

rss
ml. Using the asymptotics

of u1 and v1 in the Green’s function one shows that S
rss
ml are continuous at x “ ˘1. Moreover, they satisfy

pL
rss
m ´ λ0qpµ

rss
mlS

rss
mlq “ S

rss
ml and thus

Lrssm S
rss
ml ´ pλ0 `

1

µ
rss
ml

loooomoooon

“:λ
rss
ml

qS
rss
ml “ 0 .

It follows that S
rss
ml „ u1 „ v1 – and thus in particular that the eigenvalues are simple.

To show the analytic dependence of the eigenvalues on ω we notice that they are exactly the zeros of

the modified Wronskian W pu1, v1qpλ, ωq :“ u1px;λ, ωqp1´x2qv11px;λ, ωq´ p1´x2qu11px;λ, ωqv1px;λ, ωq. One

now shows that the zeros of the Wronskian in λ are simple, i.e., BλW pu1, v1qpλ
rss
ml, ωq ‰ 0. The analytic

implicit function theorem then yields that the eigenvalues λrsspωq depend analytically on ω. It follows that

u1px;λ
rss
mlpωq, ωq depends analytically on ω. Normalising it in L2pr´1, 1sq then gives S

rss
mlpx;ωq, which shows

in particular the regularity claimed in the proposition.

It is straightforward to show that Y
rss
lm pωq is an orthonormal basis of L2pS2q. To show Y

rss
lm pωq P I

8
rsspS

2q, we

can use the asymptotics of S
rss
mlpωq given by the Frobenius solutions above and tediously verify the conditions

in Proposition 2.18. Alternatively, and more elegantly, we can multiply (5.3) by Y
rss
ml pωq, integrate over the

sphere and check that the asymptotics of S
rss
mlpωq allow us to do one integration by parts to conclude that

Y
rss
ml pωq P H

1
rsspS

2q. We now go over the corresponding trace-free and symmetric 2-covariant tensor field

αmlpωq on S2 which is smooth except possibly at the poles of the sphere. Using (2.21) we now rewrite (5.3)

as a standard elliptic equation for αmlpωq. It now follows from standard elliptic regularity theory that αmlpωq

is smooth on all of the sphere – showing the claim.

The relation λ
rss
mlpωq ´ s “ λ

r´ss
ml pωq ` s follows from the substitution x Ñ ´x in (5.5). Finally, we refer

the reader to [28] for the evaluation of the eigenvalues at ω “ 0.

The following quantitative result on the ω-dependence of the eigenfunctions Y
rss
ml pωq is needed for the

proof of Proposition 5.22.
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Proposition 5.6. By Proposition 5.2 we know that BkωS
rss
mlpωq P L

2pr´1, 1sq for all k P N. We can thus

expand in L2pr´1, 1sq

BkωS
rss
mlpωq “

ÿ

l1ěmaxp|m|,|s|q

D
rss
mll1;kpωqS

rss
ml1pωq

with D
rss
mll1;kpωq P R.

There exists ε ą 0 such that for |ω| ď ε we have

ÿ

l,l1ěmaxp|m|,|s|q

|D
rss
mll1;kpωq|

2 ď Cpkq ă 8 , (5.7)

where the constant is independent of m and |ω| ď ε.

Let us remark that (5.7) is equivalent to

ÿ

lěmaxp|m|,|s|q

||BkωS
rss
mlpωq||

2
L2 ď Cpkq ă 8 . (5.8)

Proof. Differentiating (5.4) in ω gives

Lrssm pωqBωS
rss
mlpωq ` 2apaωx2 ´ sxqS

rss
mlpωq “ Bωλ

rss
mlpωq ¨ S

rss
mlpωq ` λ

rss
mlpωq ¨ BωS

rss
mlpωq . (5.9)

Note that since ||S
rss
mlpωq||L2 “ 1 for all ω, we have xS

rss
mlpωq, BωS

rss
mlpωqyL2 “ 0. Multiplying (5.9) by S

rss
mlpωq

and integrating gives

xLrssm pωqBωS
rss
mlpωq, S

rss
mlpωqyL2 ` x2apaωx2 ´ sxqS

rss
mlpωq, S

rss
mlpωqyL2 “ Bωλ

rss
mlpωq .

We now integrate by parts in the first term42 to obtain

xLrssm pωqBωS
rss
mlpωq, S

rss
mlpωqyL2 “ xBωS

rss
mlpωq, L

rss
m pωqS

rss
mlpωqyL2 “ xBωS

rss
mlpωq, λ

rss
mlpωqS

rss
mlpωqyL2 “ 0 .

This finally leaves us with

Bωλ
rss
mlpωq “ x2apaωx

2 ´ sxqS
rss
mlpωq, S

rss
mlpωqyL2pr´1,1sq . (5.10)

Multiplying (5.9) by S
rss
ml1pωq, l ‰ l1, and integrating over r´1, 1s in x gives, after the integration by parts as

before,

xBωS
rss
mlpωq, λ

rss
ml1pωqS

rss
ml1pωqyL2 ` x2apaωx2 ´ sxqS

rss
mlpωq, S

rss
ml1pωqyL2 “ λ

rss
mlpωqxBωS

rss
mlpωq, S

rss
ml1pωqyL2 .

We thus obtain for l ‰ l1

D
rss
mll1;1pωq “ xBωS

rss
mlpωq, S

rss
ml1pωqyL2

“
x2apaωx2 ´ sxqS

rss
mlpωq, S

rss
ml1pωqyL2

λ
rss
mlpωq ´ λ

rss
ml1pωq

.
(5.11)

42Note that the arising boundary terms are

”

p1´ x2q
d

dx
BωS

rss
mlpωq ¨ S

rss
mlpωq

ı1

´1
´

”

BωS
rss
mlpωq ¨ p1´ x

2q
d

dx
S
rss
mlpωq

ı1

´1
,

which vanishes given the asymptotics of BkωS
rss
mlpωq from Proposition 5.2.
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For l “ l1 we have D
rss
mll;1pωq “ 0. To derive an expression for D

rss
mll1;k we first note that by the regularity of

BiωS
rss
mlpωq from Proposition 5.2 we have that xBωS

rss
mlpωq, S

rss
ml1pωqyL2 is smooth in ω. We now compute

Bpk´1q
ω D

rss
mll1;1pωq “ B

pk´1q
ω xBωS

rss
mlpωq, S

rss
ml1yL2

“

k´1
ÿ

n“0

ˆ

k ´ 1

n

˙

xBpk´nqω S
rss
mlpωq, B

n
ωS

rss
ml1pωqyL2

“ xBkωS
rss
mlpωq, S

rss
ml1yL2 `

k´1
ÿ

n“1

ˆ

k ´ 1

n

˙

xBpk´nqω S
rss
mlpωq, B

n
ωS

rss
ml1pωqyL2

“ D
rss
mll1;kpωq `

k´1
ÿ

n“1

ˆ

k ´ 1

n

˙

x
ÿ

i

D
rss
mli;k´npωqS

rss
mipωq,

ÿ

j

D
rss
ml1j;npωqS

rss
mjpωqyL2

“ D
rss
mll1;kpωq `

k´1
ÿ

n“1

ˆ

k ´ 1

n

˙

ÿ

iěmaxp|m|,|s|q

D
rss
mli;k´npωq ¨D

rss
ml1i;npωq

loooooooooooooooooooooooomoooooooooooooooooooooooon

.

(5.12)

We also need to estimate the eigenvalues for small |ω|: for |ω| ď 1 it follows directly from (5.10) that

|Bωλ
rss
mlpωq| ď 2apa` |s|q .

We now choose 1 ą ε ą 0 such that for |ω| ď ε we have

|λ
rss
mlpωq ´ λ

rss
mlp0q| ď

1

4
(5.13)

uniformly in m and l.

We now prove (5.7) by induction in k. We start with k “ 1 and estimate (5.11). We have |x2apaωx2 ´

sxqS
rss
mlpωq, S

rss
ml1pωqyL2 | ď 2apaε` |s|q. We now estimate the denominator using (5.13) and λ

rss
mlp0q “ ´lpl `

1q ` sps` 1q:

ÿ

l,l1ěmaxp|m|,|s|q
l‰l1

1

|λ
rss
mlpωq ´ λ

rss
ml1pωq|

2
ď

ÿ

l,l1ěmaxp|m|,|s|q
l‰l1

1

p| ´ lpl ` 1q ` l1pl1 ` 1q| ´ 1
2 q

2

“
ÿ

lěmaxp|m|,|s|q

ÿ

kPZzt0u
kě´l`maxp|m|,|s|q

1

p|kpk ` 1` 2lq| ´ 1
2 q

2
with l1 “ l ` k

ď
ÿ

lěmaxp|m|,|s|q

ÿ

kPZzt0u
kě´l`maxp|m|,|s|q

1

|k|2|k ` 2l|2

ď
ÿ

lěmaxp|m|,|s|q

ÿ

kPZzt0u
kě´l`maxp|m|,|s|q

1

k2l2

ď
ÿ

lPN

1

l2

ÿ

kPZzt0u

1

k2

“
π4

18
.

(5.14)

This proves the claim for k “ 1.

We now assume that (5.7) holds up to and including k ´ 1. We first show that for 1 ď j ď k ´ 1 and

|ω| ď ε we have

|Bjωλ
rss
mlpωq| ď Cpjq ă 8 , (5.15)
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where the constant is independent ofm, l. Let f rsspx;ωq :“ 2apaωx2´sxq. Thus Bωλ
rss
mlpωq “ xf

rsspωqS
rss
mlpωq, S

rss
mlpωqyL2

and thus

|Bjωλ
rss
mlpωq| “ |

ÿ

1ďi1`i2`i3ďj´1

ˆ

j ´ 1

i1, i2, i3

˙

xBi1ω f
rsspωqBi2ω S

rss
mlpωq, B

i3
ω S

rss
mlpωqyL2 | . (5.16)

Clearly, Bi1ω f
rsspωq is bounded in L8x pr´1, 1sq by a constant only depending on s for |ω| ď ε, and BiωS

rss
mlpωq is

bounded in L2
xpr´1, 1sq by a constant independent of m, l by the induction hypothesis and (5.8). This shows

(5.15).

We now use (5.12) to show that D
rss
mll1;kpωq is bounded in `2pl, l1q. The induction hypothesis shows directly

that the `2-norm in l, l1 of the underbraced terms in (5.12) is bounded. It thus remains to show that the

`2-norm of the left hand side of (5.12) is bounded. Note that for l “ l1 it vanishes identically. For l ‰ l1 we

compute using (5.11)

|Bpk´1q
ω D

rss
mll1;1pωq| “ |

ÿ

1ďi1`i2`i3`i4ďk´1

ˆ

k ´ 1

i1, i2, i3, i4

˙

xBi1ω f
rsspωqBi2ω S

rss
mlpωq, B

i3
ω S

rss
ml1pωqyL2

looooooooooooooooooooooomooooooooooooooooooooooon

¨ Bi4ω

´ 1

λ
rss
mlpωq ´ λ

rss
ml1pωq

¯

| .

The underbraced terms are bounded uniformly in m, l, l1 and |ω| ď ε as in (5.16). Using (5.15), we can bound

|Bi4ω

´ 1

λ
rss
mlpωq ´ λ

rss
ml1pωq

¯

| ď
C

|λ
rss
mlpωq ´ λ

rss
ml1pωq|

,

where the constant is independent of m, l, l1. It now follows from (5.14) that the `2pl, l1q norm of the left hand

side of (5.12) is bounded. This concludes the proof.

5.2 Teukolsky’s expansion

For fpv`, θ, ϕ`q P L
1
v`L

2
S2 we define the Fourier transform qf of f by

qfpθ, ϕ`;ωq :“
1
?

2π

ż

R

fpv`, θ, ϕ`qe
iωv` dv` . (5.17)

It can be easily checked that this is a map |p¨q : L1
v`L

2
S2 Ñ C0

ωL
2
S2 . It gives rise in the standard way to an

isometry |p¨q : L2
v`L

2
S2 Ñ L2

ωL
2
S2 which we denote again in the same way.

For g P L2
ωL

2
S2 we define the map p¨qml : L2

ωL
2
S2 Ñ L2

ω`
2
m,l by

gmlpωq :“

ż

S2

gpθ, ϕ`;ωqY
rss
ml pθ, ϕ`;ωq volS2 , (5.18)

which is also an isometry since for each ω P R the Y
rss
ml pωq form an orthonormal basis of L2pS2q. The

summation in `2m,l is over m P Z and N Q l ě maxp|m|, |s|q.

For f P L1
v`L

2
S2 X L2

v`L
2
S2 the composite map |p¨qml :“ p¨qml ˝|p¨q, which we call the Teukolsky transform,

is given by

qfmlpωq “
1
?

2π

ż

S2

ż

R
fpv`, θ, ϕ`qe

iωv`Y
rss
ml pθ, ϕ`;ωqdv`volS2 . (5.19)

Note that by

ż

R

ż

S2

|fpv`, θ, ϕ`q| ¨ |Y
rss
ml pθ, ϕ`;ωq|volS2dv` ď

ż

R

´

ż

S2

|fpv`, θ, ϕ`q|
2 volS2

¯
1
2

dv` ă 8
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the order of integration in (5.19) does not matter.

The inverse map of (5.18) is given by

gpθ, ϕ`;ωq “
ÿ

m,l

gmlpωqY
rss
ml pθ, ϕ`;ωq

and the inverse map of |p¨q : L2
v`L

2
S2 Ñ L2

ωL
2
S2 is given by

fpv`, θ, ϕ`q “
1
?

2π

ż

R
qfpθ, ϕ`;ωqe´iωv` dω ,

where this can be taken literally for qf P L1
ωL

2
S2 X L2

ωL
2
S2 and serves as notation for qf P L2

ωL
2
S2 in the

standard way, which is then defined via approximation by functions in L1
ωL

2
S2 X L2

ωL
2
S2 . In particular for

qfml P L
1
ω`

2
m,l X L

2
ω`

2
m,l we have qf P L1

ωL
2
S2 X L2

ωL
2
S2 and thus we have literally

fpv`, θ, ϕ`q “
1
?

2π

ż

R

ÿ

m,l

qfmlpωqY
rss
ml pθ, ϕ`;ωqe´iωv` dω

as a map L1
ω`

2
m,l X L

2
ω`

2
m,l Ñ L2

v`L
2
S2 .

For f P L2
v`L

2
S2 we have the Plancherel relation

ż

R

ż

S2

|fpv`, θ, ϕ`q|
2 volS2dv` “ ||f ||

2
L2
v`
L2

S2

“ || qf ||2L2
ωL

2
S2

“ || qfml||
2
L2
ω`

2
ml
“

ż

R

ÿ

m,l

| qfml|
2 dω .

(5.20)

We also have43

~Bv`f “ ´iω
qf in L2

ωL
2
S2 if f, Bv`f P L

2
v`L

2
S2

}v`f “ ´iBω qf in L2
ωL

2
S2 if f, v`f P L

2
v`L

2
S2

(5.21)

and

p~Bv`fqml “ ´iω
qfml in L2

ω`
2
m,l if f, Bv`f P L

2
v`L

2
S2 .

Note, however, that in general p}v`fqml ‰ ´iBω qfml, since the orthonormal basis functions Y
rss
ml of L2pS2q in

(5.18) are ω-dependent.

In the following we address this point and show that under suitable assumptions we can still infer limited

decay of fpv`, θ, ϕ`q for |v`| Ñ 8 from limited regularity of qfml in ω.

5.2.1 Slow decay in v` of f in terms of limited regularity of qfml

Proposition 5.22. Let ε ą 0 be as in Proposition 5.6, let qf P L2
p´ε,εqL

2
S2 and let q0 P N0. Then Bqω

qf P

L2
p´ε,εqL

2
S2 , i.e.,

ż

p´ε,εq

ż

S2

|Bqω
qfpω, θ, ϕ`q|

2 volS2dω ă 8 (5.23)

for all 0 ď q ď q0, q P N0 if, and only if, Bqωp
qfmlq P L

2
p´ε,εq`

2
ml, i.e.,

ż

p´ε,εq

ÿ

m,l

|Bqωp
qfmlqpωq|

2 dω ă 8 (5.24)

for all 0 ď q ď q0, q P N. Here, all derivatives are weak derivatives.44

43Proof as in [42] 7.9 Theorem.
44For this paper only the ‘only if’ direction, i.e., ‘ ùñ ’, is needed.
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Proof. Assume first that qf has q0 weak ω-derivatives in L2
p´ε,εqL

2
S2 . We then have for 0 ď q ď q0

pBqω
qfqml “

ż

S2

Bqω
qfpθ, ϕ`;ωq ¨ Y

rss
ml pθ, ϕ`;ωq volS2

“

ż

S2

Bqω

`

qfpθ, ϕ`;ωqY
rss
ml pθ, ϕ`;ωq

˘

volS2 ´

q
ÿ

q1“1

ˆ

q

q1

˙
ż

S2

Bq´q
1

ω
qfpθ, ϕ`;ωq ¨ Bq

1

ω Y
rss
ml pθ, ϕ`;ωq volS2

“ Bqω
qfmlpωq ´

q
ÿ

q1“1

ˆ

q

q1

˙
ż

S2

Bq´q
1

ω
qfpθ, ϕ`;ωq ¨

ÿ

l1

D
rss
mll1;q1pωqY

rss
ml1pθ, ϕ`;ωq volS2

“ Bqω
qfmlpωq ´

q
ÿ

q1“1

ˆ

q

q1

˙

ÿ

l1

D
rss
mll1;q1pωqpB

q´q1

ω
qfqml1pωq ,

(5.25)

where, in the second equality we have used the smoothness of the Y
rss
ml in ω and the product rule

Bqωpa ¨ bq “
q
ÿ

q1“0

ˆ

q

q1

˙

Bq´q
1

ω a ¨ Bq
1

ω b

which of course also holds for weak derivatives if b is smooth, in the third equality we have used that we can

pull out weak derivatives from under the integral45 and the representation of Bq
1

ω Y
rss
ml from Proposition (5.6),

and in the fourth equation we just used that the limit in l1 is an L2pS2q limit, so we can pull it out of the

integral.

Now by (5.23) and Plancherel we have

8 ą

ż ε

´ε

|Bqω
qfpθ, ϕ`;ωq|2 volS2dω “

ż ε

´ε

ÿ

m,l

|pBqω
qfqmlpωq|

2 dω .

Thus (5.24) follows if we show

ż ε

´ε

ÿ

m,l

|
ÿ

l1

D
rss
mll1;q1pB

q´q1

ω
qfqml1pωq|

2 dω ă 8

for 0 ď q1 ď q. By Cauchy-Schwarz, Proposition 5.6, Plancherel, and (5.23) we compute

ż ε

´ε

ÿ

m,l

|
ÿ

l1

D
rss
mll1;q1pB

q´q1

ω
qfqml1pωq|

2 dω ď

ż ε

´ε

ÿ

m,l

´

ÿ

l1

|D
rss
mll1;q1pωq|

2
¯

¨

´

ÿ

l1

|pBq´q
1

ω
qfqml1pωq|

2
¯

dω

ď

ż ε

´ε

ÿ

m

Cpq1q
´

ÿ

l1

|pBq´q
1

ω
qfqml1pωq|

2
¯

dω

“ Cpq1q

ż ε

´ε

ż

S2

|Bq´q
1

ω
qfpθ, ϕ`;ωq|2 volS2dω

ă 8 .

