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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 = 42 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
Ric(g) =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 accoumﬂ 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

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-Nordstrém 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], [I3] and of Luk-Oh
[46], [47]E| 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 [0], [16], [41] for recent results on the black hole stability problem.
2See also [@5)] for the linearised case.



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 v satisfies the Teukolsky equation with s = +2 and, along the event horizon H*,

e assume that there exists p € N s.t. SH*ﬂ{v+>1} Uip|¢|2 volgzdvy = o0 . Let pg be the smallest such integer

and assume py = 2,
. SHJm{le}vip°|¢s(molo)|2dv+ = o for some mg € Z, ly = max{2, |mgl}, where Vg (u) denotes the
projection of 1 on the (m,l) spin 2-weighted spherical harmonic,

2 2
o Sy+m{1;+>1}v+po|av+¢| volgzdvy < 00,

qr
i SH+m{v+>1} Uy

%12 volgadv, < o0 for some 2 < g, < 2po with ¢, € R and for all k = 0,1,.. .Jﬂ

It then follows that
J v 2 volgedvy = o0, (1.2)
Sn{vy =1}

where ¥ is a hypersurface transversal to CH™ as in Figure @

» CH*

H-‘r

Figure 2: The statement of Theorem [I.1]

Here, vy = t+7* and 0,, is the Killing vector field which is a time-translation at spatial infinity, see also
Section We also refer the reader to Theorem in Section [3| for the precise statement of Theorem [I.1

We would like to bring to the reader’s attention that the coordinate vy is not regular at the Cauchy
horizon. There, V;© = —e®-"+ is a regular boundary defining function with {V,* = 0} being the Cauchy
horizon. The constant x_ < 0 is the surface gravity of CH*. Moreover, the regular Teukolsky field 1/; at

3See assumption (3.4) on page[31|for the precise statement.



CH™, i.e., the linearisation of the Teukolsky s = +2 curvature component with respect to a regular frame at

CHT, is given by e™2r-V+q¢) = ﬁm modulo a regular factor which remains bounded away from zero (and

infinity) at CH". We thus obtain that the conclusion (T.2)) of Theorem with respect to regular quantities
at CH™' reads

f [log(—V;H )] (= )31 |2 volgedV;+ = oo, (13)
Sn{vy =1}

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 were recently
shown to be satisfied generically ([51] and [15], [50]) for solutions arising from compactly supported initial
data on a global Cauchy hypersurface X as in Figure [1| with pg = 7, lp = 2 and mg € {—2,—1,1,2}. The
parameter g, can be chosen to be anything strictly less than 13. See also Remark for further discussion.

Let us also remark that we expect Theorem 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
[B] 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 diagranﬁ 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-Nordstrém 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, [I7]). Consider a suitable spacelike hypersurface ¥ 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 it 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 ¥g as in Figure
[[ Then the mazimal globally hyperbolic development of the perturbed initial data contains a region which
is C9-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 [I7].
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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Note that Theorem 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 z/A) by a power of VI, ie., of order V,* 1/3, then
(1.3) shows that this linearised Christoffel symbol is not in L2 . 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 mazimal globally hyperbolic development arising from generic
asymptotically flat initial data for the vacuum FEinstein 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 € CY and dg € L
in particular rules out the extension of the maximal globally hyperbolic development as a weak solutiorﬂ
We note that for exact sub-extremal Kerr initial data the maximal globally hyperbolic development is given
in Figure [[]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].



generic inextendibility as a Lorentzian manifold with ¢ € C2. And with the earlier naive expectation that

there is a (linearised) Christoffel symbol of order V,,‘tiﬁ it is also a first step towards showing that the metric

2
loc

cannot be extended with g € C° and dg € L2 _ 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

2

chosen for the extension, the metric cannot be extended in g € C° and dg € Li .

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 Nordstrém 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 A we
refer the reader to [14], [33], [0], [22], [21] for A > 0 and to [36], [35] for A < 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-Nordstrom 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. (past null infinity Z~) to
the trace of the wave on the left Cauchy horizon C/H;’, making crucial use of the time-translation invariance
of this map. See Figure |5 below for the notation. The C''-instability results in [§], [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 ¢, 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.



1.4.1 Spherically symmetric scalar waves on Reissner-Nordstrom

The interior of a charged subextremal Reissner-Nordstrom black hole is the Lorentzian manifolcﬂ (M, q),
where M := R x (r_,ry) x S? with standard (¢,r,0,p)-coordinates and r4 := M 4+ /M2 — ¢e2, where
0 < |e] < M are real parameters modelling the charge and the mass of the black hole, respectively. The
Lorentzian metric g is given by

g:= f% dt* + %dr2 + 72 (d6? + sin® 0 dp?) |
with A := 72 — 2M7r + €2. The spherically symmetric scalar wave equation Og¢ = 0, where ¢ : M — C is
only a function of ¢ and r, takes in the above coordinates the form

r? 9 1

Let r*(r) be a function with % = % and then introduce the null coordinates v := r*+¢ and u := r* —t. We

define 4+ := = and use those to introduce the Kruskal-like null coordinate Ve, =€V and U,, = e"+"
+

in which the Lorentzian manifold (M, g) extends analytically to r = 1 (r as a function of V,._,U,, ) and

similarly V,._ := —e"-? and U,_ := —e"~" in which the Lorentzian manifold extends analytically to r = r_.

The boundary null hypersurface {V,, = 0} =: Hfr, at which we have r = r, is called the left event horizon,
+

T

the boundary null hypersurface {U,, = 0} =: H,", at which we also have r = r, the right event horizon,
and the boundary sphere {V,, = U,, = 0} =: S? is the bottom bifurcation sphere. Moreover, we call the
boundary null hypersurface {U,_ = 0} =: C?‘ﬁr the left Cauchy horizon, the boundary null hypersurface
{V,._ = 0} =: CH} the right Cauchy horizon, and the boundary sphere {V,_ = U,_ = 0} =: S? the top

bifurcation sphere. A Penrose diagram of (M, g) with the boundaries attached is given in Figure [5| below. In

+00

Figure 5: The interior of subextremal Reissner-Nordstrom

[48] the following theorem is shown

Theorem 1.6 (Corollary 4.2 in [8]). Consider the region (M U H) n{v = vo} N {u < w1} for some
vo,u; = 1 and let ¢ be a smooth solution of the spherically symmetric wave equation (L1.5|) in this region,

which, moreover, satisfies

v—00

0
lim ¢[;+(v) =0 and ng|6v¢|7ﬁ|2 dv < © (1.7)
vo

6The definitions of symbols made here are only valid in this section. In the rest of the paper we will use M, g, 74 ,7_, etc. to

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



and there exists N 3 pg = 2 such that
[ee}

Jv2p0|6v¢|7ﬁ|2 dv = (1.8)
vo

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

[}
Jv2p°|§3¢|7_¢|2dv <. (1.9)
b
Then for any us < u1 we have
[e¢]
Jv2p°|6v¢|2(u%v) dv = 0. (1.10)

Vo

This is the local statement that is the analogue of Theorem (or for Teukolsky. It is inferred
from the following global statement, which is the analogue of Theorem for Teukolsky, by an extension
procedure of the solution.

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

[L5) on M U H}] UH. Suppose that in addition to (L.7), (L.8), (L.9) (for some vy > 1) we also have that

there exists vx € R such that ¢|,+(v) = 0 for v < vy and there exists ux € R such that (b‘"flf’ (u) = 0 for
u = u*ﬁ Then (1.10) holds for any us € R (and any vo € 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

1 wt
o(r;w) = mﬂ!qﬁ(t,r)e dt (1.12)

of ¢ in t one obtains that formally ¢ satisfies (1.5)) if, and only if, qg(r; w) satisﬁeﬂ

7’4602 ~

0= Fqﬁ(r;w) + %arﬁg(r;“’) + 635(7"3”) . (1.13)

This ODE has two regular singular points at r = ry and r = r_; for all w # 0 we can find a fundamental

system of solutions with asymptotic{™|

* *

Ay (rjw) ~ e ™" and Ay (rjw) ~ e™r (1.14)
i 1
for r — r4 and another fundamental system of solutions with asymptotics
Beyt (rw) ~ e ir™ and Beoyr (r5w) ~ et (1.15)

for r — r_, where r*(r) is as defined earlier. Since any three solutions have to be linearly dependent, we can
write
Apr(riw) = Tyr (W)BCH?— (rw) + Ry + (W) Byt (15 w)

8The important properties here are that ¢ vanishes at the bottom bifurcation sphere Sg and decays sufficiently fast along
H;r The first one is not strictly necessary, but simplifies the proof.

9Equation should be compared with . For the Kerr case we will do the separation in the analogue of (v,r)-
coordinates on Reissner-Nordstrom, which gives the radial ODE which has solutions with slightly different asymptotics.

But this is not essential.
10We introduce the following notation: for f,g : R © I — C the notation f ~ g for I 3 x — zg € R stands for limg—aq %Eg =1.

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



and
AH? (riw) = THT (W) Begyr (r;w) + 9%; (oJ)BCH:r (r;w), (1.16)

where T, + (w), Ry, +(w) and (SHT (w), iRHr (w) are the transmission and reflection coefficients of the right
event horizon and left event horizon, respectively. A priori they are only defined for w € R\{0}, 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 T,+(0) # 0, which can be shown using the d;-conservation law (see for example [48], [37]) or by direct
computation using special functions (see for example [29], [37]).

For w # 0 we can thus expand any solution of as d(r;w) = Ay (W) Ay (13 w) + ags (W) Ay (5 w)
with gy Qg R\{0} — C and thus, at least formally,

o(t,r) = \/% J (CLH:— (w)AH:r (ryw) + Qg+ (w)AH;r (r; w))e_i“’t dw (1.17)
R

is a solution of (|1.5)).
We now discuss the reduction of Theorem to Theorem Let ¢ : M UHS) n{v = v} n{u<

u1} — C be as in Theorem One extends the induced initial data on H,” n {v = v} smoothly to all of
H; in such a way that ¢|H:r (v) =0 for v < vg — 1. Using that we are in spherical symmetry, we can now
solve the wave equation sideways to extend ¢ to the region (M U H; U H) N {u < u1}. Again we extend
the induced initial data on H;" N {u < u1} to all of H;" such that ¢|le+ (u) =0 for uw = uy + 1 and solve the
wave equation forwards to get a global solution in M UH U 'Hf which satisfies the assumptions in Theorem
This is the reduction of Theorem [I.6] to Theorem by extension of ¢.

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

(i.e., not just formally) given by (1.17)) with
1 —iwv 1 wu
Azt (W) = T Ply+ (v)e dv and Qg+ (w) = Wers ¢|Hl+ (w)e™™ du (1.18)
R R

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 with the coefficients gyt s Qg+ given by
and to show by direct computation that it solves the wave equation and attains the prescribed initial
data when » — r, and u or v, respectively, are fixed. By the uniqueness of the characteristic initial value
problem we thus obtain that with 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 ¢(¢,r)
in ¢ for all » € (r_,r;) which one uses to justify that the Fourier transform is well-defined for all
r € (r—,r4) and that it satisfies . One then infers that ¢ must be given by with some ay,+, gyt
which one then determines by passing the expression (1.17)) to the limit » — r, for either fixed u or fixed
v. Since, as will become clear below, we only use the frequency regime around w = 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 ¢ vanishes at the
bifurcation sphere, we do have exponential decay of ¢ in v, u along H,", H,", respectively, when approaching
the bifurcation sphere and thus a,;,+ and Qg+ are in particular in L2 (R). If ¢ did not vanish at the bifurcation
sphere, the coefficients a,,+, Qg+ would have additional poles at zero frequency which encode the constant
at the bifurcation sphere.

We now investigate the regularity of the coefficient functions around w = 0. First note that by

10



(1.7) and a Hardy inequalit we have M € L?*(R). Furthermore and (1.9) imply

65(w¢\|ﬂ/¢) e L2(R) for all N3 p < py (1.19)
08 (Wil ) # L2(R) (1.20)
P (w? ¢\ 1) e L2(R). (1.21)

It follows from (1.19) and (1.21) that w - dP° (w%) € L?(R). Together with (1.20) this now implies
opo (w%) ¢ L2 ((—¢,¢€)) for any £ > 0. By (L.18) we thus obtain for any & > 0

0 (waqg+) ¢ L2 ((—¢,¢)) and Op(way,+) € L2((-1,1)) forallNsp<py. (1.22)
Furthermore we straightforwardly obtain
O (wayg) € L2((-1,1)) forall N3 p < pg . (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 ¢ extends (even continuously) to the Cauchy horizon C?{l+ and
satisfies

J v)|2, ¢|CH+| )dv < o0, (1.24)
R

where x(v) : R — (0,00) is a positive function with x(v) ~ |v|?P0 fol'®|v — —o0 and x(v) ~ |[v]?Po=1) for
v — 400. In particular one can take the Fourier transform of 0,d| o in L?. Using the language of the

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

B(t,r) \/ﬂf Tyur (Waggs (W) + Ry (w)ag+ (“’)]BCHT (r;w) (1.25)

+ [THZ* (Wags (@) + Ry (w)ags (W) Begyr (r;w))e*iwt dw .

Noticing that the Killing vector field ¢; equals 0, on CH;" and using the asymptotics (L.15)) of BCH;r (r;w)
and By, + (r;w), we can pass (1.25)) to the limit r — r_ for fixed v to obtain

J

1 ) B
aﬁﬂcyﬁ = mﬂ!(—l)[fqﬁ (w) - (waHi (o.))) + %HT (w) - (waﬂj (w))] eIV oy
:(avgl;{r)

i.e., a Fourier representation of 6v¢CH+ in terms of the Fourier representations of the characteristic initial

data and the transmission and reﬂectlon coefﬁ(:lentsﬁ We can now investigate the decay of d,¢| cny in v by

considering the regularity of (ﬁmr) at w = 0:

zago(aﬂ;?) = Ty (W) - O (waygs (w 2 (p())apzw( W) - AP (wags (W)
” - (1.26)
+ ) (72)) BRyz (W) - 0P (wagyr (W) -

p=0

1 Recall that d)‘HJT has exponential decay towards the bifurcation sphere.

121t also extends éontinuously to CH.

3For v — —o0 one can replace |v|?P0 by |v|? for any ¢ € N. For the definition of the notation ~ we refer the reader to the
very beginning of Section

14T et us remark that a fully fledged scattering theory for the wave equation in the interior of a Reissner-Nordstrém black hole
has been presented in [37].

11



The last two terms (the two sums) on the right hand side are in L2((—1,1)) by the analyticity of the
transmission and reflection coefficients T, + (w), Ry + (w) and by and the second property in . It
now follows from the first property in together with T, +(0) # 0 (cf. remark below (L.16)), applied to
the first term on the right hand side of that 0%° (&m;) ¢ L2 ((—e,¢)) for any e > 0. Plancherel now
implies

J02p0|6v¢|cvﬁ (v)}2 dv = 0 .

R

This, however, does not tell us yet whether the slow decay of a“¢|CHZ+ in v is for v — +00 or for v — —o0.
However, with (1.24) we can finally infer

Jv2p0|5v¢|c7ﬁ (v)}2 dv =00
1

The statement (1.10) of Theorem then follows by propagating the singularity backwards along CH,,
using energy estimates. This is a standard propagation of regularity result. We have now concluded the
sketch of a proof of Theorem 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 (vy,r, 6, ¢4 )-coordinate system on Kerr, which can be thought of as the analogue of
the (v, r, 0, ¢)-coordinate system on Reissner-Nordstrom. However, v is not a null coordinate any more, but
its level sets are timelike. The Teukolsky equation takes the form["]

0= Tig¢ :=a®sin* 005 1) + 240y, 0p, b + 2(r* + a°) 0y, Ort) + 200y, 01 + A O2Y
(1.27)

where the Teukolsky field v is with respect to an algebraically special frame which is regular at the right
event horizon M}, cf. Sectionsand For s = +2, the case we are concerned with, the frame component
entering the Teukolsky field degenerates near H;” and thus a regular Teukolsky field ¢ 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 [£: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 ¢ (and for
s = +2) we now have an effective blue-shift for the energy at the right event horizon H;". This can be seen
from the dashed term in . It is effective in the sense that it turns into a red-shift for the energy after
two commutations with 0,.. It is thus at this level that we close the energy estimate for the Teukolsky field
near H;". The Teukolsky equation for 1& := A7%Y, which is the Teukolsky field with respect to a frame that

15We refer the reader to Sectionfor the Kerr-related terminology. Here A = 72 — 2Mr 4 a? and 4&[3] is the spin s-weighted
spherical Laplacian, see Section |T_ﬂl
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is regular at the left event horizorﬁ 7—[;“, does still have a red-shift for energy near 7—[;’; so there, the energy
estimates can be closed at the level of 1& 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 1 near the left Cauchy horizon CH;". This makes
the energy estimates for near 7 = 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 0, we have again a blue-shift for energy.

[s]

ml

spheroidal harmonics (see Section we have N 51 > max{|s|,|m|}, m € Z), the Teukolsky transform of

is given by

We now discuss the formal separation. Denoting with Yn[fl] (0, 0;w) = S (cos 0; w)e™% the spin s-weighted

- 1 iwve Sl rn - .
Y (r;w) = E J}R . w(v+7r79,cp+)ew”+Yn[ll] (0,04 ;w) dvyvolge . (1.28)

Formally, v satisfies the Teukolsky equation (1.27)) if, and only if, @\[J/ml(r; w) satisﬁe

& ~ 2 2\ - . d ~
A—— (s w) +2( —(r*+a®)iw +iam + (r — M)(1 — s)) %wml(r;w)

dr?
+ ()\[S]

ml

(w) — (aw)? + 2wma — 2iwr(1 — 2s) — QS)Jml(r;w) =0.

Like (1.13), the radial ODE ([1.29) has two regular singular points at r = r_ and r = r. Let wy = 537~
and fix s = +2. For w # wym we can find a fundamental system of solutions with asymptotics

H+

4iMr
Ty —T )2+ s (w—wym)

AHi’ml(r;w) ~1 and AH;,ml(r;w) ~ (7"+ —

for r — r, and for w # w_m another fundamental system of solutions with asymptotics

4iMr_
r—r_ >2fr+j(w7w,m)

BCHﬁml(r;w) ~1 and BcHi,ml(T?w) ~ (7"+ —

for r — r_. The fact that AHi,ml and BC?-Ll*,ml do not have oscillating phases as for the wave equation in
and is due to our choice of (v, 7,6, v )-coordinates. If we had used Boyer-Lindquist coordinates
(t,r,0, ) for the separation, both branches would be oscillatory. Note, however, the difference in the r-weights
between the two branches, which is related to 3 being regular at ;' and degenerate at ’H;’, and similarly for
the Cauchy horizons. Another important difference is that while the branches AH,*,ml and BCHi,ml extend

become singular

analytically to w = wym and w = w_m, respectively, the branches A, + ., and B,y + .,
T 1

at w = wym and w = w_m, respectively. This should be contrasted with both branches A?-Li and AHT in
for the wave equation having a regular (and indeed identical) limit w — 0 (similarly for the other two
branches in ) 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

AL @) =Tl ) B (mw) #9805 (w) BELL(riw)

(rw) = Tob @) By (mw) +R0L (@) BEL(rw) |

where the transmission and reflection coefficients are a priori only defined and analytic on R\{wm,w_m}.

Recall that the structure of the blow-up argument only requires information on the frequency regime near

16Recall that 1) degenerates (vanishes) at ’Hl"'.

1"Here, )\EZ]Z (w) denotes the eigenvalue associated to the eigenfunction vl ](~

i
see Section

;w) of the spin 2-weighted spheroidal Laplacian,
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w = 0. So for m # 0 we know that the transmission and reflection coefficients are analytic in a neighbourhood
of w = 0. Moreover, for non-vanishing m we show by direct computation that TH:r’ml(O) # 0, where we use
that for w = 0 the radial ODE turns into a hypergeometric equation. For m = 0, however, the
potentially problematic frequency at w = 0 cannot be avoided. We show that TH?,OPD%Hf,Ol’THi,Ol all
extend analytically to w = 0, but for the reflection coefficient of the right event horizon we only show that
w - m%i,oz extends analytically to w = OE

It can also be shown by direct computation for m = 0 that T?—Li,Ol(O) # 0. However, this is more
complicated than in the case m # 0, because it cannot be inferred alone from the w — 0 limit of ,
which is a hypergeometric equation, but we also need to get information on the w-derivatives of solutions
to at w = 0. We take this as an opportunity to implement and demonstrate a second approach to
showing the non-vanishing of the transmission coefficients at w = 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 d; in the case of spherically symmetric waves on Reissner-Nordstréom
mentioned in Section It is for this implementation where we need that W%Hj,m extends continuously
to w = 0. Let us mention that we also show how the Teukolsky-Starobinsky conservation law can be used to
obtain ‘I’H;",ml(o) # 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 %Hi’Ol(O) in order to implement the blow-up argument. Again, this is shown by
direct computation.

For w # wim we can expand any solution of as

Vi (r;w) = aHi,ml(W)AHi,ml(T?w) + At (W)A’H?',ml(’r;w)

with ag+ s Aggt it R\{w;m} — C and thus, at least formally, we obtain that

1 X p
Yor v bo) = o JR 2 [t () At (85 9) + gt () Apge ot (05 0) ]V 0 043 00) €™ oo

(1.30)
is a solution to (1.27).

In a similar way to how the local Theorem for the spherically symmetric wave equation on Reissner-
Nordstrom is reduced to the global Theorem we also reduce the local Theorem (or Theorem [3.7)
for the Teukolsky field of Kerr to a global theorem, see Theorem 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 7—[;’ v Sg. This is done in Theorem in Section see also Figure @ 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 a, + and gt in
the spherically symmetric case, cf. discussion above E

18The analyticity of Tt o
A
a side-result in the proof of Proposition And while we do not show that R + .,

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 v vanishes automatically at the bottom bifurcation sphere because of the

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

has indeed a pole at w = 0, this is what

degeneration of the frame chosen. The Teukolsky analogue of the vanishing of the scalar field at Sg, which avoids poles in the
Fourier expansion coefficients, is the vanishing of 024, which is non-degenerate at Sg due to the blow-up of 0r in (v4,r,6,p4)-
coordinates at Sg.
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We now discuss the implementation of the proof of the global Theorem to Teukolsky on Kerr (i.e.,
the proof of Theorem in Section . In Sections and we prove the energy estimates needed to
establish the representation (1.30]). The coefficients Qg0+ mi and At iy AT being determined in Section
Keeping the v, coordinate fixed one can pass to the limit » — r, in an analogous manner as for the wave
equation to establish that

aHf,ml(“) = Vgt (@)

where (\-/)ml is the Teukolsky transform . Note that because of the exponential decay in vy of z/J|H:r
towards S? we have that ¢|H¢ is in particular in L3+ L?(S?), so no poles are present. Because 1 vanishes
on H,;", we first go over to the quantity 021, which is regular at H;" due to the blow-up of 0, near H;" (see
also Footnote . We thus take two r-derivatives of and then pass to the limit » — r, with fixed
v,ﬂ However, it is clear from the preceding discussion that one cannot hope to establish an L2-limit, since
021 does not vanish at S7. We take a limit in the sense of distributions to recover that gyt gmy 18 related to
the Teukolsky transform of 83¢|Hl+ (modulo a delta distribution). The support of the Teukolsky field at S?
implies that A3t i has a pole at w = wym. For m # 0 we can ignore this pole, since it is disjoint from a
neighbourhood of w = 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 w = 0. It
is for this reason that mnlﬂoz(o) = 0 is needed later, which cancels the pole.

Recall how we inferred for the spherically symmetric wave the limited regularity of ay+ at w =0
from the decay assumptions of ¢ along ;. In spherical symmetry we only had one mode — the spherically
symmetric one — for Teukolsky we want to work with the mglg-mode for which we assume slow decay in
Theorem (or Theorem [3.7). Note, however, that in the assumptions the mglp-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 € > 0

Oyt o & L2 ((—€€)) and Obag,+ eLi(—1,1) forallNsp<pp. (1.31)

;molo

Note that the derivation of used at its heart that v-weights translate in the Fourier picture as w-
derivatives. Since the spin weighted spheroidal harmonics in the Teukolsky transform depend on w,
this correspondence does not hold true any more for KerrE Exploiting, however, that for w = 0 the spin
weighted spheroidal harmonics agree with the spin weighted spherical harmonics, we can still obtain ,
see Proposition [7.5]

In an analogous way as for the spherically symmetric wave equation (see ([1.25)) we can now express
in terms of the fundamental solutions Bey+ .1, Beggt y DOrmalised at the Cauchy horizons and the

transmission and reflection coefficients and prove energy estimates which allow us to pass to the limit r — 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 1) obtained by
the above extension procedure as a superposition of a solution 7, the initial data of which is supported on Hf UM only in
a compact neighbourhood of S?, and another solution 2 that vanishes on "Hl'*' including at Sg (and agrees with 1 on H for
late affine times). One can now run the desired argument for 2 to obtain the singularity at the Cauchy horizon and then use
standard energy estimates for 11 to see that 11 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;} mentioned earlier. The reader can see directly from that the transversal derivative 0r1; of the solution 7, whose
trace on H; vanishes for late affine times, will in general grow exponentially along H;" — 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 for the definition of v_. It can be thought of as the analogue of u in Reissner-Nordstrom.
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 vy to obtain that

1 S —iw
w|c7.[l+ (v4,0,04) = E fR Z [D%H;f,mxw)aﬂ;f,ml(w) + ‘Iﬂj,ml(w)a}[j,ml(W)] Yn[ﬂ] (0, pr;w)e " dw .

m,l

:“"E*) (w)

ml

As before, and using %nyol(()) = 0 in the case mo = 0, we deduce that oF° (M) (w) ¢ L2((—¢,¢)) for

ml
any € > 0. When converting this into the statement

[ 120l 0202 02 volgado, = <o (1.32)
R Js? '

we again have to address the complication that v-weights do not exactly correspond to w-derivatives. This is
done by proving bounds on af,Y}j‘l](e, Y4;w), see Propositions and [5.22} As for the spherically symmetric
model we prove energy estimates in Section to show that the infinitude of the integral in is due
to the behaviour of v 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 — 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 w-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 — r4 and the determination of the Fourier coefficients in terms of the characteristic initial data. And finally
in Section [§] 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 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 < g means that there exists a constant C' > 0 such that |f(z)| < C - g(z) holds for all points = for which
both functions are defined. If we say ‘f < 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 > 0 such that |f| < C - g holds on A. Similarly, ‘f < ¢ for
x — xo’ means that there exists a neighbourhood A of x¢ such that f < g on A . Here, zg may also be co.
The notations ‘f < g asx — xy’ and ‘f = O(g) as * — xo’ have the same meaning@ Finally, if both f and
g are non-negative, then the notation f ~ g stands for ‘f < g and g < f’, i.e., there exists a constant C' > 0
such that %f < g < C-g. Again, we may specify a region or a limit in which f ~ ¢ is supposed to hold.

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

We consider the standard (¢,7,6,¢) coordinates on the smooth manifold M = R x (r_,r,) x S?, where
r—=M-—+vM?—a? r. =M++/M?—a? and 0 < |a| < M 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

2
9= gut dt* + gup (At @ dp + dp @ ) + T dr? + p? d6? + g, (2.1)

where oM

p® =1r*+a*cos?0 , g =—1+ 2T7

p
2Mrasin? 6
A =7r>—2Mr+a®, Gio =~
2Mra?sin® @
Jpop = [r2 +a%+ 7p2 ]sin2 0.

Note that 7_ < r, are the roots of A. We also compute det g = —p*sin? 6 for later convenience. We fix a time

orientation on the Lorentzian manifold (M, g) by stipulating that —0, is future directed. The time oriented
Lorentzian manifold (M, g) is called the interior of a sub-extremal Kerr black hole and the coordinates
(t,r,0,p) are called Boyer—Lindquist coordinates. Moreover, let us fix an orientation by stipulating that the
Lorentzian volume form vol = p?sin 6 dt A dr A df A dyp is positive. A longer computation yields that (M, g)
is a solution to the vacuum Einstein equations Ric(g) = 0.

1

For later reference we note that the inverse metric ¢g=' in the Boyer—Lindquist coordinates (t,p,r,0) is

given by

g gt

A s“iorip2 0 A s;rfz 0 0 0

Jte ___9tt 0 O

-1 _ Asin? 0 A sin? 0 2.9
9 A (2.2)
0 0 vl 0
0 0 0 %
p

22The reason we use both notations is that we find it convenient to use the @ notation within equations: an equation of the
form f =t¢-O(g)+h has to be read as ‘f = t-u+h with u = O(g)’. 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 7*(r) be a function on (r_, r ) satisfying % = Tzzaz

and 7(r) a function on (r_,r,) satisfying 9= = &. We now define the following functions on M:

vy i=t+r* Yy :=p+T mod 2w,
v =% —t p_=@p—T mod 27 .

It is easy to check that (vy, 4,7, 0) and (v—,p_, 7, 0) are coordinate systems for M. The metric g in these

coordinates takes the following form:

g = gu dvi + Gie (dv+ ®dpt +dps ® dv+) + 9o dgoi + (dv+ Qdr+dr® dv+)
—asin® 0 (dr ® do, + dpy @dr) + p* do?

