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Abstract. In [7], the Unruh state for massless fermions on a Kerr spacetime was
constructed and the authors showed its Hadmard property in the case of very slowly
rotating black holes |a| ≪ M . In this note, we extend this result to the full non
extreme case |a| < M .

1. Introduction

When studying quantum fields in black hole spacetimes, one crucial and non-trivial
step is the choice of state for the quantum field at hand. Ideally, the state should
be motivated by the physical situation. One state which satisfies this condition for a
variety of black hole spacetimes is the Unruh state [26] - it appears as the final state
when one considers the collapse of a star to a black hole, see e.g. [11], [9].

Moreover, the selected state should be physically reasonable, in the sense of satis-
fying the Hadamard property, see e.g. [6] for why this is the necessary condition. In
this note, we will consider the microlocal formulation of the Hadamard property due
to Radzikowski [23]. The Unruh state is also favourable in this regard. It was first con-
structed and its Hadamard property shown for the wave equation on the Schwarzschild
spacetime by Dappiaggi-Moretti-Pinamonti [3], and this proof has since been expanded
to other spherically symmetric black hole spacetimes [2, 14].

However, astrophysical black holes are expected to be rotating, and therefore not
spherically symmetric. Rotating black holes are described by the Kerr spacetime.
Constructing explicit Hadamard states in the case of the Kerr spacetime is more com-
plicated because of the lack of a global timelike Killing vector field in the exterior
region. Nonetheless, Gérard, Wrochna and the first author have recently constructed
the Unruh state for massless Dirac fields on the Kerr spacetime in [7] (see [9] for an ear-
lier construction of the Unruh state on block I also in the massive charged case). They
have also shown its Hadamard property, but only under the condition that the angular
momentum per unit mass a of the black hole is small. In [9], [7], to circumvent the lack
of a global timelike Killing field, the data are separated in data for solutions going to
the black hole horizon and solutions going to infinity by means of asymptotic velocities
constructed in the framework of scattering theory, see [10]. Two different Killing vector
fields are then used to construct the state. Later on, the second author constructed the
Unruh state for the Klein-Gordon equation on the De Sitter Kerr spacetime in [16] and
showed its Hadamard property, again under the condition that the angular momentum
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per unit mass of the black hole is small. The scattering construction is there replaced
by an argument using the fast decay of the field (see e.g. [5], [12]).

The assumption of small angular momentum is an important shortcoming, since
most black holes are expected to rotate rapidly, see [1] and [25]. The restriction is used
in [7] to show the Hadamard property. For sufficiently small a, any geodesic in the
black hole exterior MI (see Section 3 for the definition) either reaches the past black
hole horizon or past null infinity or meets a region, where both vector fields which have
been used to construct the Unruh state are timelike. For those geodesics who reach
either the past black hole horizon or past null infinity, a refinement of a strategy of
Moretti [19], see also [13], [8], showing a Hadamard property from characteristic data
was used. This argument works the same way in the large a case. Yet, for large a not
all other geodesics meet a region where both relevant vector fields are timelike.

In this note, we extend the result of [7] to all subextreme values of the angular
momentum |a| < M . This requires a precise analysis of the situation on the back-
ward/forward trapped set. The argument therefore only concerns the geodesic flow
and should in principle apply also to other fields. Note, however, that in the case of the
De Sitter Kerr metric other problems arise, in particular in the full range of angular
momentum, it is up to today unknown if the wave equation has growing modes or not.
We refer to [7] for a full review of the literature.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2-4, we revise the necessary construc-
tions to define the Unruh state in Section 5, where the main result of this paper is
stated. Sections 2-4 essentially summarizes the constructions in [7], we also refer to [7]
for more details and additional references. In Section 6, we prove our main result.

2. The Dirac and Weyl operators

In this section, we summarize some elementary facts about Dirac and Weyl operators.
For details of the construction, we refer to [7].

2.1. Notation. Let (M, g) be an oriented and time oriented Lorentzian manifold of
dimension 4. We denote by Ωg ∈ ∧4M the volume form associated to g and by
dvolg = |Ωg| the volume density.