45Let gpθ, ϕ`;ωq, Bωgpθ, ϕ`;ωq P L2
ωL

1
S2 and let hpωq :“

ş

S2 gpθ, ϕ`;ωq volS2 . Then the weak derivative of h is given by
ş

S2 Bωgpθ, ϕ`;ωq volS2 : for χpωq P C80 pRq we compute

´

ż

R
hpωqBωχpωq dω “ ´

ż

R

ż

S2
gpθ, ϕ`;ωq volS2 Bωχpωq dω

“ ´

ż

R

ż

S2
gpθ, ϕ`;ωqBωχpωq volS2dω

“

ż

R

ż

S2
Bωgpθ, ϕ`;ωqχpωqvolS2dω .
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To prove the reverse direction, we now assume that qfml has q0 weak ω-derivatives satisfying (5.24). Let

0 ď q ď q0 and χ P C80
`

p´ε, εq ˆ S2
˘

. Then

ż

p´ε,εq

ż

S2

qfpω,θ, ϕ`qB
q
ωχpω, θ, ϕ`q volS2dω “

ż

p´ε,εq

x qfpωq, BqωχpωqyL2pS2q dω

“

ż

p´ε,εq

ÿ

l,m

qfmlpωqxY
rss
ml pωq, B

q
ωχpωqyL2pS2q

looooooooooooooooooooomooooooooooooooooooooon

|´”´|ď

´

ř

m,l |
qfmlpωq|2

¯1{2´
ř

m1,l1 |B
q
ωχm1l1 pωq|

2

¯1{2

dω

“
ÿ

l,m

ż

p´ε,εq

qfmlpωq
q
ÿ

j“0

p´1qj
ˆ

q

j

˙

Bq´jω xBjωY
rss
ml pωq, χpωqyL2pS2q

loooooooooooooomoooooooooooooon

PC80

`

p´ε,εq
˘

dω

“

q
ÿ

j“0

p´1qq
ˆ

q

j

˙

ÿ

l,m

ż

p´ε,εq

Bq´jω
qfmlpωq ¨ xB

j
ωY

rss
ml pωq, χpωqyL2pS2q dω

“ p´1qq
ż

p´ε,εq

ż

S2

q
ÿ

j“0

ˆ

q

j

˙

ÿ

l,m

Bq´jω
qflmpωq

ÿ

l1

Dmll1;jpωqY
rss
ml1pθ, ϕ`;ωq

looooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooomooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooon

“B
q
ω
qfpω,θ,ϕ`q

¨χpω, θ, ϕ`q volS2dω ,

where we introduced x¨, ¨yL2pS2q for the standard Hermitian product on L2pS2q for brevity, used Plancherel in

the second line, dominated convergence in the third line as well as the combinatorial formula

xY, Bqωχy “
q
ÿ

j“0

p´1qj
ˆ

q

j

˙

Bq´jω xBjωY, χy

which can be proved easily via induction; we used that qfml admits q0 weak ω-derivatives in L2
p´ε,εq in the

fourth line and finally Proposition 5.6, (5.24), and dominated convergence again in the last line. Proposition

5.6 and (5.24) together now also show (5.23).

5.3 Application of Teukolsky’s separation to the Teukolsky field ψ

Theorem 5.26. Under the assumptions of Section 3 and for every r P pr´, r`q the Teukolsky transform

qψmlpr;ωq “
1
?

2π

ż

R

ż

S2

ψpv`, r, θ, ϕ`qe
iωv`Y

rss
ml pθ, ϕ`;ωq dv`volS2 (5.27)

of the Teukolsky field ψpv`, r, θ, ϕ`q is well-defined and we have qψmlpr; ¨q P L
2
ω`

2
m,l. Moreover, for every

r P pr´, r`q, m P Z, and N Q l ě maxt|m|, |s|u we have qψmlpr; ¨q P C
0
ωpRq.

For fixed ω,m, l the Teukolsky transform qψmlpr;ωq is twice continuously differentiable in r P pr´, r`q and

we also have d
dr

qψmlpr; ¨q,
d2

dr2
qψmlpr; ¨q P C

0
ωpRq for every r P pr´, r`q and m, l.46 Moreover, the Teukolsky

transform satisfies

∆
d2

dr2
qψmlpr;ωq ` 2

´

´ pr2 ` a2qiω ` iam` pr ´Mqp1´ sq
¯ d

dr
qψmlpr;ωq

`

´

λ
rss
mlpωq ´ paωq

2 ` 2ωma´ 2iωrp1´ 2sq ´ 2s
¯

qψmlpr;ωq “ 0

(5.28)

46We only need qψmlpr; ¨q,
d
dr

qψmlpr; ¨q P C
0
ωpRq (for Lemma 6.13).
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for all ω P R, m P Z, N Q l ě maxt|m|, |s|u. Since we have qψmlpr; ¨q P L
2
ω`

2
m,l the representation

ψpv`, r, θ, ϕ`q “
1
?

2π

ż

R

ÿ

m,l

qψmlpr;ωqY
rss
ml pθ, ϕ`;ωqe´iωv` dω (5.29)

is valid for every r P pr´, r`q in particular in L2
v`L

2
S2 .

Proof. Corollary 4.46 in particular states that for each r P pr´, r`q we have ψpv`, r, θ, ϕ`q is in L2
v`L

2
S2 . It

now follows from Section 5.2 that the Teukolsky transform is well-defined with qψmlpr; ¨q P L
2
ω`

2
m,l and also

that (5.29) holds.

By (4.48) for f “ ψ, and since qr ą 2, we obtain that ψpv`, r, θ, ϕ`q P L
1pR ˆ S2q. Together with the

boundedness of Y
rss
ml pθ, ϕ;ωq and its continuity in ω we obtain from (5.27) that qψmlpr; ¨q P C

0
ωpRq for fixed

r,m, l. By (4.48) for f “ Brψ, B
2
rψ we also obtain that we can continuously differentiate in r twice under the

integral in (5.27) for fixed ω,m, l and also the continuous dependence of the derivatives on ω as before.

In order to derive (5.28) we recall the coordinate expression (2.39) of Trssψ “ 0 to see that

0 “

ż

R

ż

S2

”

a2 sin2 θ B2
v`ψ ` 2a Bv`Bϕ`ψ ` 2pr2 ` a2q Bv`Brψ ` 2a Bϕ`Brψ

`∆ B2
rψ ` 2

´

rp1´ 2sq ´ isa cos θ
¯

Bv`ψ

` 2pr ´Mqp1´ sq Brψ ` {̊∆rssψ ´ 2sψ
ı

eiωv` S
rss
mlpcos θ;ωqe´imϕ`

loooooooooooomoooooooooooon

“Y
rss
ml pθ,ϕ`;ωq

dv`volS2

“

ż

R

ż

S2

´pωaq2 sin2 θ ψ ` 2amω ψ ´ 2iωpr2 ` a2q Brψ ` 2imaBrψ

`∆B2
rψ ´ 2iω

´

rp1´ 2sq ´ isa cos θ
¯

ψ

` 2pr ´Mqp1´ sqBrψ ` {̊∆rssψ ´ 2sψ
ı

eiωv`Y
rss
ml pθ, ϕ`;ωqdv`volS2

holds for all r P pr´, r`q and all ω P R, where we have used (4.47), which in particular implies47 Bav`B
b1
ϕ`B

b2
r ψprq P

L1
v`L

2
S2 for 0 ď a` b1 ` b2 ď 2, a, b1, b2 P N which we use to do the integration by parts in v`. We assemble

{̊∆rsspωq from (5.1) to find

0 “

ż

R

ż

S2

”

∆B2
rψ ` 2

´

´ pr2 ` a2qiω ` iam` pr ´Mqp1´ sq
¯

Brψ

`

´

´ paωq2 ` 2ωma´ 2iωrp1´ 2sq ´ 2s
¯

ψ ` {̊∆rsspωqψ
ı

eiωv`Y
rss
ml pθ, ϕ`;ωqdv`volS2 .

We now use that ψ and Y
rss
ml are smooth spin 2-weighted functions so that by Proposition 2.26 and (2.31) we

can do the integration by parts to bring {̊∆rsspωq over to obtain a term of the form ψ¨eiωv` {̊∆rsspωqY
rss
ml pθ, ϕ`;ωq “

ψ ¨ eiωv`λ
rss
mlpωqY

rss
ml pθ, ϕ`;ωq, where we used that the eigenvalues λ

rss
mlpωq are real. Finally, by (4.48) for

f “ Brψ, B
2
rψ and the boundedness of Y

rss
ml pθ, ϕ;ωq dominated convergence allows us to pull the r-derivatives

out of the integral to obtain (5.28).

47We use
ż

R

´

ż

S2
|Bav`B

b
ϕ`
ψpr1q|2volS2

¯ 1
2
dv` ď

´

ż

R

1

χpv`q
dv`

¯ 1
2

looooooooooomooooooooooon

ă8

´

ż

R

ż

S2
χpv`q|B

a
v`
Bbϕ`ψpr

1q|2volS2dv`

¯ 1
2
.
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6 Analysis of the Heun equation and transmission and reflection

coefficients for ω “ 0

This section analyses the radial Teukolsky equation (5.28). We show that it is of the Heun-form and that the

limit ω “ 0 is a hypergeometric equation. We introduce specific fundamental systems of solutions along with

the corresponding transmission and reflection coefficients and investigate their regularity and their behaviour

for ω Ñ 0.

6.1 The Heun equation

Setting x :“ r´r´
r`´r´

in (5.28) so that we have x “ 0 for r “ r´ and x “ 1 for r “ r` the equation (5.28)

transforms to the Heun equation

p1´ xqx
d2

dx2
vpxq `

`

αx2 ` βx` γ
˘ d

dx
vpxq `

`

δx` ε
˘

vpxq “ 0 , (6.1)

where we have just written qψmlprpxq;ωq “ vpxq for brevity and generality and where

α “ 2iωpr` ´ r´q δ “ 2iωp1´ 2sqpr` ´ r´q

β “ 4ir´ω ` 2ps´ 1q ε “ ´λ
rss
mlpωq ` paωq

2 ´ 2ωma` 2s` 2iωp1´ 2sqr´

γ “
4iMr´
r` ´ r´

pω ´ ω´mq ` 1´ s

(6.2)

and ω˘ :“ a
2Mr˘

.

Setting y :“ 1 ´ x “ r`´r
r`´r´

so that we have y “ 0 for r “ r` and y “ 1 for r “ r´ the equation (6.1)

transforms to the Heun equation

p1´ yqy
d2

dy2
vpyq `

`

α̃y2 ` β̃y ` γ̃
˘ d

dy
vpyq `

`

δ̃y ` ε̃
˘

vpyq “ 0 , (6.3)

where

α̃ “ ´α “ ´2iωpr` ´ r´q

β̃ “ β ` 2α “ 4iωr` ` 2ps´ 1q

γ̃ “ ´pβ ` γ ` αq “ ´
4iMr`
r` ´ r´

pω ´ ω`mq ` 1´ s

δ̃ “ ´δ “ ´2iωp1´ 2sqpr` ´ r´q

ε̃ “ δ ` ε “ ´λ
rss
mlpωq ` paωq

2 ´ 2ωma` 2s` 2iωp1´ 2sqr` .

6.1.1 The hypergeometric equation arising as the limit ω “ 0 of the Heun equation

We compute the values of the Greek parameters α, . . . , ε for ω “ 0, where we also use λ
rss
mlp0q “ ´lpl ` 1q `

sps` 1q from Proposition 5.2:

α|ω“0 “ 0 δ|ω“0 “ 0

β|ω“0 “ 2ps´ 1q ε|ω“0 “ pl ´ sqpl ` s` 1q ` 2s

γ|ω“0 “ ´
2iam

r` ´ r´
` 1´ s .

(6.4)
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A straightforward computation then shows that for ω “ 0 the Heun equation (6.1) turns into the hypergeo-

metric equation

p1´ xqx
d2

dx2
vpxq `

`

c´ pa` b` 1qx
˘ d

dx
vpxq ´ ab ¨ vpxq “ 0 (6.5)

with

a “ l ` 1´ s b “ ´s´ l c “ γ|ω“0 “ ´
2iam

r` ´ r´
` 1´ s . (6.6)

Setting again y “ 1´ x, (6.5) transforms into

p1´ yqy
d2

dy2
vpyq `

`

c̃´ pa` b` 1qy
˘ d

dy
vpyq ´ ab ¨ vpyq “ 0 (6.7)

with

c̃ “ a` b` 1´ c “
2iam

r` ´ r´
` 1´ s .

6.2 Fundamental systems of solutions and reflection and transmission coeffi-

cients

We now recall the Frobenius method to determine the possible asymptotics of solutions of the radial ODE

(5.28) at the regular singular points r “ r` and r “ r´ and to construct fundamental systems of solutions

with these prescribed asymptotics. We only provide a sketch of the derivation, full details of this textbook

material are found for example in Chapter 4 of [66].

We begin with the discussion of the regular singular point x “ 0 in (6.1), which corresponds to the Cauchy

horizon r “ r´. The asymptotics at the event horizon, which is y “ 0 for (6.3), then follow directly from this

discussion by replacing the Greek parameters α, . . . , ε by their tilded versions.

We make the ansatz xσ
ř8

j“0 djpω,m, lqx
j for a solution of (6.1). Entering this ansatz into (6.1) and

comparing powers of x yields

dj`1pσ ` j ` 1qpσ ` j ` γq “ dj
`

pσ ` jqpσ ` j ´ 1´ βq ´ ε
˘

` dj´1

`

´ αpσ ` j ´ 1q ´ δ
˘

. (6.8)

For j “ ´1 we obtain the indicial equation σpσ´1`γq “ 0 which has the two solutions σ “ 0 and σ “ 1´γ.

Consider first σ “ 1 ´ γ and set d0 “ 1. It then follows from (6.8) with σ “ 1 ´ γ that the coefficients

are recursively determined by

dj`1 “
1

p2` j ´ γqp1` jq

”

dj
`

p1´ γ ` jqp´γ ` j ´ βq ´ ε
˘

` dj´1

`

´ αpj ´ γq ´ δ
˘

ı

(6.9)

Note that for s “ 2 we have γ “ ´1` i 4Mr´
r`´r´

pω ´ ω´mq and thus the denominator in (6.9) is non-vanishing

for all j P N and for all ω P R. It can be shown that this power series converges absolutely for x P r0, 1q.

Also note that since the coefficients α, . . . , ε depend analytically on ω, so do all the djpω,m, lq. The radius

of convergence of the power series of djpω,m, lq in ω is uniformly lower bounded in j (it essentially depends

on the radius of convergence of the power series in ω of λ
rss
mlpωq and on 4Mr´

r`´r´
). Since the convergence is

uniform, we obtain that the arising power series48 is also analytic in ω for all ω P R. We label this solution

by B
rss

CH`r ,ml
px;ωq :“ x1´γ

ř8

j“0 d
rss
j pω,m, lqx

j .

To construct a second linearly independent solution we make the other choice σ “ 0, i.e., we are looking

for a solution of the form
ř8

j“0 cjpω,m, lqx
j , which we normalise by c0 “ 1. From (6.8) with the d1s replaced

by c1s we obtain the recursive relation

cj`1 “
1

pj ` 1qpj ` γq

”

cj
`

jpj ´ 1´ βq ´ ε
˘

` cj´1

`

´ αpj ´ 1q ´ δ
˘

ı

. (6.10)

48Note that the multiplying factor x1´γ is not analytic at x “ 0 if ω ‰ ω´m.
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Since γ “ 4iMr´
r`´r´

pω´ω´mq`1´s, the denominator vanishes for j “ 1 and ω “ ω´m, but for all other ω one

can show as before that the power series converges absolutely for x P r0, 1q and is analytic in ω P Rztω´mu.
We label this solution by B

rss

CH`l ,ml
px;ωq :“

ř8

j“0 c
rss
j pω,m, lqx

j . From (6.10) we compute c1pω,m, lq “ ´
ε
γ

and c2pω,m, lq “
1

2p1`γq

”

ε
γ pβ ` εq ´ δ

ı

for later.

The Frobenius solutions of (6.3) normalised at y “ 0 are obtained in the analogous way by replacing

α, . . . , ε by α̃, . . . , ε̃. We summarise this discussion in the following

Proposition 6.11.

1. For ω ‰ ω´m equation (6.1) has a fundamental system of solutions tB
rss

CH`l ,ml
px;ωq, B

rss

CH`r ,ml
px;ωqu

which are of the form

B
rss

CH`l ,ml
px;ωq “

8
ÿ

j“0

c
rss
j pω,m, lqx

j

B
rss

CH`r ,ml
px;ωq “ x1´γ

8
ÿ

j“0

d
rss
j pω,m, lqx

j

and are normalised by c
rss
0 pω,m, lq “ 1 and d

rss
0 pω,m, lq “ 1. The power series

ř8

j“0 d
rss
j pω,m, lqx

j

is analytic in r0, 1q ˆ R (and thus B
rss

CH`r ,ml
px;ωq is in particular also a solution for ω “ ω´m) while

the solution B
rss

CH`l ,ml
px;ωq is only analytic and defined on r0, 1q ˆ pRztω´muq. The coefficients are

determined recursively and we find in particular c
rss
1 pω,m, lq “ ´ ε

γ and c
rss
2 pω,m, lq “

1
2p1`γq

”

ε
γ pβ `

εq ´ δ
ı

.49

2. For ω ‰ ω`m equation (6.3) has a fundamental system of solutions tA
rss

H`r ,ml
py;ωq, A

rss

H`l ,ml
py;ωqu which

are of the form

A
rss

H`r ,ml
py;ωq “

8
ÿ

j“0

a
rss
j pω,m, lqy

j

A
rss

H`l ,ml
py;ωq “ y1´γ̃

8
ÿ

j“0

b
rss
j pω,m, lqy

j

and are normalised by a
rss
0 pω,m, lq “ 1 and b

rss
0 pω,m, lq “ 1. The power series

ř8

j“0 b
rss
j pω,m, lqy

j

is analytic in r0, 1q ˆ R (and thus A
rss

H`l ,ml
py;ωq is in particular also a solution for ω “ ω`m) while

the solution A
rss

H`r ,ml
py;ωq is only analytic and defined on r0, 1q ˆ pRztω`muq. The coefficients are

determined recursively and we find in particular a
rss
1 pω,m, lq “ ´

ε̃
γ̃ and a

rss
2 pω,m, lq “

1
2p1`γ̃q

”

ε̃
γ̃ pβ̃ `

ε̃q ´ δ̃
ı

. 50

Our reason for labelling the solutions with H`r ,H`l , CH
`
l , CH

`
r will become apparent in Sections 7 and

8. It follows that we can write for ω ‰ ω`m the Teukolsky transform qψml from Theorem 5.26, with the

r-coordinate replaced by the y-coordinate, as

qψmlpy;ωq “: aH`r ,mlpωqAH`r ,mlpy;ωq ` aH`l ,ml
pωqAH`l ,ml

py;ωq , (6.12)

where aH`r ,ml, aH`l ,ml
: Rztω`mu Ñ C are functions which will be determined later in Section 7.