= gy dv? — Gty (dv, Rdp_ +dp_® dv,) + Gop d<,02, + (dv, ®dr +dr® dv,)
+ asin®6 (dr Rdp_ +dp_ ®dT) + p?db? .

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

for all positive values of r. We now set
r+ — 7';

"= 307+ a?)

and define the Kruskal-like coordinate functions

T pR4U+
Viii=e

‘/7: = el V-
at
D, = p—
e T 2 + a?

The Kruskal-like coordinates (V;*,V,7,6,®,,) map M onto (0,00) x (0,00) x S*. It can be shown (see [53],
Chapter 3.5) that the Kerr metric extends, under this mapping, regularly to the manifold [0, 00) x
[0,00) x S?. We call the null hypersurface {0} x [0,00) x S* =: H the (left) event horizon and the null
hypersurface [0, 00) x {0} x S* =: H," the (right) event horizon. The sphere {0} x {0} x S* = H} " H, =: S}
is called the (bottom) bifurcation sphere.

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

Vo= —efi-vr
Vri = _6K7U,
at
D, =
R >

The Kruskal-like coordinates (V,*,V,~,0,®,_) map M onto (—o0,0) x (—00,0) x S? and in the same way it
can be shown that the Kerr metric extends in these coordinates regularly to (—o0,0] x (—c0,0] x S2. We
call the null hypersurface {0} x (—o0,0] x S? =: CH," the (right) Cauchy horizon and the null hypersurface
(—0,0] x {0} x S* =: CH;" the (left) Cauchy horizon. The sphere {0} x {0} x §? = CH. " CH;} =: S; is
called the (top) bifurcation sphere.

Using the two Kruskal-like coordinate systems we define the manifold with corners M := M u 'Hl+ V)
HE o C’Hl+ UCH,", which is depicted in a Penrose-style diagra in Figure @ Figure [7|shows the behaviour
and range of the functions ¢,r,v_, and v;. We also define the manifolds with corners M := M U H;" U H}
and M := M UCH UCH,.

23To be more precise, depicted is a slice of constant 0 < § < 7 and each point represents an S*.
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f+ = const
—o0
f_ =
t = const +o
U+
rT=T4
—0
Figure 6: The interior of sub-extremal Kerr Figure 7: The coordinate functions ¢,r,v_, and vy

We also note that the coordinates {v, ., 7,0} cover M U (H;7\S?) U (CH,\S?). For later reference we
express the Boyer-Lindquist coordinate vector fields (on the left) in terms of the {v;, 4,7, 0} coordinate
vector fields (on the right):

0 r? + g2 a 0

ok = A Ou TR0 O priaidl 23
2 _, 7 5 '
dp o0

We also note that the volume form in {v,, ¢, r, 0}-coordinates is given by vol = p?sinfdv, Adr Adf A dp..
Similarly we express the Boyer-Lindquist coordinate vector fields (on the left) in terms of the {v_, ¢_, r, 6}

coordinate vector fields (on the right):

0 r? +a? a 0

ol = A - T R%- T 3= o 20
i:a i=(3 |
op - 00 %

We also note that the volume form in {v_, ¢_,r, 0}-coordinates is given by vol = p?sinfdv_ A dr A df A dyp_.
Note that < dvy,dvy >=< dv_,dv_ >= %, thus showing that for a > 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
2 & 29 A 2 2 2
<At dft = dfdf = 0 A AT T (2.5)
p p p

which shows that the level sets of fT and f~ are spacelike hypersurfaces, cf. Figure Moreover, it is
immediate that the level sets of r are spacelike hypersurfaces.

2.1.1 Relation of ®,, and ¢ on H,” — and similarly for ®,,,¢_ on H;

We define wy := =2 and set
- riJra

a

*
,
3 + a?

Gi(r) i=wer® —T = -7

This defines smooth functions for r € (r_,r;). Moreover, ¢, extends smoothly to r. and ¢_ extends

smoothly to r_: for ¢ this follows from
KPS P Y ()
ar a2 dr dr 12 +a2 A A A\r2 +a? ’
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where the right hand side clearly extends smoothly to r = .. We denote lim,_,, ¢, (r) =: ¢4 (r4). Similarly
for ¢_ and we denote lim,_,,._ ¢_(r) =: ¢_(r_).

We will also need to relate the angular functions ®,, and ¢ (¢—) on the right (left) event horizon, where

T+
they are both defined. For r € (r_,r,) we have
at
B, = s
+ =¥ 2+ a?

a
=pr— 5 —5V++
P+ =) +a2U+ ¢+(r)

=p_+ - —¢i(r) .

r2 + a?
On H; we thus have

Pr, =y —wivy + P4 (r4)
while on ;" we have

P, = Fwivo —oi(ry) .

2.1.2 Estimates for r* near r = r4

. ¥ r24a? r2 +a? . .
We write ddT = (T_m;’(r_r_) = (T,_r:)(”_r_) + fi(r) with a function fi : (r_,r;) — R that extends
regularly to r. Integration gives
" 1
r*(r) = —log(ry —r) + Fy(r) (2.6)

2K/+

with a function Fy : (r_,r;) — R that extends regularly to ro. Recalling r* = (v4 + v_) we obtain

VIV =efretv-) o (ry — r)e2rr () — O(ry —r). (2.7)

ry Vry
Similarly, we obtain

r*(r) = 2,%% log(r —r_) + F_(r) (2.8)

with a function F_ : (r_,r,) — R that extends regularly to r_.

2.2 The principal null frame

For convenience we introduce the abbreviations 8 = sin # and € = cos . Moreover, using the Boyer—Lindquist

coordinates, we define
V = (r* +a*)0; + ad, and W =0, +a8?0; .

A principal null frame is then given by

1 A 1
€1 = 709 5 ég = 7@ — *2V 5
p p p
w 1 1
= —=—(0 §%0 ey = —0p — =V .
€ W pS( o +a8°0;) , é4 A
The vector fields é3 and é4 are null and future directed and satisfy (és,é4) = —2. Let us denote the

distribution spanned by é; and é4 by II and the distribution orthogonal to II by II*. The vector fields e;

and ey are not defined on the axis, but where defined they form an orthonormal basis for II*.

20



Note that in (v_,r, 6, p_)-coordinates we hav@
A 0‘ 2 0

by = — — \% d ey = ——
€3 p2 or p2 an €4 ol s
while in (vy, 7,6, ¢ )-coordinates we have
A 0 ‘ and . 0 ‘ 2
€3 = —— n by =——| ——
8T p2orly * orly A

Hence, the null vectors é3 and é4 are regular at the left event horizon ’Hl+ and at the right Cauchy horizon
CH.F, but not at the right event horizon H; and at the left Cauchy horizon CH; . There, the vector fields

1 . A
e3 = —— €3 and eq = —Aéy

A

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

Rl = A2 (R(0,0)0,) = da(V, Vo, 00 = V2, V2,0,

= 0, — d,I%, + ! I — W %

Kp™ Vo Ko™~ vp

where z# denotes a local coordinate system.
We now make contact with and follow [67] by setting

1 1

l=—é4, n=—§é3, ma=\—@-HTpCOSe(el+i-eg). (2.9)
With respect to this complex principal null frame we havﬂ
Uy = R(l,mq,l,ms) =0
Uy = R(l,n,l,m,) =0
Uy = R(l,mg, Mg, n) = — M (2.10)

(r —iacosf)?
U3 = R(l,n,Mg,n) =0

Uy = R(n,mg,n,mg) =0.

Let now g(s), s € [0,), be a smooth family of Lorentzian metrics defined on M U H;" U H," satisfying
the vacuum Einstein equations Ric(g(s)) = 0 and such that g(0) is the metric of sub-extremal Kerr.
Moreover, let I(s), n(s), mq(s), Mqa(s) be a complex frame field (not necessarily null) such that for s = 0
they agree with and define ¥, (s) in analogy with for all s. It now follows from that

. d v/ d
Wo(0) = | (R(9(5)) (Us)ma(s), Us)ma(s)) ) £ (5| _ R(9(5))) (10), ma(0), 1(0),ma(0)) |
dsls=0 dsls=0
24In the following |+ indicates a partial derivative in the (v+,r, 6, p+) coordinate system.
25See [67] or [7], taking into account that they consider Lorentzian metrics of signature (+,—,—, —), i.e., R(—g)uvps =
—R(9)pvpo-
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ie., \ilo(()) is in fact independent of the continuation of the complex principal null frame (2.9) for s > 0.
Moreover, because ¥y is a vanishing scalar, \110(0) is also gauge invariant. The same observations hold for
\1/4(0). In [67], Teukolsky derived the following equation, now called the Teukolsky equation,

A 4Mar A a? 1 A
2 s 2 2 2
— a”sin 9] Ophs — ———0:0,1s [ i 0]@,1@

. 1 .
—s s+1 .
+ AT (AT, + —p(sin 00ih) + 25[

_[(r -G-Aa )

alr— M) icosf7, -+
2.11
A * sinQ@]awwS (211)

[M(rz—a 2cos? 0

+ 2s A 2)—r—iacos€)]&t1[)s—[ssin29 —s]ifzs:O,

which is satisfied for s = +2 by 1y = ¥o(0) and for s = —2 by ¢_5 = (1 — iacos0)* - ¥, (0).

2.3.2 The Teukolsky equation for a regular field near H;}

We recall that [ = —é4 blows up at the right event horizon H;" and that Al = e4 is regular at H;". Hence,
the curvature component a = R(eq, mq, €4, mq) = A2y is regular at H;' (and vanishes at H;") and for its
linearisation & we obtain & = AQ\ilo. This motivates to set g := AWA}S. It now follows that if 77[}3 satisfies

(2.11)), then 14 satisfies
(r? + a?)?

A

7 1 ) a(r—M)
S s+1
£ ATUO(AT 0, + —a(sin 00pts,) + 25[ ——

. 4Mar a? 1
— a?sin? 0](3’?@/15 — A 010, — [Z - —

Tihs i=— | — 5|30

icosf

O, 2.12
si 29] oV ( )
[M(r2 —a 2cos? 0

2) _ s
+ 25 A —r—zacos@]&tws—[ +s]ws—45(r—M)8rws:O,

sin® 6
where we have used

A% AT (A 00)) = A0, (A1 0,0h,) — ds(r — M)yaps — 250 .

In particular, the quantity we are most interested in, & = 1o, satisfies (2.12)) for s = +2.

Using the definition of the wave operator
1
= ———0,(g""\/—det g0, 0) ,
we can rewrite (2.12)) as

1 2s 2s ra(r— M) . cosf

p727—[s]'(/)s = \:\gws - ﬁ(r - M)aﬂﬂs + F( A + ZSiIl2 o)atpl/)s (2 13)
2s ( M(r? — a?) ) 1 ,cos% 0 ’
?(T —r— zacosﬁ)ﬁtws — ?(s + s sin26)w8 =0.

2.3.3 Spin s-weighted functions on S?

In the following we will exhibit the appropriate function space on which the Teukolsky equation is
defined — and in particular which function spaces ¢ and ¥ (0) belong to (it is immediate from their definition
that they are not regular at @ = 0,7). We begin by discussing spin s-weighted functions on the 2-sphere
which arise by expressing tensors on S? with respect to a (necessarily) non-global frame field. We consider
the standard (6, ) coordinate system on S? in which the round metric takes the form gs» = df? + sin® § dp?
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1

and choose as an orthonormal frame field E1 = 0y and Ey =

0Oy, which are defined away from the north
pole at {# = 0} and the south pole at {# = 7}. We combine this frame field into a single complex vector

1 1
m = 7(69 + @899) .

Consider now the space I'®(S?T*S?) of all smooth symmetric 2-covariant tensor fields on S? and define a
map
L : TP(S?T*S?) — C*(S*\{0 = 0,7}) n L7(S?) (2.14)

by tm(a) = a(m,m).
Definition 2.15. The space of smooth spin 2-weighted functions on S? is defined as
J5(S?) 1= 1 (TF(S?T*S?)) < CF(SP\{0 = 0,7}) n L7(S?)

Remark 2.16. For a € S?2T*S? we compute

1 1

1 1 1
a(m,m) = - (agg + —— gy + ——Qpp — e} = -lagg — ——-« + —«
(m,m) 9 ( 07 o " smne " gnZe w’) 9 ( 96~ 2o WJ) sing 0¥

where we have used the symmetry of . It follows that gs2(m, m) = 0 and thus the kernel of i, contains
gs2 - C*(S?). We now show that the kernel of iy, equals gs> - C®(S?). We note that T*(S*T*$%)/g ,.c* (s?) ~
[°(SZT*S?), where T°(S%T*S?) denotes the space of all smooth symmetric and trace-free 2-covariant tensor
fields on S*. For ov € T(SET*S?) we have agg + 5250, = 0 and thus

)
a(m,m) = agg + e

which shows that a(m, m) characterises a uniquely. This shows that Lm‘Fm(SffT*SZ) : TO(SET*S?) — Jfg] (S?)

is an isomorphism[™|

We also remark that the space of smooth spin —2-weighted functions is defined as the image of T (S?T*S?)
under ¢ in C*(S?\{ = 0, 7}), where m is the complex conjugate of m. Although not needed in this paper,
we also briefly remark that smooth spin (£1)-weighted functions are defined as the images (under ¢, and
t7) 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 S?. We define

- 1 0
Z1 = —sing 0y + cos p(—is o8

J¢)

sinf sinf ¢

- . o1 cos 6 (2.17)
Zy = —cosp Oy — smcp(fzs@ g )

Z3 =0, .
These first order differential operators satisfy [Zl7 Zg] = s, [Zg, 23] =7, and [237 Zl] = 75.

Proposition 2.18. f e C*(S?\{0 = 0,7}) lies in I (S?) if, and only if, €5 (Z,)" (Zo)*2(Zs)*s f extends

continuously to the north pole = 0 and e~ (Z,)" (Zy)*2(Zs)*s f extends continuously to the south pole
0 =m for all 0 < k1 + ko + k3 < 0, k; € Ny.

26Indeed, one could have defined the space J%,(S?) as the image of ['®(SZT*S?) under t. However, for the proof of
Proposition we will need that a(m,m) € Jfg] (S?) even if « is not trace-free.
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Before we give the proof we recall that the vector fields

0
7y = —sinp dyg — coscpc,i Oy
sin 0
0
Zy = —cosp 0y + sin @ﬂ Oy (2.19)
sin 0

Z3 = 0y
are smooth on S?, span T'S? at each point of S?, and satisfy [Z1, Z2] = Z3, [Z2, Z3] = Z1, and [Z3, Z1] = Zo.

Proof. We observe that

V2e"m = (cos 0 — SS‘iiIlT(g&w) +i(sinp g + %@,)
=p{g+%§ﬁ%9fu%ymezrlgghmefu%)
is continuous at the north pole 8 = 0 and, similarly,
V2e™%m = (cos p 0y + % Op) + i((:i)%@, —sin ¢ dp)
= (=Zy + Ziiz[cosﬁ +1]Z3) + i(Z1 + (;?Sg[cosﬁ +1]Z3)

is continuous at the south pole §# = w. Moreover, we compute

Com =28
sin 0
Lgym = —it .
sin 0
£Z3m =0.
For s = +2 and a € I'°(S?T*S?) we now compute
(Lz,a)(m,m) = Lz,(a(m,m)) — 20(L z,m, m) = Zi (a(m, m)) . (2.20)
Iteratively, we obtain
((Lz)" (Lz0)™ (Lze) ™) (m,m) = (21)" (Z2)"(Z3)" (a(m, m)) (2.21)

for 0 < ky + ko + k3 < 0.
Given now f = a(m,m) € Jfg](SQ), it follows from (2.21) together with the above observations that

eizso(Zl)kl (22)k2(23)k3f _ 62@((521)’“ (ﬁzz)kz (Ezg)kga) (m,m)
= ((‘Czl )kl ('622 )kz ('CZg)kS Ol) (eicpﬂ% 6iipm)

extends continuously to the north pole. The analogous computation shows the claim for the south pole.
Vice versa, let f € C®(S?\{# = 0,7}) satisfy the continuity properties stated in the proposition. By
Remark a(m, m) := f defines a smooth symmetric and trace-free two-covariant tensor field (over R) on
S2\{# = 0,7}). It now follows as before from 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. O

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 H[";] (S?) is defined by
H{(S?) i= {f € L*(S*) | (Z1)*(Z2)*(Z3)™ f € L*(S?) for all 0 < ky + ko + ks <m , k; € No} .
We denote with S the (closed) northern hemisphere of S? and with S? the (closed) southern hemisphere.
Lemma 2.23. If f € Hfs](SQ), then "¢ f € HI(S%) and e~ % f € HI(S%) for j = 1,2.

Proof. We compute

Z1(e*59 f) = etise (Zlf +isn? (1 F cosb) f)
sin 0
=ax
ZQ(eiisgof) — ptise (ng _ Z.SSI.H(,GO(1 T cosf) f) (2.24)
sin
=:b;

Z3(etis9 f) = etise (ng +isf) .

Let us now restrict to the upper sign and to the northern hemisphere. It then follows that a_(6,¢) =
iscosp-O(#) € C*1(S%), and similarly b_ € C**(S2). Thus all the terms in (2.24) are in L?(S?). Moreover,
it now follows easily that Z;(Z;(e**? f)) € L?(S2) for all i, j € {1,2,3}. For example we have

Zo(Z1(e7f)) = Z2(e"CZ1 f) + Zola_ - €9 f)
= ¢l (ZQ(Zlf) + a_Zlf> +(Zaa_) - e f +a_Zy(e¢f) .
Similarly for the lower sign and the southern hemisphere. O

Proposition 2.25. We have I, (S?) = No<meoo H[Y (S?)

Proof. The inclusion “c” follows directly from Proposition For the reverse inclusion let f € (), <meoo Hi

and note that for 0 < k; + ko + k3 we have (Z,)¥1(Zy)"(Zs)Fs f € H[Qs] (S?). Tt now follows from Lemma [2.23

together with the standard Sobolev embedding that €% (Z;)*1 (Z)*2(Z3)¥s f is continuous at the north pole

0 = 0 while "% (Z,)" (Zy)¥>(Zs)*s f is continuous at the south pole § = . The conclusion now follows

again from Proposition [2.18 O

Let us denote the standard volume form on S? by volg: = sin#df A dp. We now derive an integration by

parts formula for spin weighted functions.

Proposition 2.26. For f, h e Jf; (S?) and i€ {1,2,3} we have

J Zif - hvolg: = —J‘ f~ﬂvolgz .

S2 s2

Proof. We give the proof for s = +2, but the other cases are analogous. We begin by noticing that
m@m=F QF + FEy® FEy —i(El ® FEo —E2®E1) = gs2 — i€, (2.27)

where ¢ = volg2 e T°(A2T*S?) is the raised volume form. Note that m ® m is a smooth tensor on S2. In

particular, since the vector fields Z; are Killing vector fields, we obtain

Lz, (m@m) =0. (2.28)
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Let now «, 8 € T°(S2T*S?) with a(m,m) = f and 8(m,m) = h. Using (2.20), , and the smoothness

of m ® m we compute

f Zif - hvolg = J Z; (a(m, m))ﬁ(m,m) volge
S2

S2

_ f L2.)(m,m) - B, ) volgs

(
= J - (Lz,B8)(m, m) volgz
f ihvolg2 .

O
Remark 2.29. Note that the smoothness of m @ m implies that if f,h € Jﬁ](SZ), then fh e C®(S?). The
above can now also be derived from observing Z;(fh) = (Z;f)h + fZ;h = (Zf)ﬁ + fﬂ
2.3.4 The spin s-weighted Laplacian

o []
The spin s-weighted Laplacian A~ on S? is defined for f € IG5 (S?) in standard (6, ¢) coordinates b

. 1 0 29
Apgf = gp00(smbapf) + - 29 G + 2si— iea F—( 22?;’29 —9)f. (2.30)
‘We note that )
(Apg — 5= = (Z1)* + (Z2)* + (Z3)*) f , (2.31)

such that it follows easily from Proposition that (2.30) is a smooth operator on Jfg‘] (S?).

It follows directly from Proposition [2.26{and (2.31) that for f € J (S?) we have

o 3 ~ —
— A[s]f~fvolgz:—f (223f+(s+s2)f)-fvolgz
52 $2 i1
(2.32)

3
= J Z |sz|2 VOlgz — J (S + 82)|f‘2 VOISZ .
S2 i=1 S2

Note that for s = 0 the right hand side of (2.32) is equal to {s, (|0of|> + 2510, f|?) volgz, which gives
non- degenerate control of the d, derivative towards the north and south pole of S2. For s # 0, however,
51n9 O, f has in general a pole in 6 at 6 = 0,7 and thus, in particular, is not square integrable on S2. The
next lemma gives the appropriate generalisation, which is needed in Sections [.2] and [4:3]

Lemma 2.33. For f € 3‘[‘2](82) we have

dof € L*(S?) 250
2.3

! e(is cosf + 0,)f € L*(S?)

and the following holds:

3
DZifP = 10af 1 +
=1

27This differs from the spin s-weighted Laplacian in [I5] by an overall minus sign.

|lscosﬁ f+ 0,117+ 82| f]. (2.35)
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Proof. In order to prove (2.34)) we note that by Proposition we have

—sin<p~21f—cos<p~22fzangLoo(SQ)

~ ~ 1
sing - Zsf —cosp-Z1f = sinﬁ(is +cosf-0,)f € L°(S?) . (2.36)

Multiplying (2.36] 9 sin? 6 - 0, f, which is clearly also bounded on S?, we obtain the
second claim in . The proof of (| is a direct computation:

3
N2l 1P = 1001 + -
1=1

= |0 fI® + ™ |zscos€ f+cos? O, f|* + lisf + cos@ - O, f|?

|isf+cos6’~&pf\2 + |&pf|2

cos 9

|51n 0-0,f)° + |sm9 0o fI?

= |0 fI® + |zscos€ f—i—("@f\Q - 929%((156059 f+cos®0-0,f)(sin’0 - 0, f))

+ |zsf+cos€-@<pf\2 + cos® 0|0, f?

1
= |00 f|* + 20|iscos9-f+&pf\2+52\f|2.
O
Lemma 2.37. For f € T[’g](SQ) we have
o < 3 ~ ~
A = 2 \Z;Z: f)? — 2(s + 52 Z|Zf|2 + (s + 22 f1?,
where = denotes equality after integration over the sphere.
Proof. Using Proposition [2.26] we compute
° e 3 ~ 3 . 3
A fA f = (Z fo+(s+32)f) ( D22+ (s+82)f ) Z Z2fZ2f+(s+s VIfI2—2(s+s2 Z
i=1 j=1 ij=1 i=1
Moreover, using the commutation relations [Z, 2]] = eij,jk, we further compute
3 ~ ~_ ~ ~ ~
2 BB = = ) LILZf
=1 R |
3 ~ ~ o~ ~ 3 ~ ~ ~
=— Z S22, 25 f — Z eijkZif Zi 2 f
i,j=1 0,4, k=1
3 ~ o~ ~ ~ 3 ~ ~ ~
= 3 ZiZ:fZ.2;f — ), einZif ZuZ,f
et =1 ijk=1
3 ~ o~
= > 1Z;Zif| Z eisiliZif Znf — 2 einZif ZnZ;f
1,j=1 1,5,k=1 i,5,k=1
3 ~ ~ 3 ~ ~ ~ o~ ~
= Z \Z; Z; f|* — Z cijk(Zif(ZjZf + ZyZi f)) .
et =1 i k=1
=0
O
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2.3.5 The Teukolsky equation in Boyer-Lindquist coordinates

Using (2.30) and A=%0,(AT10,4h) = 2(r — M)(s + 1)0,1bs + Ad%9ps we can rewrite the Teukolsky equation

r2 + a?)? . 4Mar a?
7-[5]'1/15 = [g — a”sin® 9](9?’1/15 — 0 AP,IZ)S - Zaid]s

A A
+ A%, + 2(r — M)(1 — 8)0p1bs + 25%@,% (2.38)
2 2 .
+ 25[% — 7 — 4a cos 6’]@1/15 + A[S]dzs — 281, =0.

2.3.6 The Teukolsky equation in {v;,p,,r 60} coordinates

Using (2.3) we rewrite (2.38) in terms of {vi,p4,r,0} coordinates, which are regular at the right event
horizon H;", to obtain

Tis¥s :=a”sin® § 0> Vs +2a 0y, 0p, Y5 + 2(r2 + a?) O, Orhs
+2a0,, Orths + A e + 2(r(1 — 25) — isa cos 9) Ov, Vs (2.39)

+2(r — M)(1— 8) @ty + Rpagihs — 2505, = 0.

2.3.7 The Teukolsky equation in {v_,p_,r 0} coordinates

We express the Teukolsky equation (2.11)) for ¢, (which is regular at H;") in terms of {v_, ¢_, 7, 8} coordinates
(which are also regular at #;"), using (2.4), to obtain

7'[3]1/35 ==a?sin?0 02 ), —2a0,_ Op_ Vs + 2% + a2) 8,_0p1bs
—2a0,_ Ophs + A 2ihy + 2(r(1 + 25) + isa cos 9) Ou_ s (2.40)

+ 2(T - M)(l + S) ar'(/;s + A[s]qﬁs =0.
2.3.8 Spin weighted functions on spacetime

We consider M and observe that the vector field m = 7(6’9 + Slfl 70,), given in Boyer Lindquist coordinates,
extends smoothly to M\{f = 0,7} by virtue of 0, = 0o, = ds, . We consider the space I'°(S%(T*M))
of all smooth and symmetric sections of T*M QT M nd the map i, which acts on an element o of

[*(S2(T*M)) by tma = a(m,m).

Definition 2.41. The space 5[2] (M) of smooth spin 2-weighted functions on M is defined as the image of
[®(S2(T* M)) under i, i.e.

5M) 1= 0 (T2 (SA(T*M))) € C*(M\{0 = 0,7},C) .

Remark 2.42. 1. As before, the space of smooth spin —2-weighted functions is defined as the image of
I'°(S2(T* M)) under 1 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 C°(M,C). 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 § (with respect to
the oriented frame field {0y, ﬁ@w}) while for smooth spin 2-weighted functions it corresponds to a
concatenation of the symmetric two covector field with a rotation of 7.
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Let us define the distribution D < T/M which is annihilated by {dV,,dV,,dV,,dV,” } (where defined).
Its integral manifolds in the interior of M are exactly the Boyer-Lindquist spheres of constant ¢ 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 € M with the property that the integral manifolds of D restricted to

A are complete spheres, we define the spin weighted spaces jﬁ] (A) analogously. For example we will

choose A = M later.

2. We define an auziliary round metric Jeo ON the integral manifolds of D by the symmetric part of mQm,
cf. 2-27). The kernel of the map iy, : T (S*(T*M)) — C*(M\{6 = 0,7},C) is the span of all those
symmetric two-tensor fields that, when restricted to D, vanish or are proportional to Jeo- Thus, the
space Jfg] (M) of smooth spin 2-weighted functions on M is isomorphic to the space I® (5’2(D* — M)),
the space of all smooth, symmetric, and trace-free (with respect to gS2) sections of D* @ D* — M.

3. Given the above, a convenient realisation of the space J([’S] (M) is as all those elements in T®(S%(T*M))
that

e vanish if 0.+ is inserted in one of the slots
T+

e vanish if 0, s inserted in one of the slots
"

o are trace-free with respect to [/

We will call such an element a symmetric and trace-free S? 2-covariant tensor field. On this subset of
I'°(S2(T*M)), L is an isomorphism.

As before we can characterise the spin weighted functions on M among the elements of C®(M\{f =

0,7},C). We do this in regions on which we have global coordinate charts. For example on M we introduce

the first order differential operators Zi,r ., 4 =1,2,3, which are defined as in (2.17) but with respect to the
{V;F,V,=,0,®, } coordinate system, i.e., we replace ¢ in (2.17) by ®,, . We obtain

reo Vo
Proposition 2.44. f e C*(M\{ = 0,7}),C) lies in I (M) if, and only if,
ei“}” (av,tr)ll(av,; )l2 (Zl,r+)k1(22,r+)k2 (23,r+)k3f
extends continuously to M\{0 = 7} and
e (0 ) Oy V2 (21 ) (Za ) (2 S
extends continuously to M\{0 = 0}) for all l1,1s, k1, ka, ks € No.

Proof. This is the same as the proof of Proposition [2.18| noticing that we have 0, = 6¢T+, Eaer m = 0,
T+

Eav_ m = 0, and also the last point in Remark 2.43} O

Ty

Similarly we choose {V;*,V,~,6,®,_} coordinates on M and define the operators Z;,_, i = 1,2,3, by
replacing ¢ in by ®,._. We obtain an analogous characterisation of elements in Jfg] (M). Taken together,
this gives a characterisation of elements in Jif, (M) among those of C*(M\{0 = 0,7}),C).

We will also need to define the operators Z; 4, i = 1,2,3, with respect to the {v},p4,r, 8} coordinate
system, i.e., we replace ¢ in by ¢4. Similarly we define the operators Z-,,, 1 =1,2,3, with respect
to the {v_,¢_,r 0} coordinate system. We obtain analogous characterisations to Proposition in the
regions covered by each of these coordinate systems.