If S π−→ M is a vector bundle, we denote by C∞(M ;S) the space of its smooth
sections. In the case when S is a complex vector bundle, we denote its anti-dual
bundle by S∗. The complex conjugate bundle (obtained by considering the fibers as
complex vector spaces with the opposite complex structure) is denoted by S .

If X is a complex vector space, we denote by Lh(X ,X ∗), resp. La(X ,X ∗), the space
of Hermitian, resp. anti-Hermitian forms on X . Generally, if β ∈ L(X ,X ∗), i.e. if β
is a sesquilinear form, we denote by ψ1 · βψ2 its evaluation on ψ1, ψ2 ∈ X . If instead
β ∈ C∞(M ;End(S ,S∗)), the same notation is used for the fiberwise evaluation of
ψ1, ψ2 ∈ C∞(M ;S).

2.2. Dirac and Weyl operators. Let (M, g) be a globally hyperbolic spacetime of
dimension 4, equipped with its unique spin structure. From the spin structure, one
obtains in a canonical way a spinor bundle S π−→ M of rank 4, a spin connection ∇S ,
and a representation γ of the Clifford bundle Cl(M, g) in End(S). One also obtains a
positive energy Hermitian form β, and a complex conjugation κ acting on the fibers of
S . The massless Dirac operator /D acting on smooth sections of the canonical spinor
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bundle S over M is the differential operator defined as

/D = gµνγ(eµ)∇S
eν ,

where (e0, . . . , e3) is a local frame of TM . In the massless case, it is well known that
the whole analysis can be reduced to the Weyl equation

Dϕ = 0, (2.1)

which accounts for half of the degrees of freedom. We call D the associated Weyl
operator. More precisely, one can identify S with S∗⊕S#, where S∗ = S# is the bundle
of even Weyl spinors. We have

Γ(X) = βγ(X) ∈ C∞(M,End(S∗, S)), X ∈ C∞(M ;TM) (2.2)

and
D = gµνΓ(eµ)∇S

eν . (2.3)

If S is a space-like Cauchy surface, the Cauchy problem{
Dϕ = 0,

rSϕ = φ ∈ C∞
c (S;S∗S),

(2.4)

where S∗S is the restriction of S∗ to S and rSϕ = ϕ|S , has a unique solution ϕ =·· USφ in
the space of smooth space-compact solutions , Solsc(M). ϕ space-compact means that
the intersection of suppϕ with any space-like Cauchy surface is compact.

The principal symbol of D is the section σD ∈ C∞(T ∗M \o;End(S∗, S)) given by

σD(x, ξ) = Γ(g−1(x)ξ), (x, ξ) ∈ T ∗M \o. (2.5)

By [7, Lemma 3.1], the Weyl operator D is pre-normally hyperbolic, i.e., there exists a
differential operator D′ such that (σD ◦ σD′)(x, ξ) = (ξ · g−1(x)ξ)1. As a consequence,
the characteristic manifold of D defined as

Char(D) = {(x, ξ) ∈ T ∗M \o : σD(x, ξ) is not invertible}.

is given by
Char(D) = {(x, ξ) ∈ T ∗M \o : ξ · g−1(x)ξ = 0} =·· N .

Its two connected components are

N± ··= N ∩ {(x, ξ) ∈ T ∗M \o : ±v ·ξ > 0 ∀v ∈ TxM future directed timelike}. (2.6)

If v ·ξ > 0 for all v ∈ TxM which are future directed timelike, we say that ξ is future
pointing.