49Note that γpωq Ñ 1´ s “ ´1 for ω Ñ ω´m. This shows that B
rss

CH`
l
,ml
px;ωq is in general not regular for ω Ñ ω´m.

50Note that γ̃pωq Ñ 1´ s “ ´1 for ω Ñ ω`m. This shows that A
rss

H`r ,ml
py;ωq is in general not regular for ω Ñ ω`m.
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Lemma 6.13. Under the assumptions of Section 3 we have aH`r ,ml, aH`l ,ml
P C0pRztω`mu,Cq.

Proof. Differentiating (6.12) in y we obtain for ω ‰ ω`m
˜

qψmlpy;ωq
d
dy

qψmlpy;ωq

¸

“

˜

AH`r ,mlpy;ωq AH`l ,ml
py;ωq

d
dyAH`r ,mlpy;ωq d

dyAH`l ,ml
py;ωq

¸˜

aH`r ,mlpωq

aH`l ,ml
pωq

¸

. (6.14)

Fix y P p0, 1q. Since tAH`r ,mlpy;ωq, AH`l ,ml
py;ωqu are linearly independent, the matrix has an inverse which

is also analytic in ω for ω ‰ ω`m. We can thus solve for aH`r ,mlpωq, aH`l ,ml
pωq and thus they inherit the

regularity of the left hand side of (6.14), which is continuous by Theorem 5.26.

6.2.1 Alternative representation of second Frobenius solution

Let us also recall a different way of constructing the second Frobenius solution B
rss

CH`l ,ml
px;ωq which will be

useful later on in Section 6.2.4. This is the variation of constant ansatz, see for example Chapter 4 of [66] for

full details.

To obtain a second linearly independent solution we make the variation of constants ansatz

vpxq “ epxq ¨B
rss

CH`r ,ml
px;ωq .

Entering this into equation (6.1) gives

xp1´ xq
“

e2pxqB
rss

CH`r ,ml
px;ωq ` 2e1pxq

d

dx
B
rss

CH`r ,ml
px;ωq

‰

` pαx2 ` βx` γqe1pxq ¨B
rss

CH`r ,ml
px;ωq “ 0 . (6.15)

Here, the prime stands for d
dx . This is a first order equation for e1pxq. Again, making a power series ansatz

one can show that (6.15) has a unique solution of the form

e1pxq “ xγ´2
8
ÿ

j“0

ejx
j (6.16)

which we normalise by e0 “ γ ´ 1 and where the coefficients are determined recursively by an algebraic

expression which involves α, β, γ, ej , dj . In particular, each ejpω,m, lq is an analytic function of ω for all

ω P R.

As before let us now assume that ω ‰ ω´m, so the parameter γ has an imaginary part. In particular

e1pxq does not have a term proportional to 1
x . An integral of e1pxq is thus given by

epxq “ xγ´1
8
ÿ

j“0

ej
γ ´ 1` j

xj

loooooooomoooooooon

. (6.17)

The underbraced power series converges absolutely on x P r0, 1q and is analytic in ω for ω ‰ ω´m. Since we

have chosen e0 “ γ ´ 1 we see that the coefficient in the power series in front of x0 is 1. Thus,

B
rss

CH`l ,ml
px;ωq :“ epxq ¨B

rss

CH`r ,ml
px;ωq (6.18)

is a solution of (6.5) of the form

B
rss

CH`l ,ml
px;ωq “

8
ÿ

j“0

cjpω,m, lqx
j

with c0pω,m, lq “ 1. The coefficients cjpω,m, lq can of course be computed from those of epxq and those of

B
rss

CH`r ,ml
px;ωq “ x1´γ

ř8

j“0 djpω,m, lqx
j , for example we have

c0 “ 1 c1 “
e1

γ
` d1 c2 “

e2

γ ` 1
`
e1

γ
d1 ` d2 .
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On the other hand it follows from the asymptotics that the solution (6.18) we have constructed here must

agree with B
rss

CH`l ,ml
px;ωq from Proposition 6.11, for which we have already obtained the explicit values of c1

and c2. We thus find

c2 “
1

2p1` γq

“ ε

γ
pβ ` εq ´ δ

‰

“
e2

γ ` 1
`
e1

γ
d1 ` d2 .

Multiplying by p1` γq and setting ω “ ω´m we obtain

e2pω “ ω´mq “
1

2

“ ε

γ
pβ ` εq ´ δ

‰

pω “ ω´mq . (6.19)

Similarly, we find an alternative expression of A
rss

H`r ,ml
py;ωq as

A
rss

H`r ,ml
py;ωq “ ẽpyq ¨A

rss

H`l ,ml
py;ωq “

´

8
ÿ

j“0

ẽj
γ̃ ´ 1` j

yj
¯

¨

´

8
ÿ

k“0

bky
k
¯

,

where

ẽpyq “ yγ̃´1
8
ÿ

j“0

ẽjpω,m, lq

γ̃ ´ 1` j
yj

looooooooomooooooooon

with

ẽ2pω “ ω`mq “
1

2

“ ε̃

γ̃
pβ̃ ` ε̃q ´ δ̃

‰

pω “ ω`mq . (6.20)

The underbraced power series converges absolutely on y P r0, 1q and is analytic in ω for ω ‰ ω`m.

6.2.2 Reflection and transmission coefficients

Since tB
rss

CH`l ,ml
, B

rss

CH`r ,ml
u forms a fundamental system of solutions, we can express each of the two solutions

A
rss

H`r ,ml
, A
rss

H`l ,ml
as a linear combination thereof, i.e., we can write for each ω P Rztω´m,ω`mu

A
rss

H`r ,ml
p1´ x;ωq “ T

rss

H`r ,ml
pωq ¨B

rss

CH`l ,ml
px;ωq `R

rss

H`r ,ml
pωq ¨B

rss

CH`r ,ml
px;ωq

A
rss

H`l ,ml
p1´ x;ωq “ T

rss

H`l ,ml
pωq ¨B

rss

CH`r ,ml
px;ωq `R

rss

H`l ,ml
pωq ¨B

rss

CH`l ,ml
px;ωq

(6.21)

with T
rss

H`r ,ml
,R

rss

H`r ,ml
,T
rss

H`l ,ml
,R

rss

H`l ,ml
: Rztω´m,ω`mu Ñ C, where we call T

rss

H`r ,ml
pωq,T

rss

H`l ,ml
the transmis-

sion coefficients of the right and left even horizon, respectively, and R
rss

H`r ,ml
,R

rss

H`l ,ml
the reflection coefficients

of the right and left event horizon, respectively.

6.2.3 The case m ‰ 0

Proposition 6.22. Let m ‰ 0. Then the transmission and reflection coefficients T
rss

H`r ,ml
pωq,R

rss

H`r ,ml
pωq,

T
rss

H`l ,ml
pωq,R

rss

H`l ,ml
pωq are (defined and) analytic for ω P p´|ω`|, |ω`|q and we have T

rss

H`r ,ml
p0q ‰ 0.

Proof. Note that 0 ă |ω`| ă |ω´|. Hence for m ‰ 0 the fundamental solutions in (6.21) are defined for

ω P p´|ω`|, |ω`|q and thus so are the transmission and reflection coefficients.

Combining the first line of (6.21) with its differentiated version in x we obtain the vector equation

¨

˝

A
rss

H`r ,ml
p1´ x;ωq

d
dxA

rss

H`r ,ml
p1´ x;ωq

˛

‚“

¨

˝

B
rss

CH`l ,ml
px;ωq B

rss

CH`r ,ml
px;ωq

d
dxB

rss

CH`l ,ml
px;ωq d

dxB
rss

CH`r ,ml
px;ωq

˛

‚

¨

˝

T
rss

H`r ,ml
pωq

R
rss

H`r ,ml
pωq

˛

‚ . (6.23)
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Fix x P p0, 1q. Note that the matrix on the right hand side is invertible (sinceB
rss

CH`l ,ml
px;ωq andB

rss

CH`r ,ml
px;ωq

are linearly independent) and analytic in ω for ω P p´|ω`|, |ω`|q. The left hand side is analytic for ω P

p´|ω`|, |ω`|q as well. We can thus solve for T
rss

H`r ,ml
pωq and R

rss

H`r ,ml
pωq and obtain that they are analytic

in ω P p´|ω`|, |ω`|q. Similarly one obtains that the transmission and reflection coefficients of the left event

horizon are analytic in p´|ω`|, |ω`|q.

To show T
rss

H`r ,ml
p0q ‰ 0 we begin by noticing thatA

rss

H`r ,ml
py; 0q andA

rss

H`l ,ml
py; 0q solve (6.7) andB

rss

CH`l ,ml
px; 0q

and B
rss

CH`r ,ml
px; 0q solve (6.5). For the hypergeometric equation there are convenient closed expressions for

the Frobenius solutions, which we recall in the following, see for example Chapter 8 of [4], but they can also

be verified directly.

For a P C and n P N0 we define paqn :“ apa` 1qpa` 2q ¨ ¨ ¨ pa` n´ 1q “ Γpa`nq
Γpaq , where Γ is the Gamma

function. Then, for ´c R N0

F pa, b, c;xq :“
8
ÿ

n“0

paqnpbqn
pcqnn!

xn (6.24)

is a solution of (6.5) with F pa, b, c; 0q “ 1. And for c´ 2 R N0

x1´cF pa` 1´ c, b` 1´ c, 2´ c;xq (6.25)

is also a solution of (6.5). Clearly, for c ‰ 1 these two solutions are linearly independent. Recall from

Section 6.1.1 that B
rss

CH`l ,ml
px; 0q and B

rss

CH`r ,ml
px; 0q are solutions of the hypergeometric equation (6.5) with

c “ γpω “ 0q “ ´1 ´ 2iam
r`´r´

. For m ‰ 0 we thus obtain, by comparison of the asymptotics, that we must

have

B
rss

CH`l ,ml
px; 0q “ F pa, b, c;xq and B

rss

CH`r ,ml
px; 0q “ x1´cF pa` 1´ c, b` 1´ c, 2´ c;xq

with a, b and c as in Section 6.1.1. Similarly we obtain

A
rss

H`r ,ml
py; 0q “ F pa, b, c̃; yq and A

rss

H`l ,ml
py; 0q “ y1´c̃F pa` 1´ c̃, b` 1´ c̃, 2´ c̃; yq

with c̃ as in Section 6.1.1.

Now note that (6.24) is a polynomial in x if, and only if, a or b are negative integers. Since we have b “

´s´ l “ ´2´ l and N Q l ě maxp|m|, |s|q, b is a negative integer and thus B
rss

CH`l ,ml
px; 0q and A

rss

H`r ,ml
p1´x; 0q

are polynomials in x. Moreover, since c and c̃ have non-vanishing imaginary parts it is straightforward to

see that B
rss

CH`r ,ml
px; 0q and A

rss

H`l ,ml
px; 0q are not polynomials in x. Entering with this information into (6.21)

gives directly that R
rss

H`r ,ml
p0q has to vanish and thus T

rss

H`r ,ml
p0q ‰ 0.

Remark 6.26. Indeed, all the transmission and reflection coefficients at ω “ 0 for m ‰ 0 can be computed

explicitly using the classical theory of linear relations of solutions of the hypergeometric ODE, see for instance

Chapter 8 of [4]. For example one obtains T
rss

H`r ,ml
p0q “ Γpa`b`1´cqΓp1´cq

Γpa`1´cqΓpb`1´cq . Setting ξp0q :“ ´ 2iam
r`´r´

and

plugging in the exact values of the parameters for s “ 2 from (6.6) we obtain

T
rss

H`r ,ml
p0q “

Γ
`

´ 1´ ξp0q
˘

Γ
`

2´ ξp0q
˘

Γ
`

l ` 1´ ξp0q
˘

Γ
`

´ l ´ ξp0q
˘ “

`

´ l ´ ξp0q
˘

¨
`

´ l ` 1´ ξp0q
˘

¨ . . . ¨ p1´ ξp0q
˘

`

l ´ ξp0q
˘

¨
`

l ´ 1´ ξp0q
˘

¨ . . . ¨ p´1´ ξp0q
˘

from which it also follows that |T
rss

H`r ,ml
p0q| “ 1.

6.2.4 The case m “ 0 via the Teukolsky-Starobinsky conservation law

Proposition 6.27. The transmission coefficient T
rss

H`r ,0l
of the right event horizon and the reflection coefficient

R
rss

H`l ,0l
of the left event horizon, as well as ω ¨R

rss

H`r ,0l
(all of which are a priori not defined at ω “ 0) extend

analytically to ω P R. Moreover, we have R
rss

H`l ,0l
p0q “ 0.
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Proof. We construct a set of fundamental solutions which is regular for all ω P R. Recall from Proposition

6.11 that B
rss

CH`r ,ml
px;ωq is defined for all ω P R. For ω ‰ 0 we now use the alternative representation of the

second Frobenius solution B
rss

CH`l ,0l
px;ωq from Section 6.2.1 and define

UCH`,0lpx;ωq : “ BCH`l ,0l
px;ωq ´

e2pω, 0, lq

γ ` 1
BCH`r ,0lpx;ωq

“ xγ´1
´

8
ÿ

j“0

ejpω, 0, lq

γ ´ 1` j
xj
¯

BCH`r ,0lpx;ωq ´
e2pω, 0, lq

γ ` 1
BCH`r ,0lpx;ωq

“ xγ´1
´

8
ÿ

j“0
j‰2

ejpω, 0, lq

γ ´ 1` j
xj
¯

BCH`r ,0lpx;ωq ` e2pω, 0, lq ¨
xγ`1 ´ 1

γ ` 1
loooomoooon

“
ř

8
k“1

pγ`1qk´1plog xqk

k!

¨BCH`r ,0lpx;ωq .

We thus see that UCH`,0lpx;ωq extends analytically as a solution51 of (6.1) to ω “ 0 for which we have

UCH`,0lpx; 0q “ x´2
´

8
ÿ

j“0
j‰2

ejp0, 0, lq

´2` j
xj
¯

BCH`r ,0lpx; 0q ` e2p0, 0, lqplog xq ¨BCH`r ,0lpx; 0q . (6.28)

Hence, tBCH`r ,0lpx;ωq, UCH`,0lpx;ωqu is a fundamental system of solutions of (6.1) for m “ 0 which is defined

and analytic for all ω P R. (The linear independence of the solutions is shown below.)

Similarly we set

UH`,0lpy;ωq :“ AH`r ,0lpy;ωq ´
ẽ2pω, 0, lq

γ̃ ` 1
AH`l ,0l

py;ωq

to obtain a fundamental system tAH`l ,0l
py;ωq, UH`,0lpy;ωqu of solutions of (6.3) for m “ 0 which is defined

and analytic for all ω P R. Moreover, UH`,0lpy; 0q is of the form

UH`,0lpy; 0q “ y´2
´

8
ÿ

j“0
j‰2

ẽjp0, 0, lq

´2` j
yj
¯

AH`l ,0l
py; 0q ` ẽ2p0, 0, lqplog yq ¨AH`l ,0l

py; 0q . (6.29)

Let us also note that it follows from (6.19), (6.20) and Section 6.1 that

e2p0, 0, lq “ ẽ2p0, 0, lq “ ´
1

2

´

“

pl ´ 2qpl ` 3q ` 4
‰“

pl ´ 2qpl ` 3q ` 6
‰

¯

‰ 0

for l ě 2 and thus the solutions (6.28) and (6.29) do indeed have log terms and are linearly independent from

BCH`r ,0lpx; 0q and AH`l ,0l
py; 0q, respectively.

We can now expand for all ω P R

UH`,0lp1´ x;ωq “ XH`,0lpωqUCH`,0lpx;ωq ` YH`,0lpωqBCH`r ,0lpx;ωq

AH`l ,0l
p1´ x;ωq “ XH`l ,0l

pωqBCH`r ,0lpx;ωq ` YH`l ,0l
pωqUCH`,0lpx;ωq

(6.30)

where XH`,0l, YH`,0l, XH`l ,0l
, YH`l ,0l

are complex valued functions. It follows as in (6.23) that they are

analytic on all of R.

51Note that the above construction corresponds to choosing as an integral of (6.16) not (6.17) but

xγ´1
´

8
ÿ

j“0
j‰2

ej

γ ´ 1` j
xj

¯

` e2
xγ`1 ´ 1

γ ` 1
,

which differs from (6.17) by an ω-dependent constant and makes it analytic for all ω P R.
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We now show that we have YH`l ,0l
p0q “ 0. Recall that for m “ 0 and ω “ 0 the coefficients of the

hypergeometric equations which tBCH`r ,0lpx; 0q, UCH`,0lpx; 0qu and tUH`,0lpy; 0q, AH`l ,0l
py; 0qu are satisfying

are c “ c̃ “ ´1, a “ l ´ 1, and b “ ´2 ´ l. It thus follows that (6.25) still defines a solution to the

hypergeometric equation which is clearly linearly independent to UCH`,0lpx; 0q (UH`,0lpy; 0q), since the latter

contains a non-vanishing log-term. By comparison of the leading order coefficients we thus obtain

BCH`r ,0lpx; 0q “ x1´cF pa`1´c, b`1´c, 2´c;xq and AH`l ,0l
py; 0q “ y1´c̃F pa`1´c̃, b`1´c̃, 2´c̃; yq .

Note that b ` 1 ´ c “ b ` 1 ´ c̃ “ ´l P ´N and thus, as we observed in the proof of Proposition 6.22,

BCH`r ,0lpx; 0q and AH`l ,0l
py; 0q are polynomials. Since UCH`,0lpx; 0q is clearly not a polynomial because of

the log-term, it directly follows from (6.30) that we must have YH`l ,0l
p0q “ 0.

Expanding (6.30) in terms of our original systems of fundamental solutions gives

AH`l ,0l
p1´ x;ωq “

´

XH`l ,0l
pωq ´ YH`l ,0l

pωq
e2pω, 0, lq

γ ` 1

¯

looooooooooooooooooooooomooooooooooooooooooooooon

“T
H`
l
,0l
pωq

BCH`r ,0lpx;ωq ` YH`l ,0l
pωq

loooomoooon

“R
H`
l
,0l
pωq

BCH`l ,0l
px;ωq ,

which directly shows that RH`l ,0l
pωq is analytic on R and vanishes at ω “ 0, and

AH`r ,0lp1´ x;ωq “ UH`,0lp1´ x;ωq `
ẽ2pω, 0, lq

γ̃ ` 1
AH`l ,0l

p1´ x;ωq

“ XH`,0lpωqUCH`,0lpx;ωq ` YH`,0lpωqBCH`r ,0lpx;ωq

`
ẽ2pω, 0, lq

γ̃ ` 1

´

XH`l ,0l
pωqBCH`r ,0lpx;ωq ` YH`l ,0l

pωqUCH`,0lpx;ωq
¯

“

´

XH`,0lpωq `
ẽ2pω, 0, lq

γ̃ ` 1
YH`l ,0l

pωq
looooooooooooooooooooomooooooooooooooooooooon

“T
H`r ,0l

pωq

¯

BCH`l ,0l
px;ωq

`

´

YH`,0lpωq `
ẽ2pω, 0, lq

γ̃ ` 1
XH`l ,0l

pωq ´
e2pω, 0, lq

γ ` 1

“

XH`,0lpωq `
ẽ2pω, 0, lq

γ̃ ` 1
YH`l ,0l

pωq
‰

looooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooomooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooon

“R
H`r ,0l

pωq

¯

BCH`r ,0lpx;ωq .