It now follows from (which obviously holds for any of the sets of Z defined), the second part of
Remark and Proposition that the Teukolsky operator 7}, defined in , is a smooth operator
on Ji5, (MU (H,\SE) U (CH;\S?)). Similalry, the Teukolsky operator ’7'5], defined in (2.40), is a smooth
operator on J7, (MU (H\SF) U (CHINSE)).
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2.3.9 The spin weighted Carter operator
Definition 2.45. We define the spin s-weighted Carter operator Qg by
Qs - = a? sin® 0 612)+ — 2isacost0,, + Z&[S]
= a’sin® 6 657 + 2isacosf 0, + 40&[5]

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 [T, Q] = 0 = [T[s1, Qps1l-

2.3.10 The regularity of & 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. e velf (M).

. mw € Jfg] (M). Note that this implies, using [2.7), that ¢ := e J‘[’g] (MU (H\SD)).

o 1) satisfies Ty = 0 in MU (H;\S;). Note that this implies that ¥ satisfies 7'[2]1ﬁ =0 in MU (H\SP).

We have dropped here the subscript 2 from 1 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 d,.4) and 0%v, where the partial derivative
is with respect to the (vi,r,6,p4) coordinate system. By (A.1) and (2.7) we have 0, = %fl (7‘)6‘/5r +
f2(r)0s, , where fi(r) and fs(r) are functions which extend smoothly to r = ri. It now follows from
Assumption that ¢ decays at least like (V,*)? for V' — 0, 0,4 at least like V,*, and 74 does in
general not decay but is a regular smooth spin 2-weighted function on M.

We now show that &, as defined in Section and satisfies the above smoothness assumptions

2.4617]
Proposition 2.47. The quantity 1 := & from Section[2.3.3 satisfies the Assumptions[2.46

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

& = R(e4(0),mq(0),e4(0),ma(0)) =t B(mq(0),mqa(0))
where we have defined §, a smooth and symmetric tensor field on M. By (2.9) we have

1 /8(m+iasin08 m+iasin9
(r +iacosf)? N V2

By the second point in Remark it suffices to show that 8(m + %é’t, m + iaf/ige@t) € fl'fg] (M). By

definition of the spin weighted spaces we have S(m,m) € IG5 (M) and thus it remains to establish that
sinf - B(m, d;) € I (M) and sin?@ e I (M). Let us define the smooth one-form 7 := sin6 df on M. Then
Y®~ is a symmetric two-covector field with (y®~)(m, m) = 1 sin’ 0, which lies in Jfg] (M). Similarly, defining
the symmetric two-covector field v ® 8(-, d:) + S(+, 0:) ® v shows that sinf - (m, d;) € J‘fg] (M). This shows

V1+ e4 is a smooth vector

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

B(ma(0),ma(0)) =

d,) .

the first point. The second point follows analogously recalling from Section |A|that

28Recall that m, differs from m by a term proportional to ; — thus the claim that ¢ 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
along the event horizons:

Along the right event horizon H,": Assume that there exists a p € N such that S’}-L:Yr\{v+21} 0P |2 volge dvy =
+00. Let pp € N be the smallest integer such that this holds, i.e., we have

J;.ﬁ { }vipOW\QVOlgz dvy = 400 (3.1)
r{vg =1

Assume that py > 2. Moreover, we assume that there is mg € Z and N 3 [y > max{2, |mg|} such that
2
[ 10t st oy = 405 (32)
vy=1

where (5,4 ) s(my(v4) = §g2 ¥lpt (U+,9,<p+)Y7£;2](9,30+;0) volgz denotes the projection of 1|, + onto the

spin 2-weighted spherical harmonic YTEQ] (0, 94+;0), cf. Section We also assume that

Lﬁ { 1}vip°|av+¢|zvolgz dvy < +o0 (3.3)
r OV =

holds and that for some 2 < ¢, < 2pg, ¢ € R, we hav@

Gr| i1 iz iz Aj 2
J . 2 252, 258, 0), f|7 volse dvy < 00 (3.4)
0<iy +igt+iz+j<1 Y Hr n{v4=1}

with f e {02 0% 0%, d,, 0% 0b 0%, Qrq0%, 0b 0%, },0<a+b<2 ¢=0,1,2

V4 T4 U+ Puy Vg VT V4 T4 T

Along the left event horizon H;": Assume that
¢ is compactly supported on H USy, (3.5)

i.e., there exists a vg € R such that 1[) vanishes in 'Hl+ N {v_ = vo}. However, all our results remain true if we
replace ([3.5) by the much weaker

f . vq_L|Zf_Z§f_Z§?_6f)7f|2 volgz dv_ < +00 (3.6)
0<iy +ig+iz+j<1 ¥ H, n{v-=1}

with f e {0 85,76’,?1;, Oy_ 0% 85,75,?1;, Q[S]aiQfL 6&[}}, 0<a+b+c<2 abceNgand Ro¢q = 2po To
see that implies for f = 8,«1/;, we notice that the Teukolsky equation reduces in the region
H ~ {v_ = vy}, where ¢ vanishes, to (2(r? + a*)0,_ — Qa%_)@ﬂﬁ +2(r — M)(1 + 5)d,4) = 0. This shows
that 6,«1& decays exponentially along H,” — a manifestation of the red-shift effect. Further commutations with
0, 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[J. 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 < ¢, and thus also on the lower bound on 2 < pg.
The bound 2 < g, is used in Theoremm (via Corollary 7 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; at the level of (0,4 )24 while near ’Hl+ we close it at the level of ©. The higher
number of derivatives assumed on H; allows us to ease the presentation of the proof of Proposition in Step 6. However,
one can certainly improve on that.
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with (3.1)), (3.2), (3.3), , 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
the convention in this paper is that s = +2.

Theorem 3.7. Let v satisfy the Assumptions 13-1), (3.2), (3.3), (3.4), and (3.6). Let vo € R and

consider the spacelike hypersurface ¥ := {f~ = va} which is transversal to CH,". We then have
v2P|)? volgedvy = 0 . (3.8)
Sn{vy=1}

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 localised
to a neighbourhood of timelike infinity.

Theorem 3.9. Consider a patch of M given by M n {f— < vi} n{fy = vo} for some vi,v2 € R, see also
Figure on page . Let 1) € J‘Eg] (MoAf- <vi}n{fy = vo}) satisfy the Teukolsky equation Tz = 0 ancﬂ
13.1), (3.2), (3.3), and (3.4)) . Let vo < vy and consider the spacelike hypersurface ¥ := {f~ = vo} which is

transversal to CH,”. We then have

V2P 2 volgadvy = oo . (3.10)

Sn{vy=1}

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 po € N and my € Z and
N sy = max{2,|mg|} such that

O (U504 Yoty (@) ¢ L2 (—¢,€) for any £>0. (3.12)

Here (M)molo results from w|7—ti by taking the Fourier transform in vy and subsequent projection on
the mg, lg spin 2-weighted spheroidal harmonic, cf. Section . The physical space assumptions ,
, are only used to guarantee , see Proposition . In particular the above Theorems
remain true if , , are replaced by . Note that the assumption implies that

2po must be greater than q.

2. Having dropped the subscript s from 1, we introduce the notation
wm(v-H T, 9) <P+) = J ¢(U+a T, 9, <p/+) ) e—imapﬂr dtp/-&- : eimap+
Sl

for the projection on the m-th azimuthal mode, m € Z, and also .o := ¥ — 1bg. Note that if 1 solves
the Teukolsky equation then so does ¥,,. We can thus apply the above theorems also to the projections
U, individually to obtain statements which, through the ensuing m-dependent parameter pg, depend on

m.

3lwith the integration H;" n {v4 > 1} replaced by H} ~ {v} = vo}
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4

3. It was shown recently in [51] (see also [15], [50] and also [3]) that for slowly rotatmgfﬂ 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

100 Ymsolyr — Y. QuuaY (0, 0150)007 7 < 0TI TE
m=+1,+2

where € > 0 and Q2 € C is generically non-vanishing, and
j 2 —8—j —8—j—
|07, Yolyr — Qo2Ys (8, o5 007 N<om77e,

where again Qo2 € C is generically non-vanishing. For vy large enough we thus obtain for m = 1,42
generically [(Y];+)s(m2)| = cvy" with ¢ > 0 and for m = 0 generically |(¥]+)s(02)| = cvy® with ¢ > 0.
Hence for mg = 1,42 the assumptions made in this section are gemerically satisfied with lg = 2 and
po = 7 and for mg = 0 with lg = 2 and pg = 8. If we do not decompose into azimuthal modes the
assumptions are generically satisfied with pg =7, lg = 2 and mg € {—2,—1,1,2}. The parameter ¢, 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 vfrl, see also [J]. 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 [4).

. We rewrite (3.10) in terms of quantities that are regqular at CH : we first recall that ¢ = <=1 is the

linearisation of the curvature component with respect to the algebraically special frame that is reqular
at CH and that we have A% ~ ¢2r~(V++v-) ~ ¢25-v+ qlong ¥ for vy — o0, where we have used (2.8).

Moreover, we have V¥ = —e"="+ and thus log(—V,}) = k_vy and dvy = - %ﬁ dv.t. We thus find

V2P0 ))? ~ [log(—Vrf)]Qm(fVi)‘lW}\Q along % for vy — o and hence (3.10) is equivalent to

| [log(—V, ) (~V, Y212 volgsdV, = oo (3.13)
Sn{vy =1}

. As a side result we also prove

03" [Y)? volgzdvy < o0,
Z(‘\{U+ 21}
see (4.76]). Hence, the integral in (3.13|) with 2py replaced by q, is finite. Recall that we said that in
particular for compactly supported initial data g, can be chosen to be anything strictly less that 2pg — 1.

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 7 — 74, and to propagate the singularity backwards along CH.'.

320ne 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@ there exists an ryeq € (r—,r4) and a C > 0 such that

sup > f VI AR ZYZE Z3E 0] of 1P volge dv_
T’E[Tred’”]0<z’1+i2+i3+j+k<1{r=w}m{v >1)
(4.2)
+ > J v 223 286 0k fI? volge du_dr < C
0<iy +ig+iz+j+k<1

{rrecas<r<ri}n{v_=1}
holds for f € {02_0% 05,0, 02 0% 0%, Qa2 b s}, 0<a+b+c<2, a,bce N[

Here, and in the following propositions and corollaries throughout Section [} the constant C' depends in
particular on the initial data of the Teukolsky field on H;L and H.", on ¢; and ¢, 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_ > 1. We start from the following multi-

plier identity, where A, n, u > 0 are constants to be chosen:

0= me(%wﬁ 8 (= (1+AA)G, + (14 )\A)avf)$>
402 e ) = o e [ = 20% e Re(§01) 3
o
Here, for A > 0 suitably, the vector field —(1 + AA)d, + (1 + AA)0,_ is a choice of the redshift vector field of

Dafermos and Rodnianski, [I8], [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 (2.40f) 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.I] and
2. the real part of the terms
2(r(1 + 2s) + isa cos 0)d,_hv® (= (1+AA)O + (1 + )\A)ﬁv_)a
— 0% (14 AA)2(r — M)(1 + 8)[0,9] + 0% (1 + AA)2(r — M)(1 + 8)0,100,_0

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 0, A(ry) = 2(ry — M) > 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 A) 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@

33Note that away from r+ we have span{d;|y, v, ,0,, } = span{0r|_,0v_,0p_} = span{dr,d, 0, }. 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 1/; strong red-shift for the energy at ’H;r, strong blue-shift at CH';
for 1 blue-shift at H;, red-shift at C’H;r. This is the reason why the estimate for ¢ at H; 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 A.
The first of those terms in is negative. The second of those terms in which indeed appears again
from the fourth equation in can be controlled as follows:

200" A (8, A)Re(0,_$00_ )] < VNG, A) (%aﬁg,,w +a712a20, 9f?) (4.4)

Note that |a| < M < r, so that there exists 0 < o < 1 close to 1 such that r2 + a® > 2a~'a?. Hence, (4.4)
can be estimated uniformly in A by the last wavily underlined term in and the one in[B.2] In summary,

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

— 0% f(r, A)( Z|Z P2+ 100 ) + [0:0?) (4.5)

where f(r;,\) > 0 is independent of A. All the other bulk terms which are quadratic in derivatives of 1@ can
now be controlled in absolute value by —% X by choosing first A > 0 big enough and then restricting
to 7 € [Fred, T+ ], V— = v with req < 74 close enough to 74 and vy > 1 large enoughﬁ

Step 3: Estimating boundary terms.

We gather all the total derivatives appearing on the right hand side of . They are 0,_ (A(v_, T, LZAJ, (?1[)))
and 0, (B(v,,r,z/;, 61/;)) with

A(v_, 7,1, 00) = —a®sin? v (1 + AA)Re(d,,_ 1/3;1[)) + 2av? (1 + AA)%Q(&WJEM) — 0% (14 AA)(r? + a?)|0,4))?
; (1 + AA)a®sin® 0|0, )? — 1 q’(l + A A0 + 111‘”(1 +AA)) (s + s2)[0]?

1 1 2
-2 (1+24) 2 |\ Z;, 1|

and
B(v_, 7,4, 0) = %az sin? Qv? (1 4+ AA)|0,_ 1] — 2av® (1 + ANA)Re(8,_ 10, 1) — %vm + AN A0,
— (14 AA) (s + s7)|9* + %vqj(l +AA) Y| Zi ) + v (1 + AA)(r? + a®)[0,_9]?
+ 0% (14 AA)ARe (0,000, 1) + v pe™ |2
(4.6)

We begin by establishing coercivity of B for r close enough to ;. The second term in (4.6) can be absorbed
by the fifth and sixth term as follows

2afof (1 + AA) |25 00, 3] < (14 AA) (ol Zo, - +2a%a |0, d)

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

V(14 AD)A]092, ] <o (14 AA)|A| el + oMo, )

for 0 < o < 1, where we note that the additional |A| allows us to absorb the |&,_t|? term. Finally we choose
u > 0 as a function of » > 0 (to be determined later) such that u(n)e"+ = 2(s + s2). It thus follows that for

Tred < Ty close enough to r, we have

B(v_,r,4,0%) 2 v® (|A||0p0]* + [0u_]* + Z |Zi | + [Y]?) (4.7)

35We need to choose vg large enough to control the second term on the right hand side of the third multiplier expression
computed in This one is quadratic in 6T1[J, has a positive sign, but a sub-leading v_-weight.
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for r € [rred, T+]-
Next we establish the coercivity of B(v_,r, 0, (?1/;) — A(v_,m, 0, 61/3) We first compute

B(v_,r,1,00) — A(v_, 7,0, 0) = —2av® (1 + AA)Re(d,_1hdy_1h) — v (1 + AA) (s + s2)| 4|
+ 0T (1 4+ AA) Y1 Zi 9 + o™ (1 + AA)(r? + a?)[8,_1)|?

+ 0% (1 4+ AA)ARe(0,00,_1)h) + v~ % e ||

+ a?sin2 0v? (1 + AA)Re(0y_100,1) — 2a0% (1 + AA)Re(0p_100,1))
+ 0% (1 + AA)(r? + d?)]0,0)? .

In particular completing the square for the underlined term gives

B(v_,r,1,00) — A(v_, 7,1, 0) = —2av® (1 + AA)Re(,_1h(0y_ + 0r)1h) — 02 (1 + AA) (s + 52)])]?
+0® (14 AA) D1 Zi g + 0™ (1 + AA)ARe(8,150,_1))
! ) ) (49
+ ol pe™ 5| + 51}@(1 +AA) (2 + a® + §a2 sin?0)|(0,_ + 0,)|?
+ %Qﬂ_lu ALY + %(aQ + a2 cos20))|(0s. — DI .

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 = ry. Thus, with our choice of 1 from above we obtain

B(v_,r,,00) — A(v_,r,4,00) 2 v2 (10,9 + |09 +Z |Zi—I” + [91%)

for r € [rreq, r+] with ryq close enough to 7.
Step 4: Estimating the remaining bulk terms:
The last two terms in (4.3]) are estimated by

~ = A 1 ~ ~
— vPnue | — 20" e Re (o)) < —§vqlnue"’"|wl2 + 2000 pe™ |0 (4.9)

We can now choose 1 > 0 sufficiently large such that the last term can be controlled by —% X and such
that the first term controls the zeroth order terms arising in the bulk from and (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

Ou_ (A(v—,7,9,09)) + 0r (B(v-, 1,4, 00))) z (1091 + 100 9* + Z |Zi~ 917 + [4?)

for v_ > wg and rpeq <7 < 74. Let 7’ € [rreq, 7+ ). We integrate over the region {2v9 < f~ <wvi}n {1’ <r <

r} with respect to dv_ A dr A volgz = p%vol and use that on a level set of f~ we have dr = dv_ to obtain

JBvolszdv, + J(B ~ A)volgedv_ + cfvgl (002 + 10092 + 31 Zs 0 + [9[2) volado_dr

{r=r"} {(F=v1} {2v0<f~ <v1}
~A{2vg<f T <vy} A{r'<r<ri} A{r'<r<ri}

< vaolgsz, + f(B — A)volgzdv_ ,

HE A~ {200 < f7 <wi} (ST =2v0)
A{r'<sr<ry}
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where ¢ > 0. Using now the lower bounds (4.7) and (4.8]), the trivial upper bounds on A and B, the
assumption (3.6 on 1& as well as the regularity Assumption for the boundary term on {f~ = 2vy}, and
letting v; — o0 we obtain

sup f o8 (JANOD + (8 D2 + 312 $P + []) volgadv_

r E[Tred»“r]{r:T/},-,{f*Z%Jo}

+ fv‘il (1000 + |0u_9[* + Y1 Zi —tp]* + [¢)]?) volgedv_dr < C',
{200 < F7)} A {rvea <7 <74} '
for some C' > 0, where, in a second step we have also taken the limit " — 7.4 to obtain the bulk term.
Together with the regularity Assumption used for the remaining compact spacetime region this shows
with f = 4.

Step 6: Estimating higher derivatives:

Recall that 0,_, 0,_, and Q[ commute with 72[5]' By our assumptions on the left event horizon we
can thus repeat the above argument now with ’L/AJ replaced by Q‘[is] s 62}& to obtain for f = Q‘[is] s 65”971/3,
for0<a+0<2,d=0,1.

We now commute the Teukolsky equation with 0,:

0= 0, Tyt = a®sin® 002_0,4) — 200, 0y 0pih + 2(r + a*)d,_ 029
—2ad,_0%) + AP + 2(r(3 + 2s) + isacos6)0,_ Opth + 2(r — M)(2 + 5)0%4) (4.10)

+ K0+ 20142900, + 21+ )0,

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 1/3 replaced by 0,&[1) can be used to control all bulk terms quadratic
in derivatives of (3’Tzﬁ. Also the same modification, i.e., the underbraced term in with z/AJ replaced by
oy, can be used to generate an arbitrarily large bulk term quadratic in 0,1 of the ‘good’ negative sign.
The boundary terms are exactly of the same form with 1& replaced by (9,4&. So the only qualitatively new
term we need to estimate is the underlined term, which is neither ﬁrd} nor derivatives of it. This term can
be estimated either by a modification similarly to the one we used above, now with ’(/AJ replaced by 61,71[), or,
more straightforwardly, we can use directly the bulk term in . Thus, we obtain, after possibly choosing
Tred closer to 7y
sup f V(AN + (0000 + D1 Zi—0r|” + |0r9P]?) volgado—
i

€[ red,T+] {r=r'}n{f~>2v0}

+ fvil (102012 + 10u_0rp 2 + Y| Zi— 0,01 + |0,0]?) volgedv_dr < C,
{2v0 < fT}n {rrea <7 <74} :

for some C' > 0, which is (£.2) with f = d,4). Again, we can in addition commute with the Killing vector
fields 0,_, 0,_, as well as with Q).
Differentiating (4.10) once more in r we obtain

0 = 02T = a®sin® 002024 — 2ad,_0,_ 020 + 2(r® + a?)d,_ 034
—2a0, 0% + A+ 2(r(5 + 25) + isacos 0)d, 0% + 2(r — M)(3 + 5)334)

+ R0%0 + 8(1 + 8)du_ 01 + 2(3 + 25)0%4) .

The dashed red-shift term is even further improved and no qualitatively new terms compared to (4.10) (with
1[1 replaced by ﬁrzﬁ) have appeared. This completes the proof. O
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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@ there exists an rveq € (r—,74) and a C > 0 such that

s s s
sup > VI AR ZY 28, 23, 6 0% 1 volge duy

-
r'€[rred,r+] ()<i1+i2+ig+j+k<1{T=T,}m{v+>1}

(4.12)
+ > J VI ZY, 22, 288, 05, 0F f|? volge dvydr < C

R
0<iy +12+23+j+k\1{Tred<T<T+}ﬁ{U+Zl}

holds for f e {0% 0° 04, 0d,, 0% o8 0%, Q1404 % 0.}, with0 < a+b+c<2.

Vi U4 U+ Fug Vet Vi T4 T
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;" we do have a blue-shift
for the energy of the Teukolsky field . This is the reason why in the following proof we need to commute

twice with ¢, in order to get a red-shift near H,".

Proof. Many elements of the proof are the same as those of the proof of Proposition 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 —v% (1 + AA)0,1) as we did before would
give a bulk term in |0,4|? of positive sign — but we recall that for stability we needed the good negative sign.
We differentiate (2.39)) in r to obtain

0=20Tqv = a® sin® 963+ Ot + 200y, 0p, Optp + 2(r* + a*)0,, 029 + 2ad,, 021 + AP
+ ZA[S]&M/) +2(r(3 — 2s) —isacos0)d,, O, + 2(r — M)(2 — )02
+2(1 —25)0rtp + 2(1 — 25)0,, ¢ .
Differentiating once more we obtain
0= 02T = a®sin® 007 02 + 20y, 0y, 0ot + 2(r” + a®)0y, ) + 20, 03 + Ad}
+ Z&[s]afw +2(r(5 — 2s) — isacos 0)0,, 02 + 2(r — M)(3 — 5)024 (4.13)
+6(1 — 8)02% + 8(1 — 5)0u, Ot -

Step 1: The multiplier: We restrict in the following to vy > 1. We consider the following multiplier

identity, where A\, n, u > 0 are constants to be chosen:
0 = Re (a,%fr[s]w 8 (= (14 M), + (1+ AA)aw)a,Tw)
+ 0, (v pe™|02|?) — v e |02|? — 20 pe Re(9240,))

=0
+ 0 (VI e [0y, 0p0|?) — 01T ume™ 0y, 0| — 207 e Re(0y, 040y, O21)
=0
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 and with x(v4) = v¥" and ¢ replaced by
o
2. the real part of the terms
2(r(5 — 2s) —isacos 0) 0y, 029 - v¥ (= (1 + AA)O, + (1 + AA)d,, ) 024

v

(4.14)

—vI (L +AA) - 2(r — M)(3 — 8)|029[* + 03" (1 + AA)2(r — M)(3 — 8)0290,, 029

+[6(1 — 8)22¢ + 8(1 — 8)0u, 9] - 0¥ (= (1 + AA)O, + (1 + AA)d,,, ) 029

38



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 021.

As before the two dashed terms combine to give a negative definite contribution in |031|? for r close
enough to r;. Next, we look at the wavily underlined terms which are all those that are leading order in .
Again, the first of those terms in has a good negative sign, the second can be controlled by the third one
in and by the one in (as in ) for r close enough to 7, so that the wavily underlined terms and
the dashed terms combined can be estimated from above by

— o F(r, VN1 Zi+ G20 + 100, O70 ) + 1070 ) | (4.15)

where f(ry,A) > 0 is independent of A\. Choosing now A > 0 and vy = 1 large enough and r,q < r close
enough to 7., all other bulk terms that are quadratic in derivatives of 021 can be controlled in absolute value
by —1 x([{.I5) in the region {req < r <74} N {vy = v}

Step 3: Estimating boundary terms.

We gather all the total derivatives 0, (A(v+, r, 021, 8631#)) and 0, (B(v+, 7, Oy, Orh, 024, 6(’7’?1/1)) appearing
on the right hand side of , where we find

A(vy,r, 020, 00%) = vIm (1 + /\A)( — a?sin® 0Re(d,,, 2031) — 2aRe(d,, 203Y) — (r? + a?)| 02|

Looo 202 Ly o 1 2222 LNV 5 a2
+ 5a?sin? 010, A20[? — AR + (s + 57) |2l —§§i | Z;. 02| )
and

P+

1 — 1
B(vy, 7,0y, 01, 021h, 0029)) = vIr (1 + AA)(§a2 sin® 0]0,, 029> + 2aRe(0,, 021p0,, 021p) — 5A|a§¢|2

1 1~
— 5+ s3)|02y)? + 52 | Zi 4 0% + (r? + a?)|0,, 29|

+ Ame(afwav+a$¢)) + 0T e™|020)2 + v9 e |0y, 0,12

The coercivity of B and B — A for r close enough to 7 is established in the same way as in the proof of
Proposition Step 3, by choosing p(n) such that p(n)e”+ = 2(s + s?) to obtain

B(vy, 1,00, 00, 024, 007) 2 o (|G + 100, 0 + Y1 Z0 4 07017 + 10701° + |0, 00l?)  (4.16)

and

(B — A)(vg, 7,0, 0rtp, 020, 0024) 2 04 (|0501% + |0u, 020 + D1 Zs 1 02017 + |20 + 100, 0 7)  (4.17)

for r € [rreq, r+] with ryq close enough to 7.

Step 4: Estimating the remaining bulk terms.

The last two terms of each underbraced term in are estimated as in of Step 4 of the proof
of Proposition where we again choose 1 > 0 so large that the resulting terms quadratic in derivatives
of 0%1) are absorbed by x and such that the terms —3v? nue (|02¢|? + |0y, 0,1[%) 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

Ou. (Alvy,m, 0%, 00%0)) + 0n(B(vy, 7,0y, 0,1, 021, 0021))
2 ol (162017 + 100, 2017 + D)1 Zi, 1 020 + 1020 + [0u, 8,0%)

for vy > vg and 7req < 7 < 7ry. Let now r’ € [1peq, 74 ). We integrate over the region {2vg < fT < v} n {r' <
r < ri} with respect to dvy A dr A volgz = p%vol and use that on a level set of f+ we have dr = dvy to
obtain

JBVOIS’zd’U_'_ + J(B — A)volgz2dv

{r=r"} {fT=vq}
n{2v0<f+$v1} m{T’ST$r+}

+ cjvfl[ (10317 + 100, 70> + | Zi 4 0 + |079]* + |0v, 0r¢b|*) volga v dr

{2vg<ft<vy}
n{r'<r<ry}

(4.18)

< ‘[BVOIS2 dvy + ‘[(B — A)volgzdv ,
'H:,r N {2vg < fr< v} {(FT =200}
m{r’<r<r+}
where ¢ > 0. Using the lower bounds (4.16)) and (4.17)), the trivial upper bounds on A and B, the Assumptions
and (3.4)) on ¢ to control the boundary terms on the right hand side, we obtain from this

_sup f VI (AR + 10w, 2917 + 1 Zi 4 02017 + [029]7 + |0w, 8,0 volgady,
' E[7red77+]{r:r’}m{erZQvg} g

+ | V(030 + 100, 6P + |20 202 + 1026 + [0y, 6,6) volgsduy dr < C
{Feeasr<ry }n{fs >2v0} ‘

(4.19)

for some C' > 0. Together with Assumption this in particular gives ([4.12) with f = 024.
Step 6: Estimating higher, lower, and other derivatives.

We can again just commute (4.13) with d,,, 0,,, and Q[ to obtain (4.12) also for f € {05 o 0%y,

U+ 7P+

O, 0%, O 024p, Qps)04 05 024} for 0 < a+b < 2 The lower order terms are now estimated by integrating in

Ut Foy Yoy T Vi T
r using the fundamental theorem of calculus together with Minkowski’s inequalitym and using the assumptions

(3.4) on the right event horizon to obtain

sup f VI(102F1 + 1o, 0 f 1 + Y| Zi 1 00 f17 + 100 fI?) volgadvy < C

7' €[rred,r+]
T = afos 21}

for some C' > 0 and f € {02 0 0,1, O, 05 2% 0,1, Q510 0% 0,1} for 0 < a + b < 2. Integrating once

Vi VPt Vi Pt v Pt

more in this way concludes the proof of Proposition O

36This gives control over some higher derivatives which are not stated in Proposition 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

1 1 o 1
( h2volgzdv+)2 < ( h2volszdv+) 2 +f/ ( (6Th)2volgzdv+> 2 dr
{r=r'}A{vy>1} {r=ry}n{vs>1) " r=iafusz1

for he {2}, 252, 232, 0}, ok (0d, Qf, 08, 0% 0r)}, 0 < it +io+iz+j+k<land0<a+b<20<d+e<l.
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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 Ty+ = 0,, + Oy, along the event horizon.

_a
r3+a?
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.

8. 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 p* we obtain that the Teukolsky equation in (vy,r,0, ¢, ) coordinates
is of the form gy + X4 + f1 = 0 with

2s(r — M) 2si cos b 25 1 ,cos?0

e O fm—t = (s
p2 p281n29 P+ 2 2

—s).