2.3. L2 solutions. Let Solsc(M) be the space of smooth space-compact solutions of
Dϕ = 0, ϕ ∈ C∞(M ;S∗) . The current J(ϕ1, ϕ2) ∈ C∞(M ;T ∗M) defined by

J(ϕ1, ϕ2)·X ··= ϕ1 ·Γ(X)ϕ2, X ∈ C∞(M ;TM), ϕi ∈ Solsc(M), (2.7)

satisfies
∇aJa(ϕ1, ϕ2) = 0, ϕi ∈ Solsc(M). (2.8)

For a smooth hypersurface S, let i : S →M be the canonical injection. Since ∇aJaΩg =
d(g−1J⌟Ωg), we deduce from Stokes’ formula thatˆ

∂U
i∗(g−1J(ϕ1, ϕ2)⌟Ωg) = 0, ϕi ∈ Solsc(M), (2.9)



Hadamard property of the Unruh state in the large a case 4

if U is any open set whose boundary ∂U is a union of smooth hypersurfaces, such that
supp J(ϕ1, ϕ2) ∩ ∂U is compact. Let S ⊂M be a smooth hypersurface. To expressˆ

S
i∗(g−1J⌟Ωg)

for J a 1-form on M , we choose a vector field l = la transverse to S, future pointing
and a 1-form ν = νadx

a on M such that TS = Ker ν, normalized so that ν ·l = 1. We
obtain:

i∗(g−1J⌟Ωg) = (ν ·g−1J)i∗(l⌟Ωg). (2.10)

Let now S ⊂M be any smooth Cauchy surface (with the convention that a Cauchy
surface does not need to be space-like). We set

(ϕ1|ϕ2)D ··= i

ˆ
S
i∗(g−1J(ϕ1, ϕ2)⌟Ωg)

= i

ˆ
S
ϕ1 ·Γ(g−1ν)ϕ2 i∗l dvolg,

(2.11)

where i∗l dvolg = |i∗(l⌟Ωg)|.
From (2.9), we see that the r.h.s. in (2.11) is independent on the choice of the Cauchy

surface S. If S is space-like with future pointing normal n, we obtain

(ϕ1|ϕ2)D = i

ˆ
S
ϕ1 ·Γ(n)ϕ2 dvolh, (2.12)

where dvolh = i∗ndvolg. By the properties of β, iΓ(n) is positive definite, which shows
that (·|·)D is a Hilbertian scalar product on Solsc(M). We can reformulate this as being
a scalar product on the Cauchy data on a spacelike hypersurface Σ defined by

φ1 ·νΣφ2 = i

ˆ
Σ
φ1 ·Γ(n)φ2 dvolh, φi ∈ C∞

c (Σ; S∗Σ). (2.13)

Definition 2.1. The Hilbert space SolL2(M), called the space of L2 solutions, is the
completion of Solsc(M) for the scalar product (·|·)D.

Note that SolL2(M) ⊂ L2
loc(M ;S) continuously, so elements of SolL2(M) are distri-

butional solutions of Dϕ = 0.

2.4. Action of Killing vector fields. Let X be a complete Killing vector field on
(M, g). Let LX be the corresponding Lie derivative on spinors. Then LX preserves
Solsc(M). By [7, Proposition 3.5], we have

Proposition 2.2. The operator i−1LX with domain Solsc(M) is essentially selfadjoint
on the Hilbert space SolL2(M).

3. The Kerr spacetime

3.1. Boyer-Lindquist blocks. We now recall the relevant facts on Kerr black hole
geometry. We fix 0 < |a| < M , i.e. we consider the subexetreme Kerr case. One sets

∆ = r2 − 2Mr + a2, ρ2 = r2 + a2 cos2 θ,

σ2 = (r2 + a2)2 − a2∆sin2 θ = (r2 + a2)ρ2 + 2a2Mr sin2 θ,

and r± =M ±
√
M2 − a2 for the two roots of ∆ as a function of r.
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The Boyer-Lindquist blocks are the manifolds (MI, g), (MII, g), where

MI = Rt × ]r+,+∞[r × S2θ,φ,

MII = Rt × ]r−, r+[r × S2θ,φ,

θ ∈ ]0, π[, φ ∈ R/2πZ are the spherical coordinates on S2, and

g = −
(
1− 2Mr

ρ2

)
dt2 − 4aMr sin2 θ

ρ2
dtdφ+

ρ2

∆
dr2 + ρ2dθ2 +

σ2

ρ2
sin2 θ dφ2.