(6.31)

Since we have shown that YH`l ,0l
p0q “ 0 it follows that TH`r ,0lpωq is analytic on all of R. Moreover, we have

RH`r ,0lpωq “ YH`,0lpωq `
ẽ2pω,0,lq
γ̃`1 XH`l ,0l

pωq ´ e2pω,0,lq
γ`1 TH`r ,0lpωq, from which it follows that ω ¨ RH`r ,0lpωq

extends analytically to ω “ 0.

Note that (6.31) directly shows that our previous approach for m ‰ 0 of showing that TH`r ,mlp0q ‰ 0,

namely by computing the transmission coefficient for the simpler hypergeometric equation, does not directly

transfer to m “ 0, since here we actually need to know the value of BωYH`l ,0l
p0q, which is a statement that

goes beyond the hypergeometric equation. The omega derivative can be computed – however, it seems easier

to use the Teukolsky-Starobinsky conservation law instead which has been made use of recently and developed

in much detail in [65], [64]52.

The Teukolsky-Starobinsky conservation law

What is needed of the Teukolsky-Starobinsky conservation law for this paper can be developed quite quickly,

which keeps the paper self-contained. To make contact with [65], [64] we begin by noting that qψ
rss
mlpr;ωq

52The Teukolsky-Starobinsky conservation law also provides an alternative approach to showing that TH`r ,ml
p0q ‰ 0 for

m ‰ 0, cf. Remark 6.49
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satisfies (5.28) if, and only if, R
rss
mlpr;ωq :“ eimre´iωr

˚ 1
∆s

qψ
rss
mlpr;ωq satisfies

∆´s
d

dr

`

∆s`1 dR
rss
ml

dr

˘

`

´

“

pr2 ` a2q2ω2 ´ 4aMrωm` a2m2 ` 2iapr ´Mqms´ 2iMpr2 ´ a2qωs
‰

¨
1

∆

` 2irωs` λ
rss
mlpωq ´ a

2ω2
¯

R
rss
ml “ 0 .

(6.32)

Note that (6.32) is the radial Teukolsky equation in its most common form as it also appears for example in

(150) of [15] where, however, their λ
rss
ml differs from ours here by a minus sign. A direct computation, see also

[15], gives furthermore that R
rss
mlpr;ωq satisfies (6.32) if, and only if, u

rss
mlpr;ωq :“ ∆s{2pr2 ` a2q

1{2R
rss
mlpr;ωq

satisfies
d2

pdr˚q2
u
rss
mlpr;ωq ` V

rss
ml pr;ωqu

rss
mlpr;ωq “ 0 (6.33)

with

V
rss
ml pr;ωq “

∆

pr2 ` a2q2

´

`

pr2 ` a2qω ´ am
˘2
´ 2ispr ´Mq

`

pr2 ` a2qω ´ am
˘

∆
` 4isωr ` λ

rss
mlpωq ´ s´ a

2ω2 ` 2amω
¯

´
s2pr ´Mq2

pr2 ` a2q2
`

∆

pr2 ` a2q3

´

´ 2pr ´Mqr ´∆`
3r2∆

r2 ` a2

¯

.

Note that one has V
rss
ml pr;ωq “ V

r´ss
ml pr;ωq, for which we recall λ

rss
mlpωq ´ s “ λ

r´ss
ml pωq ` s from Proposition

5.2. It follows that if u
r´2s
ml is a solution of (6.33) with s “ ´2, then u

r´2s
ml is a solution of (6.33) with

s “ `2. Unwinding the above relations we find that if qψ
r´2s
ml satisfies (5.28) (or (6.1)) with s “ ´2 then

pr2 ` a2q
1
2 eimre´iωr˚∆ qψ

r´2s
ml satisfies (6.33) with s “ `2 and thus

∆2e´2imre2iωr˚
qψ
r´2s
ml (6.34)

satisfies (5.28) (or (6.1)) with s “ `2.

Moreover, we observe that since (6.33) does not have any first order terms, the Wronskian

Wr˚pu
rss
ml, w

rss
mlq :“

` d

dr˚
u
rss
ml

˘

w
rss
ml ´ u

rss
ml

` d

dr˚
w
rss
ml

˘

is conserved in r for any two solutions u
rss
mlpr

˚;ωq and w
rss
mlpr

˚;ωq of (6.33). Hence, if v
r`2s
1,mlpx;ωq and v

r`2s
2,mlpx;ωq

are two solutions of (6.1) with s “ `2 then

const “Wr˚
`

pr2 ` a2q
1
2

1

∆
eimre´iωr

˚

v
r`2s
1,ml, pr

2 ` a2q
1
2

1

∆
eimre´iωr

˚

v
r`2s
2,ml

˘

“ pr2 ` a2q
1

∆2
e2imre´2iωr˚Wr˚pv

`2s
1,ml, v

r`2s
2,mlq

“
1

∆
e2imre´2iωr˚ 1

r` ´ r´

´ d

dx
v
r`2s
1,ml ¨ v

r`2s
2,ml ´ v

r`2s
1,ml

d

dx
v
r`2s
2,ml

looooooooooooooooooomooooooooooooooooooon

“:Wxpv
r`2s
1,ml,v

r`2s
2,mlq

¯

,

(6.35)

where we have used d
dr˚ “

∆
r2`a2

1
r`´r´

d
dx .

The Teukolsky-Starobinsky identities allow us to produce a solution for the s “ ´2 equation from one

of the s “ `2 equation – and vice versa. Here, only the first direction is needed which is straightforward

to establish for the radial Teukolsky equation in the form (6.1). We claim that if vr`2s is a solution to (6.1)

with s “ `2, then d4

dx4 v
r`2s is a solution to (6.1) with s “ ´2. To prove this we first note that (6.2) gives

the following relation of the parameters of the Heun equation for s˘ 2

αr´2s “ αr`2s δr´2s “ δr`2s ` 8αr`2s

βr´2s “ βr`2s ´ 8 εr´2s “ εr`2s ` 4βr`2s ´ 12

γr´2s “ γr`2s ` 4
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where we have used again λ
rss
mlpωq ´ s “ λ

r´ss
ml pωq ` s. Taking d4

dx4 of (6.1) now gives

0 “
4
ÿ

j“0

ˆ

4

j

˙

” dj

dxj
`

p1´ xqx
˘ d4´j

dx4´j

d2

dx2
vr`2s `

dj

dxj
`

αr`2sx2 ` βr`2sx` γr`2s
˘ d4´j

dx4´j

d

dx
vr`2s

`
dj

dxj
`

δr`2sx` εr`2s
˘ d4´j

dx4´j
vr`2s

ı

“ p1´ xqx
d6

dx6
vr`2s ` 4p´2x` 1q

d5

dx5
vr`2s ` 6p´2q

d4

dx4
vr`2s ` pαr`2sx2 ` βr`2sx` γr`2sq

d5

dx5
vr`2s

` 4p2αr`2sx` βr`2sq
d4

dx4
vr`2s ` 6 ¨ 2αr`2s d

3

dx3
vr`2s ` pδr`2sx` εr`2sq

d4

dx4
vr`2s ` 4δr`2s d

3

dx3
vr`2s

“ p1´ xqx
d2

dx2

d4

dx4
vr`2s `

`

αr´2sx2 ` βr´2sx` γr´2s
˘ d

dx

d4

dx4
vr`2s `

`

δr´2sx` εr´2s
˘ d4

dx4
vr`2s ,

where we have used 12αr`2s ` 4δr`2s “ 0.

We now apply this to the Frobenius solutions for ω ‰ ω`m,ω´m. Recalling d
dy “ ´

d
dx we have

d4

dy4
A
r`2s

H`r ,ml
py;ωq “

8
ÿ

j“0

pj ` 4qpj ` 3qpj ` 2qpj ` 1qa
r`2s
j`4 pω,m, lqy

j

d4

dx4
B
r`2s

CH`l ,ml
px;ωq “

8
ÿ

j“0

pj ` 4qpj ` 3qpj ` 2qpj ` 1qc
r`2s
j`4 pω,m, lqx

j

d4

dx4
B
r`2s

CH`r ,ml
px;ωq “

8
ÿ

j“0

pj ` 1´ γr`2sqpj ´ γr`2sqpj ´ 1´ γr`2sqpj ´ 2´ γr`2sqd
r`2s
j pω,m, lqxj´3´γr`2s

.

(6.36)

With the notation from Section 2.1.1 and 2.1.2 we find near r “ r`

e´2imre2iωr˚ “ e2ir˚pω´ω`mqe2imφ`prq

“ pr` ´ rq
i
κ`
pω´ω`mqe2iF`prq¨pω´ω`mqe2imφ`prq

“ pr` ´ r´q
4iMr`
r`´r´

pω´ω`mq
e2iF`prq¨pω´ω`mqe2imφ`prq

looooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooomooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooon

“:D`pr;m,ωq

¨ y
4iMr`
r`´r´

pω´ω`mq

loooooooomoooooooon

“y´p1`γ̃
r`2sq

and near r “ r´

e´2imre2iωr˚ “ pr` ´ r´q
´4iMr´
r`´r´

pω´ω´mqe2iF´prq¨pω´ω´mqe2imφ´prq
looooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooomooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooon

“:D´pr;m,ωq

¨x
´4iMr´
r`´r´

pω´ω´mq
looooooooomooooooooon

“x´p1`γ
r`2sq

.

Note that D˘ is regular at r “ r˘ and that we have |D˘| “ 1. We also recall that ∆ “ pr`´ r´q
2px´ 1qx “

pr` ´ r´q
2py ´ 1qy.

By (6.34)

∆2e´2imre2iωr˚ d4

dx4
B
r`2s

CH`l ,ml

“ pr` ´ r´q
4px´ 1q2x2D´

`

rpxq;m,ω
˘

x´p1`γ
r`2s

q ¨

8
ÿ

j“0

4
ź

k“1

pj ` kqc
r`2s
j`4 pω,m, lqx

j

is a solution of (6.1) with s “ `2. Comparing asymptotics we find

∆2e´2imre2iωr˚ d4

dx4
B
r`2s

CH`l ,ml
“ pr` ´ r´q

4D´
`

r´;m,ω
˘

4! ¨ c
r`2s
4 pω,m, lq ¨B

r`2s

CH`r ,ml
px;ωq . (6.37)
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Similarly we have

∆2e´2imre2iωr˚ d4

dy4
A
r`2s

H`r ,ml
“ pr` ´ r´q

4D`
`

r`;m,ω
˘

4! ¨ a
r`2s
4 pω,m, lq ¨A

r`2s

H`l ,ml
py;ωq . (6.38)

Again by (6.34)

∆2e´2imre2iωr˚ d4

dx4
B
r`2s

CH`r ,ml

“ pr` ´ r´q
4px´ 1q2x2D´

`

rpxq;m,ω
˘

x´p1`γ
r`2s

q ¨

8
ÿ

j“0

1
ź

k“´2

pj ` k ´ γr`2sqqd
r`2s
j pω,m, lqxj´3´γr`2s

is a solution of (6.1) with s “ `2. Noting that γr`2s “ ´γr`2s ´ 2 and comparing asymptotics we find

∆2e´2imre2iωr˚ d4

dx4
B
r`2s

CH`r ,ml
“ pr` ´ r´q

4D´pr´;m,ωq
1
ź

k“´2

pk ´ γr`2sqB
r`2s

CH`l ,ml
px;ωq . (6.39)

We now apply (6.35) to A
r`2s

H`r ,ml
px;ωq and ∆2e´2imre2iωr˚ d4

dy4A
r`2s

H`r ,ml
. Using again (6.36) and (6.38) we

obtain

const “
1

∆
e2imre´2iωr˚ 1

r` ´ r´
Wx

`

A
r`2s

H`r ,ml
,∆2e´2imre2iωr˚ d4

dy4
A
r`2s

H`r ,ml

˘

“
1

pr` ´ r´q3
1

py ´ 1qy
D`pr;m,ωqypγ̃

r`2s
`1qpr` ´ r´q

4D`pr`;m,ωq4! ¨ a
r`2s
4 pω,m, lqWxpA

r`2s

H`r ,ml
, A
r`2s

H`l ,ml
q

Ñ ´pr` ´ r´q4! ¨ a
r`2s
4 pω,m, lqp1´ γ̃r`2sq ,

(6.40)

for y Ñ 0, where we have used

´yγ̃
r`2s

WxpA
r`2s

H`r ,ml
, A
r`2s

H`l ,ml
q “ yγ̃

r`2s
´ d

dy
A
r`2s

H`r ,ml
¨A

r`2s

H`l ,ml
loooooooooooooooomoooooooooooooooon

Ñ0

´A
r`2s

H`r ,ml
d

dy
A
r`2s

H`l ,ml
looooomooooon

„p1´γ̃r`2sqy´γ̃
r`2s

¯

Ñ ´p1´ γ̃r`2sq

for y Ñ 0. We now evaluate (6.40) for xÑ 0. Note that it follows from differentiating

A
r`2s

H`r ,ml
p1´ x;ωq “ T

r`2s

H`r ,ml
pωqB

r`2s

CH`l ,ml
px;ωq `R

r`2s

H`r
pωqB

r`2s

CH`r ,ml
px;ωq

and from (6.37), (6.39) that

∆2e´2imre2iωr˚ d4

dx4
A
r`2s

H`r ,ml
“T

r`2s

H`r ,ml
pωqpr` ´ r´q

4D´pr´;m,ωq4! ¨ c
r`2s
4 pω,m, lqB

r`2s

CH`r ,ml
px;ωq

`R
r`2s

H`r
pωqpr` ´ r´q

4D´pr´;m,ωq
1
ź

k“´2

pk ´ γr`2sqB
r`2s

CH`l ,ml
px;ωq .
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Hence, the constant from (6.40) is also given by

const “
1

∆
e2imre´2iωr˚ 1

r` ´ r´
Wx

´

T
r`2s

H`r ,ml
pωqB

r`2s

CH`l ,ml
`R

r`2s

H`r
pωqB

r`2s

CH`r ,ml
,

pr` ´ r´q
4D´pr´;m,ωq

“

T
r`2s

H`r ,ml
pωq4! ¨ c

r`2s
4 pω,m, lqB

r`2s

CH`r ,ml
`R

r`2s

H`r
pωq

1
ź

k“´2

pk ´ γr`2sqB
r`2s

CH`l ,ml

‰

¯

“
r` ´ r´
x´ 1

D´pr;m,ωqD´pr´;m,ωqxγ
r`2s

Wx

`

B
r`2s

CH`l ,ml
, B

r`2s

CH`r ,ml

˘

¨

´

4! ¨ c
r`2s
4 pω,m, lq|T

r`2s

H`r ,ml
pωq|2 ´

1
ź

k“´2

pk ´ γr`2sq|R
r`2s

H`r
pωq|2

¯

Ñ pr` ´ r´qp1´ γ
r`2sq

´

4! ¨ c
r`2s
4 pω,m, lq|T

r`2s

H`r ,ml
pωq|2 ´

1
ź

k“´2

pk ´ γr`2sq|R
r`2s

H`r
pωq|2

¯

,

(6.41)

for xÑ 0, where we have used

xγ
r`2s

Wx

`

B
r`2s

CH`l ,ml
, B

r`2s

CH`r ,ml

˘

“ xγ
r`2s

´ d

dx
B
r`2s

CH`l ,ml
¨B

r`2s

CH`r ,ml
loooooooooooooooooomoooooooooooooooooon

Ñ0

´B
r`2s

CH`l ,ml
¨

d

dx
B
r`2s

CH`r ,ml
looooomooooon

„p1´γr`2sqx´γ
r`2s

¯

Ñ ´p1´ γr`2sq

as xÑ 0. From (6.40) and (6.41) we now obtain the conservation law

´ 4! ¨ a
r`2s
4 pω,m, lqp1´ γ̃r`2sq “ p1´ γr`2sq ¨

´

4! ¨ c
r`2s
4 pω,m, lq|T

r`2s

H`r ,ml
pωq|2 ´

1
ź

k“´2

pk ´ γr`2sq|R
r`2s

H`r ,ml
pωq|2

¯

(6.42)

which is valid for ω ‰ ω`m,ω´m. From now on again we will drop the superscript s “ `2.

We evaluate the coefficients next. We set ξ :“ 4iMr´
r`´r´

pω ´ ω´mq and ξ̃ :“ ´ 4iMr`
r`´r´

pω ´ ω`mq. Let us

agree that ξp0q and ξ̃p0q refer to ξpω “ 0q “ ´ 2iam
r`´r´

“ ´ξ̃pω “ 0q. Then γ̃ “ ´1 ` ξ̃ and γ “ ´1 ` ξ. We

observe that

1
ź

k“´2

pk ´ γq “ p´1´ ξqp´ξqp1´ ξqp2´ ξq “ ξp2´ ξq|1` ξ|2 “ ´ξp2` ξq|1` ξ|2 . (6.43)

The recursion relation (6.10) gives

c2 “
1

2p1` γq

” ε

γ
pβ ` εq ´ δ

ı

c3 “
1

3p2` γq

”

c2
`

2p1´ βq ´ ε
˘

` c1p´α´ δq
ı

c4 “
1

4p3` γq

”

c3
`

3p2´ βq ´ ε
˘

` c2p´2α´ δq
ı

,

(6.44)

and similarly for the ai, where all parameters are replaced by their tilded analogues.