Note that in the construction of Gaussian beams for wave equations with lower order terms, the lower

1
X = ——(4sr + 2isacos0)d,, —
pg( )0u, p sin? 6

order terms only impinge on the amplitude, but not on the phase function, see Appendiz 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 Appendiz
3.D of [59]. It follows from Vi, Ty+ = k4 Tyy+ that e+ T+ 1s 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™"+"+. Let us now choose either the integral curve at @ = 0 or 0 = 7 so that
9<X7€_K+U+TH1) = —e Y+ 23k, . With the terminology from [59] we hence obtain the modulating factor
2

Imx (vy)|? = e255+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
e(2s—1)n+v+ .

In Appendiz 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 = +1,4+2 can hold without the ‘loss of a derivative’.

Finally, for compactly supported initial data along the right event horizon it directly follows from
that for s = +1 the transversal derivative remains constant for large vy 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 x : R — (0,90) be a fixed positive smooth function with x(v;) = ¥ for vy > 1 and x(vy) = |v4 |7

for v, < —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 [£.11] but we

can afford to discard uniformity up to the event horizons.

Corollary 4.21. Under the assumptions of Section @ there exists an reqa € (r—,ry) such that for any

71 € (rred, 7+ ) there exists a C > 0 such that

sup > J{,}X(v+>IZiT+Z§?+5§?+0$+(9r+)kf|2volszdv+<C (4.22)

r'€lrreas 1] 0y i tig+j+h<1

holds for f € {62, 2% (0, )0, . 02, 38 (0,1 1), Qg 2, &b, (0] 4)°}, 0 < a+b+c < 2.

CRSRS Vi TP+ CER
Here we have employed the notation 0,|4 to emphasise that this is a partial derivative in r with respect

to the (v, r, 0, ¢4 )-coordinate system.

Proof. Tt follows from (2.3) and (2.4]) that we have 0,.|. = 2”22“2 Ov_ — 2% 0p_ + Or|—. Recalling moreover
that ¢ = A%/AJ, we obtain

Orlstp = 2A(r% + a®)0y_1) — 2aA0,_1) + A28, + 2(0,A) A (4.23)
and
(0r]4) %0 = 4(r% + 0202 ) —8(r2 + a®)ady 0y O + 4A( + a%)dy dp|_th + 4(r* + a%)(8,4)0, 1)
+4a%0% ) — 4aAd,_0y| -t — 4a(0, D)0, 1 + 20, (A(r? + a?))0y_ (4.24)
—20(0,8)0_ P + A%(2,]-)*D + 4A(0,2)0, ] + 20,((0,A)A)

and (0,1 )31 is a linear combination of 0% 65,7 (0r] ) with 0 < a+ b+ ¢ < 3, a,b, ¢,e Ng. Moreover, using
Y4+ = p_ + 27 we directly compute

~

714 = cos(2F) - Zy— +sin(2F) - Zy

)

~

Zs 4+ = cos(27) - Zg _ —sin(27F) - Zy,— (4.25)
Zg7+ = Z&_ .

We also observe 0,, = —0,_. Moreover, it follows from v, = —v_ + 2r* that for " € [ryeq,74) We have
lvy] < C(r')|v_] for vy < —C(r') with the constant C'(r') blowing up for ' — r,. Now (4.22) follows directly
from the Propositions [£.1] and [f.11] and the regularity Assumption [2.46] O

Remark 4.26. The constant on the right hand side of will in general blow up for ri — ry, because of
the conversion of the v_-weights from Proposition into vy -weights. However, for f =, 0,14, we do have
exponential decay in vy for vy — —o0 approaching 7—[;“ by the regularity Assumptz'on which compensates
for the blow up of the constant in the conversion and can actually be shown to hold uniformly up to
ri. Since f = (0r]+) is in general reqular and non-vanishing near the bottom bifurcation sphere S} we do

no longer have decay for vy — —o0 approaching H;" and so the constant blows up for ri — 7.

The next corollary is needed in Section |Z| for passing to the limit » — r, in the separated picture, in
particular for Proposition [7.4] and Proposition

Corollary 4.27. Under the assumptions in Section[3 we have for ry >1r — 1y

w(U+77‘79a80+) - '(/)(U+,7"+,9,§0+) in L12;+L§2 (428)

and

L(wg,0) (V=) * (Ol 1) (0=, 7,0, 02) = Dug o0y (v-) - (O] )Y (v, 74,0, 02) i L L (4.29)

for any vy € R.
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Proof. We begin with proving (4.28). The fundamental theorem of calculus gives |[¢(v4, 7,0, 0+ )—(vy, 74,0, 04 )] <
S[T . |0rtp(vy, 7,0, 04 )| dr’. Cauchy Schwarz yields

(s, 0, 01) — D(oss a0, 04 ) < f 10 (0,7, 0,04 )2 A - 7 — 14

[T7T+]

which thus gives

j [Y(vy,m0,04) — (v, e, 0,04)*volsadv, < J f 10,0 (vy, 7,0, 0)|? dr'volgeduy - |r — 1| .
RxS? [rry] JRXS?

It follows from together with , from the bulk term in , as well as from the regularity
Assumption that the spacetime integral is uniformly bounded. This shows .
To prove we compute in an analogous manner as before
J ]]'(U0,00) (U—)‘(aT‘+)2w(v—5 Ty 07 50—) - (6T|+)2¢(v—7 T+, 0a @_)‘2V0132d’l}_
RxS2 (4.30)
<[ )@@ Pt b, )P dvolsado = v
[r,ry] JRXS?

Differentiating once in (0,|_) we obtain that (0,|_)(0,|+)%® is a linear combination (with uniformly
bounded coefficients) of the terms 0% 63_(6r|_)c7¢3 with 0 < a+ b+ ¢ < 3. For vgp > 1 all those terms
are controlled by the bulk term in — and for vy < 1 we complement this bulk term by the regularity
Assumption Hence, the spacetime integral in is uniformly bounded. This shows (4.29)). O

4.2 Estimates away from the event and Cauchy horizons

Proposition 4.31. Under the assumptions of Section[3, and with rieq as in Corollary[{.21, we have that

for any o € (r—_,rea] there exists a constant C > 0 (depending on ro) such that

sup > f{ }X(v+)|Z{}+ngj§§+aﬂ‘ Ok f12volg2 dvy < C (4.32)

'€[rosredl iy 4int+iz+jrk<l o
holds for f € {051, 0y, Op1p, Qrq0ab} for ¢ =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 7, we have that J,|; is a bounded linear combination of 0, 0y, 0r|pr,. Thus, it
is straightforward to see that (4.32) follows from

sup > f X(0)| 25 Z82 Zi3 09 0% f1? volg dt < C (4.33)

'€[70, redl 0<iy 4ip i +5+h<1 Y T=T"}

for f € {0f05(0,BL) Y, 0,005 (0 |BL) 0, Qps1 05 0% (0r|BL) ¥}, with 0 < a+b+ ¢ < 2. In the following we will
prove (4.33)).

Step 1: The multiplier. We start out from the following multiplier identity, where A, u,n > 0 are

constants to be chosen and x is as above:

0 = Re(Traw (—x (D)X 0,0)) + 0 (x(t)ue™ [$1%) — x(O)pne™ [ |* — 2x(t) e Re(bd,) . (4.34)

=0

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
2. the terms

2 — (1 — s)o? -y 2s T Moo, v )

A
M(r? — a?)

- X(t)e’\’”Qs[ A — 7 —iacos 9] Re(01100,10) + x(t)e " 25Re(10,4)

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 ). We collect the lead-

ing order terms in A from which are the wavily underlined terms:

1 ” r? 4+ a?)? . 4Mar —  a? 5
Sx(be A[(% —a?sin? 0) 0 + "X Re(0,900) + L1012 + Alo,yf? —; |Zewf?| (4.35)
It turns out that in order to control the non-definite second term it is actually not sufficient just to use the
|(7¥,1/)|2 control of the last term. Instead, we need to use the strengthened control provided by Lemma m
together with the a?sin? @ contribution of the first term in (.35)). Thus, using Lemma we rewrite (4.39))
as

1 a [P +a?)? 2, 4Mar , = a? 2
ix(t)e A[(T — a”sin 9)|6tw| +Ti)‘ie([zscos&w—l—acpz/)]@tw)+Z|280059-1/J+5’¢w|
1
+ AR — 0l — —liscos 0+ 001 — 520l
sin” 6
1 Ar 4Ma,7“ . _— Cl2 2 2 2 Cl2 . T
—§X(t)e )\[Tiﬁe(zscose-wé’tw)+xs cos” 0]y +2K9{e(280059-¢0¢¢)]

(4.36)

The underbraced terms will be treated as error terms. We show now that for r € [rg, 7rea] with 9 > r_ the

remaining terms (modulo zeroth order terms) are uniformly bounded from above by

1 ~
= (M- c(ja? + |0 + Z |Zif?) (4.37)

for some ¢ > 0 depending on r_ < 1y < Tpq < r4. For this it is clearly sufficient to show that the
non-underbraced terms in ([4.36) are uniformly negative definite in d;1p and —L-(iscosf - ¢ + dp0p). A

sin 6

straightforward computation gives

(r2+a2)2 a2 29 2Mar _: 0 1
det A a” S1n N Sin __ 2 2 2 9 2 4.
e ( 2ar i %sinQQ—l A( +a’cos’0)” >0, (4.38)

which shows the claim.

We can now choose A > 0 large enough such that all bulk terms that are quadratic in derivatives of ¢ can
be controlled in absolute value by f% % ({4.37)). The underbraced bulk terms in of the form Re(vdr)),
which are also leading order in A, can be estimated by [Re(vdy)| < 3e|dy|? + Le71|¢)|?, where we choose
€ > 0 so small that the arising first term can be bounded by —i X . 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 (£.34). They are of the form d;(A) and 0, (B), where

A= X(t)e”[(% — a? sin? 0) Re(0p0,) +

2Mar

A Re(0,08,0) |
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and

1 , 2+ 22 ) AM 7 2
B = Sx()e¥| - (% —a?sin?0) [0 — “X T Re(@p000) — T100 )
N 4.39
— Al = (s + AU + 2 ZibP ]+ (e v
The coercivity of B,
B 2 x(t)(10r¢l® + 10 + 31 2wl + [oF7) (4.40)

in the region rg < 7 < rpeq is established using the same computation as in Step 2: First, we use Lemma [2.33
and moreover replace every 0,1 in by Sir119 (iscos -1 + 0,1), thus obtaining again error terms. The
lower bound of B in x(¢)(|0,¢|* + |00 + X, |Z7z/1\2) then follows again from at the expense of a large
zeroth order error term. We now choose u as a function of 1 such that the last term in (4.39)), x(t)pe™ |2,
is large enough in the region rg < r < r.oq to dominate this error term. This yields .

Next we establish the coercivity of B + ﬁA,

A ~
Bt g Az x(@) (|0 + |0 + Z |Zap? + [0]7) (4.41)

in the region 79 < r < 1q. It follows again from Lemma that we have

2, 22
B+ AA = X(t)e)‘r[ - l(w — a?sin? 9) |0sp|* — 2]\1{17’ sin O%Re ! (iscosf - + 0,00)000)

~ 2Mr 2 A sin 0
1a®> . 5,1 1 . 2 1 2 1 241,12
— 5 sin e)@(zscose-wmw)] — S Al = S (s + 1)y
1 1. r
+ = (106¥)” + — |zscos€~z/1+0¢1/)|2+82|1/)|2)] + x(t) pe ||
2 sin” 6
2, 22 2 g2
aw[((r®+a®)®  Aa’sin®0 — . ) . _
+ x(t)e [( S e )%e(atw&w)+asm99%(sin9(250059 w+(9¢@/1)(3’r¢)]
2 2
- X(t)e”[ - M{fwme(is cos 0 - Y0pp) — %%52 cos? O[] — az sin OMRe(is cos b - wM)]

>

T x(t)e M aRe(is cos O - 1p0,1))

_

(4.42)

where the underbraced terms are considered as error terms. Again, we consider the part of the above
expression that is quadratic in {01, ﬁ(zs cos @ -1 + 0,1), 0r1p} as a quadratic form. Its associated matrix
is

1 {(*+a®? o . 2 _ Mar 1((2+a®)? _ Ad’sin?6
2(7A a’sin® 0 A sin 0 5\ = S
e Mar ; 1(a® ;.2 1 :
My = A sin 0 7§(K sin” § — 1) +5asind
1((*+a*)?  Ad®sin?6 1, _1
i2( Mt oMr tzasind TN

which we claim is positive definite in the region rg < r < 7.6q: Obviously, the first main minor is positive,
the second main minor was computed in (4.38) to be positive, and a computation gives

det My = (r* + a®cos? )2 (r* + a* cos? 0 + 2Mr) > 0 for 1o <7 < Treq

—A
32M2r2
from which the claim follows. Now, if necessary, choosing (7)) even larger, we can control all the error terms

in (4.42) to obtain (4.41]).
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Step 4: Estimating the remaining bulk terms. As familiar from the proof of Propositions and
we estimate the last two of the underbraced terms in (4.34]) by

_ 1 X X
—x(t)pne™ [|* — 2x(t)ue" Re(1p0,) < —5X(E)pune” [W|” + 2x(t)n ' pe™ 0,0

We now choose 1 > 0 sufficiently large so that the last term can be controlled by —i x (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))

0+(A) + 0,(B) = x(&) (10,9 + [0ep]* + Z |Zio P + [97) (4.43)

a.i.

for ro < 7 < rreq- Let 77 € [rg,Teq). Integrating (4.43) over {r' < r < rpa} N {f” < to} n {fT < tp} with

respect to p%vol = dt A dr A volsz, where tg » 1, and using that on the level sets of f~ as well as on those of
[+ we have |9¢| = 2‘]@‘7-’ we obtain

A A
f Bvols:dt + f (B+ MA) volg2dt + | (B — %A) volg2dt

{r=r"}n{f~ <tq} {F~=to} (rt=to}

n{fT<to} A’ <r<req) A{r <r<rieq)

b [ X2 + 100 + 3 1ZwP + V) volsadt dr

{r' <r<rieq}n{f <tg}
~{fT<to}

< f Bvolgdt

{r=rrea}n{f~<to}
~{ft<to}

where ¢ > 0 is a constant depending on r¢. Using (4.41)) to infer the positivity of the second and third term,
(4.40), and letting ¢ty — o0, we obtain

[ X020 + 1o+ 2P + 6P) volsadt + [ X100 + 100 + 3120 + V) voldrr
(r=r"} ‘ (' <r<rica) ‘
<C J B(v) vols2dt
(r=rrea}

(4.44)
where C' > 0 is a constant depending on ry. This, together with the trivial upper bounds on B and Corollary
m (note that 0, |pr is a bounded linear combination of 0,, , 0, , 0r|+), gives for f =1.

Step 6: Estimating higher derivatives. Because 0;, d,, Q[s) commute with 7[,), it follows directly
that also holds with 9 replaced by 6?6&1/}, atagajj,w, and Q4 080%) with 0 < a+b < 2. The conclusion
of Corollary implies that the boundary term at {r = r.q} is bounded, thus giving with ¢ = 0.

Moreover, we observe that

[arv 7—[5]]1# = a7“7-[.5:|¢ - T@]ar'l/}

= o (o o (A s - 0, (S) R+ @A

21— 8)o + &, (%@)aﬂp + a,@{% - r))am .

Thus, all the additional bulk terms in the energy estimate
0 = Re(Ti5) 0 (—x(1)e 02¢)) + Re ([0, T I (—x (1) 020)))
+ 0, (x(O)pe™ |0:9?) — x () pme™ |09 * — 2x (1) pe Re (0,007

~
=0
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after Cauchy Schwarz, have either already been controlled by the integrated with ¢ = 0 (or the bulk
term in with ¢ replaced by 8?6391#) or are at the level of energy for 0,v¢ (i.e., the dotted term in
(4.45)). We thus also obtain with ¢ replaced by 1. Since 0,|py, is a bounded linear combination of
Ov, 04, , Or|4+, the boundary term at {r = r..q} is bounded by Corollary We can again commute with
Ot, 0p, Q4] to obtain for ¢ = 1.

Finally, commuting once more with ¢, we find that [83,7'[8]] is a bounded linear combination of
the terms 0,071, 071, 0,0:0,v, 010,1), 6T6iz/}7 6(2/;1#, O34, 0%, 0,1, i, 0, 0p1p. We can repeat the same energy

estimate, but now for 02¢). The dotted term is again at the level of the energy for 021 and all the other
terms have already been controlled. Commutation with J; and Q) then concludes the proof. O
4.2.1 Corollaries

The following corollary is needed for Teukolsky’s separation of variables in Theorem

Corollary 4.46. Under the assumptions of Section [3 and for r— < rq < ri < ry there exists a constant
C > 0 (depending on ro,71) such that for f € {1, 0,1, 0%}

sup Z X(v+)|Z{f+2§f+2§?+6f;+f|2 volgz dvy < C (4.47)
r'e[ro,r1] 0<i1+i2+i3+j<2{T:T,}
holds and c
|f(v+a7ﬂ303§0+)| S —F/——= (448)
x(v4)

holds for r € (ro,r1) and all (0,) € S2\{6 = 0,7}.

Proof. We begin by proving the bound ; first for f = 1. Then all the terms with 0 < iy +io+iz+j <1
are controlled by and with f = 1. Using f = 0,, % in and extends control to
all terms except those with i1 + iz + i3 = 2. We now use f = Qg7 in and and use just the
L?-control. By the Definition of the Carter operator and by the fact that we have already controlled
Oy, % and 63+¢ in L2, this gives us L?-control of 40&[3]1/1. Lemma together with the L2-control of the
first angular derivatives already obtained, now controls the remaining terms with i1 + i5 + i3 = 2. The cases
of f = 0,1, 021 can be treated analogously using that and hold for f € {0F, 0,, OF1p, Qls] ok}
for k =0,1,2.
To prove (4.48)) we observe that for 1 < vg < o0 implies

*© C
Sin ia iz Aj / 2
sup Z J J |21 252 Z32, 0%, f(ug, 7", 0,04 )" volge dvy. < i
T"E[T‘Oa"'l] 0<i1+ig+is+j<2 vy JS2? 0
By Lemma [2.23] we thus have
*© C
i1 2 i3 i is / 2
sup 2 J J |Z1,+Z27+Zg)+6f}+e + fog, 1,0, 040)| volge duy. < o
r'€lro,r1] 0<iy +ip+ig+j<2 Y v0 VG 0

and similarly for the southern hemisphere S? . A standard Sobolev inequalityﬁ applied to ef?¢+ f thus gives

C
sup sup |f(v07rla6a¢+)| < Tr
r'€[ro,r1] (0,p+)€S2\{0=0,7} A Vo

for vg = 1. We proceed similarly for vy < —1 and for vy € [—1,1],r € [ro,71] the field is uniformly bounded
since it is regular. This shows (4.48). O

383ee for example 8.8 Theorem in [42]. By choosing suitable coordinates for Si the domain (vg, ) x Si can be viewed as an

open subset of R? which satisfies a cone property that is uniform in vg.
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Note that the reason for why the constant C' > 0 in Corollary blows up when we let r; go to ry is
because of the conversion of the v_-weights to v, -weights, which becomes worse and worse when r; — r,
cf. the proof of Corollary If we restrict to the region v, > 1 then the constant can be chosen uniformly

up tor =ry:

Corollary 4.49. Under the assumptions of Section[3 and for given r_ < ro < r there exists C > 0 such

that for f € {1, 01, 029}
C
Fnr0,0.)] < o (450

vy
holds for all v € [ro,71], v+ = 1,(0,¢) € S?\{0 = 0, 7}.

Indeed, the statement is only needed for f = 0%t (for Proposition [7.17)).

Proof. In the same way as in the proof of (4.47)) in Corollary one obtains

sup Z f U

r'€[ro,r4] O<i1+i2+i3+j<2{r:r’}m{v+>l}

from Proposition (and Proposition [4.31)) for f € {1, d,1, 021}, but now with a constant which is uniform
up to r = r,. As before one now proves (4.50) by Sobolev embedding. O

Fii iz iz aj g2
2V 2y 252,03, fI7 volgz dvy < C

4.3 Estimates near the Cauchy horizons

Recall that for the method of proof of Theorem it is convenient to first establish the blow-up result
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 ¥ to the left Cauchy horizon (along with a convergence
result); 2) the y-weighted L?-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 @ there exists an Teyea € (T—,Tred) and a constant
C > 0 such that the following holds

X (10w 4100, 68 + 31 Zusol? 4 0) volsadordr < € (4.52)

{r— <7 < Tered}

s j x(04) (1A118,01 + 180, 612 + 31 Zi 1l + [9) volgadvy, < C (4.53)
T E[Tered,"— 7

{r=r}
where the function x is as in Corollary[{.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 74y = 0
with 0., after two commutations with 0, it turns into a blue-shift for the energy, which becomes stronger
with subsequent commutations. We use Xy, (v4)(1 + AA)(=0; + v, + 525,205, ) as a multiplier. Note that,
compared to the multiplier used in the proof of Proposition the additional contribution in 0,, makes
the vector field timelike near the Cauchy horizons.

Step 1: The multiplier. We start out from the following multiplier identity, where A < 0 and 7, u > 0

are constants to be chosen:

a J—
0 = Re( T - xa(0+) (L + AD) (=00 400, + 550, )0)

_ 4.54
+ 0r (Xn (V4 ) €™ []%) = Xn (04 )ume™ 1|? — 2xn (v4 ) pe™ Re(P0,1)) (4.54)

=0
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Here, the function x,, : R — (0, o) results from locally smoothing out the corners of the function

oy |2 for vy < —(n)Ya
Uy > 4An for — (n)Yu < v, < nYor
(U for vy = n'r .

Given ¢ > 0 it is easy to see that one can choose n > 1 large enough such that |x/,(v4)| < dxn(v4) holds for
all vy € 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] and [C.3] with x(v4) = xn(v4)

2. the real parts of the terms

2(r(1 = 2s) — isacos0) 0y, ¥ - Xn(v4)(1 + AA) (=0 + 0y, + #ﬁaw)@

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 (0,A)(r_) =2(r—- — M) <0.
Step 2: Estimating all bulk terms that are quadratic in derivatives of .

We first consider all those terms that are quadratic in 0,1. The leading order terms are the dashed term
from 2. in Step 1 and the dashed term from Their sum at r = r_ equals

Xn(02)2(r- = M) (5~ (1= )P

which is negative for s = +2. The other two bulk terms quadratic in ¢, from and sum to
/ 2 2 1 2
Xn(v4) (1 + AA)(r* + 0 + §A)|6r1/)| . (4.55)

We can now choose n » 1 large enough and r_ < reeq close enough to r— (rereqa depending in particular on
A at this point) such that (4.55) is controlled by —% times the sum of the dashed terms in 7_ < 7 < Tered-
We next consider all those terms quadratic in di that are leading order in A; these are all the wavily
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underlined terms from and They sum to

Lo o 2, 2 2 a(r® + a?)
_Xn(v+))\2(r—M)[(§a sin“f + (r° +a ))|5v+¢| + (QCH_W

)me(aswrwémrdj)
1 7 2 a’ 0 2
+§le| i+ +m| oV ]

(01 )A2(r — M) [(%& sin? 0+ (12 + a2)) |2y, ¥

a(r? + a?)

r2 4+ g2

+ (2a +

1 . I
Sine(ZSCOSG Y+ 0p, )0, )

—~

) sin 6%Re (

1

sin® 6

(4.56)

+ = (|00 ]* + liscos@ - + 0y, ¥[* + s*[Y]*)
——

N |

a2

1 jliscost o+ awp)ﬂ

5 sin? 9| -
sin

+7‘3+a
a(r? + a?)

n A2 —M[Q —_—
+ a2 = M) (20 + 255

(.

)Re(is cos b - 10y, 1)

~
2

a2 (5% cos® Oyp|* + 2%Re(iscos O - ¢a¢+¢))] ;

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 (0U+1/J, ﬁ(zs cosf -+ awqp)), the corresponding
matrix is —x, (v4)A2(r — M)@Q1 with

1a’sin® 0+ (r* +a?) (a+ a(r2+u2)) sin 0

2(r2 +a?)
O = 457
! (a+ 2&((:;1'?;))) sin 4 3+ Tg‘f(ﬂ sin? 0 (4.57)

The determinant of ()1 evaluated at r = r_ is easily computed to be det Q1 (r_) = m@% +a?cos?6)? >
0, and hence @)1 is positive definite at 7 = r_. Recalling that A < 0 and 2(r_ — M) < 0 it now follows that
for repeq > r— close enough to r_ there exist constants ¢ > 0,C > 0 such that the following holds in

r_ <7 < Tered:
[B56) < —cxn ()M (100, &7 + X1 Zi 4 817) + xa(01)CIAL - [0

Together with our earlier estimates for 0,1 this shows that the dashed terms, the other terms quadratic in

01, and the wavily underlined terms are bounded from above by
—exn(04) 18612 + N (100, ¥ + Y1264 01) | + X (04 )OI - 02

in the region r_ < r < rereq. We can now choose A < 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

— X (0) |01 + 100, P2 + 3 |Zi s 2| + X (02 )l (4.58)

in a region 7_ < 7 < Tereq, where ¢ > 0, C' > 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 0,(B) and 0,, (A) with

A= xn(vp)(1+ )\A)[%f sin? 0|6v+1/)|2 + miﬁe(ﬁuzﬁdpﬂb) — 25171129}28 cosf -1 + @Wi/)‘z
a? 2 2.2 = a(r® + a?) R
+ or gz |0 Y17 — @ sin” 0Re(0y, 0, ) + (W — 2a)Re(0,90,, D)
(0 a4 D)0l — ool + 5slol]
and
B = xn(vs)(1+ )\A)[(lcﬁ sin20 + 2 + a?) |0y, ¥ + (20 + “(22:;‘22))9%e(a@+¢M)

a — 1 . 2 a? 9
+ mAi)‘{e(ﬁrz/Jaw+w) + mhs COSQ . 'l/} + a¢+w| + m|a¥;+wl

+ Xn (v ) pe™ Y

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 J,, 1 terms into

Sirll 5(iscosf - + 0, 1)) at the expense of adding error terms. We treat the arising expression (without the

error terms) as a quadratic form in (0, v, =5 (iscos 01 + 0, 1), /—Ad,1p) (note the weight in front of the
0O derivative) the corresponding matrix of which is easily seen to be

2, 2
(et i+ at) o+ ) sn0 —b/A
a(r®+a?)y . 1 26n20 Lav—A -
(a + 2(r3+a2)) sin 6 5 + % T3 taz sin @
—3V-A —19"5sing 1

The positive definiteness of this matrix in a region r_ < 7 < Tepeq 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 u(n) such that u(n)e" is large enough we can

control all the error terms to obtain
B 2 xn(vp) (1Al 16,97 + |00, 2 + D1 Zi gy + [0]?) (4.59)

in a region r— < r < Tered-
We next establish the coercivity of B — A. We find

2 2 2
0 _
B A= xu(w)(1+28)[0% + ad)fo i + (20 + L Nyeia, ya, )
re +a
L iscos o+ 0. 02 + (A + a? sin® 0)%Re(d,. 13 2Mar yor (0,03
+ Sinze‘ZSCOS w-f— <p+'l/1’ +( + a” sin )9%( 'u+w Tw) + (2@- m)%?( ’f‘w Lp+’l/})

+ (% + ol + 1001 — sl | + xa (v e 2

Again, completing the 0, 1) terms to ﬁ(is cos 0-1)+0,, 1) terms by introducing error terms and considering
those terms that are quadratic in (0,, ¥, ﬁ(zs cos® - + 0, 1)), 0r¢) as a quadratic form (note that this
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time we do not include a weight in the 0, derivative), we need to establish the positive definiteness of the

matrix

r? 4+ a? (a 4 A’ ta? cos?6) Ja:%) 9)) sinf  1(A+a? sin? 9)
2 2 2
Q2 = (a + 7“253&% 9)> sin @ 1 (a - 7%?;2) sin @
1(A + a*sin®0) (a - ri\ﬂ‘” ) sin 0 r? +a?

The first main minor is clearly positive, the second main minor at » = r_ is found to be

(r2 + a%cos® 0)2(r2 + a®cos? 6 + 6Mr_)

0
4(r? + a?)? e

and we compute
AMr_(r% + a®cos? 0)%(r2 + a®cos? 6 + 2Mr_)
det QQ( ) 3 3 .
4(r2 + a?)

Again, choosing u(n)e" large enough we control all the error terms and conclude that

— A2 xn() (1090 + (00,0 + 317 o0 + [0P) (4.60)

holds for r— < r < repeq for 7ereq close enough to r_.
Finally, we need to establish the coercivity of B + T2+2|+NWQA for r close enough to r_. We compute

A 2
A = )(1+)\A)[(2a sin?0 + % + a® + O(|A])) |0y, ¢

# as ) o a)) e, 07

a 1 a(r? + a2
+A(2 2 2 2((2 2)
r“ +a 72 +2Mr +a r“ +a

_ 2a))me(a,.¢m)

2
’zscos& ¢+a@+7/)| (rzaﬁ +O(|A|))|(}¢+w|2

+ (3 +0<|A|)

a?sin® 0 R A2
+ 2 +2Mr + aQ)%e(8Tw8U+1/J) + r2 + 2Mr + a?