(We will not need to consider the third Boyer-Lindquist block MIII corresponding to
r ∈ ]−∞, r−[). The global coordinates (t, r, θ, φ) on MI,MII are called Boyer-Lindquist
coordinates. The vector field ∇t = g−1(dt, ·) = − σ2

ρ2∆

(
∂t +

2Mar
σ2 ∂φ

)
is timelike on

(MI, g) and one fixes the time orientation of (MI, g) by declaring −∇t to be future
directed. By convention, the time orientation of MII is the one inherited from its
embedding into K∗, see 3.3.2 below. (MI, g) is globally hyperbolic.

3.2. Time reversal. When considering the gluing of various blocks into a larger space-
time, it is useful to introduce the following notation. If (M, g) is a spacetime, we de-
note by (M ′, g) the same Lorentzian manifold with the opposite time orientation. So,
id : (M, g) → (M ′, g) is an isometric involution reversing the time orientation. If (M, g)

admits a spinor bundle S π−→M , then so does (M ′, g). We will generally decorate with
primes the objects associated to (M ′, g).

3.3. The K∗ and ∗K spacetimes. We now recall the Kerr-star and star-Kerr co-
ordinates, which allow to glue together MI and MII along parts of {r = r+}. As
pre-announced, we will remove from K∗ and ∗K the parts corresponding to the third
Boyer-Lindquist block MIII.

3.3.1. The K∗ spacetime. We set

K∗ = Rt∗ × ]r−,+∞[r × S2θ,φ∗ ,

equipped with the metric

g = gttdt
∗2 + 2gtφdt

∗dφ∗ + gφφdφ
∗2 + 2dt∗dr − 2a sin2 θdφ∗dr + ρ2dθ2.

The global coordinates (t∗, r, θ, φ∗) are called Kerr-star coordinates. We will denote
by ∂r∗ , ∂θ∗ , the coordinate vector fields ∂r, ∂θ of the Kerr-star coordinates. We time
orient K∗ by declaring that the null vector −∂r∗ is future directed.

3.3.2. Embedding MI and MII into K∗. Let x(r) and Λ(r) for r ∈ ]r−, r+[ ∪ ]r+,+∞[
be such that

dx

dr
=
r2 + a2

∆
,
dΛ

dr
=

a

∆
. (3.1)

We define the map j∗ : MI ∪MII → K∗ by:

t∗ ◦ j∗ = t+ x(r), r ◦ j∗ = r, θ ◦ j∗ = θ, φ∗ ◦ j∗ = φ+ Λ(r),

which allows to identify isometrically (MI, g) resp. (MII, g) with (M∗
I , g), resp. (M∗

II, g),
where

M∗
I = K∗ ∩ {r+ < r}, M∗

II = K∗ ∩ {r− < r < r+}.
Using j∗, one can glue MI with MII inside K∗ along the future horizon:

H+ = Rt∗ × {r = r+} × S2θ,φ.
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The embedding of MI and MII into K∗ respects the time orientation. For coherence
of notation, we will use the following definition.

Definition 3.1. We set

MI∪II ··= (j∗)−1(K∗) = MI ∪MII ∪ H+,

with the spacetime structure inherited from K∗.

The spacetime (MI∪II, g) is globally hyperbolic.

3.3.3. The ∗K spacetime. Similarly, we set

∗K = R∗t × ]r−,+∞[r × S2θ,∗φ,

equipped with the metric

g = gttd
∗t2 + 2gtφd

∗td∗φ+ gφφd
∗φ2 − 2d∗tdr + 2a sin2 θd∗φdr + ρ2dθ2.

The global coordinates (∗t, r, θ, ∗φ) are called star-Kerr coordinates and as before ∂∗r,
∂∗θ denote the coordinate vector fields ∂r, ∂θ of the star-Kerr coordinates. We time
orient ∗K by declaring that the null vector ∂∗r is future directed.

3.3.4. Embedding MI and MII into ∗K. Again, the map ∗j : MI ∪MII → K∗ defined by:

∗t ◦ ∗j = t− x(r), r ◦ ∗j = r, θ ◦ ∗j = θ, ∗φ ◦ ∗j = φ− Λ(r),

allows to identify isometrically (MI, g) resp. (MII, g) with (∗MI, g), resp. (∗MII, g), where

∗MI =
∗K ∩ {r+ < r}, ∗MII =

∗K ∩ {r− < r < r+}.