We now proceed by setting m “ 0. However, see Remark 6.49 for m ‰ 0. For m “ 0 (6.42) is

valid for ω ‰ 0. We will show that if we multiply by ω then both sides extend analytically to ω “ 0.
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From (6.44) and (6.4) we obtain successively

lim
ωÑ0

p1` γqc2 “ ´
1

2

“

εp0q
`

2` εp0q
˘‰

lim
ωÑ0

p1` γqc3 “
1

6

“

εp0q
`

2` εp0q
˘2‰

lim
ωÑ0

p1` γqc4 “ ´
1

48

`

εp0q
˘2`

2` εp0q
˘2
,

where εp0q “ pl ´ 2qpl ` 3q ` 4 ą 0. Thus

lim
ωÑ0

ωc4pω, 0, lq “ lim
ωÑ0

r` ´ r´
4iMr´

ξc4pω, 0, lq “ ´ lim
ωÑ0

r` ´ r´
4iMr´

ξc4pω, 0, lq “ ´ lim
ωÑ0

r` ´ r´
4iMr´

p1` γqc4pω, 0, lq

“
r` ´ r´
4iMr´

1

48

`

εp0q
˘2`

2` εp0q
˘2

(6.45)

and similarly

lim
ωÑ0

ωa4pω, 0, lq “ lim
ωÑ0

´
r` ´ r´
4iMr`

ξ̃a4pω, 0, lq “ ´
r` ´ r´
4iMr`

1

48

`

εp0q
˘2`

2` εp0q
˘2
. (6.46)

Multiplying (6.42) by ω and using (6.43) we get

´4!¨ωa4pω, 0, lqp1´ γ̃q “ p1´γq¨
´

4!¨ωc4pω, 0, lq|TH`r ,0lpωq|
2`

4iMr´
r` ´ r´

p2`ξq|1`ξ|2|ωRH`r ,0lpωq|
2
¯

. (6.47)

By Proposition 6.27 TH`r ,0lpωq and ωRH`r ,0lpωq extend analytically to ω “ 0. By the above, ω ¨ c4pω, 0, lq and

ω ¨ a4pω, 0, lq do as well. We may thus take the limit ω Ñ 0 in (6.47) to obtain

r` ´ r´
4Mr`

`

εp0q
˘2`

2` εp0q
˘2
“
r` ´ r´
4Mr´

`

εp0q
˘2`

2` εp0q
˘2
|TH`r ,0lp0q|

2 ´
16Mr´
r` ´ r´

| lim
ωÑ0

ωRH`r ,0lpωq|
2

where we used (6.45) and (6.46). Brining the last term over to the left hand side this in particular implies

the following

Proposition 6.48. We have T
rss

H`r ,0l
p0q ‰ 0.

We conclude this section with the following

Remark 6.49. For m ‰ 0 the conservation law (6.42) may be evaluated directly at ω “ 0. A direct compu-

tation using (6.44) gives c4p0,m, lq “
rεp0qs2r2`εp0qs2

24
1

|1`ξ|2p2´ξqξ and a4p0,m, lq “
rεp0qs2r2`εp0qs2

24
1

|1`ξ̃|2p2´ξ̃qξ̃
.

Plugging those values into (6.42), together with (6.43), gives

rεp0qs2r2` εp0qs2
r` ´ r´

2am ¨ |1` ξ̃p0q|2
`

2am

r` ´ r´
|2` ξp0q|2|1` ξp0q|2|RH`r ,mlp0q|

2

“ rεp0qs2r2` εp0qs2
r` ´ r´

2am ¨ |1` ξp0q|2
|TH`r ,mlp0q|

2 .

This would have been another way of showing that TH`r ,mlp0q ‰ 0 for m ‰ 0. However, the approach taken

in Section 6.2.3 is more direct. Note that if we use the additional information that RH`r ,mlp0q “ 0, which

was shown in Section 6.2.3, then we recover that |TH`r ,mlp0q| “ 1, which is of course compatible with Remark

6.26.
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7 Determination of the coefficients aH`l ,mlpωq and aH`r ,mlpωq in terms

of the initial data on H`
l and H`

r

We will replace in this section the r-coordinate by the y-coordinate for convenience. Recall that y “ r`´r
r`´r´

.

Also recall from Theorem 5.26 and (6.12) the representation

ψpv`, y, θ, ϕ`q “
1
?

2π

ż

R

ÿ

m,l

“

aH`r ,mlpωqAH`r ,mlpy;ωq ` aH`l ,ml
pωqAH`l ,ml

py;ωq
looooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooomooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooon

“ qψmlpy;ωq

‰

Y
rss
ml pθ, ϕ`;ωqe´iωv` dω .

(7.1)

Note that while we know that for example AH`r ,mlpy;ωq has a pole at ω “ ω`m, we know that the terms in

the linear combination conspire so that the total underbraced term is more regular, in particular continuous

in ω for y P p0, 1q. In this section we will relate the coefficients aH`r ,mlpωq and aH`l ,ml
pωq to the initial data

on H`r and H`l (at least in a neighbourhood of ω “ 0).

7.1 Passing to the limit r Ñ r` in pv`, r, θ, ϕ`q coordinates

We begin with the following

Lemma 7.2. Under the assumptions from Section 3 we have ­pψ|H`r qmlpωq P C
0pR,Cq.

Proof. Recall that

­pψ|H`r qmlpωq “
1
?

2π

ż

S2

ż

R
ψ|H`r pv`, θ, ϕ`qe

iωv`S
rss
mlpcos θ;ωqe´imϕ` dv`volS2 . (7.3)

It follows from the exponential decay of ψ|H`r in v` for v` Ñ ´8 (by Assumption 2.46) together with (3.4)

and qr being in particular bigger than 1 that
ż

R

ż

S2

ˇ

ˇψ|H`r pv`, θ, ϕ`q
ˇ

ˇ volS2dv` ď 2
?
π

ż

R

´

ż

S2

ˇ

ˇψ|H`r pv`, θ, ϕ`q
ˇ

ˇ

2
volS2

¯1{2

dv`

ď 2
?
π
´

ż

R

1

p1` |v`|qqr
dv`

¯1{2

¨

´

ż

R

ż

S2

p1` |v`|q
qr
ˇ

ˇψ|H`r pv`, θ, ϕ`q
ˇ

ˇ

2
volS2dv`

¯1{2

ă 8 .

Together with the boundedness of S
rss
mlpcos θ;ωq and its continuous dependence on ω the result now follows

from dominated convergence.

Proposition 7.4. Let ψ satisfy the assumptions from Section 3. We then have aH`r ,mlpωq “ p
~ψ|H`r qmlpωq

for all ω ‰ ω`m. In particular aH`r ,ml extends as a C0 function to ω “ ω`m.

Proof. By (4.28) of Corollary 4.27 we have
ş

RˆS2 |ψpv`, y, θ, ϕ`q ´ ψpv`, 0, θ, ϕ`q|
2 volS2dv` Ñ 0 for y Ñ 0.

By Plancherel (5.20) this gives
ż

R

ÿ

m,l

|p qψqmlpy;ωq ´ p~ψ|H`r qmlpωq|
2 dω Ñ 0 for y Ñ 0 .

Fix m and l. It now follows that there is a sequence yn Ñ 0 with qψmlpyn;ωq Ñ p~ψ|H`r qmlpωq for almost every

ω P R. For ω ‰ ω`m we have

qψmlpyn;ωq “ aH`r ,mlpωqAH`r ,mlpyn;ωq ` aH`l ,ml
pωqAH`l ,ml

pyn;ωq Ñ aH`r ,mlpωq

as yn Ñ 0 by the normalisation of the Frobenius solutions – and thus we have aH`r ,mlpωq “ p
~ψ|H`r qmlpωq for

a.e. ω P Rztω`mu. Since both functions are continuous on Rztω`mu by Lemmas 6.13 and 7.2 they agree

everywhere.
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Proposition 7.5. The assumptions (3.1), (3.2), and (3.3) from Section 3, together with the regularity

Assumption 2.46, imply that Bqωp
~ψ|H`r qm0l0 P L

2
ωpr´2, 2sq for any 0 ď q ă p0, q P N0 and Bp0

ω p
~ψ|H`r qm0l0pωq R

L2
ωp´ε, εq for any ε ą 0.

Proof. We drop the |H`r from ψ|H`r here to ease the notation. We only consider ψ restricted to the event

horizon. It follows from the regularity Assumption 2.46, which ensures exponential decay of ψ for v` Ñ ´8,

that (3.1), (3.2), (3.3) imply

ż

R

ż

S2

ˇ

ˇvq`ψ
ˇ

ˇ

2
volS2dv` ă 8

ż

R

ż

S2

ˇ

ˇvp0
` Bv`ψ

ˇ

ˇ

2
volS2dv` ă 8

ż

R

ˇ

ˇvp0
` ψSpm0l0q

ˇ

ˇ

2
dv` “ 8

(7.6)

for all 0 ď q ă p0, q P N0. Recall from Section 3 that

qψSpmlqpωq :“

ż

S2

qψpω, θ, ϕ`qY
rss
ml pθ, ϕ`; 0q volS2

denotes the projection of the Fourier transform qψ P L2
ωL

2
S2 of ψ P L2

v`L
2
S2 (see (5.17)) onto the spin 2-weighted

spherical harmonic Y
rss
ml pθ, ϕ`; 0q. The map p¨qSpmlq is clearly an isometry L2

ωL
2
S2 Ñ L2

ω`
2
ml. By Plancherel

(7.6) is thus equivalent to

ż

R

ÿ

m,l

ˇ

ˇBqω
qψSpmlq

ˇ

ˇ

2
dω ă 8 (7.7)

ż

R

ÿ

m,l

ˇ

ˇBp0
ω pω

qψSpmlqq
ˇ

ˇ

2
dω ă 8 (7.8)

Bp0
ω p

qψSpm0l0qq R L
2pRq (7.9)

for all 0 ď q ă p0, q P N0. It follows from

Bp0
ω pω

qψSpmlqq “ B
p0´1
ω p qψSpmlq ` ωBω qψSpmlqq “ p0B

p0´1
ω

qψSpmlq ` ωB
p0
ω

qψSpmlq

and (7.7) and (7.8) that
ż

R

ÿ

m,l

ˇ

ˇωBp0
ω

qψSpmlq
ˇ

ˇ

2
dω ă 8 . (7.10)

Together with (7.9) this gives in particular

Bp0
ω p

qψSpm0l0qq R L
2
p´ε,εq for any ε ą 0 . (7.11)

We relate the projection onto the spin 2-weighted spheroidal harmonics to that onto the spin 2-weighted

spherical harmonics in the next step.

We expand in L2pr´1, 1s, d cos θq

S
rss
mlpcos θ;ωq “

ż

r´1,1s

S
rss
mlpcos θ;ωqS

rss
ml1pcos θ; 0q d cos θ

looooooooooooooooooooooooomooooooooooooooooooooooooon

“:E
rss

mll1
pωq

¨S
rss
ml1pcos θ; 0q ,
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where E
rss
mll1pωq : `2l1 Ñ `2l is a change of orthonormal basis map for every ω P R and it is also smooth in ω.

We have

ÿ

l1

|BqωE
rss
mll1pωq|

2 “
ÿ

l1

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ż

r´1,1s

BqωS
rss
mlpcos θ;ωqS

rss
ml1pcos θ; 0q d cos θ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

2

“ ||BqωS
rss
mlpωq||

2
L2pr´1,1sq ď Cpω,m, lq

(7.12)

where, for fixed m, l, the constant can be chosen uniform on compact subsets of ω by the smoothness of S
rss
mlpωq

in ω, see Proposition 5.2. We have qψm0l0pωq “
ř

l
qψSpm0lqpωq ¨ E

rss
m0l0l

pωq in L2
ωpRq and weak differentiation

gives

Bp0
ω

qψm0l0pωq “
ÿ

l

p0
ÿ

q1“0

ˆ

p0

q1

˙

Bq
1

ωE
rss
m0l0l

pωq ¨ Bp0´q
1

ω
qψSpm0lqpωq . (7.13)

Consider first all the terms
ř

l B
q1

ωE
rss
m0l0l

pωq ¨ Bp0´q
1

ω
qψSpm0lqpωq for q1 ě 1. We estimate those on the compact

subset r´2, 2s Ď R using (7.7) and (7.12) as follows:

ż

r´2,2s

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ÿ

l

Bq
1

ωE
rss
m0l0l

pωq¨Bp0´q
1

ω
qψSpm0lqpωq

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

2

dω ď

ż

r´2,2s

´

ÿ

l

ˇ

ˇBq
1

ωE
rss
m0l0l

pωq
ˇ

ˇ

2
¯

loooooooooooomoooooooooooon

ďCpm0,l0q

´

ÿ

l

ˇ

ˇBp0´q
1

ω
qψSpm0lqpωq

ˇ

ˇ

2
¯

dω ď C .

Note in particular that if we replace p0 in (7.13) by 0 ď q ă p0 then all terms can be estimated in this way.

This proves the first claim in the proposition. We go back to (7.13) with p0 and consider next those terms with

q1 “ 0 and l ‰ l0. We note that for l ‰ l0 we have E
rss
m0l0l

p0q “ 0 and thus E
rss
m0l0l

pωq “
şω

0
BωE

rss
m0l0l

pω1q dω1.

Using this we estimate

ż

r´2,2s

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ÿ

l‰l0

E
rss
m0l0l

pωq¨Bp0
ω

qψSpm0lqpωq
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

2

dω ď

ż

r´2,2s

´

ÿ

l‰l0

ˇ

ˇ

1

ω

ż ω

0

BωE
rss
m0l0l

pω1q dω1
ˇ

ˇ

2
¯

¨

´

ÿ

l‰l0

ˇ

ˇωBp0
ω

qψSpm0lqpωq
ˇ

ˇ

2
¯

dω .

(7.14)

We continue estimating the first factor on the right hand side for ω P r´2, 2s using (7.12)

ÿ

l‰l0

ˇ

ˇ

1

ω

ż ω

0

BωE
rss
m0l0l

pω1q dω1
ˇ

ˇ

2
ď

1

|ω|

ÿ

l‰l0

ż

r0,ωs

|BωE
rss
m0l0l

pw1q|2 dω1 “
1

|ω|

ż

r0,ωs

ÿ

l‰l0

|BωE
rss
m0l0l

pw1q|2

looooooooooomooooooooooon

ďCpm0,l0q

dω1 ď C .

Using this in (7.14) together with (7.10) gives

ż

r´2,2s

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ÿ

l‰l0

E
rss
m0l0l

pωq ¨ Bp0
ω

qψSpm0lqpωq
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

2

dω ď C .

It remains the term with q1 “ 0 and l “ l0 in (7.13), which is E
rss
m0l0l0

pωq ¨ Bp0
ω

qψSpm0l0q. Note that we have

E
rss
m0l0l0

p0q “ 1 and thus we can find ε1 ą 0 such that E
rss
m0l0l0

pωq ě 1
2 for |ω| ď ε1. It thus follows from

(7.11) that this term is not in L2
ωp´ε, εq for any ε ą 0. Entering all this information into (7.13) concludes

the proof.

Corollary 7.15. Under the assumption from Section 3 we have BqωaH`r ,m0l0
P L2

ωpr´2, 2sq for any 0 ď q ă p0,

q P N0 and Bp0
ω aH`r ,m0l0

pωq R L2
ωp´ε, εq for any ε ą 0.

Proof. This follows directly from Propositions 7.4 and 7.5.
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7.2 Passing to the limit r Ñ r` in pv´, r, θ, ϕ´q coordinates

The determination of aH`l ,ml
pωq is more complicated. Note that ψ vanishes on H`l , so in order to take

a non-vanishing limit we consider pBr|`q
2ψ “ 1

pr`´r´q2
pBy|`q

2ψ “: 1
pr`´r´q2

B2
yψ instead of ψ. Here, and

throughout this section, we have made the convention that B2
yψ is always with respect to the

pv`, y, θ, ϕ`q-coordinate system, even if we otherwise use pv´, y, θ, ϕ´q-coordinates. This is simply

to ease the amount of notation. There are now two main differences to the limiting procedure of Section 7.1.

The first one is that B2
yψ does not vanish at the bottom bifurcation sphere, so one cannot hope to take an

L2-limit y Ñ 0 in pv´, y, θ, ϕ´q-coordinates. We will instead take a limit in the sense of distributions. The

second difference is that the branch AH`r ,mlpy;ωq in (7.1) in general also gives a non-vanishing contribution

under this limit (see Footnote 54) – by choosing the support of the test functions suitably though and, in

the case of m0 “ 0, also using that the reflection coefficient of the left event horizon vanishes at ω “ 0 (see

Corollary 7.29 and Section 8), we can circumvent this second difficulty. We begin with introducing our test

functions.

Lemma 7.16. Let ξ P C80 pRq and set

τξ,mlpv, θq :“
1
?

2π

ż

R
ξpωqS

rss
mlpcos θ;ωqeiωv dω .

Then ||vjBkvτξ,ml||L8
`

Rˆp´π,πq
˘ ď Cpj, kq ă 8 for all j, k P N0, where Cpj, kq also depends on m, l and ξ.

Proof. Differentiating under the integral we compute

pivqjp´iBvq
kτξ,ml “

1
?

2π

ż

R
ξpωqS

rss
mlpcos θ;ωqωkBjωe

iωv dω

“
1
?

2π

ż

R
p´1qjBjω

`

ωkξpωqS
rss
mlpcos θ;ωq

˘

eiωv dω .

Since S
rss
mlpcos θ;ωq and all its ω-derivatives are continuous on r´1, 1s ˆ R and since ξpωq is smooth and of

compact support, the L8 norm in θ of the integrand is absolutely integrable.

Proposition 7.17. Let ξ P C80 pRq and consider the assumptions in Section 3. Then as y Ñ 0
ż

R

ż

S2

pBy|`q
2ψpv´, y, θ, ϕ´qτξ,mlpv´, θq ¨ eimϕ´ volS2dv´

Ñ

ż

R

ż

S2

pBy|`q
2ψpv´, 0, θ, ϕ´qτξ,mlpv´, θq ¨ eimϕ´ volS2dv´ .

(7.18)

Proof. Let ε ą 0 be given. Then, using Lemma 7.16 and for a v0 ď 0 to be chosen later, we estimate
ż

R

ż

S2

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
pBy|`q

2ψpv´, y, θ, ϕ´q ´ pBy|`q
2ψpv´, 0, θ, ϕ´q

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
¨
ˇ

ˇτξ,mlpv´, θq ¨ e
imϕ´

ˇ

ˇ volS2dv´

ď

´

8
ż

v0

ż

S2

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
pBy|`q

2ψpv´, y, θ, ϕ´q ´ pBy|`q
2ψpv´, 0, θ, ϕ´q

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

2

volS2dv´

¯1{2 ´
8
ż

v0

ż

S2

ˇ

ˇτξ,mlpv´, θq
ˇ

ˇ

2
volS2dv´

¯1{2

looooooooooooooooooooomooooooooooooooooooooon

ď||τξ,ml||L2pRˆS2q

`

v0
ż

´8

ż

S2

C ¨ |τξ,mlpv´, θq| volS2dv´ ,

where we have used Corollary 4.49 and the regularity assumption 2.46 to infer that B2
yψ is uniformly bounded

in tr0 ď r ď r`u X tv´ ď v0u for some r´ ă r0 ă r`. By Lemma 7.16 τξ,ml is integrable, so we can choose

v0 ! ´1 such that the last term is less than ε
2 . By (4.29) we have that for all y close enough to 0 the first

summand on the right hand side is less than ε
2 .
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We now compute both sides of (7.18). We start with the right hand side and recall the convention

By “ By|`. We use pV ´r` , θ,Φr`q coordinates on H`l and write

B2
yψ|H`l

pV ´r` , θ,Φr`q “ B
2
yψ|H`l

p0, θ,Φr`q ¨ 1p´8,0qpv´q

`

ż V ´r`

0

B

BV ´r`
B2
yψ|H`l

pV ´r` , θ,Φr`q dV
´
r` ` 1r0,8qpv´q ¨ B

2
yψ|H`l

p0, θ,Φr`q
looooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooomooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooon

“:ΩpV ´r` ,θ,Φr` q

. (7.19)

We first consider the contribution of Ω to the right hand side of (7.18). Note that we have Ωpv´, θ, ϕ´q “

B2
yψ|H`l

pv´, θ, ϕ´q for v´ ě 0 and also |ΩpV ´r` , θ,Φr`q| ď C ¨V ´r` for 0 ď V ´r` ď 1. Since we have V ´r` “ eκ`v´

this gives us exponential decay in v´ towards the bottom bifurcation sphere, i.e., |Ωpv´, θ, ϕ´q| ď C ¨ eκ`v´

for v´ ď 0. By assumption (3.6) and (4.24) we can thus use Fubini (or Plancherel) to obtain
ż

Rv´

ż

S2

Ωpv´, θ, ϕ´qτξ,mlpv´, θq ¨ eimϕ´ volS2dv´

“

ż

Rv´

ż

S2

Ωpv´, θ, ϕ´q
1
?