+ (5 + 008D 2P — (55 +0(AD) [v]

+A(1 ERUE

+ X (v )pe™ |

(iscosf + 0,, 1) by adding error terms and treat the

Again, we complete all isolated 0, 1) terms into 51n9
part of the expression that is quadratic in {0y, 1, =25 (iscos6 - ¥ + 0,,¥), Ad,b} as a quadratic form (note
the weight in front of the @, derivative). Its corresponding matrix at r = r_, modulo the factor x, (v ), is

easily seen to be

1a%sin® 0 + r2 + a? Sasind 14 %
QB = %a sin 6 2 + (lr gfa29 4(r§ia2) sin 0 ’
% + 4(5?1120) 4(7"51(12) sin ¢ Q(Tflmz)
where we have used 2Mr_ = r% + a®. The left upper 2 x 2 matrix is already known to be positive definite.

Moreover, we compute
(272 + a® + a® cos? 0)(r? + a® cos® 0)?

0.
162 + a2)? -

det Qg =
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Hence, Q3 is positive definite and after choosing u(n)e large enough we obtain

|A| 2 2 2 ~ 2 2
B+ mx‘l 2 Xn(U+)(A |ar7/}‘ + |8U+1/)| + ; |Zi,+7/’| + |¢| ) (4~61)
in r_ <7 < Tepeq fOr rereq close enough to r_.

Step 4: Estimating the remaining bulk terms. The last two terms in (4.54)) are estimated by

_ 1
—xn (v ) e ||* = 2x (v ) pe™ Re(Y0,9) < —ixn(u)unem”lwz + 20 (v )~ e 0,0

Choosing now 7 > 0 large enough and recalling (4.58]) we finally obtain from (4.54)

a.l

O, (A) +0n(B) 2 Xn(v:)(10r61® + 100, 91* + 35 |20l + [017) (4.62)

in the region r_ < r < repeq-
Step 5: Putting it all together. Let v’ € (r_,rered). We integrate (4.62)) over the region {r’ < r <
Tered} N {f™ < to} N {fT < to}, with ¢y » 1, with respect to dvy A dr A volgz = p%vol. Moreover, using that

on a level set of fT we have dr = dv, and on a level set of f~ we have dr = dv,, we obtain

A
r2+2Mr+a?

A
B vols2dvy + | (B+ —————A) volgadvy + | (B — A) volg2dv
f + ( 72 + 2Mr + a? ) + ( ) +
{r=r"}n{f T <to} {f~=to} (FT=to}
n{f <to} A{r' <r<rored} A <r<rereq}

te f X (03) (1801 + 100, 012 + Y1 Ze 4 0 + [0?) volgadoy dr

(4.63)
{r'<r<rerealn{f T <t}
~{f T <to}
< .[B volgzdvy
{r=rerea}n (S <to}
~n{fT <tg}
where ¢ > 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 tg — o0 and 7" — r_, we conclude the proof of the proposition. O
4.3.1 Extension of ¢y to the Cauchy horizon CH;
Proposition 4.64. Under the assumptions of Section[J the limit
rliI;‘E w(erﬂ 07 P+5 T) =: 1/1(%” 0; P+3 T*)
exists in L2(R x S?) and satisfies
f x(w)|(vy, 0,057 )| volsadv, < o0, (4.65)

RxS?
where the function x(vy) is as in Proposition |4.51]

Proof. For r1,r9 > r_ and for 8 # 0,7 by the fundamental theorem of calculus we have

|’¢J(U+,9,§0+;’r‘1) - ¢(”U+»9780+;7“2)| < f |6T¢(U+7974p+;r)| dr .

[r1,m2]
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Squaring and Cauchy-Schwarz gives

|¢(U+a9a‘ﬁ+;7“1)*¢(U+797§0+;T2)|2<|7’1*7”2|' J |5r¢(v+,9»@+§r)\2dr-

[r1,7r2]

Integrating with respect to x(vy)volgzdv, gives

J [(vs, 0, 045m1) — P(vy, 0, %0+;T2)|2X(U+>V0182dv+

Rt (4.66)

< | —rel- f J 10,0 (v, 0, 04;7) 2 X(vy )drvolsaduy

RxS? [rq,r2]

Let Li(w)(R x S?) denote the L? space with respect to the measure x (v )volszdv,. By (4.53) we have
P(vy,0,0571) € L2 R x S?) for r close enough to r_ and by (4.52)) we have that the right hand side of
x(v4)
(4.66) is bounded by |r; — 72| - C. This shows that 1 (vy, 6, ¢,;7) is Cauchy in L? R x S?) for r — r_,
x(v+)
from which both claims in the proposition follow. O

4.3.2 Backwards propagation of the singularity

Proposition 4.67. Under the assumptions of Section @ and considering the hypersurface ¥ := {f~ = vg}
transversal to CH," for some vy € R, there exists a constant C > 0 such that we have for all v' » 1 large
enough

1 ’

‘ f [¥(- ;T—)|2 volg2dvy — f |7/}|2 volgzdv, | < C - e2"-Y |

CH n{vp=v'} Sn{vy =o'}
where (- ;7_) is the L2-limit from Proposition E

Proof. Step 1: We recall that f~(vy,r) = —vy +2r* —r +r,. Thus, on X = {f~ = vg} we have

vy =2r* —r+ry —v
1 (4.68)
= —log(r—r_)+2F_(r)—r+ry —v,
where we have used (recall that F_(r) extends regularly to r_). The right hand side of is clearly
a strictly decreasing function in r and thus the inverse function exists which we denote by ry so to obtain
re(vy) =r on X. It is also immediate that we have r(vy) — r_ for vy — co.

Taking the exponential, we obtain from
e =(r—r_)-G(r)
on ¥ with lim,_,,._ G(r) > 0. Thus, for v, » 1 large enough we have
ro(vg) —ro ~ el (4.69)

Step 2: Let now 1’ > r_ be close to r_. We now estimate, in a manner similar to the proof of Proposition
m as follows (see also Figure :

rs(v4)

|1/)(U+77“/,9,S0+) - 1/)(U+77“2(”+),9790+)\ < f |ar’l/1(1)+,7“,9,90+)| dr .

r’

39 Also recall that k_ < 0.
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Figure 8: The L2-estimate

Squaring and Cauchy-Schwarz gives
’ 2 / rev+) 2
W(”Jm?“ 797 <P+) - ¢(U+,7‘E(U+), 97 SD+)| < |7‘E(U+) -r ‘ : j |(9T’(/)(’U+,’I’,97 (P+)| dr .
Let vp—pynx = 2r*(r") — 7" + 14 —vo be the value of vy on X where r = 7', For v' < v,_,y~x we integrate
to obtain

Vir=r'}nx
f f |¢(U+a T/7 97 <)0+) - w(v+7 TE(’U-F)a 9a §0+)|2 VOISde-F
s2

U/
Vir=r'}nx rs(vy)
< frs(v) —r']- J f f |0, (vg, 7,0, 04)|* drvolsadu, |
’Ul 82 ,,‘/

which gives

12

v{r:w)nz , 9 1/2 v{7‘:7‘/}(\): )
( 9 0.00) volgad ) —( 6.0, 04) volsa v, )

’ 112 Yir=ri}n® TE(UJr 2
< |rg(@) —o'|7* - (J J2 J 10, (ve, 7, 0,04 dTVOlgsz+) .
v’ S

We now let 7" — r_ and note that this implies v}~z — 0. Moreover, we have

(4.70)

’w(era 03 P+ T/) ! I]‘[U/W{T:T'}m):] (U+) - w(UJrv 07 P+3 T*) : ]l[v',oo) (U+)‘
< |]]-[v’,'u{rzrl}ﬁ):] (vi) - [W(vg,0,0457") = (v, 0, 0157 (4.71)
+ |¢(U+a 05 P+3 T—) ' []]-[v’,v(r:,r/}ﬁz] (U+) - ]]-[v/,oo) (U-‘r):” s

where 1 4 denotes the characteristic function of the set A. The first summand on the right hand side of (4.71))
goes to zero in L?(R x S?) by Proposition while the second goes to zero in L?(R x S?) by dominated
convergence. We thus obtain from (4.70) after v’ — r_ and for v’ » 1 large enough

0 /2 o0 /2
(], L wteebipesrof wolssdo) "= ([ [ (s rsen). .00 volsedo)

=:1 =:I1
(4.72)

L o T (v) 1o
<Jrg@’) — 7| /2 (J J J [0r (v, T, 9,<p+)| drvolg2dv+)
v JS?
g C . e%lﬁlfﬂl ,

where we have used (4.69)) and (4.52)) in the last step. Since I is finite by Proposition 11 is also finite.
Multiplying (4.72)) by I + IT < C' concludes the proof. O
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Lemma 4.73. Let f,g:[1,00) — [0,00) be positive, integrable functions that satisfy for v’ sufficiently large
0
U/

LO/O Fv) dv = f g9(v) dv’ <e

with k > 0. For p > 0 we then have
o0 o0
f P - f(v) dv < 0 if, and only if, J vPg(v) dv < o .
1 1

Proof. Let us assume Sic vP - f(v) dv < oo. By assumption we have
o0 n
‘ (f(v) = g(v)) dv‘ < Ce "2
2’!L

for all n € N. It follows that

27‘L+1
’J (f(v) = g(v)) dv‘ < C(e_”'zn + e_“'2"+1) . (4.74)
We then compute, using (4.74)),
o0 [o0) 2n+1
| orawans [ @gw
1 n=0 n
L n n+1 & 2n+1
< Y@ C(e™ T e ) 4 ZJ (2P f(v) dv
n=0 n=0v2"

O

Applying the lemma with f(vy) = {o [¥(v4,0,¢1;7-)] volge and g(vy) = (g [Y(v4, 75 (v4), 0,04 )]? vols2
gives the following

Corollary 4.75. In the setting of Proposition[{.67 we have
J O | (- 572 volgadvy < o0 if, and only if, oP ||? volgedu,y < o0,
C’Hfﬁ{v_,_zl} Sn{vy =1}
where p > 0. It follows in particular from Proposition [[.6]] that

xX(v3)[Y)? volgadvy < oo . (4.76)

Sn{vy =1}

5 Teukolsky’s separation of variables

In this section we use the upper bounds derived on the Teukosky field in Corollary 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 w-derivatives. We then derive the radial Teukolsky equation belonging to .
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5.1 Spin 2-weighted spheroidal harmonics

For we R and f € J (S?) we deﬁne{ﬂ

ZA[S] (w)f = ZA[S]f + (aw)? cos? @ - f — 2sawcosf - f . (5.1)

o

Clearly, Afs)(w) maps I (S?) into I (S?).

Proposition 5.2. The operator 40&[5] (w) : L3($?) 2 Uﬁ](SQ) — Uﬁj](SQ) c L%(S?) has a complete and or-

thonormal (with respect to L*(S?)) set of eigenfunctions YTE:Z] (w) € T[’i] (S?) indexed by m € Z, N o1 >
[s]

max(|m|, |s|) and eigenvalues \,

(w) € R satisfying
A @)V @) = ALy ). (5.3)
The eigenfunctions are known as spin 2-weighted spheroidal harmonics and are of the form

Yl (6, ¢5w) = S} (cos B w)e™?

ml

where the Sy[ﬁ(cos 0;w) form a complete and orthonormal (with respect to L?([—1,1],dcosf)) set of eigen-

functions of the operator

2 2
LN (w)S = ﬁ&g(SiH@&gS) — S:ZQ 95 - QSmSC_;%S — (s :TSQZ —5)S + (aw)? cos? @ - S — 2sawcosh - S
with eigenvalues )\Li]l (w)
L @)S1(@) = AT @) Sl (w) (5.4)

The eigenvalues )\gfl]l (w) depend analytically on w and the eigenfunctions SE%(COS 0;w) are analytic in w and

in x = cosf away from x = +1. Near x = +1 we have the the following asymptotic expansions for all k € N:

Near x = —1 we have
6555} (z;w) = (1 + 2) 7™ %lay(z;w)
where ap(z;w) is analytic in both arguments near x = —1; and near x = +1

ok gle] (z;w) = (z — 1)%|m+3|bk(x;w)

w™ml

is valid with by (x;w) being analytic in both arguments near x = +1.
Moreover, we have )\E]l(w) -5 = )\L?ls] (W) + s and for w = 0 the eigenvalues are given by )\LZ]Z(O) =

—(l—=s)(l+s+1)=—-l1+1)+s(s+1).

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 Y, (6, ¢) = S,,(0)e"™# we obtain
A (@)Y(8,9) = (LENw)Sm(8)) - €™ .

We will now find an orthonormal basis of eigenfunctions for LLS} (w) using Sturm-Liouville theory. The

substitution x = cos 6 yields

d d (m+ sx)2
[s] _ @ N i sx) 2.2
Lyls,, = - ((1 x®) xSm) =22 S + (5 + (aw)*z 25awx)5m . (5.5)

40This differs from the analogous operator defined in Section 6.2.1 in [I5] by an overall minus sign.
41 This is the same equation as (4.10) in [67] with A = 7)\[s]l (w).

m
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We now go over to Lgi] — A for A € C. The points x = +1 are regular singular points of the second order
differential operator and, moreover, it depends analytically on w and A, even for complex w. The Frobenius
method, see for example [66], shows that there is a fundamental system of solutions of (LL}SL] - NS, =0,

normalised at x = —1, of the form

uy (3 A, w) = (1+2)21™ 5 hy (23 A, w)
us(z; A, w) = (1+ x)félmfslhg(x; A w) + clog(l + x)ug(x; A\, w)

where hy and hy are analytic in [—1,1) x R x R and the constant ¢ might be zero unless m = s. Similarly,

there is a fundamental system of solutions normalised at x = +1:

vi(z; N w) = (7 — 1)%‘m+5‘gl(x;)\,w)
va(; A\, w) = (x — 1)7%|m+s|gg(x; A w) + clog(z — vy (x; A\, w)

where g; and gy are analytic in (—1,1] x R x R and the constant ¢ might be zero unless m = —s. Note
that w; is regular at © = —1 while v; is regular at x = +1. For A = A\g > 0 large enough one can show
that w; and vy 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 L2([—1,1] x [—1,1]), and thus the solution operator K, is a symmetric and compact

operator on L?([—1,1]). It is easy to show that the kernel vanishes and thus, by the spectral theorem, there
[s]

is an orthonormal basis of eigenfunctions Sr[fj (x) of Ky, with real eigenvalues f, ;.

Using the asymptotics
of u; and vy in the Green’s function one shows that 57[;3 are continuous at = +1. Moreover, they satisfy
(k) = 2o (ukl sty = skl and thus

ml

1

b

Li1sh = o+ skl =o.

=l

ml

It follows that SE;% ~ u; ~ v1 — and thus in particular that the eigenvalues are simple.

To show the analytic dependence of the eigenvalues on w we notice that they are exactly the zeros of
the modified Wronskian W (uy, v1)(\,w) := ug(2; A, w) (1 — 22)v] (23 A, w) — (1 — 22)u) (23 X, w)vr (25 A, w). One
now shows that the zeros of the Wronskian in A are simple, i.e., 6,\W(u1,v1)(x\£§l,w) # 0. The analytic

implicit function theorem then yields that the eigenvalues A[*] (w) depend analytically on w. It follows that
uq (x5 Ag;]l (w),w) depends analytically on w. Normalising it in L?*([—1,1]) then gives sl

1 (x;w), which shows

in particular the regularity claimed in the proposition.
It is straightforward to show that Yl[s] (w) is an orthonormal basis of L?(S?). To show Yl[s] (w) € I75 (S?), we

m m
can use the asymptotics of S}ﬁ (w) given by the Frobenius solutions above and tediously verify the conditions
in Proposition Alternatively, and more elegantly, we can multiply (5.3) by Yn[;l] (w), integrate over the
sphere and check that the asymptotics of S [¢] (w) allow us to do one integration by parts to conclude that

ml

Ygfl] (w) € H[ls] (S?). We now go over the corresponding trace-free and symmetric 2-covariant tensor field
ami(w) on S? which is smooth except possibly at the poles of the sphere. Using we now rewrite ([5.3))
as a standard elliptic equation for a,,;(w). It now follows from standard elliptic regularity theory that cu,;(w)
is smooth on all of the sphere — showing the claim.

The relation )\Li]l (w)—s = )\L:ls] (w) + s follows from the substitution # — —z in (5.5). Finally, we refer

the reader to [28] for the evaluation of the eigenvalues at w = 0. O

The following quantitative result on the w-dependence of the eigenfunctions Yn[fl] (w) is needed for the

proof of Proposition [5.22
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Proposition 5.6. By Proposition we know that 0557[3 (w) € L% ([-1,1]) for all k € N. We can thus
expand in L*([—1,1])
LSml@) = 3 Dia@)S )

w™ml
v=max(ml,|s))

with Dm”, (w) € R.
There exists € > 0 such that for |w| < € we have

> DL @) < Ck) < o0, (5.7)

Llzmax(|ml,|s|)
where the constant is independent of m and |w| < e

Let us remark that (5.7) is equivalent to

S llkEskl w2 < Ok) < o0 (5.8)

Izmax(Iml,|s|)
Proof. Differentiating (5.4)) in w gives
[s] [s] 2 _ [s] _ [s] . als] [s] ) [s]
L (w)0wS,,) (W) + 2a(awz™ — sx)S, 1 (w) = duA,; (W) - Spp (W) + A (W) - 0,5, (W) - (5.9)

Note that since || (w)]|z2 = 1 for all w, we have (SU*)(w), 8,5} (w)>» = 0. Multiplying (5.9) by S')(w)

and integrating gives
(L )2 Sh W), STl @))es + alawa® — s2)Sio} (@), ST (W) = AuA (@) -
We now integrate by parts in the first ternﬁ to obtain
(LN @)L Sh (), Sh@)es = @Sl (W), LEN@)ShH@)ze = (@uSiil(@), Ml (@)l @)zz = 0.
This finally leaves us with
2 (W) = a(aws® — s2) S (W), SEN (W) L2 -1y - (5.10)

Multiplying (5.9)) by 57[2, (w), I # ', and integrating over [—1,1] in z gives, after the integration by parts as

before,

(wSEN @), AL (W) SE) )y + 2a(awa? — s2)SE) (W), SE (w))re = A (@)L SEN (W), S (w)) 1 -
We thus obtain for I = I

Db (@) = QuSii (@), Sl (@)
_ Qa(aws® — s2)Skl(w), SE] (w))re | (5.11)

A (@) — AL ()

42Note that the arising boundary terms are
_ Sl sl ]t = B0y . (1 — 2y % olslo 3T
[0 - L austlw) shlw] - [astle) - Lsllw)]

which vanishes given the asymptotics of 813 ST[Z% (w) from Proposition
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For | = I’ we have DI ]” 1(w) = 0. To derive an expression for D[S]”, . we first note that by the regularity of
o1 sl (w) from Proposition [5.2| we have that <6WS7[§%( ), gl (w))r2 is smooth in w. We now compute

w™ml ml’

okl (W) = 0%, 58] (W), Sy 12

k—1

=2 ('“;1)<a&k-”>5£;%<w> 5 Sl (@))r2

n=0

— (@S w), Sy + Z ( )<ak W), a5t ()
(5.12)

(5 ) DB, S D8 85

k—
s k—1 s
D@+ X ()N ol ol
1

izmax(|ml|s|)

We also need to estimate the eigenvalues for small |w|: for |w| < 1 it follows directly from (5.10) that
0oAn1(@)] < 2a(a+ |s])
We now choose 1 > & > 0 such that for |w| < & we have

A (w) — Al o)) < (5.13)

N

uniformly in m and [.

We now prove (5.7 by induction in k. We start with k¥ = 1 and estimate (5.11)). We have [(2a(awz? —
sac)Sr[,ﬂ( ), ml’( V2| < 2a(ae + |s|). We now estimate the denominator using and )\EZ]Z(O) =—I(+
1) +s(s+1):

1 1
=+ 1)+l +1)| - 3)?

<
1,V =max(|m|,|s|) |)‘£Z]l(w) - Agz]z/(W)P Ll =max(|m|,|s|) (
1£l 1l

1 . ,
= E E —13 withl' =1+ k
I=max(|m|,|s|) keZ\{0} (|k(k +1+ 2l)| 2)

> L+max(|m|, s))

1
< -
2 2 2]k + 212
imax(iml,|s|)  keZ\{0}
>—l+max(|m|,|s|)

1
< X 2

I=zmax(|m/|,|s|) keZ\{0}
k>

—l+max(|m|,|s|)
<>z 23

leN keZ\{O}

71.4

ST

(5.14)

This proves the claim for k£ = 1.
We now assume that (5.7) holds up to and including & — 1. We first show that for 1 < j < k — 1 and
|w| < e we have

A W) < o) < w0, (5.15)
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where the constant is independent of m, I. Let fl*(2;w) := 2a(awz?—sz). Thus 0, )\ ( ) = (fll(w )S[s (w),
and thus

B =] ¥ (j ><5“f5( 1212 511 (w), .81 )] (5.16)

1<is+igtig<j—1 N1 i2, 13

Clearly, 02 f1*1(w) is bounded in L®([~1,1]) by a constant only depending on s for |w| < &, and 6&5’5}( ) is
bounded in L2([—1,1]) by a constant 1ndependent of m, 1 by the induction hypothesis and (5.8 . This shows
G15).

We now use ) to show that DEH]”, (w) is bounded in ¢%(1,1"). The induction hypothesis shows directly
that the ¢2-norm in l7l of the underbraced terms in is bounded. It thus remains to show that the

£2-norm of the left hand side of (5.12)) is bounded. Note that for I = I’ it vanishes identically. For [ # I’ we
compute using ((5.11)

k—1 i s is QLS 7
D, =] Y ( ><51f”( )iz 551 (w), 05 E () 10
L tintiatiask1 \i1>2,13,%4
) 1
o (— . .
<Au o)

The underbraced terms are bounded uniformly in m,,!’ and |w| < € as in . Using (5.15]), we can bound

|ai4 (/\[S]( ) —

where the constant is independent of m, 1,1’. It now follows from (5.14)) that the £2(,1’) norm of the left hand
side of (|5.12) is bounded. This concludes the proof. O

1 C

S | < S S
Al <w>> A (@) = AL ()]

m

)

5.2 Teukolsky’s expansion

For f(vy,0,01) € L, L3, we define the Fourier transform fof fby

(60, 0450) = % ff<v+,e,w+>ew+ du, . (5.17)
R

It can be easily checked that this is a map (\/) : LL L%, — COLZ,. Tt gives rise in the standard way to an
isometry (\3 : L%+ L%, — L2 L2, which we denote again in the same way.
For g € L2 L, we define the map () : L2L3 — L2462, by

gmi(w) = LZ 9(0,p1:0)YE 0,015 0) volg (5.18)

which is also an isometry since for each w € R the Yrglsl] (w) form an orthonormal basis of L?(S?). The
summation in £, ; is over m € Z and N 3 1 > max(|m/, |s]).
For fe L

is given by

~

v, L3 n L7 L3, the composite map (-),,; = (-)mi © (), which we call the Teukolsky transform,

Fuao) = <= [ [ 1(0ns 0060 Y0 o vl (5.19)

Note that by

| [ 1wt W0 ersolvolsdu, < [ ([ 1020008 volr) dv <o

R
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the order of integration in (5.19) does not matter.
The inverse map of (5.18)) is given by

<P+, ngl 0 P+iwW )

and the inverse map of () : L7 L3 — L2 L3, is given by

1 7 —iwv
f(v+797@+)=EJ-Rf(9#P+§W)e tdw ,

where this can be taken literally for f € LLLZ, n LZL% and serves as notation for f € L2LZ, in the
standard way, which is then defined via approximation by functions in LLLZ, n L2L2,. In particular for
Foi € LLE2, 1N L2E,  we have feLl L%, n L2 L3, and thus we have literally

1
fog,0,04) = \/72—71_[ mel ml (0, p4;w)e ™" dw

X 102 2 g2 2 72
as amap L0 0 Ll | — Ly, L.

For f e L%+ L2, we have the Plancherel relation

J“[ Fvs, 0, 04) 2 volgados = [[f]2: o
R Js2 v+ S

2

7112
= 1fllzz e, (5.20)
~WllEzer, = [ 3 1ol o
m,l
We also havd™] g
Oy, [ = —iwf in L2L% if f,0,, fe L} L3 5.21)
Ny in L2L% if foopfe L? L2

and
(Ou, Fmt = —iw fimi in L2605, if f,0,, fe L Lg .

Note, however, that in general (zzr/f)ml # —i0, fins, since the orthonormal basis functions erl] of L?($?) in

(5.18) are w-dependent.

In the following we address this point and show that under suitable assumptions we can still infer limited

decay of f(vy,0,¢4) for |vy| — oo from limited regularity of fml in w.

5.2.1 Slow decay in v, of f in terms of limited regularity of fml
Proposition 5.22. Let ¢ > 0 be as in Proposition let f € L?fs’s)IéQ and let qo € Ng. Then éf,f €
L%ﬁs €)L§2, i.e.,

f » L 109 f(w, 0, ¢ )|? volsedw < o0 (5.23)

for all 0 < q < qo, q € Ny if, and only if, 6q(fml) € L2 EQ

ml’

f Z 109 (frout)(W)]? dew < o0 (5.24)
(-

Ea)ml

for all 0 < q < qo, g € N. Here, all derivatives are weak derivatives@

43Proof as in [@2] 7.9 Theorem.
44For this paper only the ‘only if’ direction, i.e.,

¢ )

=, is needed.

62



Proof. Assume first that f has gg weak w-derivatives in L(2_ . E)L§2' We then have for 0 < ¢ < qq
G L 05.J(0, 013w) - Y1)(0, 013 w) volge
S

- q -
- [ e oo i) v = 3 (1) [ o477 F0.p0i0) - V0,150 volo
2 ] 2

_ S q q—q' s]
= 0 frut(w) Z ) ), % F(0,0450 EDm”, (W)Y5H0, 01 w) volga
—1 \4
=0} fml( Z (;]/) ZDmll’ aq d f)ml’( )

Q
Il
—

(5.25)

where, in the second equality we have used the smoothness of the Yn[fl] in w and the product rule

q
ai(a-b) = (‘{)ag—q’a-ag’b
= \4

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 integra and the representation of (93,/ Yn[fl] from Proposition ,
and in the fourth equation we just used that the limit in I’ is an L?(S?) limit, so we can pull it out of the
integral.

Now by and Plancherel we have

x> | |azf<0,w+;w>|2volszdw=f 2 @8
Thus (5.24) follows if we show

f SIS DB (@5 () dw < o0

Em,l U

for 0 < ¢’ < ¢. By Cauchy-Schwarz, Proposition Plancherel, and ([5.23) we compute

fZ\ZDLﬂN @ P )P o < [ (D108 @) - (DI D)) de
-

Em, U <m0l
< [ e (TIeE Huier) s

— o) [ 1 FopriwP ol

< 0.

BLet g(0, p4;w), 0wg(0, pi;w) € L?‘,Lé2 and let h(w) := §2 g(f,¢4;w) volgz. Then the weak derivative of h is given by
Y2 0wg (0, o+;w) volgz: for x(w) € CF (R) we compute

—f h(w)0wx(w) dw = —f J 9(0, ¢4 ;w) volg 0w x(w) dw
R R Js?
,jf 9(0, p+;w)dwx(w) volgz dw
R JS2

= J j 0wg(0, p1;w)x(w)volgadw .
R Js?
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To prove the reverse direction, we now assume that fml has go weak w-derivatives satisfying (5.24]). Let
0<q<qoand x € C((—¢,¢€) xS?). Then

| [ Fer oo nedosan= | e ataeme b
(7675) —E&,&

= J Zf Y[] (w), 0 (w)>L2(§2) dw

(—2,6) l,m

12

=" —l< (Zm,L Ifmz(W)|2) (Zm/,y I(?fixmw(w)lz)

"z f e 3319 (T)o7s @Y ) M do
j=0 J S

eCg ((—s,s))

= Zq%)(l)q(j-)lm f oL if, mi(w) - {0, ml( )s X(W))r2(s2) dw

J= T (—ee)
q
= (_l)q J fQ Z <;]> Z aq jflm ZDmll/ Jfl]/ (9790-&-;(*}) ~X(w,0,gp+)volgzdw s
§ j=o0 Lm
(76,5) J 9

=04 f(w,0,0+)

where we introduced (-, -)r2(s2) for the standard Hermitian product on L?(S?) for brevity, used Plancherel in

the second line, dominated convergence in the third line as well as the combinatorial formula

v = -1y (1)exiaro

J=0

which can be proved easily via induction; we used that fml admits gy weak w-derivatives in L%_E o) in the

fourth line and finally Proposition (5.24), and dominated convergence again in the last line. Proposition

and ([5.24) together now also show (5.23). O

5.3 Application of Teukolsky’s separation to the Teukolsky field v

Theorem 5.26. Under the assumptions of Section@ and for every r € (r_,ry) the Teukolsky transform

Pt (73 0) D(vs,r0,040)e YN0, 05 w) dvgvolse (5.27)

1
C\er J]R 2
of the Teukolsky field (vy,r,0,04) is well-defined and we have Jml( ;1) € ijffnl Moreover, for every
re(r_,ry), meZ, and N3l > max{|lm|,|s |} we have Yy (r;-) € CO(R).