Using ∗j, one can glue MI with MII inside ∗K along the past horizon:

H− = R∗t × {r = r+} × S2θ,∗φ. (3.2)

The embedding of MI (resp. MII) into ∗K respects (resp. reverses) the time orientation.
In the original Boyer–Lindquist coordinates, the future and past horizons H+ and

H− are reached at infinite values of t.

3.4. Conformal extension of MI. The Penrose conformal extension of MI is obtained
by setting ĝ = w2g, where w = r−1 ∈

]
0, r−1

+

[
. ĝ extends as a smooth, non-degenerate

metric to w ∈
]
−∞, r−1

+

[
. For ϵ0 > 0 small enough, ĝ is Lorentzian for w ∈

]
−ϵ0, r−1

+

[
.

We define the conformal extension of MI as

M̂I ··= Rt∗ ×
]
−ϵ0, r−1

+

]
w
× S2θ,φ∗ .

Past null infinity is then the null hypersurface

I− = Rt∗ × {w = 0} × S2θ,φ∗ . (3.3)

In an analogous way, extending ĝ expressed in coordinates (∗t, w, θ, ∗φ) to

R∗t ×
]
−ϵ0, r−1

+

[
w
× S2θ∗φ

allows to define future null infinity I+ = R∗t × {w = 0} × S2θ∗φ , see Figure 1 for the
conformal diagram.
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H−

H+

I−

I+

Figure 1. The conformal extensions of MI.

The time orientations of the conformal extensions of MI are inherited from the time
orientation of MI.

3.5. The Kerr-Kruskal extension. Let

κ± =
r± − r∓

2(r2± + a2)
(3.4)

be the surface gravities of the black hole and Cauchy horizons. The Kerr-Kruskal
extension M is the manifold (M, g) with:

M = RU × RV × S2θ,φ# .

One defines r as a smooth function on M by the equation:

r − r+
UV

= G(r), for G(r) = e−2κ+r(r − r−)
r−/r+ .

M is then equipped with the metric [20, Proposition 3.5.3]:

g =
G2(r)a2 sin2 θ

4κ2+ρ
2

(r − r−)(r + r+)

(r2 + a2)(r2+ + a2)

( ρ2

r2 + a2
+

ρ2+
r2+ + a2

)
(U2dV 2 + V 2dU2)

+
G(r)(r − r−)

2κ2+ρ
2

( ρ4

(r2 + a2)2
+

ρ4+
(r2+ + a2)2

)
dUdV

+
G2(r)a2 sin2 θ

4κ2+ρ
2

(r + r+)
2

(r2+ + a2)2
(UdV − V dU)2

+
G(r)a sin2 θ

κ2+ρ
2(r2+ + a2)

(
ρ2+(r − r−) + (r2 + a2)(r + r+)

)
(UdV − V dU)dφ♯

+ ρ2dθ2 +
(
r2 + a2 +

2Mra2 sin2 θ

ρ2

)
sin2 θdφ♯2,

(3.5)

where ρ+ = ρ(r+, θ). The global coordinates (U, V, θ, φ#) on M are called KBL co-
ordinates. The Lorentzian manifold (M, g) is globally hyperbolic. The submanifolds
HR ··= {U = 0}, HL ··= {V = 0} are called the long horizons, and they intersect at the
crossing sphere S(r+) ··= {U = V = 0}. The following changes of coordinates allow to
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embed isometrically MI,MII,M
′
I,M

′
II into M, respecting the time orientations:

U = e−κ+
∗t, V = eκ+t∗ , on MI,

U = −e−κ+
∗t, V = eκ+t∗ on MII,

U = −e−κ+
∗t, V = −eκ+t∗ on M′

I,

U = e−κ+
∗t, V = −eκ+t∗ on M′

II,

φ♯ = 1
2(φ

∗ + ∗φ− a
r2++a2

(t∗ + ∗t)) = φ− a
r2++a2

t.