2π

ż

Rω
ξpωqS

rss
mlpcos θ;ωqe´iωv´e´imϕ´ dωvolS2dv´

“

ż

Rω

1
?

2π

ż

Rv´

ż

S2

Ω´pv´, θ, ϕ´qe
iωv´S

rss
mlpcos θ;ωqe´imϕ´ dv´volS2 ¨ ξpωq dω

“

ż

R
p|Ω´qmlpωqξpωq dω ,

where we introduced Ω´pv´, θ, ϕ´q :“ Ωp´v´, θ, ϕ´q to account for the different sign in the phase of the

Fourier transform compared to our convention (5.19).

By assumption (3.6) and (4.24) we have
ş

R
ş

S2p1 ` |v´|
qlq|Ω´pv´, θ, ϕ´q|

2 volS2dv´ ă 8 and thus
ş

R
ş

S2 |B
q
ω
|Ω´pω, θ, ϕ´q|

2 volS2dω ă 8 for all 0 ď q ď ql
2 , q P N0. Proposition 5.22 now gives

ż

p´ε,εq

ÿ

m,l

|Bqωp
|Ω´qml|

2 dω ă 8

for all 0 ď q ď ql
2 , q P N0, where ε ą 0 is as in Proposition 5.22. 53

We now come to the contribution of the first term in (7.19) to (7.18). We compute
ż

Rv´

ż

S2

B2
yψ|H`l

p0, θ,Φr`q ¨ 1p´8,0qpv´q
1
?

2π

ż

Rω
ξpωqS

rss
mlpcos θ;ωqe´iωv´e´imϕ´ dω

looooooooooooooooooooooooooooomooooooooooooooooooooooooooooon

“τξ,mlpv´,θq¨e
imϕ´

sin θdθdϕ´dv´

“

0
ż

´8

ż

S2

B2
yψ|H`l

p0, θ,Φr`q
1
?

2π

ż

Rω
ξpωqS

rss
mlpcos θ;ωqe´iωv´e´imΦr` eimω`v´e´imφ`pr`q dω sin θdθdΦr`dv´

“ e´imφ`pr`q ¨ lim
LÑ8

1
?

2π

ż

Rω
ξpωq

0
ż

´L

ż

S2

B2
yψ|H`l

p0, θ,Φr`qS
rss
mlpcos θ;ωqe´imΦr` volS2

loooooooooooooooooooooooooooooomoooooooooooooooooooooooooooooon

“:Ψmlpωq

¨e´iωv´eimω`v´ dv´dω

“ e´imφ`pr`q ¨ lim
LÑ8

1
?

2π

ż

Rω
ξpωqΨmlpωq

0
ż

´L

e´iv´pω´ω`mq dv´dω

“ e´imφ`pr`q ¨ lim
LÑ8

1
?

2π

ż

Rω
ξpωqΨmlpωq

i

ω ´ ω`m
r1´ eiLpω´ω`mqs dω

(7.20)

53We only need this statement for the single mode m0l0, for which we do not need to appeal to Proposition 5.22.
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Let us note that Ψmlpωq is clearly smooth in ω. We now divide the domain of integration into |ω´ω`m| ď δ

and its complement for some δ ą 0. We first compute

lim
LÑ8

ż

|ω´ω`m|ďδ

ξpωqΨmlpωq
i

ω ´ ω`m
r1´ eiLpω´ω`mqs dω

“ lim
LÑ8

ż

|ω´ω`m|ďδ

ξpω`mqΨmlpω`mq
i

ω ´ ω`m
r1´ eiLpω´ω`mqs dω

` lim
LÑ8

ż

|ω´ω`m|ďδ

pξΨmlqpωq ´ pξΨmlqpω`mq

ω ´ ω`m
looooooooooooooooomooooooooooooooooon

“Op1q

r1´ eiLpω´ω`mqs dω

loooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooomoooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooon

“Opδq

“ lim
LÑ8

ż

|ω̃|ďδ

ξpω`mqΨmlpω`mq
i

ω̃
r1´ cospLω̃q ´ i sinpLω̃qs dω̃ `Opδq with ω̃ “ ω ´ ω`m

“ lim
LÑ8

2

ż δ

0

ξpω`mqΨmlpω`mq
sinpLω̃q

ω̃
dω̃ `Opδq

“ 2ξpω`mqΨmlpω`mq

ż 8

0

sinpω̂q

ω̂
dω̂ `Opδq with ω̂ “ Lω̃

“ πξpω`mqΨmlpω`mq `Opδq .

For the domain |ω ´ ω`m| ą δ we compute using Riemann-Lebesgue

lim
LÑ8

ż

|ω´ω`m|ąδ

ξpωqΨmlpωq
i

ω ´ ω`m
r1´ eiLpω´ω`mqs dω

“

ż

|ω´ω`m|ąδ

ξpωqΨmlpωq
i

ω ´ ω`m
dω

“

ż

|ω´ω`m|ąδ

ξpωqΨmlpω`mq
i

ω ´ ω`m
dω `

ż

|ω´ω`m|ąδ

ξpωqi
Ψmlpωq ´Ψmlpω`mq

ω ´ ω`m
looooooooooooomooooooooooooon

“:Ψ̊mlpωq

dω .

(7.21)

Clearly Ψ̊mlpωq is smooth in ω. Combining everything and letting δ go to zero we obtain

ż

Rv´

ż

S2

B2
yψ|H`l

p0, θ,Φr`q ¨ 1p´8,0qpv´q ¨ τξ,mlpv´, θq ¨ e
imϕ´ volS2dv´

“ e´imφ`pr`q
´

c

π

2
ξpω`mqΨmlpω`mq `

1
?

2π

“

lim
δÑ0

ż

|ω´ω`m|ąδ

ξpωq
iΨmlpω`mq

ω ´ ω`m
dω `

ż

R
ξpωqiΨ̊mlpωq dω

‰

¯

We now claim that we have
ż ε

´ε

ÿ

m,l

|BqωΨ̊ml|
2 dω ă 8 (7.22)

for all q P N0 for some ε ą 0. To see this, we first recall that Ψmlpωq “
ş

S2 B
2
yψ|H`l

p0, θ,Φr`qS
rss
mlpcos θ;ωqe´imΦr` volS2

and thus, using the notation from Proposition 5.6,

BqωΨmlpωq “

ż

S2

B2
yψ|H`l

p0, θ,Φr`qB
q
ωS

rss
mlpcos θ;ωqe´imΦr` volS2

“

ż

S2

B2
yψ|H`l

p0, θ,Φr`q
ÿ

l1

D
rss
mll1;qpωqS

rss
ml1pcos θ;ωqeimΦr` volS2

“
ÿ

l1

D
rss
mll1;qpωqΨml1pωq .
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Hence, we obtain

|BqωΨmlpωq| ď
´

ÿ

l1

|D
rss
mll1;qpωq|

2
¯1{2´ÿ

l1

|Ψml1pωq|
2
¯1{2

. (7.23)

The claim (7.22) with the sum restricted to m ‰ 0 then follows directly: if necessary we choose ε ą 0

from Proposition 5.6 even smaller than |ω`| and then differentiate Ψ̊mlpωq “
Ψmlpωq´Ψmlpω`mq

ω´ω`m
in the region

p´ε, εq, which is disjoint from ω “ ω`m, and apply (7.23) and Proposition 5.6.

To see that the contribution from m “ 0 to the sum in (7.22) is also finite we observe that Ψ̊0lpωq “
şω
0
BωΨ0lpω

1
q dω1

ω “
ş1

0
BωΨ0lpτωq dτ with ω1 “ τω and thus

BqωΨ̊0lpωq “

ż 1

0

Bq`1
ω Ψ0lpτωqτ

q dτ .

Using (7.23) we continue to estimate

|BqωΨ̊0lpωq| ď

ż 1

0

´

ÿ

l1

|D
rss
0ll1;q`1pτωq|

2
¯1{2´ÿ

l1

|Ψ0l1pτωq|
2
¯1{2

dτ

ď

´

ż 1

0

ÿ

l1

|D
rss
0ll1;q`1pτωq|

2 dτ
¯1{2´

ż 1

0

´

ÿ

l1

|Ψ0l1pτωq|
2 dτ

¯1{2

and for ω P p´ε, εq

ÿ

l

|BqωΨ̊0lpωq|
2 ď

ż 1

0

ÿ

l,l1

|D
rss
0ll1;q`1pτωq|

2 dτ ¨

ż 1

0

ÿ

l1

|Ψ0l1pτωq|
2 dτ

ď Cpq ` 1q ¨

ż 1

0

||

ż

S1

B2
yψ|H`l

p0, θ,Φr`q dΦr` ||
2
L2

cos θp´π,πq
loooooooooooooooooooooooooomoooooooooooooooooooooooooon

dτ

(7.24)

Note that the underbraced term is independent of τω. Thus the integration in τ is trivial and we can also

trivially integrate (7.24) in ω over p´ε, εq. This finally proves the claim (7.22).

We summarise what we have shown in the following

Proposition 7.25. Under the assumptions from Section 3 and for every ξ P C80 pR,Cq we have
ż

R

ż

S2

B2
yψ|H`l

pv´, θ, ϕ´qτξ,mlpv´, θq ¨ eimϕ´ volS2dv´

“ e´imφ`pr`q
´

c

π

2
ξpω`mqΨmlpω`mq `

1
?

2π

“

lim
δÑ0

ż

|ω´ω`m|ąδ

ξpωq
iΨmlpω`mq

ω ´ ω`m
dω `

ż

R
ξpωqiΨ̊mlpωq dω

‰

¯

`

ż

R
p|Ω´qmlpωqξpωq dω ,

where Ω´pv´, θ, ϕ´q “ Ωp´v´, θ, ϕ´q and Ω is defined in (7.19), Ψml is defined in (7.20), Ψ̊ml is defined in

(7.21), and there exists an ε ą 0 such that Bqωp
|Ω´qmlpωq, B

q
ωΨ̊mlpωq P L

2
p´ε,εq`

2
lm for all 0 ď q ď ql

2 , q P N0,

with ql as in Section 3.

Let us remark that we only need the statement of this proposition for test functions ξ which are supported

away from ω “ ω`m. This would slightly shorten the proof – the delta distribution term would be absent.

Moreover, we only need the statement for the mode m0l0. We next evaluate the left hand side of (7.18).

Proposition 7.26. Under the assumptions of Section 3 and for ξ P C80 pRztω`mu,Cq we have

lim
yÑ0

ż

R

ż

S2

B2
yψpv´, y, θ, ϕ´qτξ,mlpv´, θq ¨ e

imϕ´ volS2dv´

“

ż

R
aH`l ,ml

pωq
´e´2κ`F`pr`q

r` ´ r´

¯i
ω´ω`m

κ`
pγ̃ ´ 1qγ̃e´2imφ`pr`qξpωq dω ,
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where F` and φ` are as in Sections 2.1.1 and 2.1.2.

It is important for the validity of the proposition as stated that one chooses the support of ξ away from

ω`m.54

Proof. Recall that we have ϕ´ “ ϕ` ´ 2r and v´ “ 2r˚ ´ v` and r “ ω`r
˚ ´ φ`prq. We thus obtain

ż

R

ż

S2

B2
yψpv´, y, θ, ϕ´q τξ,mlpv´, θq ¨ eimϕ´

looooooooooomooooooooooon

“ 1?
2π

ş

Rω
ξpωqS

rss
mlpcos θ;ωqe´iωv´e´imϕ´ dω

volS2dv´

“

ż

Rv`

ż

S2

B2
yψpv`, y, θ, ϕ`q

1
?

2π

ż

Rω
ξpωqS

rss
mlpcos θ;ωqeiωv`e´imϕ`e´2ir˚pω´mω`qe´2imφ`prq dωvolS2dv`

“

ż

R
p}B2
yψqmlpy;ωqξpωqe´2ir˚pω´ω`mqe´2imφ`prq dω

“

ż

R
B2
y
qψmlpy;ωqξpωqe´2ir˚pω´ω`mqe´2imφ`prq dω

“

ż

R
raH`r ,mlpωqA

2

H`r ,ml
py;ωq ` aH`l ,ml

pωqA2H`l ,ml
py;ωqsξpωqe´2ir˚pω´ω`mqe´2imφ`prq dω ,

(7.27)

where we have used the same kind of reasoning as in the proof of Theorem 5.26, 1 denotes d
dy , and we consider

r˚ and r as functions of y. Recall from Lemma 6.13 that aH`r ,ml, aH`l ,ml
P C0pRztω`mu,Cq. Since we have

chosen the support of ξ to be disjoint from ω`m it is immediate that we can evaluate the integrals of the

two summands separately. We begin with the first one.

We have A2H`r ,ml
py;ωq “

ř8

j“0 jpj ´ 1qajpω,m, lqy
j´2 “ 2a2pω,m, lq ` Opyq. Note that the Opyq is

uniform in ω on the support of ξ; and a2pω,m, lq is also uniformly bounded on supppξq. Moreover we have

r˚pyq Ñ ´8 for y Ñ 0. We thus obtain from Riemann-Lebesgue and direct estimation

lim
yÑ0

ż

R
aH`r ,mlpωqA

2

H`r ,ml
py;ωqξpωqe´2ir˚pω´ω`mqe´2imφ`prq dω

“ lim
yÑ0

ż

R
aH`r ,mlpωq

“

2a2pω,m, lq `Opyq
‰

ξpωqe´2ir˚pω´ω`mqe´2imφ`prq dω

“ 0 .

In order to evaluate the second summand in (7.27) we first note that for s “ 2

A2H`l ,ml
py;ωq “

8
ÿ

j“0

pj ` 1´ γ̃qpj ´ γ̃qbjpω,m, lqy
j´1´γ̃ “ y

4iMr`
r`´r´

pω´ω`mq

loooooooomoooooooon

“y

ipω´ω`mq

κ`

8
ÿ

j“0

pj ` 1´ γ̃qpj ´ γ̃qbjpω,m, lq
looooooooooooooooomooooooooooooooooon

“:b̃jpω,m,lq

yj .

Also recall that y “ r`´r
r`´r´

and, from Section 2.1.2, r` ´ r “ e2κ`r
˚

e´2κ`F`prq. This gives

y
i
ω´ω`m

κ` “

´e´2κ`F`prq

r` ´ r´

¯i
ω´ω`m

κ`
¨ e2ir˚pω´ω`mq .

54 One can evaluate the limit also for ξ which are supported on ω`m; one then picks up a delta distribution term at ω`m.

With additional work it can be shown that it exactly agrees with the delta distribution term appearing in Proposition 7.25, i.e.,

aH`
l
,ml
pωq does not contain a delta distribution, but only poles. This, however, is not needed for the method of proof of the

main theorem chosen in this paper.
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Thus

lim
yÑ0

ż

R
aH`l ,ml

pωqA2H`l ,ml
py;ωqξpωqe´2ir˚pω´ω`mqe´2imφ`prq dω

“ lim
yÑ0

ż

R
aH`l ,ml

pωq
´e´2κ`F`prq

r` ´ r´

¯i
ω´ω`m

κ`

8
ÿ

j“0

b̃jpω,m, lqy
j ¨ ξpωqe´2imφ`prq dω

“

ż

R
aH`l ,ml

pωq
´e´2κ`F`pr`q

r` ´ r´

¯i
ω´ω`m

κ` b̃0pω,m, lq
loooomoooon

“p1´γ̃qp´γ̃q

e´2imφ`pr`qξpωq dω .

It now follows from Propositions 7.17, 7.25, and 7.26 that for ξ P C80 pRztω`mu,Cq we have

ż

R
aH`l ,ml

pωq
´e´2κ`F`pr`q

r` ´ r´

¯i
ω´ω`m

κ`
pγ̃ ´ 1qγ̃e´2imφ`pr`qξpωq dω

“

ż

R

´

p|Ω´qmlpωq ` e
´imφ`pr`q

“ 1
?

2π

iΨmlpω`mq

ω ´ ω`m
` iΨ̊mlpωq

‰

¯

ξpωq dω .

Note that p|Ω´qmlpωq is continuous in ω (this follows as in the proof of Lemma 7.2). Thus, all terms multiplying

ξpωq on each side are (at least) continuous in ω away from ω`m. We thus conclude that for ω ‰ ω`m

aH`l ,ml
pωq “ pr` ´ r´q

i
ω´ω`m

κ` e2iF`pr`qpω´ω`mqe2imφ`pr`q
1

γ̃pγ̃ ´ 1q

¨

´

p|Ω´qmlpωq ` e
´imφ`pr`q

“ 1
?

2π

iΨmlpω`mq

ω ´ ω`m
` iΨ̊mlpωq

‰

¯

.

(7.28)

Corollary 7.29. Under the assumptions from Section 3 there exists ε0 ą 0 such that

1. for m ‰ 0 we have BqωaH`l ,ml
P L2

p´ε0,ε0q
`2m,l
m‰0

for all 0 ď q ď ql
2 , q P N0.

2. for m “ 0 we have that ω ¨ aH`l ,0l
extends continuously to ω “ 0 and, moreover, we have BqωpωaH`l ,0l

q P

L2
p´ε0,ε0q

`2l for all 0 ď q ď ql
2 , q P N0.

Proof. This is immediate from (7.28) and Proposition 7.25.

8 Proof of the main theorems

8.1 Proof of Theorem 3.7

We are now in a position to prove the main theorem.

Proof of Theorem 3.7: Recall from Proposition 4.64 that the L2pR ˆ S2q-limit of ψpv`, r, θ, ϕ`q for r Ñ r´

exists and that we labelled it suggestively by ψpv`, r´, θ, ϕ`q. Taking the Teukolsky transform we have

ψpv`, r´, θ, ϕ`q “
1
?

2π

ż

R

ÿ

m,l

qψmlpr´;ωqY
rss
ml pθ, ϕ`;ωqe´iωv` dω ,

where qψmlpr´;ωq is continuous in ω by (4.65), cf. the proof of Lemma 7.2.55 By Proposition 4.64 and

Plancherel we have for r Ñ r´

0 Ð ||ψpv`, r, θ, ϕ`q ´ ψpv`, r´, θ, ϕ`q||
2
L2pRˆS2q “

ż

R

ÿ

m,l

|| qψmlpr;ωq ´ qψmlpr´;ωq|2 dω .