For fized w,m,l the Teukolsky transform wml(r,w) is twice continuously differentiable inr € (r—,ry) and
we also have %Jml(r; s %Jml(r; ) € CO(R) for every r € (r_,ry) and m,l Moreover, the Teukolsky
transform satisfies

2

d 2 2y; ; 4
Ad 2¢ml(r;w) + 2(— (r* + a®)iw + iam + (r — M)(1 — 5)) %wml(r,aﬁ (5.28)

+ (/\Efl]l(w) — (aw)? + 2wma — 2iwr(l — 2s) — 23) szl(r; w)=0

46We only need m; (GDE d%zzml(r; ) € C9(R) (for Lemma .
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forallwe R, meZ, N>l = max{|m|,|s|}. Since we have - (r;) € ijg“ the representation

1 e s —iwv
Vo bps) = = JR S Tt (130) Y5 (0, 913 0)e 7 s (5.29)
m,l

is valid for every r € (r—,ry) in particular in L121+ L.

Proof. Corollary in particular states that for each r € (r_,r,) we have ¥ (vy,r, 0,0, ) is in L?,+ L% Tt
now follows from Section that the Teukolsky transform is well-defined with Jml(r; ) € Liﬁfml and also
that holds.

By for f = 1, and since ¢. > 2, we obtain that (v, ,7,0,0.) € L*(R x S?). Together with the
boundedness of Yn[jl] (0, ¢;w) and its continuity in w we obtain from that ¥, (r;+) € C2(R) for fixed
r,m,l. By for f = 0,1, 0%1) we also obtain that we can continuously differentiate in r twice under the
integral in for fixed w, m,l and also the continuous dependence of the derivatives on w as before.

In order to derive we recall the coordinate expression of Tis1¥ = 0 to see that

: J\ J a SiIl 961} d) +2ara1) a, w + 2(7" +(Z2) av a w 2 a a d)
R JS2 + 7T a (%2} (g
Aa w ( ( - 28) Z.Sa/ COS 6) 6’(} ¢

+2(r—M)(1—s)oY + ZA[S]w - 28’(/J] et Sr[ﬂ (cos B;w)e™ P+ du, volge

~~

Ll 0.1 w)
= JR L2 —(wa)?sin? 0 + 2amw ) — 2iw(r? + a?) 0,9 + 2imad,P
+ A% — 2iw (r(l —25) — isa cos 0)1/)
+2(r—M)(1—8)0pp + 40&[5]1# — 2s¢] et YTLSZ](H, Y4;w)dvyvolge

holds for all 7 € (r_,7,) and all w € R, where we have used (4.47)), which in particular implieﬂ 0% 0% ob2qh(r) e

Vit TPt
LL Léz for 0 <a+b; + by <2, a,by,by € N which we use to do the integration by parts in v;. We assemble

Ay (w) from (5.1 to find

0= JR L 802y +2( = (12 + a)iw + iam + (r = M)(1 = 5) ) 0t -
+ ( — (aw)? + 2wma — 2iwr(1 — 2s) — 23)¢ + Z&[S] (WW] emv+y7£fl] (0, ¢1;w)dvyvolge -

We now use that i and Y[Sl] are smooth spin 2-weighted functions so that by Proposition [2.26|and (2.31]) we

m

can do the integration by parts to bring 40&[31 (w) over to obtain a term of the form - v+ 40&[3] (w)Yn[fl] 0,04;w) =
WP - eVt ALl (w)Yifl] (0, 04+;w), where we used that the eigenvalues )\EZ]Z (w) are real. Finally, by (4.48) for

ml
f = 0.1, 029 and the boundedness of Y7£fl] (0, p;w) dominated convergence allows us to pull the r-derivatives
out of the integral to obtain (5.28]). O

47We use

1 1 1

a b NP 3 1 3 jf a b IND) 3

fR(LQ 125, %, () Pvola ) * vy < (J}R o as)* ( [ xworee, o v volgadu )
| —7
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6 Analysis of the Heun equation and transmission and reflection

coefficients for w =0

This section analyses the radial Teukolsky equation (5.28). We show that it is of the Heun-form and that the
limit w = 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 w — 0.

6.1 The Heun equation
Setting z := —— in 5.28)) so that we have = 0 for r = r_ and = 1 for » = r, the equation (5.28])

T

transforms to the Heun equation

(1— x)x%v(w) + (az® + Bz + 7)%1}(1}) + (6z +€)v(z) =0, (6.1)

where we have just written ¢, (r(z);w) = v(z) for brevity and generality and where

a = 2iw(ry —r_) 0 =2iw(l —2s)(ry —r_)
B =dir_w+2(s—1) €= —)\Efl]l(w) + (aw)? — 2wma + 25 + 2iw(1 — 2s)r_ (6.2)
49Mr_
= i(oj—w,m)—i—l—s
T+ —Tr_
and wy = %
Setting y :=1—z = TT:% so that we have y = 0 for r = r, and y = 1 for r = r_ the equation (6.1
transforms to the Heun equation
d? P N\ d <
=9y gz + (ay® + By +7) "W (0y +&)v(y) =0, (6.3)
where
a=—a=—-2iw(ry —r_)
B=B+2a=4iwr++2(s—1)
4 M
=—(B+v+a)= _ T (w—wim)+1—s
7'+ —Tr_
6= —0=—2iw(l —2s)(ry —r_)

E=0+e=-A []( ) + (aw)? — 2wma + 25 + 2iw(1 — 28)r,

6.1.1 The hypergeometric equation arising as the limit w = 0 of the Heun equation

We compute the values of the Greek parameters ..., for w = 0, where we also use )\7[2]1 0)=-l(l+1)+
s(s + 1) from Proposition

a|w:0 =0 6‘&»:0 =0
ﬁ|w:0:2(8—1) €|w:0:(l—s)(l+s+1)+23 (64)
2iam
Mo = — 2 15,
ry —Tr—
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A straightforward computation then shows that for w = 0 the Heun equation (6.1)) turns into the hypergeo-

metric equation

d? d
(1- x)x@v(x) +(c—(a+b+ l)x)ﬁv(x) —ab-v(x) =0 (6.5)
with 9
a=1l+1-s b=—s5—1 g:7|w:0:—ﬂ+1—s. (6.6)
ry —T—
Setting again y = 1 — z, (6.5 transforms into
d? N d
(1 —yys=v(y) + (E— (@ + b+ 1)y)—v(y) —ab-v(y) =0 (6.7)
dy dy
with o
G=atbtl-c= " 41
ry —Tr—

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
at the regular singular points » = 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 [60].

We begin with the discussion of the regular singular point x = 0 in , which corresponds to the Cauchy
horizon r = r_. The asymptotics at the event horizon, which is y = 0 for , then follow directly from this
discussion by replacing the Greek parameters «,...,e by their tilded versions.

We make the ansatz =7 Z?:o dj(w,m,l)z? for a solution of . Entering this ansatz into and
comparing powers of x yields

dizilc+j+D)(o+j+7) =di((c+j)c+j—1-8)—¢e)+dj—1(—alc+j—1)—46). (6.8)

For j = —1 we obtain the indicial equation (o —1++) = 0 which has the two solutions ¢ = 0 and o = 1 —+.
Consider first 0 = 1 — 7 and set dy = 1. It then follows from with o = 1 — v that the coefficients

are recursively determined by

1 _ . .
djp1 = P [dj((l v+ +i—B)—¢e) +dia(—ali—2) —5)] (6.9)
Note that for s = 2 we have v = —1 + ifj\{i‘_ (w —w_m) and thus the denominator in is non-vanishing

for all j € N and for all w € R. It can be shown that this power series converges absolutely for z € [0, 1).
Also note that since the coefficients «;, . ..,e depend analytically on w, so do all the d;(w,m,[). The radius

of convergence of the power series of d;(w,m,!) in w is uniformly lower bounded in j (it essentially depends
[S] AMr_ )

(@) and on —

on the radius of convergence of the power series in w of A . Since the convergence is
uniform, we obtain that the arising power serieﬂ is also analytic in w for all w € R. We label this solution
[s] A —y 5y ls] j
by Bci—tfr,ml(x’w) =l 720 45 (w,m, ).
To construct a second linearly independent solution we make the other choice o = 0, i.e., we are looking
for a solution of the form Z;O:o ¢j(w,m, )27, which we normalise by ¢y = 1. From with the d’s replaced

by ¢’s we obtain the recursive relation

m[cj(j(j—l—ﬂ)—e)+cj_1(—a(j—1)—6)]. (6.10)

48Note that the multiplying factor =7 is not analytic at = = 0 if w # w_m.

Ciy1 =
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41Mr_
Since v =

—(w—w_m) +1—s, the denominator vanishes for j = 1 and w = w_m, but for all other w one
can show as before that the power series converges absolutely for z € [0,1) and is analytic in w € R\{w_m}.

We label this solution by Bgﬁ o (x;w) = Z?:o cg.s] (w,m,)z7. From ([6.10) we compute c;(w,m,l) = —=

and co(w,m,l) = 2(1+v [ B+ e) 0| for later.
The Frobenius solutions of normalised at y = 0 are obtained in the analogous way by replacing

Qa,...,eby a,...,£. We summarise this discussion in the following
Proposition 6.11.

(;0), B (w5w)}

1. For w # w_m equation ) has a fundamental system of solutions {B CHtm

CH;ml
which are of the form
[s]

¢ (w,m, 1)z’

s

Bg]_l;r7 (ryw) = .

J

0
Bg‘;]_ﬁ (@ w) = i 2 dg-s] (w,m, )z’
=0

and are normalised by c([f] (w,m,l) =1 and d([]s] (w,m,1) = 1. The power series Z;O:O dgs](w,m,l)xj

is analytic in [0,1) x R (and thus Bé;ﬁ o (@sw) is in particular also a solution for w = w_m) while
the solution Bé;ﬁ J(@;w) is only analytic and defined on [0,1) x (R\{w_m}). The coefficients are
determined recursively and we find in particular cgs] (w,m,1l) = f% and cgs] (w,m,1l) = 1+,y)[ B+

-dF

2. Forw # wim equation (6.3)) has a fundamental system of solutions {AE_Z]Jr l(y; w), AE;L l(y; w)} which
~,m ;L m

are of the form

[ee]
A£j]+ . (y;w Z [<] (w,m, 1)y
i =
[ee]
A[S]+ yiw) = Z (w,m, )y
Hm 1=

7=0 bg ](wa m, l)yj

is analytic in [0,1) x R (and thus AE_SL]Jr l(y;w) is in particular also a solution for w = wim) while
1 om

and are normalised by a([)s] (w,m,l) =1 and b([)s] (w,m,l) = 1. The power series >

the solution Agilr L Wiw) is only analytic and defined on [0,1) x (R\{wym}). The coefficients are

determined recursively and we find in particular ags] (w,m,1l) = —% and ags] (w,m,l) = 2(1+'v [ (ﬂ +

£) — 5].
Our reason for labelling the solutions with #.© ,”;’-LlJr,CH;r,C?-lr+ will become apparent in Sections E and

It follows that we can write for w # w,m the Teukolsky transform v:[;ml from Theorem with the
r-coordinate replaced by the y-coordinate, as

Jml(i‘/%w) =: a%j,ml(w)Ayi,ml(yQC") + a%j,mz(w)AHlﬂml(Zﬁw) ) (6.12)

where ay+ . gt i R\{w;m} — C are functions which will be determined later in Section

49Note that y(w) — 1 — s = —1 for w — w_m. This shows that B;]ﬂ, l(x;w) is in general not regular for w — w_m.
P m

50Note that 4(w) — 1 — s = —1 for w — wym. This shows that AE_SA_ l(y;w) is in general not regular for w — wim.
~am
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Lemma 6.13. Under the assumptions of Section@ we have ay+ 0 aqy+ 0 € CO(R\{wym}, C).
T 1

Proof. Differentiating (6.12]) in y we obtain for w # wim

Jml (y7 OJ) _ A’Hff,ml (y’ OJ) AHf ,ml (y’ (,d) a")—ﬁr ,ml (w) (6 14)
dem(y; w) B W39) A i (U50) ) \ g (@)
Fix y € (0,1). Since {A4;+ ., (y;w), AH,*,ml(% w)} are linearly independent, the matrix has an inverse which

is also analytic in w for w # w;m. We can thus solve for a,+ . ,(w),ay+ ., (w) and thus they inherit the
regularity of the left hand side of (6.14]), which is continuous by Theorem O

6.2.1 Alternative representation of second Frobenius solution

Let us also recall a different way of constructing the second Frobenius solution Bgz]{lﬂml (2;w) which will be
useful later on in Section 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

v(z) = e(x) - B([:‘ii’ml(x;w) .

Entering this into equation (6.1]) gives

S d S S
z(1—x) [e”(x)B([n]ﬁ’ml(x;w) + 26’(9&)%3([:7%%[(36;0))] + (ax? + B +y)e (z) - B(E?Li,m,z(x;w) =0. (6.15)

Here, the prime stands for %. This is a first order equation for ¢’(x). Again, making a power series ansatz
one can show that (6.15) has a unique solution of the form

a0
¢ (x) =272 Z eja’ (6.16)
j=0

which we normalise by eg = 7 — 1 and where the coefficients are determined recursively by an algebraic
expression which involves «, 3,7, e;,d;. In particular, each e;(w,m,l) is an analytic function of w for all
w e R.

As before let us now assume that w # w_m, so the parameter v has an imaginary part. In particular
¢/(x) does not have a term proportional to 2. An integral of ¢’(z) is thus given by

[e.¢]
e .
e(z) = 2771 2 —J 7. (6.17)
Rt e
—_—

The underbraced power series converges absolutely on x € [0,1) and is analytic in w for w # w_m. Since we
have chosen ey = v — 1 we see that the coefficient in the power series in front of 2% is 1. Thus,

Bgif,mz(xW) = e(r) - BE;LW@;w) (6.18)

is a solution of (6.5)) of the form

0
Bgiﬁml(x;w) = Z cj(w,m, )z’
with co(w, m,l) = 1. The coefficients ¢;(w, m,[) can of course be computed from those of e(z) and those of

B([:s;]ﬁ7ml(x; w) =zt Z;O:O dj(w,m,l)x?, for example we have

€2
v+1

e e
6021 612*1+d1 Cy = +;1d1+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 Bg;]ﬁ i (z;w) from Proposition |6.11} for which we have already obtained the explicit values of ¢;
1

and cy. We thus find

1 € €2 €1
co=——|—(B+¢e)—9| = + —d; +ds.
2(1+7)[7( )] v+l v
Multiplying by (1 + 7) and setting w = w_m we obtain
1€
e2(w =w_m) = 5[;(6 +e)—6](w=w_m). (6.19)

Similarly, we find an alternative expression of Agjl ol (y;w) as

0 ~ 0
[s] N — 500 . Als] ) — € i\ . k
AL () = e AL, ) (;ﬂ_ ) (k_obky ).
where
<1 Ej(w,m, ) j
~ — y—1 9 9
éy) =y ;0 o
[ S —
with 1z
~ g, = ~ <
éa(w =wim) = i[g(ﬁ + &) = b](w =wym) . (6.20)

The underbraced power series converges absolutely on y € [0, 1) and is analytic in w for w # w m.

6.2.2 Reflection and transmission coefficients
Since {Bgi oo BE?L n ml} forms a fundamental system of solutions, we can express each of the two solutions
o +

AE_SL]+ g’ Agjlr .., as a linear combination thereof, i.e., we can write for each w € R\{w_m,w,m}
T 10

AL - gw) =3l (). B (z;w) + R

. pls] .
HE,ml HE ml CH;ml I (x,w)

W) ;
H.oml CH, ,ml (621)

Ak (= me) =T @) Bl (@) + R (@) Bl (@)

; [s] [s] [s] [s] ) [s] [s] ;
with er’ml, %Hi',ml’ T?—L?’,ml’ %Hr’ml s R\{w_m,w;m} — C, where we call Syr,ml(w), T?—L?’,ml the transmis-
sion coefficients of the right and left even horizon, respectively, and %gjlr ol ERErSLL - the reflection coefficients

£ i

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 EE:LL ml(w),iﬁgﬂr ml(w),
‘Egilr l(w),iﬁgi ,(w) are (defined and) analytic for w € (—|w.|,|w|) and we have T,[}_SLL ,(0) # 0.

1 T 1 M T
Proof. Note that 0 < |wy| < |w—|. Hence for m # 0 the fundamental solutions in (6.21) are defined for
w € (—|w4], Jws|) 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

[s] ) [s] ) [s] . [s]
A?—L[:ijl(l —zw) ch[-zg,mz(x’w) Bcﬁ,mz(x’w) Tﬂmz () _ (6.23)
%A;i,mz(l - 7;w) %Bcsﬂl*,mz@;w) chch;,T,mz(x; w) mvji,mz («)
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Fix z € (0,1). Note that the matrix on the right hand side is invertible (since Bg# ,(@;w) and BE]# (@5 w)
are linearly independent) and analytic in w for w € (—|wy|, |ws]). The left hand side is analytic for w €
(—|wt]s |Jws]) as well. We can thus solve for igj]r,mz (w) and %Ej;ml (w) and obtain that they are analytic
in we (—|wil|, |w|). Similarly one obtains that the transmission and reflection coefficients of the left event
horizon are analytic in (—|w4 |, Jw]).

To show T1°! (O) # 0 we begin by noticing that Agi]f,,ml (y;0) and Agj];r,ml(y; 0) solve and B . (x; 0)

Him CH,
and B([Z iﬁ ,(2;0) solve (6.5). For the hypergeometric equation there are convenient closed expressions for

the Frobemus solutions, which we recall in the following, see for example Chapter 8 of [4], but they can also
be verified directly.

For ¢ € C and n € Ny we define (a), :=a(a+1)(a+2)---(a+n—1) = F(Fﬁ(z)"), where T' is the Gamma

function. Then, for —c ¢ Ny

0
F(a,b,c;x) Z © n' (6.24)

is a solution of (6.5) with F'(a,b,c;0) = 1. And for ¢ — 2 ¢ Np
2 CFa+1—¢b+1—¢2—ca) (6.25)

is also a solution of (6.5). Clearly, for ¢ # 1 these two solutions are linearly independent. Recall from
Section |6.1.1| that Bgﬁ ,(@;0) and Bl

(x; 0) are solutions of the hypergeometric equation (6.5) with

CHLm
c=79w=0) = — Ti’% For m # 0 we thus obtain, by comparison of the asymptotics, that we must
have
Bgs;[f,ml(z’ O) = F(Q,b, o 1') and ngfr ([g’ O) = $17£F(g 4+1— g’b +1— c, 9 _ ¢ 1,)
with a, b and ¢ as in Section Similarly we obtain
ABL (0) = Fla,bgy)  and APl (0) =y ER(@+1-Gb+1-62-Gy)
»om L m
with ¢ as in Section

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—1=—-2—1and N 5[ > max(|m|,|s|), b is a negative integer and thus Bé;ﬁ ,(2;0) and AE_;L (L= 2:0)

are polynomials in x. Moreover, since ¢ and ¢ have non-vanishing imaginary parts it is straightforward to

see that Bg‘;]i N (x; 0) and Agj]f,ml(m; 0) are not polynomials in z. Entering with this information into (6.21))

gives directly that %Z]Jr _,(0) has to vanish and thus ‘Zgi])r L (0) #0. O

Remark 6.26. Indeed, all the transmission and reflection coefficients at w = 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 [J]. For example one obtains ng]jt,mz(o) = %. Setting £(0) := —% and

plugging in the exact values of the parameters for s = 2 from we obtain
D(—1-&0)T(2-£0)  (=1-&0)-(=1+1-£0))-...-(1—£(0))

[s] _
Tﬂrﬁml(o) DI+ 1-€0)T(—1-£(0) (1—=¢€0)-(I1—1-¢(0) ... (-1 —=¢&(0))

from which it also follows that |T£_i]+ ml(())| =1.

6.2.4 The case m = 0 via the Teukolsky-Starobinsky conservation law

Proposition 6.27. The transmission coefficient Q[S] ol of the right event horizon and the reflection coefficient

mlsl of the left event horizon, as well as w - mlsl

ol (all of which are a priori not defined at w = 0) extend

HiE L0l

analytically to w € R. Moreover, we have SRE;L u(0) =0.
10
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Proof. We construct a set of fundamental solutions which is regular for all w € R. Recall from Proposition

6.11{ that B([;]{+ ml(ac; w) is defined for all w € R. For w # 0 we now use the alternative representation of the
second Frobenius solution Bgﬂﬁ o, (@3 w) from Section |6.2.1) and define
1
e2(w,0,1)
UCH*,Ol(x§W) = chl*,ol(xiw) - N1 Bc%j,r,ol(ﬂw)
[e0]
_ ej(w,0,1) ea(w,0,1)
-z 1( 37”':1;]>B v o(ww) = 22V p (2 w)
j;)’)/_l‘F] CH, ,0l ,Y_|_1 CH., ,0l
© 1
1 ej(w,0,1) _ 27+ q .
- ( 2, yj_ 1 +jx]>BCHr,oz($»w) +e2(w,0,1) - o1 Bey o250) -

j=0

2

7% _yo Dk ogm)k
k=1 k!

We thus see that Ugg+ o)(z;w) extends analytically as a solutiorﬂ of (6.1) to w = 0 for which we have

o5 ei(0,0,0) .
Ugp+ 01(2;0) = o 2( 3 J_(ZH):EJ)BCmOZ(x;O) + €2(0,0,1)(log ) - Beyys o(:0) - (6.28)
j=0
J#2

Hence, { By + o (2;w), Uoy+ o (2;w)} is a fundamental system of solutions of for m = 0 which is defined
and analytic for all w € R. (The linear independence of the solutions is shown below.)
Similarly we set
ég (w, 0, l)
y+1
to obtain a fundamental system {AH;r,oz (y;w), U+ o1(y;w)} of solutions of for m = 0 which is defined
and analytic for all w € R. Moreover, Uy + o;(y;0) is of the form

Up+ ou(ysw) i= Ayt o (ysw) — L)

o/ €:(0,0,1) - _
Up+01(y;0) =y 2( Zo ]_(24_3.)9])14%1*,01(3/; 0) + €2(0,0,1)(logy) ‘A'Hl*,oz(y; 0) . (6.29)
iz
J#2

Let us also note that it follows from (6.19)), (6.20) and Section [6.1] that
1
e2(0,0,1) = €3(0,0,1) = -5 ([(l =2)(1+3)+4][(1-2)(1 +3) + 6]) #0

for | > 2 and thus the solutions (6.28)) and (6.29) do indeed have log terms and are linearly independent from
Bey+ o(2;0) and AHT’Ol(y; 0), respectively.
We can now expand for all w e R
Un+ 01(1 — m3w) = Xopg+ 01 (W) Ueqy+ 00 (@5 w) + Yagr 01(w) Begy+ (23 w) (6:30)
Aq-[lﬂol(l - x?”) = XHf7ol(w)Bc7-¢j7ol (x;w) + YHl*,ol(w)UCHJr,Ol (x;w)
where XH+701,YH+70l7XHl+ Ol,YH;r o 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

© . 1

m’Y—l( 3 € :ch) +62$’Y+ -1 ’
jzo'yflJrj y+1
2

which differs from (6.17)) by an w-dependent constant and makes it analytic for all w € R.
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We now show that we have YH,*,OI(O) = 0. Recall that for m = 0 and w = 0 the coefficients of the
hypergeometric equations which {Bey,+ o,(7;0), Ugy+ 00(2;0)} and {Up+ 01(y;0), AH?’Ol(y; 0)} are satisfying
are c=¢ = —1,a=1—1,and b = —2 — [. It thus follows that still defines a solution to the
hypergeometric equation which is clearly linearly independent to Uggs+ (5 0) (Up+ 0:(y;0)), since the latter
contains a non-vanishing log-term. By comparison of the leading order coefficients we thus obtain

Bt o(;0) = 2! 7¢F(a+1—¢,b+1—¢,2—¢ x) and Ay (y:0) =y TEF(a+1-¢,0+1-8,2-Gy) -

Note that b+ 1 —c=b+1—¢ = —l € —N and thus, as we observed in the proof of Proposition [6.22
Byt o(2;0) and AHT’Ol(y;O) are polynomials. Since Ugz+ o;(7;0) is clearly not a polynomial because of
the log-term, it directly follows from (6.30) that we must have Yar 0(0) =0.

Expanding (6.30]) in terms of our original systems of fundamental solutions gives

ea(w,0,1)

AH?’,Ol(l — W) = (XH?',OI(W) - YH?’,Ol(w) S+

) Byt gi(miw) + Yﬂf,oz(w) chf,oz(w?w) )
9 —

=‘IH1+101(W) =Pt o)

which directly shows that 9‘*%; o1(w) is analytic on R and vanishes at w = 0, and

éZ (Wa Oa l) A

741 H;r,ol(]‘ix;w)

AHi,Ol(l —x;w) = Uyt (1 —230) +

= Xyt o1(W)Ucp+ o (w50) + YH*,Ol(w)BCHi7oz(x;w)

ég(w, 0, l)
A1 (ny,oz(w)ch’Ol(x; w) + Yt o (W) Uesp+ o1 w))
éQ(wa Oa l)
= (X?-LJr,Ol(w) + ﬁyﬂﬁm(w) )BCHT,OZ(:C;M)
:Tﬂi,ol(w)
éa(w, 0,1) ea(w,0,1) &2(w,0,1)
" (YH+’0l(W) - ﬁ HT’Ol(w) - ﬁ[XHhOl(W) + o YH?’,OI(W)] )BCH;F’OZ(CC;UJ) .
=mH,Jf,0l(w)

(6.31)

Since we have shown that YHWOZ(O) = 0 it follows that T, +  (w) is analytic on all of R. Moreover, we have

&2 (w,0,1 2 (w,0,1
mﬂi,oz(w) = Y+ q(w) + %Xﬂf,oz(w) - ez'(yu-)kl :

extends analytically to w = 0. O

Ty o1(w), from which it follows that w - Ry .+ o (w)

Note that directly shows that our previous approach for m # 0 of showing that T+ ,(0) # 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 6wYHT701(0), 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]*]

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 @Zr[fl]l(r;w)

52The Teukolsky-Starobinsky conservation law also provides an alternative approach to showing that ‘IHJr m (0) # 0 for
L)

m # 0, cf. Remark
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satisfies (5.28) if, and only if, RT[fL]l(r;w) 1= eimTemiwr® L L) (r; w) satisfies

ml

1
)+ ([(’F2 + a®)’w?® — daMrwm + a®m® + 2ia(r — M)ms — 2iM (r* — a*)ws] - —
A (6.32)

—s d s+1 dR'E‘rsz]l
A E(A dr

+ 2irws + )\EZ]Z (w) — a2w2>R£TSL]l =0.
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 /\gi]l differs from ours here by a minus sign. A direct computation, see also
[15], gives furthermore that RL*)(r;w) satisfies (6.32) if, and only if, ugfl]l(r;w) = AP(r? 4+ az)l/zRLi]l(r;w)

ml
satisfies
e s (s
(dr*)Zuml (T; w) + le (T; w)uml(r; w) =0 (6.33)
with
2 4 a®)w —am)® = 2is(r — M)((r? + a®)w —
VTE;] (rs ) :(TQ +A@Q)Q (((r a?)w — am) is(r )((r? + a*)w — am) 4 diswr + )‘Li]l(w) Ce— a2+ Qamw)
s2(r— M)? A 3r2A
C (r2+a2)? * (r2+a2)3(72(T7M)T7A+m)

Note that one has V1] (riw) = Vi;s](r;w), for which we recall AL (w)—s = /\Egls] (w) + s from Proposition

ml ml

It follows that if uT[;lZ] is a solution of (6.33) Withvs = —2, then UL;Z] is a solution of (6.33)) with
s = +2. Unwinding the above relations we find that if 1&7[;12] satisfies (5.28) (or (6.1)) with s = —2 then

(12 + a2) 2 eimTe—iwr® qugrf] satisfies (6.33) with s = +2 and thus

A2 2imT 2iwr* JL:Z?] (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

LN B R

Wr*(u[S] w[é]) = (dr* ml) “mil mi\ g% ml)

ml? U ml

is conserved in r for any two solutions uLi]l (r*;w) and wLi]l (r*;w) of (6.33]). Hence, if vﬁz% (z;w) and vgti]l (z;w)

are two solutions of (6.1)) with s = +2 then

1 o 1 =
const = W ((r* + a?)? Zelmre*“‘”*v{ﬁ]ﬁ (r? +d?)? Ke’m’“e’“”*vgjﬂ)
1 o o o
= (r* + a2)§e2lmref2’w* W (U;_,i:lﬁ vgf;ﬂ)
p p (6.35)
_ L i —zierr L (7 [+2]  [+2] _ 1+2] 4 [+2])
A Ty —T_ dx 1,ml 2,ml 1,ml dx 2,mJl ’
=Wa (0y 2050
where we have used d%k = ﬁ - ih %.
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 v[+?] is a solution to (6.1))
with s = +2, then %v[“] 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
al=2l = o[+2] sl=21 — s+21 | g [+2]
pl=21 = gl+2l _g el=2l = 21 4 48042 _ 19
A2 o2l g
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where we have used again )\1[2][ (w)—s= AE;IS] (w) + s. Taking % of (6.1) now gives