55Note that qψmlpr´;ωq is a priori not related in any way to qψmlpr;ωq for r P pr´, r`q. The choice of terminology is justified

by hindsight. However, it should not confuse the reader into believing that there is nothing to show in the following.
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Fix m and l. Then there exists a sequence rn Ñ r´ such that qψmlprn;ωq Ñ qψmlpr´;ωq for almost all ω P R.

It now follows from (6.12) and (6.21) that for ω ‰ ω`m,ω´m

qψmlpx;ωq “
“

RH`l ,ml
pωqaH`l ,ml

pωq ` TH`r ,mlpωqaH`r ,mlpωq
‰

BCH`l ,ml
px;ωq

`
“

TH`l ,ml
pωqaH`l ,ml

pωq `RH`r ,mlpωqaH`r ,mlpωq
‰

BCH`r ,mlpx;ωq .

The asymptotics of the Frobenius solutions from Proposition 6.11 imply limnÑ8
qψmlpxprnq;ωq “ RH`l ,ml

pωqaH`l ,ml
pωq`

TH`r ,mlpωqaH`r ,mlpωq for ω ‰ ω`m,ω´m and thus we obtain

qψmlpr´;ωq “ RH`l ,ml
pωqaH`l ,ml

pωq ` TH`r ,mlpωqaH`r ,mlpωq (8.1)

for almost every ω P Rztω`m,ω´mu. We claim that there is an ε ą 0 such that the right hand side is

continuous for ω P p´ε, εq. For m ‰ 0 this follows directly from Lemma 6.13 and Proposition 6.22. For

m “ 0 Propositions 7.4 and 6.27 imply that TH`r ,0lpωqaH`r ,0lpωq is continuous and, moreover, Proposition

6.27 implies that RH`l ,0l
pωq is of the form RH`l ,0l

pωq “: ω ¨ {RH`l ,0l
pωq with {RH`l ,0l

pωq analytic for all ω P R.

Hence, Corollary 7.29 implies that also RH`l ,0l
pωqaH`l ,0l

pωq “ {RH`l ,0l
pωqpω ¨ aH`l ,0l

pωqq is continuous in ω.

We thus obtain (8.1) for all ω P p´ε, εq.

We consider the case m0 ‰ 0 first and compute

Bp0
ω

qψm0l0pr´;ωq “ Bp0
ω

`

RH`l ,m0l0
pωqaH`l ,m0l0

pωq ` TH`r ,m0l0
pωqaH`r ,m0l0

pωq
˘

“

p0
ÿ

q“0

ˆ

p0

q

˙

`

BqωRH`l ,m0l0
pωq

loooooooomoooooooon

|¨|ďC

¨Bp0´q
ω aH`l ,m0l0

pωq ` BqωTH`r ,m0l0
pωq

loooooooomoooooooon

|¨|ďC

¨Bp0´q
ω aH`r ,m0l0

pωq
˘

.

(8.2)

The derivatives of the transmission and reflection coefficients are uniformly bounded on p´ε, εq by Proposition

6.22. It thus follows from Corollary 7.29 and Corollary 7.15 that all terms on the right hand side of (8.2),

with the exception of TH`r ,m0l0
pωq ¨ Bp0

ω aH`r ,m0l0
pωq, are in L2

ωp
`

´ ε0, ε0q
˘

for some ε0 ą 0. On the other

hand TH`r ,m0l0
pωq is strictly bounded away from 0 in a small neighbourhood of ω “ 0 by Proposition 6.22.

It thus follows from Corollary 7.15 that TH`r ,m0l0
pωq ¨ Bp0

ω aH`r ,m0l0
pωq R L2

ω

`

p´ε, εq
˘

for any ε ą 0. Hence we

obtain that Bp0
ω

qψm0l0pr´;ωq R L2
ω

`

p´ε, εq
˘

for any ε ą 0.

We proceed with the case m0 “ 0 and compute

Bp0
ω

qψ0lpr´;ωq “ Bp0
ω

`

{RH`l ,0l
pωq

“

ω ¨ aH`l ,0l
pωq

‰

` TH`r ,0lpωqaH`r ,0lpωq
˘

“

p0
ÿ

q“0

ˆ

p0

q

˙

`

Bqω
{RH`l ,0l

pωq
loooooomoooooon

|¨|ďC

¨Bp0´q
ω

“

ω ¨ aH`l ,0l
pωq

‰

` BqωTH`r ,0lpωq
loooooomoooooon

|¨|ďC

¨Bp0´q
ω aH`r ,0lpωq

˘

. (8.3)

It follows again from Corollary 7.29 and Corollary 7.15 that all terms on the right hand side of (8.3), with the

exception of TH`r ,0l0pωq ¨ B
p0
ω aH`r ,0l0pωq, are in L2

ωp
`

´ ε0, ε0q
˘

for some ε0 ą 0. On the other hand TH`r ,0l0pωq

is strictly bounded away from 0 in a small neighbourhood of ω “ 0 this time by Proposition 6.27. It thus

follows from Corollary 7.15 that TH`r ,0l0pωq ¨ B
p0
ω aH`r ,0l0pωq R L

2
ω

`

p´ε, εq
˘

for any ε ą 0. Hence we obtain

that Bp0
ω

qψ0l0pr´;ωq R L2
ω

`

p´ε, εq
˘

for any ε ą 0.

Taking the two cases together we have shown that

Bp0
ω

qψm0l0pr´;ωq R L2
ω

`

p´ε, εq
˘

for any ε ą 0 . (8.4)

We claim that this implies
ż

R

ż

S2

|vp0
` ψpv`, r´, θ, ϕ`q|

2 volS2dv` “ 8 . (8.5)
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If (8.5) was finite then together with
ş

R
ş

S2 |ψpv`, r´, θ, ϕ`q|
2 volS2dv` ă 8 from (4.65) we would have

ş

R
ş

S2 |B
q
ω
qψpω, r´, θ, ϕ`q|

2 volS2dω ă 8 for all 0 ď q ď p0. Proposition 5.22 then gives
ş

p´ε,εq

ř

m,l |B
q
ω
qψmlpr´;ωq|2 dω ă

8 for all 0 ď q ď p0, where ε ą 0 is as in Proposition 5.22. This clearly contradicts (8.4) and we thus infer

(8.5).

On the other hand by (4.65) we know that

1
ż

´8

ż

S2

|vp0
` ψpv`, r´, θ, ϕ`q|

2 volS2dv` ă 8

since ql
2 ě p0 and thus we must have

8
ż

1

ż

S2

|vp0
` ψpv`, r´, θ, ϕ`q|

2 volS2dv` “ 8 .

The theorem now follows from Corollary 4.75.

8.2 Extension theorem and proof of Theorem 3.9

Theorem 8.6. Let v0, v1 P R and let ψ P I8
r2spM X tf` ě v0u X tf

´ ď v1uq be a solution of the Teukolsky

equation Tr2sψ “ 0 in MX tf` ě v0u X tf
´ ď v1u satisfying the assumptions (3.1), (3.2), (3.3), (3.4) along

the right event horizon56. Then there exists a χ P I8
r2spMq which extends ψ (i.e. χ|MXtf`ěv0uXtf´ďv1u “ ψ)

which moreover satisfies the Assumptions 2.46 and condition (3.5).

Proof. The idea of the proof is outlined in Figure 9. Also recall that the level sets of the functions f´ and

f` are spacelike hypersurfaces.

tf` ě v0u X tf
´ ď v1u

CH`l
CH`r

H`l

H`r
tf´ “ v1u

Figure 9: Extending the Teukolsky field globally

We consider the Teukolsky equation (A.5) which is regular in M. Recall that χ̃ satisfies (A.5) if, and

only if, χ “ pV `r`q
2χ̃ satisfies (2.39). We now consider the induced initial data of ψ̃ :“ 1

pV `r` q
2
ψ on tf` “

v0u X tf
´ ď v1u and, moreover, extend the induced initial data on tf´ “ v1u X tf

` ě v0u smoothly to

tf´ “ v1uXtf
` ď v0u. Since ψ̃ is a solution of (A.5) in tf` ě v0uXtf

´ ď v1u, it is clear that this choice of

initial data satisfies the appropriate corner condition. In the appendix A.2 it is shown that the initial value

problem for (A.5) is well-posed. We can thus solve backwards to obtain a smooth solution χ̃ of (A.5) in the

region tf´ ď v1u X tf
` ď v0u that attains the prescribed initial data.

In the second step we consider the initial value problem for (A.5) with compactly supported initial data

on H`l X tf´ ě v1u, which is a smooth extension of the induced initial data of χ̃ on H`l X tf´ ď v1u, and,

56With H`r X tv` ě 1u replaced by H` X tv` ě v0u when appropriate.
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moreover, with the induced initial data of χ̃ on tf´ “ v1u. Again, the corner condition is satisfied and

we obtain a solution in the region tf´ ě v1u. Patching these three solutions together proves the extension

theorem.

Proof of Theorem 3.9: This is immediate from Theorem 8.6 and Theorem 3.7.

A Kruskal-like coordinate transformations

We express the tv`, ϕ`, r, θu coordinate vector fields in terms of the tV `r` , V
´
r` , θ,Φr`u coordinate vector

fields.

Bv` “ κ`V
`
r`BV `r`

´ κ`V
´
r`BV ´r`

´
a

r2
` ` a

2
BΦr`

Bϕ` “ BΦr`

Br “ 2κ`
r2 ` a2

∆
V ´r`BV ´r`

`
a

∆

r2 ´ r2
`

r2
` ` a

2
BΦr`

Bθ “ Bθ .

(A.1)

Note that the vector field Bv` does not vanish at the bottom bifurcation sphere S2
b .

Using (A.1) we thus compute

e4 “ 2pr2 ` a2qκ`V
`
r`BV `r`

` a
r2 ´ r2

`

r2
` ` a

2
BΦr`

. (A.2)

It now follows from (2.7) that 1
V `r`

e4 is a regular and non-degenerate vector field at H`r YH`l YS2
b . Note, how-

ever, that compared to57 ê4 “ ´
1
∆e4 “ p

c
V `r`V

´
r`

`Op1qqe4, which blows up at S2
b ,

1
V `r`

e4 grows exponentially

in v´ for v´ Ñ `8.

A.1 The regular Teukolsky equation in M

The above suggests that if ψ satisfies Tsψ “ 0, then the quantity ψ̃s :“ 1
pV `r` q

s
ψs should satisfy a regular

equation in M, thus in particular near the bottom bifurcation sphere. In order to show this claim, we start

by rewriting (2.39) in pv`, r, θ, ϕ`q coordinates as

1

ρ2
Trssψs “ lgψs ´

2s

ρ2
pr ´MqBrψs `

2si

ρ2

cos θ

sin2 θ
Bϕ`ψs

´
2s

ρ2
p2r ` ia cos θqBv`ψs ´

1

ρ2

`

s` s2 cos2 θ

sin2 θ

˘

ψs “ 0 .

(A.3)

A straightforward computation shows that ψs P I
8
rsspMq satisfies (A.3) if, and only if, ψ̃s satisfies

T̃rssψ̃s : “ lgψ̃s `
2s

ρ2
pκ`a

2 sin2 θ ´ 2r ´ ia cos θqBv` ψ̃s `
2s

ρ2

`

κ`pr
2 ` a2q ´ pr ´Mq

˘

Brψ̃s

`
2s

ρ2

`

κ`a` i
cos θ

sin2 θ

˘

Bϕ` ψ̃s `
sκ`
ρ2
psκ`a

2 sin2 θ ` 2rqψ̃s ´
2s2κ`
ρ2

p2r ` ia cos θqψ̃s

´
1

ρ2
ps` s2 cos2 θ

sin2 θ
qψ̃s “ 0 .

(A.4)

57Here Op1q is with respect to r Ñ r` and c ą 0.
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Rewriting (A.4) in terms of tV `r` , V
´
r` , θ,Φr`u coordinates (in the following we will drop the r`, i.e., we will

only write tV `, V ´, θ,Φu) gives

0 “ T̃rssψ̃s “ lgψ̃s `
2si

ρ2

cos θ

sin2 θ
BΦψ̃s ´

1

ρ2

`

s2 cos2 θ

sin2 θ
´ s

˘

ψ̃s

` X̃V `

s BV ` ψ̃s ` X̃
V ´

s BV ´ ψ̃s ` X̃
Φ
s BΦψ̃s ` f̃sψ̃s ,

(A.5)

where

X̃V `

s “
2s

ρ2
pκ`a

2 sin2 θ ´ 2r ´ ia cos θqκ`V
`

X̃V ´

s “
2s

ρ2
κ`V

´
´

´ κ`a
2 sin2 θ ` 2r ` ia cos θ `

2pr2 ` a2q

∆

`

κ`pr
2 ` a2q ´ pr ´Mq

˘

¯

X̃Φ
s “

2s

ρ2

´

´
a

r2
` ` a

2
pκ`a

2 sin2 θ ´ 2r ´ ia cos θq `
a

∆

r2 ´ r2
`

r2
` ` a

2

“

κ`pr
2 ` a2q ´ pr ´Mq

‰

` κ`a
¯

f̃s “
sκ`
ρ2

´

sp´4r ´ 2ia cos θ ` κ`a
2 sin2 θq ` 2r ´

2

κ`

¯

.

Note that the dashed terms are Opr` ´ rq. To see this we recall that r` ´ r´ “ 2pr` ´Mq and compute

κ`pr
2 ` a2q ´ pr ´Mq “

r` ´ r´
2pr2

` ` a
2q
pr2 ` a2q ´ pr ´Mq “

pr` ´Mq

r2
` ` a

2
pr2 ` a2q ´ pr ´Mq “ Opr` ´ rq .

Hence, we have X̃V `

s , X̃V ´

s , X̃Φ
s , f̃s P C

8pMq.

A.2 The initial value problem for the Teukolsky equation (A.5)

In this section we show that the initial value problem for the Teukolsky equation (A.5) is well-posed by

reducing it to an initial value problem for a tensorial wave equation. In the following we restrict to s “ `2

and drop the subscript s from ψ̃s. For ψ̃ P I8
r2spMq there exists, by Remark 2.43, a unique α P Γ8

`

S2T˚M
˘

with αpm,mq “ ψ̃ that is trace-free with respect to {gS2 “ dθ2 ` sin2 θ dϕ2 and that is an S2 tensor58. We

rewrite (A.5) as

0 “ T̃rss
`

αpm,mqq

“ gµνLBµLBν
`

αpm,mq
˘

` plgx
µqLBµ

`

αpm,mq
˘

`
2si

ρ2

cos θ

sin2 θ
LBΦ

`

αpm,mq
˘

´
1

ρ2

`

s2 cos2 θ

sin2 θ
´ s

˘`

αpm,mq
˘

` X̃V `

s LBV`
`

αpm,mq
˘

` X̃V ´

s LBV´
`

αpm,mq
˘

` X̃Φ
s LBΦ

`

αpm,mq
˘

` f̃s
`

αpm,mq
˘

.

(A.6)

The differentials of the Kruskal-like coordinate system are

dV ` “ κ`V
`pdt`

r2 ` a2

∆
drq dV ´ “ κ`V

´p
r2 ` a2

∆
dr ´ dtq

dθ “ dθ dΦ “ dϕ´
a

r2
` ` a

2
dt ,

58I.e. we have αpBV ` , ¨q “ αpBV ´ , ¨q “ 0.
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which, together with (2.2), easily yields that the components of the inverse metric in Kruskal-like coordinates

satisfy

gθθ “
1

ρ2
and gθµ “ 0 for µ ‰ θ

gΦΦ “
1

ρ2 sin2 θ
` gΦΦ

rem with gΦΦ
rem P C

8pMq

gΦV ` , gΦV ´ P C8pMq p i.e., they do not have poles in θq.

(A.7)

Moreover, we note that lgΦ “ 0 and lgθ “
cos θ
ρ2 sin θ away from the axis θ “ 0, π. Also using (2.30) we obtain

from (A.6)

0 “ T̃rss
`

αpm,mqq

“
ÿ

pµ,ηqR
tpθ,θq,pΦ,Φqu

gµνLBµLBν
`

αpm,mq
˘

`
ÿ

µ‰θ,Φ

plgx
µqLBµ

`

αpm,mq
˘

`
1

ρ2
{̊∆rss

`

αpm,mq
˘

` gΦΦ
remLBΦLBΦ

`

αpm,mq
˘

` X̃V `

s LBV`
`

αpm,mq
˘

` X̃V ´

s LBV´
`

αpm,mq
˘

` X̃Φ
s LBΦ

`

αpm,mq
˘

` f̃s
`

αpm,mq
˘

.

(A.8)

Using now (2.31), (2.20), LBV`m “ LBV´m “ LBΦm “ 0, and again Remark 2.43 yields that ψ̃ “ αpm,mq

satisfies (A.8) if, and only if, α satisfies

0 “
ÿ

pµ,ηqR
tpθ,θq,pΦ,Φqu

gµνLBµLBνα`
ÿ

µ‰θ,Φ

plgx
µqLBµα`

1

ρ2
pL2

Z1,r`
` L2

Z2,r`
` L2

Z3,r`
` s` s2qα

` gΦΦ
remLBΦLBΦα` X̃V `

s LBV`α` X̃
V ´

s LBV´α` X̃
Φ
s LBΦα` f̃sα .

(A.9)

Here, the vector fields Zi,r` are the vector fields from (2.19) with ϕ replaced by Φr` . Note that firstly the

equation (A.9) extends regularly to the axis θ P t0, πu and secondly it also extends regularly to all of M by

virtue of X̃V `

s , X̃V ´

s , X̃Φ
s , f̃s P C

8pMq and (A.7).

It is now easy to see that (A.9) is a tensorial wave equation with principal symbol g´1 and thus the initial

value problem is well-posed59. Taking the trace of (A.9) with respect to {gS2 shows that if α P Γ8pS2T˚Mq

satisfies (A.9), then the trace of α satisfies a homogeneous wave equation. Similarly, inserting BV ` or BV ´ into

one of the components of (A.9) (and using that the Lie-bracket of coordinate vector fields vanishes) shows

that αpBV ` , ¨q and αpBV ´ , ¨q satisfy homogeneous wave equations. The same holds for the antisymmetric part

of α. Thus, symmetric and trace-free S2 initial data (cf. Remark 2.43) for (A.9) gives rise to a symmetric and

trace-free S2 solution. Finally, we recall that by Remark 2.43 initial data for ψ̃ for equation (A.5) uniquely

determines geometric symmetric and trace-free S2 initial data for α for (A.9). This establishes well-posedness

for the Teukolsky equation (A.5) in M.
59For example one can reduce it to the initial value problem for a scalar wave equation as follows: Choose a frame field

pf1, f2, f3, f4q for TM that is smooth away from θ “ 0 and another one, pf̂1, f̂2, f̂3, f̂4q, that is smooth away from θ “ π.