4 o 2 . A
=i d i =i d
_ [+2] [+21,2 | gl+2], 4 A [+2] 2]
Z ( )[daﬂ D) s gzt g\ O e ) g

gty 6[+2~])d47_jv[+21]

dai dat—J

R AN O BT AN o B VR S AN o BN £ P o N B N £
= X xd‘rﬁv X xS’U dx4v (6% xr xr Y dxf)v
BT e P €I A R B P £ KA B o IR G N R P o KA o
dz? dz? dz? dz3
d2 d4 +2 2],.2 —2 —2 d d4 +2 —2 d4 +2
— el e ol gty ) L gl o e

where we have used 12al+2! + 46+21 = 0.
d

We now apply this to the Frobenius solutions for w # wym,w_m. Recalling % = —-- we have

4
A2 ()

dyd i mi (J+4)G+3)+2)(J + 1a; L+ ](w,m,l)yj

[
Ms

7=0
d' ez S [+2)
Tt Bers (@) = Z;)(J +4)( +3)(J +2)( + Dejia (w,m, D
iz
iﬂm]uw=imﬂ A2 = AT = 1= A2 = 2= D o, m, ad
dxd T CHE miNT J U )

<.
Il
o

(6.36)
With the notation from Section [2.1.1) and 2.1.2] we find near r = r .

e—2im762iwr* _ e2ir*(w—w+m)e2im¢+(r)
— (7,+ _ 7,) . )627.F+ (r) (w—wiym) e2zm¢+ (r)
4iMr (w—wsm) 2. (r 0 - 4iMr (w—wym)
— (7‘+ _ 7.7)7477«7 ) 20 +(7)~(w—w+m)e imey(r) . Y- +
=D (rsm,w) —y—(+50+2]
and near r = r_
" —4iM7~7( ) —41’M7-7( )
—2%mF i ———— (w—w_m) 9; (w— i ——— (w—w_m
e QZmTeQwJT _ (,rJr _ ’I",) [N eQzF,(r) (w w,m)eszqﬁ,(r) o T )
I
~
=:D_(rym,w) :x*(1+’v[+2])

Note that Dy is regular at r = 4 and that we have |D4| = 1. We also recall that A = (r, —7_)%(z — 1)z =
(re —r-)*(y = Dy.
By (6.34)

1
A2p—2imT 2iwr® d [+2]
dxd  CH;mi

4
H]Jrk J+4wml)
0k=1

MS

= (ry —r_)*(z —1)%2*D_(r(z);m,w)z~ (14120

J

is a solution of (6.1)) with s = +2. Comparing asymptotics we find

“gim7_2ir* A* 2 2 2
AZem2imT g2iwr @BE{;JM =(ry —r_)*"D_(r_ym,w)4! - c£+ ](w,m, 1) ~B([;L;,ml(:v;w) . (6.37)
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Similarly we have
w d¥ o] IEEI N
A2p—2imT szr A[+2] _ (rJr —r )4’D+ (7"+, m w)4l [+2] (w,m,1) - A[+2 (y;w) . (6.38)

dy* Hi mi Hm
Again by (6:3)

A2672im?62iwr
dx drt CHT ,ml

o0 1

_ [+2] X . 5

= (ry = 1)@ = 1’2®D_(r(@);m,w)a 0 YT T (G4 k= A0 20)d ) w,m, aa—s
j=0k=—2

is a solution of (6.1)) with s = +2. Noting that y[+2] = —y[+2] — 2 and comparing asymptotics we find

1

= (re —r)'D_(rsm.w) [ (k—102)BE  (5:0). (6.39)
k=-2

1
2 —2%mF ziw*L [+2]
Ale € dod CHE ml
+2 —2imT 2iwr® db 4 [+2
We now apply (6.35) to Agﬁ?ml(x;w) and AZe=2imre2iwr j?Agﬁ?ml' Using again and - we

obtain

1 * 1

2im7 _—2iwr [+2] 2 —2im7 2wt A [+2]
const = e e We (A AT i )
1 1 —_— (%
_ D (rm @)y —r ) Dy (e m )l P @, m W (AU Al
r T M

(e —r P ly—1y
= (g — )4l a w,m (1 - 52
(6.40)

for y — 0, where we have used

LAl g ):ya[“]( di P s Y- R AP o) )

HEml TTHE mi HE, ml H;Emi HE ml dy HEmi
[ —
-0 ~ (1= l20)y =71+

- —(1-5t)
for y — 0. We now evaluate (6.40]) for z — 0. Note that it follows from differentiating

2 2 2 2 2
ALD (G —mw) =T @B (mw) + R @) B (55w)

and from - that

—2im7  2iwr® d4
a2 it Ll al Gy —r D m @)t e m, DBUE ()

1

+ R @)y — ) D_(rsmw) [T (k=#)BEE  (5:0).
k=-—2
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Hence, the constant from (6.40) is also given by

1 imT _—2iwr¥ 1 2 2 2 2
const = Ee2 e 2 E— W, (ng:r?ml (w)Bg{;)ml + %g_g](w)Bg{;’ml,

1

(ry —r_)*D_(r_;m, w)[Tg_Zf}ml(w)éL! : c£+2] (w, m, l)ng;’ml + SRE_ZE] (w)knz(k - 7[+2])B£;2;7ml])

T D_(T;m,w)D_(r_;m,w)x“’[“] W, (BHQ] pl+2 )

r—1 CH;yml» 7 CHTmi

1

(4 P, mniEl @) = TT (= At2)mli w)?)
k=—2

HE,ml

= (=)= (a0 o m DI @) — [T (k=i w))
k
(6.41)

for x — 0, where we have used

A2 [+2] [+2] ) _ o ( d piv21 pl+2l gl 4 ple) )
r W (BC”H?',ml’ Bcni,mz) = dx chf,mz B(m,‘r,mz chf,mz dx chjr,ml
~ —
—0 ~(17V[+2])z,7[+2]
— —(1 -1+

as * — 0. From ([6.40) and (6.41]) we now obtain the conservation law

- - 1
— - a P (w,m, 1) (1= 702 = (1= ) (a0 P w,m IS @) = [T (= ate)ml? w)?)

HEm HiE ml
k=—2
(6.42)
which is valid for w # wym,w_m. From now on again we will drop the superscript s = +2.

We evaluate the coefficients next. We set £ := fiﬂf:: (w—w_m) and € := —fi]‘{:f (w—wym). Let us
agree that £(0) and £(0) refer to &(w = 0) = —% = —¢(w=0). Theny = —1+&andy=—1+¢& We
observe that

1
[[E-1=(1-=)0 -2 -8 =2 -+ = -2+ 1+ (6.43)
k=—2
The recursion relation (6.10]) gives
1 €
= - -
@ 2(1+7)[7(5+5) ]
1
C3 = W[CQ (2(1 — ﬁ) — 6) + Cl(*O[ — 5)] (644)
Cq = ;[63 (3(2 — ﬁ) — E) + CQ(—QOé — (5)] s
43 +7)

and similarly for the a;, where all parameters are replaced by their tilded analogues.
‘We now proceed by setting m = 0. However, see Remark for m # 0. For m =0 (6.42)) is
valid for w # 0. We will show that if we multiply by w then both sides extend analytically to w = 0.
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From ((6.44)) and (6.4) we obtain successively

. 1
ili%(l +7)e2 = —5[ (0)(2 +2(0))]
. 1
lim (14 7)es = £[e(0)(2+(0))’]
1
lim (14 7)es = — 2 (£(0))* (2 +£(0))*,
where €(0) = (I —2)(1 +3) +4 > 0. Thus
i ealw. 0.0 = L L T T R T —
})112)(4}64(0},0,1) = iao M §C4( 0,1) = —ilirb 4-;]\/[7“, éey(w,0,1) = —ilg%) 4-;M7L (1 +v)ea(w,0,1)
ry —r_ 1 2 2
- = 2
1 18 c0) @ +e0)
(6.45)
and similarly
lim waz(@,0,1) = lim — "= faa@.0,0) = — "= L (c(0)2(2 + <(0))? (6.46)
w0 YT 0 4zM e o 4iMr, 48 ' '

Multiplying (6.42]) by w and using (6.43)) we get
4iMr_

— 4l way(w,0,1)(1—7) = (1—7)-(4!-wc4(w,o,l)mﬂm(w)FJr (2+§)|1+§|2|w9‘{H¢’Ol(w)|2) . (6.47)

By Proposition Ty o(w) and wRy + ( (w) extend analytically to w = 0. By the above, w-c4(w,0,1) and
w - a4(w,0,1) do as well. We may thus take the limit w — 0 in (6.47) to obtain

16Mr_

ry —7r_

A €0)’ @+ 2(0)” = T E0) (2 4 2(0)* T O

| hm wmq_ﬁ olw )|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 TE{L 0 (0) # 0.

We conclude this section with the following

Remark 6.49. For m # 0 the conservation law (6.42)) may be evaluated directly at w = 0. A direct compu-

tation using (61 gives ca(0.m,1) = EOLLEOL (e and a,0,m, 1) = HOHGEOL ot

Plugging those values into (6.42)), together with (6.43)), gives

Ty —T_ n 2am
2om - [1+EOF e -
ry —rT

= [e(0)?[2 + E(O)FWWHLM(O)F

[e(0)]*[2 +2(0)]

12+ §(0) 1+ E(0) 9y (0)1*

This would have been another way of showing that Ty, + i (0) # 0 for m # 0. However, the approach taken
in Section is more direct. Note that if we use the additional information that R+, ,(0) = 0, which
was shown in Section then we recover that [T+ ,(0)] = 1, which is of course compatible with Remark
10,20l
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7 Determination of the coefficients ay ,,,(w) and ay ,,(w) in terms
of the initial data on H;” and

ry—r

We will replace in this section the r-coordinate by the y-coordinate for convenience. Recall that y = P

Also recall from Theorem and (6.12)) the representation

1 s — 1wV
Y(vy,y,0,04) = \/72771' J]R Z [aﬂjymz(w)AH;f,ml(y%w) + aﬂj,ml(w)Aﬂj,ml(%W)]ngbl](ga priw)e Fdw .
l

~~

:@Zml (y5w)

(7.1)
Note that while we know that for example AHi,ml(% w) has a pole at w = wym, we know that the terms in
the linear combination conspire so that the total underbraced term is more regular, in particular continuous
in w for y € (0,1). In this section we will relate the coefficients a,+ ,(w) and Ayt mi (w) to the initial data
on ;" and H;' (at least in a neighbourhood of w = 0).

7.1 Passing to the limit » — r, in (vy,r,0,p,) coordinates

We begin with the following
Lemma 7.2. Under the assumptions from Section@ we have (M)ml (w) € C°(R,C).
Proof. Recall that

@) = 7= | [ 0hes (000,000 Sl cos e+ vl (73

It follows from the exponential decay of 1|, + in v, for v, — —o0 (by Assumptlon 6) together with (3.4])
and ¢, being in particular bigger than 1 that

Y2
fJ!?/Jh_ﬁ (v+,8, o4)| volgzdu,. < Q\FJ J‘¢|H+ (vy, ,<p+)’ V0152> dvy

R §2

1 2 Y2
< Qﬁ(fm dv+ . fJ(l + ‘U+|)qT{w"Hj (’U+,9,§0+)| VOISQCZU+) < 0.
R

R S2

Together with the boundedness of Sﬁj(cos f;w) and its continuous dependence on w the result now follows

from dominated convergence. O

—_—

Proposition 7.4. Let v satisfy the assumptions from Section @ We then have a; + (W) = (1/J|H:r)ml(w)
for allw # wym. In particular ay+ ., extends as a C° function to w = wym.

Proof. By (4.28) of Corollary we have (o o |(vi,y,0,01) —(vy,0,0,04)]? volg2dvy — 0 for y — 0.
By Plancherel (5.20]) this gives

J Z| mi(Y;w (@Z}‘Hj)ml(w)ﬁd‘*}"o fory — 0.

Fix m and [. It now follows that there is a sequence y,, — 0 with zzml(yn; w) — (M)ml (w) for almost every
w € R. For w # wym we have

¢ml(yn§w) = Qgpt i (W)Am,ml(yn;w) + aHl*,ml (W)Aﬂf,ml(ymw) = Ayt ol (w)

as yn, — 0 by the normalisation of the Frobenius solutions — and thus we have ay+ ., (w) = (M)ml (w) for
a.e. w € R\{wym}. Since both functions are continuous on R\{w;m} by Lemmas and they agree
everywhere. O
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Proposition 7.5. The assumptions (3.1), (3.2), and (3.3) from Section @ together with the regularity
Assumption[2.46] imply that 3%(V s+ Ymel, € L2([~2,2]) for any 0 < g < po, g € No and 28 (V302 Jmlo (@) ¢
L2 (—¢,¢) for any e > 0.

Proof. We drop the |H¢ from ’(/J|,H:r here to ease the notation. We only consider v restricted to the event
horizon. It follows from the regularity Assumption [2:46] which ensures exponential decay of ¢ for v, — —0,

that (31), (32), (8:3) imply
J J |vi1/1|2 volgzdvy < 00
R Js?
J J |vﬁ°(7v+1/1}2 volgadv, < o0 (7.6)
R Js2
2
JR |Uﬁ0¢5(molo)| dvy =0
for all 0 < ¢ < pg, g € Ng. Recall from Section [3| that
JS(ml) (UJ) = L2 J(W, 03 §0+)Y7£:l] (0’ P+3 0) V01S2

denotes the projection of the Fourier transform 1) L2 L%, of € L7 L2, (see (5.17)) onto the spin 2-weighted
spherical harmonic YE}(@, ©+;0). The map (-)g(ms) is clearly an isometry Ling — L2(2,. By Plancherel
(7.6)) is thus equivalent to

JR 2 1080 sup|” deo < o0 (7.7)
m,l

JR D lere (W’(Z}/S(ml))|2 dw < (7.8)
m,l

P (Ps(mote)) ¢ L*(R) (7.9)

for all 0 < g < pg, q € Ny. It follows from
P (Wg(may) = 02" (s (miy + WOus(mi)) = PoOP° ™ Us(miy + WO (i)

and ([7.7) and (7.8) that
f 3 Wb s )| dow < o0 . (7.10)
IRm,l

Together with ((7.9) this gives in particular
P (Vs (mote)) & L. oy forany €>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 L?([—1,1],d cos )

Sr[rﬂ (cosb;w) = J-[ . S}ﬂ(cos e;w)SE%,(COS 6;0) dcos 6 -Sr[s;,(cos 6;0) ,

=B, ()
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where E}Zgl,(w) : E%} — 612 is a change of orthonormal basis map for every w € R and it is also smooth in w.
We have

, 2

Z|83Em”, Z‘J 8‘15 cosH;w)SEZ%,(cosH;O)dcosG = H&gS,[Zl( )||L2 1)) < Clw,m,1)
Iz

(7.12)

where, for fixed m, [, the constant can be chosen uniform on compact subsets of w by the smoothness of ST[Z% (w)

in w, see Proposition We have @\/J/molo (W) =2} @\b/s(mol)(w) . E}iilol(w) in L2 (R) and weak differentiation
gives

POty (W) = Y| Z <p0> Lol (@) - 3T gy () - (7.13)

I ¢'=0

Consider first all the terms ag’E[‘”] (w) - ago—q/zzs(mol)(w) for ¢ = 1. We estimate those on the compact

molol

subset [—2,2] € R using (7.7) and (7.12)) as follows:

f ‘Zag;Er[illoz(w)'ago_qﬂs(mol)(w)r J (E}aq Ef[rsllzol ) (Z‘apo v ¢S(mol)( )’ )d <C.

[-22] ! [-2,2]

<C(mo,lo)

Note in particular that if we replace pg in by 0 < ¢ < po then all terms can be estimated in this way.
This proves the first claim in the proposition. We go back to 3)) with pg and consider next those terms with
¢ =0 and [ # ly. We note that for [ # lp we have Er[n]l 1(0) = 0 and thus Em (@) =155 0 E}:llol ) dw'.
Using this we estimate

J | 3 BL ()08 By (w ))2 (% |—f 2B (@) d ) (3] [l Bsamgpy (@) ) v

[~2,2] I#lo [~2,2] 1#lg 11,

(7.14)
We continue estimating the first factor on the right hand side for w € [—2, 2] using ([7.12)

Z |*f Ou Emolgl dw’ Z J- |0 7[;1101 |2dw =77 f Z |0 r[rjllol |2 dw' < C.

1#lo l;élo 1o

<C(mo,lo)

Using this in (7.14)) together with ((7.10) gives

2

f ’ Z Emolgl '65012;5(7710[)(00) dw < C'.

[=2,2] I#lo

It remains the term with ¢’ = 0 and = [y in (7.13)), which is gl ( ) 55°J5(m010)~ Note that we have

mllo
/

EE]I ,.(0) = 1 and thus we can find ¢/ > 0 such that Ein]l (W) = 3 for |w| < €. It thus follows from
0toto 0

(7.11)) that this term is not in L2 (—e¢,¢) for any € > 0. Entering all this information into (7.13) concludes
the proof. O]

Corollary 7.15. Under the assumption from Section@ we have 0%ay+ ., € L2([-2,2]) for any 0 < q < po,

q€No and o aq+ (w) ¢ L2 (—¢,¢) for any e > 0.

;molo

Proof. This follows directly from Propositions [7.4] and [7.5] O
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7.2 Passing to the limit » — r, in (v_,7, 6, p_) coordinates

The determination of g i (w) is more complicated. Note that 1) vanishes on ”H;r, so in order to take
=: W(?Qd) instead of 1. Here, and

throughout this section, we have made the convention that 051/) is always with respect to the

a non-vanishing limit we consider (0,|4)%y = m(@ |4 )%

(v4,9,0,p1)-coordinate system, even if we otherwise use (v_,y,0, ¢_)-coordinates. This is simply
to ease the amount of notation. There are now two main differences to the limiting procedure of Section
The first one is that 851/) does not vanish at the bottom bifurcation sphere, so one cannot hope to take an
L2-limit y — 0 in (v_,y,0, ¢_)-coordinates. We will instead take a limit in the sense of distributions. The
second difference is that the branch A,Hi,ml(y;w) in in general also gives a non-vanishing contribution
under this limit (see Footnote — by choosing the support of the test functions suitably though and, in
the case of mg = 0, also using that the reflection coefficient of the left event horizon vanishes at w = 0 (see
Corollary and Section , we can circumvent this second difficulty. We begin with introducing our test

functions.

Lemma 7.16. Let £ € CP(R) and set

Te,mi(v,0) cos@ cw)e™ dw .

mf’f

Then ||vj857'57ml”Loo( ) < C(j, k) < oo for all j, k € Ny, where C(j, k) also depends on m,l and §.

Rx(—m,m

Proof. Differentiating under the integral we compute
(10)7 (—i0y)*Te i = fJ €(w cos@ s w)wh el e dw
§

mf 1)707 (w*é(w ) (cosH w))e™ dw .

Since S}fl}(cos 0;w) and all its w-derivatives are continuous on [—1,1] x R and since £(w) is smooth and of
compact support, the L* norm in 6 of the integrand is absolutely integrable. O

Proposition 7.17. Let £ € CF(R) and consider the assumptions in Section @ Then asy — 0

f (ay|+)2¢(”—a Y, 07 @—)Tﬁ,ml (U—, 0) - eime— V01§2 dv_
o (7.18)

- J Lz (ay‘+)2¢(v—a 07 97 50—)7_5»7711(7)—7 0) - eime— VOlSZdU— .
R

Proof. Let € > 0 be given. Then, using Lemma and for a vg < 0 to be chosen later, we estimate

[ @ utommnbe) = @100-0.6,00)| - Ire (o=, - €7~ volado-

< ([ [l 0.0 - (@ )20 0.0, volpaav_) (”!Tg,mzw_,0>}2volszdv_)l/2

vo §2 vo §2

<lI7e,millL2 @mxs2)

Vg
+ J JC’~ |Te mi(v—, 8)| vols2duv_ ,
g2
where we have used Corollary and the regularity assumption to infer that 651/} is uniformly bounded
in {ro <r <ry}n{v. <o} for some r— < rg < ry. By Lemma Te,mi 1S integrable, so we can choose
. By we have that for all y close enough to O the first
O

vg € —1 such that the last term is less than

[SIUINITOY

summand on the right hand side is less than
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We now compute both sides of (|7.18). We start with the right hand side and recall the convention
Oy = Oy|+. We use (V,7,0,®,,) coordinates on H;" and write

Ty
aj‘b'j—[* (er’e ¢)T+) = aswlﬂl* (0797 (I)T+) ’ ]l(—O0,0) (U—)
-
S )
b7 S B (V090 AV 4 Ty (1) B (00,8,) (219

>

::Q(Vrjr 79»¢)r+ )

We first consider the contribution of €2 to the right hand side of ((7.18). Note that we have Q(v_,8,p_) =
651/)|Hl+ (v—,0,p-) for v >0 and also |V, ,0,®,, )| < C-V,] for 0 <V, < 1. Since we have V= = e"+"~
this gives us exponential decay in v_ towards the bottom bifurcation sphere, i.e., |Q(v_,0,0_)| < C - e+~
for v_ < 0. By assumption (3.6) and (4.24) we can thus use Fubini (or Plancherel) to obtain

f Qv_, 0,0 )Te mi(v_,0) - €mP= volsadv_
v S?
1 [ . )
= Qv_,0,p_ —J E(w 5'7[;] cosf;w)e e "= dwvolgzdu_
| [ aoten g | @silcosen) :
= — Q" (v_,0,p_)e*"= S (cos O;w)e™ "™~ dv_volge - &(w) dw
| =] [ oeesilosoie) voles - (@)

_ f ()t (w)E(@) doo |
R

where we introduced 2~ (v—,0,¢_) := Q(—v_,0,p_) 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 f, SSQ (1 + Jo_|2)|Q (v_, 0, p_ )|2 volgedv_ < oo and thus
§g §s2 10297 (w, 0, ¢_)|? volsedw < oo for all 0 < ¢ < %4, g € Ny. Proposition now gives

J S0 )t do < 0
ss)ml

for all 0 < ¢ < 4, ¢ € Ny, where ¢ > 0 is as in Proposition |§|
We now come to the contribution of the first term in (7.19)) to (7.18]). We compute

f J&’Qw\ﬂ+ (0,0,2,,) - I (_oo,0)(v \ﬁf E(w). cos@ sw)e” W= e me— duy sin OdOdp _ dv_
R,_ §?
=Tg, nll(v—ve) e —
J J Oyly (0,0, ) Ton J E(@) S (cos O; w)e v e T Bry gimews v o=imds (14 gy sin 0dOAP,., dv_
= et lim —TW f &w) f Jazwlw(o 0,®,.)S (cos B w)e ™+ volgs -~V O dy_duw
=0, (w)
) 0
= e~ imo+(r4) | nggo E 5 W)V (w) f e~to—(w=wim) 10, d.,
L

. 1 — 7 ;
_ —imey(ry) | 1; _ il(w—wym)
e ngl{l}o NN E(W)V (W) o [1—e ] dw

(7.20)

53We only need this statement for the single mode mqlp, for which we do not need to appeal to Proposition
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Let us note that ¥,,;(w) is clearly smooth in w. We now divide the domain of integration into |w —wim| < ¢

and its complement for some § > 0. We first compute

i

li ra \I/” 1— iL(w—w4m)
Jim [ ) e Jde
_ )
= 1 U, —[1 - el g
Jim ‘w_wml@é(mm) Hwsm) —— w+m[ ¢ Jdw
+ lim (f\Ilml)(w) — (é.\IJMZ)(w-‘rm) [1 _ eiL(wqum)] dw
L—o0 |w7w+m‘<6 W —wyLm
—o(1)
~0()
= lim E(wym) Wy (w+m) [1— cos(Lw) —isin(Lw)] dw + O(0) with @ = w —wym
L—w |@|<6 w
5
_ Lo
— lim 2 J Elwrm) U (wym) 29 o 4 05)
L—o0 0 w
0 i n
= 28 (w ) Uy (wym) f (@) 45 1+ 0(6) with & = L&
0 @

— w0y m) Wy (wsm) + O0) .
For the domain |w —w;m| > § we compute using Riemann-Lebesgue

lim §(w)‘I’mz(w)¥[l — tllomwem)] gy

L—oo |w—wim|>8 W—wym

= f >5 mlpml (OJ) # dw

w—wim (7.21)
N\ i .\ \Ijm - \I/m
= f (W)U (w+m)# dw + J E(w)i () (wym) dw
|w—wim|>8 W—wym |w—wim|>8 W —wim
=, (w)

Clearly W,,;(w) is smooth in w. Combining everything and letting § go to zero we obtain

J(?;LZJ‘H’Jr (0, , (pm_) . ]].(70070) (’U_) . Tg,ml(v_, 9) - eme— volgadv_
R,_ §?

v, .
— o—imés(ry) \/75 (Wim) U (wym) + \/12?[1 | Jl f(w)mdw—I—J-Rf(w)z\I/ml(w)dw])
w—wym|>§

‘We now claim that we have

154
f D108 W |? dw < o0 (7.22)
—€m,l
for all ¢ € Ng for some € > 0. To see this, we first recall that ¥,,,;(w SSQ 02 w|H+ (0,6, <I>,«+)S[ ](COb O;w)e” imer, volgz

and thus, using the notation from Proposition
O Wi (w J o2 1/)|H+ (0,6, ®,, )0 Sr[n;(cos 0;w)e” ™+ volgs
J 32¢|H+ (0,0,2,,) ZDEZ]”/ S,[nl,(cos 0;w)e™*+ volge

= ZDEL/ YWt ()
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Hence, we obtain ) )
1/9 1/9
A (Z|me ) (S @) (7.23)
l/

The claim (7.22) with the sum restricted to m # 0 then follows directly: if necessary we choose ¢ > 0

Wit (UJ) Vi (w+ m)
w—wym

from Proposition even smaller than |w, | and then differentiate W, (w) =
(—¢,¢), which is disjoint from w = w,m, and apply (7.23)) and Proposition
To see that the contribution from m = 0 to the sum in (7.22)) is also finite we observe that Ty, (w) =

M = Sé 0., W0 (Tw) dr with o’ = 7w and thus

in the region

1
0900 (w) = f 0y (rw) T dr
0

Using (|7.23)) we continue to estimate

0 (w)] < f

0 (Z|D0u' g+l (Tw) ) (Z\\IIOZ/ TW) )/ dr
s <L ;|D5}/;q+1(7w)|2dT) Q(Jol <Z|‘I’oz/(7w)|2 d7>1/2

ll
and for w € (—¢,¢)

Z|6q\1101 W< f Z|D0”, g1 (TW) Ydr - J Z|\Ilm/ Tw)|[*dr

L

(7.24)
C(q+ f ||J 62"/J|’H+ 09<I>T+)d<I>T+HL2 () dr

Note that the underbraced term is independent of 7w. Thus the integration in 7 is trivial and we can also

trivially integrate (7.24) in w over (—e,¢e). This finally proves the claim (7.22).
We summarise what we have shown in the following

Proposition 7.25. Under the assumptions from Section@ and for every £ € CF(R,C) we have

J- il 1/}|’H+<v779a§0 )7-5 ml(vf 9) eime— volgzdv_

iU (wym)

— —zm¢+(7“+ \/75 erm ml w+m) + \/127[% o J @m dw + JR @'L\i}ml((ﬂ) dw])

lw—w4m|>6
# [ T do

where Q™ (v_,0,p_) = Q(—v_,0,0_) and Q) is deﬁned in ([T19), W, is defined in (7.20)), U, is defined in
(7.21), and there exists an € > 0 such that 04 (27 )i (w), 8‘1 \Ilml( ) e L%7575)£l2m for all0 < ¢ < %4, qge N,
with q; as in Section[3

Let us remark that we only need the statement of this proposition for test functions £ which are supported
away from w = wim. This would slightly shorten the proof — the delta distribution term would be absent.

Moreover, we only need the statement for the mode mgly. We next evaluate the left hand side of (7.18).

Proposition 7.26. Under the assumptions of Sectz’on@ and for £ € CP (R\{wym}, C) we have

lim 631/1(1)_, Y,0,0_)Te mi(v_,0) - €™?- volgzdv_
y—0 R JS2
e 2R Fi(ry) (2 . _
= J a’H?— ml(w)< ) + (,y _ 1)’76 21m¢+(7"+)£(w) dw ,
R ’ Ty —Tr—
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where Fy and ¢4 are as in Sections[2.1.1] and[2.1.3

It is important for the validity of the proposition as stated that one chooses the support of £ away from

wem ]

Proof. Recall that we have p_ = ¢, — 27 and v_ = 2r* —v; and ¥ = w,r* — ¢ (r). We thus obtain

| L st o) et (0, 0) - volgadv._

\/ﬁ SRw §(w)S[5](cos G'w)ef'i“”’— eI~ du

:J LZ ajw(v+7y’9’<’0+ \/7J‘ 5 6059 Cd) 1WU+6—1map+e_2W*(w mw4) —2zm¢+(r) dWVOlS2dU+
= f (a\:gT/})ml (y;w)@e_%r*(w_w+m)e—2i7mi>+(r) dw

R
:f az{[;ml(y;w)me_%r*(W_W+m)e—2im¢+(r) do

R

N, 2ir¥ (w—wym)  —2ime, (r
:JR[aHr,mz(w) b W @) + Gy (@) AL (g w)EW)e 2ir* (w—wym) = 2imy (1) g,
(7.27)

where we have used the same kind of reasoning as in the proof of Theorem |5.26} ’ denotes di, and we consider
r* and r as functions of y. Recall from Lemma that az+ . gt i € CY(R\{w;m},C). Since we have
chosen the support of £ to be disjoint from w;m it is immediate that we can evaluate the integrals of the

two summands separately. We begin with the first one.

We have A;’{:ﬁ’ml(y;w) = Z;O:Oj(j — Daj(w,m, 1)y’ =2? = 2az(w,m,l) + O(y). Note that the O(y) is
uniform in w on the support of &; and as(w, m,!) is also uniformly bounded on supp(¢). Moreover we have
r*(y) — —oo for y — 0. We thus obtain from Riemann-Lebesgue and direct estimation

i T _9ir¥(w— iy
L R“Hi,mz(w) it (Wi @)E(w)e T () gm2imd (1) g

= lirr%) Ayt (W) [2a2(w,m, 1) + O(y)]é“(w)e_Q"*(w_w+m)e_2im¢+(T) dw
y— R T

=0.

In order to evaluate the second summand in ([7.27)) we first note that for s = 2

0 1— 4’LM7‘+ (w_w m) 0 i
ot = G 1= A = Dby, DT = 7T S G 1= 5)( = by m )y
J=0 i(wewymy J=0 5
_y ~++ =:b;(w,m,l)

T—

Also recall that y = :r%r and, from Section ry — 1 = 2+ =250 Fi (1) This gives

Lw—wym —2I€+F+(T‘) iw—w+m
yl K4 — (67) "+ . eQiT‘*(w—erm) )

54 One can evaluate the limit also for ¢ which are supported on w,m; one then picks up a delta distribution term at wm.

T+ —Tr_

With additional work it can be shown that it exactly agrees with the delta distribution term appearing in Proposition [7.25] i.e.,

a l(w) does not contain a delta distribution, but only poles. This, however, is not needed for the method of proof of the

'HlJr ,m
main theorem chosen in this paper.
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Thus

i . = N —2ir¥(w— _9;
Yoy ) @i mt () Az g (03 )€ (@)™ (w=wsm) =2imé (1) g,

=2k Fy(r) | 22T
=

0
: € 7 i E(, N ,—2im r
lim Raﬂr’ml(w ( ) + Z bj(w,m, )y’ - E(w)e™ 2o+ doy

y—0 7'+ —7r_ =0
—2m4 Fy(ry) 222 )
= JR aHf,ml(w)(%) Y obo(w,m, 1) e PO (W) du

|

It now follows from Propositions [7.17} [7.25] and [7.26] that for £ € C°(R\{w,m},C) we have

w—wym

e 26+ Fly(ry) | i—— ~ L
fRaHf,ml(w)< e ) + (5 — 1)7e 2zm¢+(r+)f(w)dw

1 W, (wym)

V2T W —wem

Note that ((\2/* )mi(w) is continuous in w (this follows as in the proof of Lemma j . Thus, all terms multiplying

= fR ((ﬁ:)ml(w) + e‘imm(”)[ + W, (w)])@dw .

&(w) on each side are (at least) continuous in w away from w,m. We thus conclude that for w # wym
i iR - 2i 1
a?—tﬁml(w) =(rp—r_) T 2 (ry)(w—wym) 1m¢+(r+)’?(ﬁ/ — 1)

~ imb (r 1 iU (wem
.((Q—)ml(w)+e é+( +)[\/§ w_l(w:m)

Corollary 7.29. Under the assumptions from Section[J there exists £g > 0 such that

(7.28)

+ i\i/ml(w)]) .

1. for m # 0 we have aga,ﬁml € L%—so,so)égm,l for all0 < g < %, qgeNy.
m#0

2. for m = 0 we have that w - Azt o1 extends continuously to w = 0 and, moreover, we have 04, (waﬂf,m) €

L%fso,so)ﬁf for all0 < ¢ < %, g € Np.
Proof. This is immediate from ((7.28)) and Proposition O

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 that the L?(R x S?)-limit of ¥ (v, 7,0, 0, ) for r — r_
exists and that we labelled it suggestively by ¥ (v, r_,0, vy ). Taking the Teukolsky transform we have

1 Y —iwv
Y(vg,r—,0,04) = NG JR Z lbml(T—EW)YTELSl] (0, p431w)e” ™" dw ,
m,l

where Jml(r,;w) is continuous in w by (4.65)), cf. the proof of Lemma By Proposition and

Plancherel we have for r — r_

0« ||1/)(’U+77”79790+) - w(v+ar—707¢+)||%2(RxS2) = JRZ ‘|1ZMZ(T;OJ) - Jml({r—;w)ﬁdw .
m,l

55Note that z\p/ml(r,;w) is a priori not related in any way to 'Jml (r;w) for r € (r—,r4). 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 [. Then there exists a sequence r,, — r_ such that Jml(rn; w) — ﬁ;ml(r_; w) for almost all w € R.

It now follows from (6.12)) and (6.21) that for w # wim,w_m
V(23 w) = [myj,mz(w)ayf,ml(w) + zer,ml(‘”)a;lﬁr,ml(W)]B(m;f,7nl(35?W)
+ [Tﬂf,ml(w)aﬂf,ml(w) + mﬂj,ml(w)%{j,ml(w)]Bc'Hj,ml(x?W) .

The asymptotics of the Frobenius solutions from Proposition imply limy, oo Py (@(r ); w) = Rost i (w)aH;r,ml (w)+

‘EHi,ml (w)aﬂi,ml (w) for w # wym,w_m and thus we obtain

Ymi(r—;w) = mﬂj,ml(w)aﬂf,mz (w) + gq{jt,mz (w)a?-[:r7ml(w) (8.1)
for almost every w € R\{wym,w_m}. We claim that there is an € > 0 such that the right hand side is
continuous for w € (—¢,¢). For m # 0 this follows directly from Lemma and Proposition For
m = 0 Propositions and imply that T,+ o (w)ay+ o (w) is continuous and, moreover, Proposition
implies that ERHLOI (w) is of the form m%j,oz (W) =rw- m?ﬁﬂ(w\) with %Hi,m(w) analytic for all w € R.
Hence, Corollary [7.29| implies that also Ryt o (w)aﬂf,m (w) = D‘iHﬁOl(w)(w . aHT,Ol(w)) is continuous in w.
We thus obtain (8.1 for all w e (—¢,¢).

We consider the case mg # 0 first and compute

0%’ Vmiolo (T— ) w) =0 (%Hﬁmolo (w)aﬂﬁmolo (w) + THi7molo (w)aﬂﬁr,molo (w))

Po
Po _ -
P2 (Q>(agm7{77m°l°(w) O848 moto (W) F 05 Fag ot (@) 00 gy 1, (W) -
—_— —_—
[-l<C l-l<C
(8.2)

The derivatives of the transmission and reflection coefficients are uniformly bounded on (—¢, ¢) by Proposition
It thus follows from Corollary and Corollary that all terms on the right hand side of (8.2),
with the exception of T+ | (w) - dB0ag+ . (w), are in LZ(( — €0,€0)) for some g9 > 0. On the other
hand ‘ZHi,molo (w) is strictly bounded away from 0 in a small neighbourhood of w = 0 by Proposition
It thus follows from Corollary that Totr moty (W) - OB ag+ o (w) ¢ L2 ((—¢,¢)) for any € > 0. Hence we
obtain that oPOe,. 1, (r_;w) ¢ L2 ((—¢,¢)) for any & > 0.

We proceed with the case mg = 0 and compute

5501;01(“5‘“) =0y (mﬂf,oz@)[w ’ a’H?’,Ol(w)] + T”Hi’,Ol<w)aHi',0l(w))

po
= 20 () (0 o) 2ot 0]+ 2T ) 2 T ) - 5
4=0 q N —_—

[l<C [l<c

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 Ty + o) (w) - L0 ag+ o (w), are in LZ((—€0,€0)) for some gy > 0. On the other hand Tyt o1, W)
is strictly bounded away from 0 in a small neighbourhood of w = 0 this time by Proposition It thus
follows from Corollary that Ty + o (W) - OB ay+ o (W) ¢ L2 ((—¢€,¢€)) for any e > 0. Hence we obtain
that oPoty, (r_;w) ¢ L2 ((—¢,¢)) for any € > 0.

Taking the two cases together we have shown that

agoimolo (ro;w) ¢ Li((—aa)) for any € > 0. (8.4)

We claim that this implies
J f2 [0 (vy, -, 0, 04)|? volgzdvy = o0 . (8.5)
R JS
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If (3:5) was finite then together with §; {o, [¥(vy, 7,0, 04)[* volsedv, < oo from ([@.65) we would have
§g S 1020 (w, —,0,¢1)|? volg2dw < oo for all 0 < ¢ < po. Proposition then gives § ) D |09 Pyt (r—; w)|? dw <
oo for all 0 < ¢ < pg, where € > 0 is as in Proposition This clearly contradicts (8.4]) and we thus infer

(8-5)-
On the other hand by (4.65) we know that

Jj |U U+7T77 ,@+)‘2V01§2d’0+ <0

since 4 > po and thus we must have

ff ‘/U U+77n77 ,@+)‘2V01S2d’0+ = .
The theorem now follows from Corollary O

8.2 Extension theorem and proof of Theorem

Theorem 8.6. Let vo,v1 € R and let ¢ € I3, (M {ft Zzv}n{f~ <wu}) bea solutzon of the Teukolsky
equation Ty = 0 in M o {f+ = wo} n {f~ < v1} satisfying the assumptions (3.1), (3:2), (3:3), (-4) along

0

the right event homzoﬂ. Then there exists a x € I3, (M) which extends ¥ (i.e. X|Mm{f+zvo}m{ffgvl} =)
which moreover satisfies the Assumptions and condition (3.5)).

Proof. The idea of the proof is outlined in Figure @ Also recall that the level sets of the functions f~ and
f1 are spacelike hypersurfaces.

{ff zvo} n{f~ <wu}

Figure 9: Extending the Teukolsky field globally

We consider the Teukolsky equation (A.5)) which is regular in M. Recall that ¥ satisﬁes if, and
only if, x = (V;)?x satisfies (2.39). We now consider the induced initial data of = (V+ 1/) on {f*t =

vo} N {f~ < v1} and, moreover, extend the induced initial data on {f~ = v1} n {fT > vo} smoothly to
{f~ =w}n{f* <w}. Since ¢ is a solution of (A.5) in {f+ = v} N {f~ < w1}, it is clear that this choice of
initial data satlsﬁes the appropriate corner condltlon. In the appendix [A.2|it is shown that the initial value
problem for is well-posed. We can thus solve backwards to obtain a smooth solution y of in the
region {f~ vl} N {ft <} that attains the prescribed initial data.

In the second step we consider the initial value problem for with compactly supported initial data

on H A {f~ = v}, which is a smooth extension of the induced initial data of ¥ on H;" n {f~ < v}, and,

56With H;" A {v; = 1} replaced by Ht n {v4 > vo} when appropriate.
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moreover, with the induced initial data of ¥ on {f~ = wv1}. Again, the corner condition is satisfied and

we obtain a solution in the region {f~ > v;}. Patching these three solutions together proves the extension
theorem. O
Proof of Theorem[3.9: This is immediate from Theorem [8.6] and Theorem O

A Kruskal-like coordinate transformations

We express the {vy,¢,7,0} coordinate vector fields in terms of the {V,1,V,7,0,®, } coordinate vector

Ty
fields.
d 5 -9 % 5
vy = LV WO KV, Vi _ri—l—aQ >,
a90+ = aq)mr
"2 1 g2 a2 (A1)
Or =2k ———V 0, -t
A TV AT_%_ +a2 T+

Note that the vector field d,, does not vanish at the bottom bifurcation sphere S7.
Using (A.1) we thus compute

2 _ .2

2, 2 oy
€eq = 2(T +a )K/+Vr-: avr-:— + am&pu . (A2>
It now follows from (|2.7] that ——e, is a regular and non-degenerate vector field at H,” UH;" US?. Note, how-
ever, that compared tg°’|é4 = —%64 ( + O(1))e4, which blows up at S, + e4 grows exponentially

. V;:r Vi,
in v_ for v_ — +o0.

A.1 The regular Teukolsky equation in M

The above suggests that if ¢ satisfies ;1) = 0, then the quantity ¥ := -1)s should satisfy a regular

1
(Vi )e
equation in M, thus in particular near the bottom bifurcation sphere. In order to show this claim, we start

by rewriting (2.39) in (v4,7,0, ¢4 ) coordinates as

251 cos

1 2s
?7-[5]7/}5 = Dgws - E(r - M)arws T 20 g9+ws

1 cos? 6
(3 s2

2
_;2(27”—%1'(10059)&”1/)5——2 )wszo.

sin® 0

A straightforward computation shows that 1, € f]fg](/\/l) satisfies ([A.3) if, and only if, 1 satisfies

71[ Vo1 = Ogths + i (kpa®sin® 6 — 2r — ia cos 0) U+¢é ij(m+(r2+a2)_(r—M))6T.ws

2 252 ~
+ pj (kya+ z )5¢+w5 e (sm+a2 sin? 0 + 2r), — Sp§+ (2r + ia cos 0), (A.4)

1 5 COS 9

)7;5:0

sin® 0

5THere O(1) is with respect to r — r4 and ¢ > 0.

90



Rewriting (A.4)) in terms of {V,*,V,7,0,®, } coordinates (in the following we will drop the r,, i.e., we will

ryo Vryo

only write {V*, V6, ®}) gives

~ - ~  2si cosf | - 1 cos? 6 ~
0 =T \¥s = s+ o ———Opths — — (85— — 5)1),
[s%s = Uo¥ p? sin%0 =Y p2( sin2 6 ) (A.5)
+ XY vy + XY 0y + XP0aths + ot
where
Syt 2s 2 2 ; +
X, = ?(/@ra sin“ 0 — 2r —iacos 0k V
o 92 2 2 2
XY = p—jer_(— wya?sin® @ + 2r + iacos O + %(ﬁt(ffigﬁi(f,j,%)ﬁ
X¢:§(_L(n a2sin29—2r—iac089)+ﬁr2_ 3_[/4: (r2+a2)_(7"_M)]+” a)
s p? 2+ a? * Af%ﬂf S "
Fo Sh+

2
5 (s(74r — 2iacos§ + rya?sin® ) + 2r — —) .
p K+
Note that the dashed terms are O(r; — ). To see this we recall that ;. —r_ = 2(ry — M) and compute

(r2+a2)(rM)=W(r2+a2)(rM)zomr).

’I"_»'_*’l"_

n+(r2+a2)—(rfM) = m

Hence, we have XV, XV X2, f, € C®(M).

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 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 v,. For ¢ € T[’S] (M) there exists, by Remark a unique « € I'° (SQT*M)
with a(m, m) = ¢ that is trace-free with respect to Joo = df? + sin®  dp? and that is an S? tenso We

rewrite (A.5)) as

0= 7~'[S] (a(m,m))

251 cos @

= g"" Lo, Lo, (a(m,m)) + ([g2") Lo, (a(m,m)) + — ——La (a(m, m))
p= sin” 0 (A.6)
1 cos? 0 ~ U :
- (s i s) (a(m,m)) + X;/Jrﬁ,;v+ (a(m,m)) + XY Lo, (a(m,m))

+ X?E% (a(m,m)) + fy (a(m,m)) )

The differentials of the Kruskal-like coordinate system are

2 2 2 2
AVt = g VE(dE+ Z“ dr) av— = r v (" Z“ dr — dt)
a
do = do db = dp — — i
4 r? +a?

581.e. we have a(dy+,-) = a(dy—,-) = 0.
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which, together with (2.2)), easily yields that the components of the inverse metric in Kruskal-like coordinates

satisfy
06 1 Ou
" == and 9" =0for p+#6
p
1
9" = ot gm with g € (M) Ao
p?sin” 0

gV g% e C*(M) (i.e., they do not have poles in 6).

Moreover, we note that [(J;® = 0 and (0,0 = pg‘);hfe away from the axis § = 0, 7. Also using (2.30) we obtain
from (A.6)

0= ﬂs] (o(m, m))
- S eatnatnm) + X Or)ee, (almm) + o almm)
(m)¢ n#0,o (A.8)

{(8,0),(®,2)}
+ gi‘iﬁa@ﬁa@ (a(m, m)) + X5‘/+£av+ (a<m’ m)) + Xg/i‘cav* (Oé(m7 m))
+ Xfﬁ% (a(m,m)) + fs (a(m,m)) )

Using now (2.31)), (2.20), Lo, m = L5, m = Lo,m = 0, and again Remark yields that ¢ = a(m,m)
satisfies (A.8) if, and only if, « satisfies

1
0= > g™LoLoja+ Y, ([Oga")Lo,o+ (LY +LY, +Ly  +s+s7)
(ym)¢ n#0,® P : ' ’ A9
{(0,0).(2,9)} (A.9)

ot e ~ -
+g$§l£aq)£a¢,a+X;/ Eav+a+X;/ £5V7a+Xf£5q,a+fsa.

Here, the vector fields Z; ,, are the vector fields from with ¢ replaced by ®,,. Note that firstly the
equation extends regularly to the axis 6 € {0, 7} and secondly it also extends regularly to all of M by
virtue of XY, XV, X2, f, e C*(M) and (A7).

It is now easy to see that is a tensorial wave equation with principal symbol ¢~! and thus the initial
value problem is Well—posedlﬂ Taking the trace of with respect to g, shows that if a € [ (S%2T* M)
satisfies , then the trace of « satisfies a homogeneous wave equation. Similarly, inserting oy + or 0y - into
one of the components of (and using that the Lie-bracket of coordinate vector fields vanishes) shows
that a(0y+, ) and a(dy -, -) satisfy homogeneous wave equations. The same holds for the antisymmetric part
of a. Thus, symmetric and trace-free S initial data (cf. Remark for gives rise to a symmetric and
trace-free S? solution. Finally, we recall that by Remark initial data for v for equation uniquely
determines geometric symmetric and trace-free S? initial data for o for . This establishes well-posedness
for the Teukolsky equation in M.

59For example one can reduce it to the initial value problem for a scalar wave equation as follows: Choose a frame field
(f1, f2, f3, fa) for TM that is smooth away from 6§ = 0 and another one, (fl,fg,f3,f4), that is smooth away from 6 = .
Equation (A.9) yields now induced scalar equations for the components of a with respect to the frame (f1, f2, f3, f4), which,

by putting the principal symbol back together, are manifestly wave equations with principal symbol g—! on M\{# = 0} — and
analogously for the components of o with respect to the hatted frame field. Given geometric initial data for one can
now solve for the components of a with respect to (f1, f2, f3, f4), and also with respect to the hatted frame field, in their
corresponding domains of dependence (recall that 6 = 0, § = 7 is removed from M, respectively). By virtue of 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 « of . We then iterate this procedure. Hence, the
main point of this part of the appendix was to show that the Teukolsky equation 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 7’[5] are
a2sin? 002 ) — 200, 0y )+ 207 +a®) 0y 0t — 200y 0, + A2 + Ay -

We use v2 (= (1 + AA)0, + (1 + /\A)é’vf)a as a multiplier and compute the commutator expressions in the
following individually for the ¢, component and the J,_ component of the multiplier, term by term. We will

use the notation = to denote equality after integration over the spheres with respect to volse.

a.t.

B.1 The multiplier —v? (1 + AA)d,4)

—0? (1 + AA)a? sin? 0 Re(0? Yo,h) = —0d,_ ( 2sin? 0o (1 + AA)me(av,zzaﬂﬁ))

+ qu? a2 sin2 0(1 + AA)Re(0y_1h0,1))

a?sin? Gv? X0, A0, 7/;|2

1 .
+ 6, (0 sin® 001 (14 AA) [0, B?) - %

V2 (1 + AA)2a%Re(0y_0p_00,00) = 8, <avq_ 1+ AA)zm(awﬁﬁ)) — agu?™ (1 + AA)Re(0,_1h0,1))

S

a.1

— (avm + AA)me(a@_u}av_qp)) + av? A0, A)Re (8,13, 1)

0% (1 4+ AA)2(r2 + a)Re(0y. 0r0OrD) = —0y_ (UZ(l FAA) (2 a2)\aT¢|2) TN 4 a?) (1 + AA)|9,)

V! (1+ AA)2aRe(0,0,_10,1) = 0

a.r

0L (1L AN ARe(290,0) = ~00 (50 (1 + MDA ) + 5078, A0+ 2A8)[8, 0P

+ ar(%um +A4)) IZJIQ) - %UU@TAZ |2
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B.2 The multiplier v (1 + \A)J,

X
v? (1 + AA)a?sin? 0 Re(0? 1/15 (% 7(1 4+ AA)a?sin? 0|0, 1| )—fqv Y1+ MA)a?sin? 010, v|?

0% (1 + AA)2a9Re(d,_0p 00y 1) = 0

a.r.

V8 (1 4+ AA)2(r% + a®)Re(0,_0,000,_1) = 0, (vza +AA)(r? + a2>|au,¢\2)

— 0L ((r? + a®)A,A + 2r(1 + AA))[0,_1)|?

V2 (1 + AA)2a9Re (0,0, 10y ) = 0, (avi (1+ )\A)S)‘{e(('z’wj/}(?ﬂﬁ)) — agu?™ (1 + AA)Re(0,_Do,1))

a.i

<.

— 0, (cwq_ (1+ AA)me(awﬁaU;)) + av? A(0,A)Re(0,_1p0,_1))

09 (1 + AA)ARe(320, 1) = 0, (vq_(1 + )\A)Afﬁe(&ﬂfjm)) 099, A(L + 20A)Re(0,00, 1)

1 5 1 P
— 00 (F0L0F AD)AIGII) + 5avL (1 + AA) Al

V(L AB)Re(Rpg, D) = 2 (30204 AA)(s + AP) — S 1+ AA)(s + )P

— 8 (2 (14 MA) Z| )+ %qvi_1(1+)\A)Z|Zi7J&|2

i

C Commutator computations for (2.39)

The second order terms of T, in {vy, 7,0, ¢, } coordinates are
a? sin? 06,11& +2a0,, 0y, Y + 2(r? + a?) Ov, Or) 420 0p, Op ) + A% + Zﬁ[s]w

We use x(v4)(—(1+AA)d, + (14+AA)d,, )¢ as a multiplier and compute the commutator expressions in the
following individually for the ¢, component and the ¢,, 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
(or vice versa). They are listed here nevertheless for the convenience of the reader. Again we use the

notation = to denote equality after integration over the spheres with respect to volgz.
a.t.

We also use x(v4)(14+AA)(—0r+0,, +
here separately.

ﬁ&w . )@ as a multiplier. The 0, +@ component is also computed
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C.1 The multiplier —y(vy)(1 + AA)d,0

—x(v4)(1 + AA)a? sin? 99‘12(6&1#@) = —0p, (a2 sin® Ox(v4)(1 + AA)Re(0,, wm))
+ X (v4)a® sin® O(1 + AA)Re(0,, 10,1))
+ 0y (%a2 sin? Ox (vy ) (1 + /\A)|8,,+1/)|2)

1
— 5(12 sin? Ox (v )N, A0y,

“X(02)(1+ AA)20Re(0y, 0, YOD) = =00, (ax(v+)(1 + AA)me(awwm))
T ax (v))(1+ AA)Re(d,, 47,0)

+ 0 (ax(v+)(1 +AL)Re(dp, ¢m))

—X(v4) (1 + AA)2(r? + a®)Re(0y, 0,90, 9) = =0y, (X(v+)(1 +AA)(r? + a2)|87-¢|2)

+ X (02)(r* + a®) (1 + AA)[0, 92

—x(v4)(1 + AA)2aRe (0,04, ¥0,0) = 0

X )1+ AN)AR(EUET) = ~20 (5300 )1+ ANAIGDE) + 2x ()8 A +208)[0p

—x(v)(1 + )\A)Dﬁe(i[s]wm) = —6,(%)((14)(1 + AA) (s + 82)|’L/J|2) + %x(v+))\6TA(s + sH)|y)?

1 ~ 1 N
+ ar(ﬁx(v+)(1 + )\A)Z \Zi,+1/}|2) — §X(v+)/\6TAZ |Zz‘,+w|2
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C.2 The multiplier x(vy)(1+ AA)0,, ¢

_— 1
X(v4) (1 + AA)a® sin® O Re (0] 10y, 1) = 00, (§X(U+)(1 + AA)a?sin’ 0 |(9v+z/1|2>

=

— =X (v4)(1 + MA)a?sin? 00, |

[\

X(v4)(1 + AA)2aRe(0y, O Y0y, ) = 0

X)L+ AR)2(r® + a2)%e(0y, 0,00, 8) = 0, (x(vs) (1 + AA) (2 +a?)|0y, v

= x(w) (P + a®)A0,A + 2r(1 + AA)) [0y, ¥

X)L+ AA)20Re(0,0,, Y00, ) = —0u, (ax(m.)(l + AA)%(@W/JW))
+ ax'(v+)(1 + AA)Re(0,, 10,0)

40, (ax(ea) (1 + AA)Re(2,, 00, 0))

X(02)(1+ AA)ARe(0202,, ) = &, (x(0:)(1+ AA)ARe(8,49,,5))

- X(U+)6,-A(1 + ZAA)SRe(aﬂp v+'¢)

= 0, (XD + XA + 2 (0) 1+ AD) AR

X0 )1+ AN Re( 98, 0) = u, (5x(00) 1+ AA)(s + AI) = 5X(04)(1+ M) (s + )| ?

=0, (M@0 +A8) B 1205 0B) + X (0) (14 A8) Y 12
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C.3 The multiplier x(vy)(1+ AA)=%50,, ¢

3 29
X(03) (1 +AA)— _+a2a sin” 0Re(02, 10, ) = Ao (x(v )(1+)\A)7asfa2 Re(Oy, 0y, V)
3 0 -
VAN S o, 47

2

X(04)(L+AA) 53 20Re(0y, 0, U0, §) = o (X(04) (1 + AL) 5510, )

2

—X ()1 +28) ] U

+a)

X0+ A8) T 2(0% 4 a)Re(@n, 5075,0) = o, (x(0) (14 A8) T D ove(a, 2, )

7‘+a)

R C AR VN LR NP R o

+a)

+ 0, (x(ve) (1 + AA) (7 Re(0p, Y0y, 1))

r+a)

@A)

Re(0p, Y00, ¥)

9 -
X)L A s Re(8, 1Y)

2

X)L ML) 5 20Re(0, 6,068, 0) = 0 (X(v4) (1 + M) 512, I7)
2
~ X(MEA) 8, P
X)L M) g ARC(EP00, 0) = 20 (x(04) g (1 AN ARe(0,03,, 1)

— X(mﬁx(@A)Ama(@wWw)

= X(04) g (1 M) (6, 8)Re(0:07, )

W) (L M) g Re(K 02, ) = 0
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D Commutator computations for ([2.38))

The second order terms of 7, in Boyer-Lindquist coordinates are
2 2)2 AM a2 .
_[% — a?sin? 0|02y — 80,0 — G+ ARy + Apgy

We use —x(t)e* 0,1 as a multiplier and compute the commutator expressions again term by term.

D.1 The multiplier —/(t)e* 0,4

x(t)er [% — a? sin? 9] Re(024)0,4) = 0; (x(t)e’\r [% — a? sin? 9] %e(@tww))

— X' (t)e [W — a? sin? 0] Re(042p0,1))
2 2)2
- %& (X(t)e’\r [% — a? sin® 9] \(?tw\Q)

x(t)e [A(T — a? sin? 9) + 0y (W)]M

PAM ar

M
X X Re(210,07,) - =

(x0T Re(2,0,7)

4Mar —
X Re(p000)

4M ar

sII
N}M—\

=
~
—
~
~—

D
S
—
=
—

~
\_/

Ne(0p10r1)))

4Mar A4Mar
Ar
X0 (A—% 97~< A

+
NI= N = N

))e(eutid)

1 2

2 7 2
X(t)e”%iﬁe(&iibarw) = —6,,.(§X(t)e”%|6¢w|2) + M& +0r ( )]@W

X AR(29D7) = —0r (XD A6VI) + L x(DN (A +2,8) |2,

XA R(A9) = 0 (XD (s + PYI) + Sx(0)(s + AP

1 ~ 1 ~
+ O (Gx(BeN )1 Zil?) = Sx(B)Ae Y| Zupf?
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