Equation (A.9) yields now induced scalar equations for the components of α with respect to the frame pf1, f2, f3, f4q, which,

by putting the principal symbol back together, are manifestly wave equations with principal symbol g´1 on Mztθ “ 0u – and

analogously for the components of α with respect to the hatted frame field. Given geometric initial data for (A.9) one can

now solve for the components of α with respect to pf1, f2, f3, f4q, and also with respect to the hatted frame field, in their

corresponding domains of dependence (recall that θ “ 0, θ “ π is removed from M, respectively). By virtue of (A.9) being a

geometric equation, each set of solutions transforms to solutions of the other set under the change of frame – whenever they are

both defined. By uniqueness of the initial value problem, the untransformed and the transformed sets have to agree and we can

now patch the two sets of solutions together to obtain a local solution α of (A.9). We then iterate this procedure. Hence, the

main point of this part of the appendix was to show that the Teukolsky equation (A.5) is the scalarisation of a regular geometric

equation – which is not surprising at all given its derivation...
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B Commutator computations for (2.40)

The second order terms of T̂rss are

a2 sin2 θ B2
v´ ψ̂ ´ 2a Bv´Bϕ´ ψ̂ ` 2pr2 ` a2q Bv´Brψ̂ ´ 2a Bϕ´Brψ̂ `∆ B2

r ψ̂ ` {̊∆rssψ̂ .

We use vq´
`

´ p1` λ∆qBr ` p1` λ∆qBv´
˘

ψ̂ as a multiplier and compute the commutator expressions in the

following individually for the Br component and the Bv´ component of the multiplier, term by term. We will

use the notation “
a.i.

to denote equality after integration over the spheres with respect to volS2 .

B.1 The multiplier ´vq´p1` λ∆qBrψ̂

´vq´p1` λ∆qa2 sin2 θRepB2
v´ ψ̂Brψ̂q “ ´Bv´

´

a2 sin2 θvq´p1` λ∆qRepBv´ ψ̂Brψ̂q
¯

` qvq´1
´ a2 sin2 θp1` λ∆qRepBv´ ψ̂Brψ̂q

` Br

´1

2
a2 sin2 θvq´p1` λ∆q|Bv´ ψ̂|

2
¯

´
1

2
a2 sin2 θvq´λBr∆|Bv´ ψ̂|

2

:::::::::::::::::::::

vq´p1` λ∆q2aRepBv´Bϕ´ ψ̂Brψ̂q “
a.i.
Bv´

´

avq´p1` λ∆qRepBϕ´ ψ̂Brψ̂q
¯

´ aqvq´1
´ p1` λ∆qRepBϕ´ ψ̂Brψ̂q

´ Br

´

avq´p1` λ∆qRepBϕ´ ψ̂Bv´ ψ̂q
¯

` avq´λpBr∆qRepBϕ´ ψ̂Bv´ ψ̂q
::::::::::::::::::::::

´vq´p1` λ∆q2pr2 ` a2qRepBv´Brψ̂Brψ̂q “ ´Bv´

´

vq´p1` λ∆qpr2 ` a2q|Brψ̂|
2
¯

` qvq´1
´ pr2 ` a2qp1` λ∆q|Brψ̂|

2

vq´p1` λ∆q2aRepBrBϕ´ ψ̂Brψ̂q “
a.i.

0

´vq´p1` λ∆q∆RepB2
r ψ̂Brψ̂q “ ´Br

´1

2
vq´p1` λ∆q∆|Brψ̂|

2
¯

`
1

2
vq´Br∆p1` 2λ∆q|Brψ̂|

2

´vq´p1` λ∆qRep {̊∆rssψ̂Brψ̂q “
a.i.
´Br

´1

2
vq´p1` λ∆qps` s2q|ψ̂|2

¯

`
1

2
vq´λBr∆ps` s

2q|ψ̂|2

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

` Br

´1

2
vq´p1` λ∆q

ÿ

i

| rZi,´ψ̂|
2
¯

´
1

2
vq´λBr∆

ÿ

i

| rZi,´ψ̂|
2

::::::::::::::::::
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B.2 The multiplier vq´p1` λ∆qBv´ψ̂

vq´p1` λ∆qa2 sin2 θRepB2
v´ ψ̂Bv´ ψ̂q “ Bv´

´1

2
vq´p1` λ∆qa2 sin2 θ |Bv´ ψ̂|

2
¯

´
1

2
qvq´1
´ p1` λ∆qa2 sin2 θ |Bv´ ψ̂|

2

´vq´p1` λ∆q2aRepBv´Bϕ´ ψ̂Bv´ ψ̂q “
a.i.

0

vq´p1` λ∆q2pr2 ` a2qRepBv´Brψ̂Bv´ ψ̂q “ Br

´

vq´p1` λ∆qpr2 ` a2q|Bv´ ψ̂|
2
¯

´ vq´
`

pr2 ` a2qλBr∆` 2rp1` λ∆q
˘

|Bv´ ψ̂|
2

:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::

´vq´p1` λ∆q2aRepBrBϕ´ ψ̂Bv´ ψ̂q “
a.i.
Bv´

´

avq´p1` λ∆qRepBϕ´ ψ̂Brψ̂q
¯

´ aqvq´1
´ p1` λ∆qRepBϕ´ ψ̂Brψ̂q

´ Br

´

avq´p1` λ∆qRepBϕ´ ψ̂Bv´ ψ̂q
¯

` avq´λpBr∆qRepBϕ´ ψ̂Bv´ ψ̂q
::::::::::::::::::::::

vq´p1` λ∆q∆RepB2
r ψ̂Bv´ ψ̂q “ Br

´

vq´p1` λ∆q∆RepBrψ̂Bv´ ψ̂q
¯

´ vq´Br∆p1` 2λ∆qRepBrψ̂Bv´ ψ̂q

´ Bv´

´1

2
vq´p1` λ∆q∆|Brψ̂|

2
¯

`
1

2
qvq´1
´ p1` λ∆q∆|Brψ̂|

2

vq´p1` λ∆qRep {̊∆rssψ̂Bv´ ψ̂q “
a.i.
Bv´

´1

2
vq´p1` λ∆qps` s2q|ψ̂|2

¯

´
1

2
qvq´1
´ p1` λ∆qps` s2q|ψ̂|2

´ Bv´

´1

2
vq´p1` λ∆q

ÿ

i

| rZi,´ψ̂|
2
¯

`
1

2
qvq´1
´ p1` λ∆q

ÿ

i

| rZi,´ψ̂|
2

C Commutator computations for (2.39)

The second order terms of Trss in tv`, r, θ, ϕ`u coordinates are

a2 sin2 θ B2
v`ψ ` 2a Bv`Bϕ`ψ ` 2pr2 ` a2q Bv`Brψ ` 2a Bϕ`Brψ `∆ B2

rψ ` {̊∆rssψ .

We use χpv`q
`

´p1`λ∆qBr`p1`λ∆qBv`
˘

ψ as a multiplier and compute the commutator expressions in the

following individually for the Br component and the Bv` component of the multiplier, term by term. Note

that due to formal similarity all these expressions can be easily inferred from the computations in Appendix

B (or vice versa). They are listed here nevertheless for the convenience of the reader. Again we use the

notation “
a.i.

to denote equality after integration over the spheres with respect to volS2 .

We also use χpv`qp1`λ∆qp´Br`Bv``
a

r2
´
`a2 Bϕ`qψ as a multiplier. The Bϕ`ψ component is also computed

here separately.
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C.1 The multiplier ´χpv`qp1` λ∆qBrψ

´χpv`qp1` λ∆qa2 sin2 θRepB2
v`ψBrψq “ ´Bv`

´

a2 sin2 θχpv`qp1` λ∆qRepBv`ψBrψq
¯

` χ1pv`qa
2 sin2 θp1` λ∆qRepBv`ψBrψq

` Br

´1

2
a2 sin2 θχpv`qp1` λ∆q|Bv`ψ|

2
¯

´
1

2
a2 sin2 θχpv`qλBr∆|Bv`ψ|

2

::::::::::::::::::::::::

´χpv`qp1` λ∆q2aRepBv`Bϕ`ψBrψq “
a.i.
´Bv`

´

aχpv`qp1` λ∆qRepBϕ`ψBrψq
¯

` aχ1pv`qp1` λ∆qRepBϕ`ψBrψq

` Br

´

aχpv`qp1` λ∆qRepBϕ`ψBv`ψq
¯

´ aχpv`qλpBr∆qRepBϕ`ψBv`ψq
:::::::::::::::::::::::::

´χpv`qp1` λ∆q2pr2 ` a2qRepBv`BrψBrψq “ ´Bv`

´

χpv`qp1` λ∆qpr2 ` a2q|Brψ|
2
¯

` χ1pv`qpr
2 ` a2qp1` λ∆q|Brψ|

2

´χpv`qp1` λ∆q2aRepBrBϕ`ψBrψq “
a.i.

0

´χpv`qp1` λ∆q∆RepB2
rψBrψq “ ´Br

´1

2
χpv`qp1` λ∆q∆|Brψ|

2
¯

`
1

2
χpv`qBr∆p1` 2λ∆q|Brψ|

2

´χpv`qp1` λ∆qRep {̊∆rssψBrψq “
a.i.
´Br

´1

2
χpv`qp1` λ∆qps` s2q|ψ|2

¯

`
1

2
χpv`qλBr∆ps` s

2q|ψ|2

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

` Br

´1

2
χpv`qp1` λ∆q

ÿ

i

| rZi,`ψ|
2
¯

´
1

2
χpv`qλBr∆

ÿ

i

| rZi,`ψ|
2

:::::::::::::::::::::
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C.2 The multiplier χpv`qp1` λ∆qBv`ψ

χpv`qp1` λ∆qa2 sin2 θRepB2
v`ψBv`ψq “ Bv`

´1

2
χpv`qp1` λ∆qa2 sin2 θ |Bv`ψ|

2
¯

´
1

2
χ1pv`qp1` λ∆qa2 sin2 θ |Bv`ψ|

2

χpv`qp1` λ∆q2aRepBv`Bϕ`ψBv`ψq “
a.i.

0

χpv`qp1` λ∆q2pr2 ` a2qRepBv`BrψBv`ψq “ Br

´

χpv`qp1` λ∆qpr2 ` a2q|Bv`ψ|
2
¯

´ χpv`q
`

pr2 ` a2qλBr∆` 2rp1` λ∆q
˘

|Bv`ψ|
2

::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::

χpv`qp1` λ∆q2aRepBrBϕ`ψBv`ψq “
a.i.
´Bv`

´

aχpv`qp1` λ∆qRepBϕ`ψBrψq
¯

` aχ1pv`qp1` λ∆qRepBϕ`ψBrψq

` Br

´

aχpv`qp1` λ∆qRepBϕ`ψBv`ψq
¯

´ aχpv`qλpBr∆qRepBϕ`ψBv`ψq
:::::::::::::::::::::::::

χpv`qp1` λ∆q∆RepB2
rψBv`ψq “ Br

´

χpv`qp1` λ∆q∆RepBrψBv`ψq
¯

´ χpv`qBr∆p1` 2λ∆qRepBrψBv`ψq

´ Bv`

´1

2
χpv`qp1` λ∆q∆|Brψ|

2
¯

`
1

2
χ1pv`qp1` λ∆q∆|Brψ|

2

χpv`qp1` λ∆qRep {̊∆rssψBv`ψq “
a.i.
Bv`

´1

2
χpv`qp1` λ∆qps` s2q|ψ|2

¯

´
1

2
χ1pv`qp1` λ∆qps` s2q|ψ|2

´ Bv`

´1

2
χpv`qp1` λ∆q

ÿ

i

| rZi,`ψ|
2
¯

`
1

2
χ1pv`qp1` λ∆q

ÿ

i

| rZi,`ψ|
2
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C.3 The multiplier χpv`qp1` λ∆q a
r2´`a

2Bϕ`ψ

χpv`qp1` λ∆q
a

r2
´ ` a

2
a2 sin2 θRepB2

v`ψBϕ`ψq “a.i.
Bv`

`

χpv`qp1` λ∆q
a3 sin2 θ

r2
´ ` a

2
RepBv`ψBϕ`ψq

´ χ1pv`qp1` λ∆q
a3 sin2 θ

r2
´ ` a

2
RepBv`ψBϕ`ψq

χpv`qp1` λ∆q
a

r2
´ ` a

2
2aRepBv`Bϕ`ψBϕ`ψq “ Bv`

`

χpv`qp1` λ∆q
a2

r2
´ ` a

2
|Bϕ`ψ|

2
˘

´ χ1pv`qp1` λ∆q
a2

r2
´ ` a

2
|Bϕ`ψ|

2

χpv`qp1` λ∆q
a

r2
´ ` a

2
2pr2 ` a2qRepBv`BrψBϕ`ψq “

a.i.
Bv`

`

χpv`qp1` λ∆q
apr2 ` a2q

r2
´ ` a

2
RepBrψBϕ`ψq

˘

´ χ1pv`qp1` λ∆q
apr2 ` a2q

r2
´ ` a

2
RepBrψBϕ`ψq

` Br
`

χpv`qp1` λ∆q
apr2 ` a2q

r2
´ ` a

2
RepBϕ`ψBv`ψq

˘

´ χpv`qλpBr∆q
apr2 ` a2q

r2
´ ` a

2
RepBϕ`ψBv`ψq

:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::

´ χpv`qp1` λ∆q
2ar

r2
´ ` a

2
RepBϕ`ψBv`ψq

χpv`qp1` λ∆q
a

r2
´ ` a

2
2aRepBϕ`BrψBϕ`ψq “ Br

`

χpv`qp1` λ∆q
a2

r2
´ ` a

2
|Bϕ`ψ|

2
˘

´ χpv`qλpBr∆q
a2

r2
´ ` a

2
|Bϕ`ψ|

2

:::::::::::::::::::::::::

χpv`qp1` λ∆q
a

r2
´ ` a

2
∆RepB2

rψBϕ`ψq “
a.i.
Br
`

χpv`q
a

r2
´ ` a

2
p1` λ∆q∆RepBrψBϕ`ψq

˘

´ χpv`q
a

r2
´ ` a

2
λpBr∆q∆RepBrψBϕ`ψq

´ χpv`q
a

r2
´ ` a

2
p1` λ∆qpBr∆qRepBrψBϕ`ψq

χpv`qp1` λ∆q
a

r2
´ ` a

2
Rep {̊∆rssψBϕ`ψq “

a.i.
0
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D Commutator computations for (2.38)

The second order terms of Trss in Boyer-Lindquist coordinates are

´

”

pr2 ` a2q2

∆
´ a2 sin2 θ

ı

B2
tψ ´

4Mar

∆
BtBϕψ ´

a2

∆
B2
ϕψ `∆B2

rψ ` {̊∆rssψ .

We use ´χptqeλrBrψ as a multiplier and compute the commutator expressions again term by term.

D.1 The multiplier ´χptqeλrBrψ

χptqeλr
”

pr2 ` a2q2

∆
´ a2 sin2 θ

ı

RepB2
tψBrψq “ Bt

´

χptqeλr
”

pr2 ` a2q2

∆
´ a2 sin2 θ

ı

RepBtψBrψq
¯

´ χ1ptqeλr
”

pr2 ` a2q2

∆
´ a2 sin2 θ

ı

RepBtψBrψq

´
1

2
Br

´

χptqeλr
”

pr2 ` a2q2

∆
´ a2 sin2 θ

ı

|Btψ|
2
¯

`
1

2
χptqeλr

”

λ
´

pr2 ` a2q2

∆
´ a2 sin2 θ

¯

::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::

` Br

´

pr2 ` a2q2

∆

¯ı

|Btψ|
2

:::::

χptqeλr
4Mar

∆
RepBtBϕψBrψq “

a.i.

1

2
Bt
`

χptqeλr
4Mar

∆
RepBϕψBrψq

˘

´
1

2
χ1ptqeλr

4Mar

∆
RepBϕψBrψq

´
1

2
Br
`

χptqeλr
4Mar

∆
RepBϕψBtψq

˘

`
1

2
χptqeλr

`

λ
4Mar

∆
:::::::::::::::

` Br

´4Mar

∆

¯

˘

RepBϕψBtψq
::::::::::

χptqeλr
a2

∆
RepB2

ϕψBrψq “
a.i.
´Br

`1

2
χptqeλr

a2

∆
|Bϕψ|

2
˘

`
1

2
χptqeλr

”

λ
a2

∆
::::::::::::

` Br

´a2

∆

¯ı

|Bϕψ|
2

:::::

´χptqeλr∆RepB2
rψBrψq “ ´Br

`1

2
χptqeλr∆|Brψ|

2
˘

`
1

2
χptqeλrpλ∆

:::::::::::

` Br∆q|Brψ|
2

:::::

´χptqeλrRep {̊∆rssψBrψq “
a.i.
´Br

`1

2
χptqeλrps` s2q|ψ|2

˘

`
1

2
χptqps` s2qλeλr|ψ|2

` Br
`1

2
χptqeλr

ÿ

i

| rZiψ|
2
˘

´
1

2
χptqλeλr

ÿ

i

| rZiψ|
2

:::::::::::::::::
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vol. 18, Springer, pp. 4005–4081.

[27] Gajic, D., and Luk, J. The interior of dynamical extremal black holes in spherical symmetry. Pure

and Applied Analysis 1, 2 (2019), 263–326.

[28] Goldberg, J. N., Macfarlane, A. J., Newman, E. T., Rohrlich, F., and Sudarshan, E. C. G.

Spin-s spherical harmonics and ð. Journal of Mathematical Physics 8, 11 (1967), 2155–2161.

[29] Gürsel, Y., Novikov, I. D., Sandberg, V. D., and Starobinsky, A. Final state of the evolution

of the interior of a charged black hole. Physical Review D 20, 6 (1979), 1260.

[30] Hawking, S., and Ellis, G. The large scale structure of space-time. Cambridge University Press,

1973.

[31] Hintz, P. Boundedness and decay of scalar waves at the Cauchy horizon of the Kerr spacetime.

Commentarii Mathematici Helvetici 92, 4 (2017), 801–837.

[32] Hintz, P. A Sharp Version of Price’s Law for Wave Decay on Asymptotically Flat Spacetimes. Com-

munications in Mathematical Physics 389, 1 (2022), 491–542.

[33] Hintz, P., and Vasy, A. Analysis of linear waves near the Cauchy horizon of cosmological black holes.

Journal of Mathematical Physics 58, 8 (2017), 081509.

[34] Hiscock, W. Evolution of the interior of a charged black hole. Phys. Rev. Lett. 83A (1981), 110–112.

[35] Kehle, C. Blowup of the local energy of linear waves at the Reissner–Nordström–AdS Cauchy horizon.

Classical and Quantum Gravity 38, 21 (oct 2021), 214001.

[36] Kehle, C. Diophantine approximation as Cosmic Censor for Kerr–AdS black holes. Inventiones math-

ematicae (2021).

100



[37] Kehle, C., and Shlapentokh-Rothman, Y. A Scattering Theory for Linear Waves on the Interior

of Reissner–Nordström Black Holes. Annales Henri Poincaré 20, 5 (2019), 1583–1650.
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