(3.6)

We recall that if M is a spacetime, M ′ stands for the Lorentzian manifold M with the
reversed time orientation. By slightly altering this rule, we denote by

MI = {U > 0, V > 0}, MII = {U < 0, V > 0},
MI′ = {U < 0, V < 0}, MII′ = {U > 0, V < 0},

the four quadrants of M \ (HL ∪ HR).

3.6. Killing vector fields. An important role is played by the two Killing vector
fields:

vI = ∂t = κ+(−U∂U + V ∂V )− ΩH ∂φ# ,

vH = ∂t +ΩH ∂φ = κ+(−U∂U + V ∂V ),

where ΩH = a
r2++a2

is the angular velocity of the horizon. The vector field vH is

tangent to H− (in ∗K), while vI is tangent to I− (in the conformal extension M̂I of
MI). None of these Killing fields is globally timelike in MI. The ergoregions are defined
as the regions where the field becomes spacelike. For vI we find

g(vI , vI ) > 0 ⇔ ρ2 − 2Mr < 0. (3.7)

For vH , the ergoregion is given by

g(vH , vH ) > 0 ⇔
(
1− 2Mr

ρ2

)
+

4aMr sin2 θ

ρ2
ΩH − σ2

ρ2
sin2 θΩ2

H < 0. (3.8)

3.7. Hamiltonian flow. In this subsection, we will study the bicharacteristics in MI.
Let p(x, ξ) = g−1

x (ξ, ξ) and G = Gr +Gθ = ρ−2g−1
x (ξ, ξ), where [4]

Gr = ∆ξ2r −
1

∆

(
(r2 + a2)ξt + aξφ

)2
, (3.9)

Gθ = ξ2θ +
1

sin2 θ

(
a sin2 θξt + ξφ

)2
. (3.10)

Bicharacteristics are flow lines of the Hamiltonian vector field Hp contained in {p =
0} \ o.

Definition 3.2. Let γ(s) be a maximally extended bicharacteristic. We say that γ(s)
is trapped as s → +∞ if there exist r+ < r0 < R0 < ∞ such that r0 ≤ r(γ(s)) ≤ R0

for all s ≥ 0 (and as a consequence, γ(s) exists for all s ≥ 0). Let Γ− be the union
of all trapped geodesics as s → +∞. Γ+ is defined similarly as all trapped geodesics
when s→ −∞. The trapped set K is defined as K = Γ+ ∩ Γ−.

Let ξ̃ = (ξt, ξr, ξφ, ξθ). By [4, Proposition Proposition 3.2], the trapped set is char-
acterized by

K = {G = ∂rGr = ξr = 0, ξ̃ ̸= 0} ⊂ T ∗M\o. (3.11)
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By [4, Proposition 3.5], [18, Proposition 12.2.26] we know that

Γ± =
{
(r, x̂; ξr, ξ̂) : (x̂, ξ̂) ∈ K̂; ξr = ±sgn(r − r′

x̂,ξ̂
)
√

Φx̂,ξ̂(r)∆
−1
r

}
, (3.12)

where Φx̂,ξ̂(r) = −G(r, x̂, 0, ξ̂), K̂ is the projection of the trapped set to (x̂; ξ̂) =

(t, θ, φ; ξt, ξθ, ξφ) and r′
x̂,ξ̂

is the unique solution of Φx̂,ξ̂(r) = 0. It is a submanifold of
T ∗(R× S2) of codimension one. Let π : T ∗MI → MI be the base projection.

Lemma 3.3. If (x, ξ) ∈ (T ∗MI \o) \ ((Γ− ∩ {ξt < 0}) ∪ (Γ+ ∩ {ξt > 0})), then π(γ(s))
meets H− or I− at some point y0.

Proof. The lemma is an immediate consequence of [17, Proposition 5.7, Proposition
5.38] for H− and I− replaced by H+ and I+ and Γ± by Γ∓. At H− and I−,
however, the coordinates used in [17] are singular. We therefore use the symmetry
t↔ −t, φ↔ −φ of the metric. This symmetry sends t∗, φ∗ to −∗t, −∗φ and therefore
H+ to H− and I+ to I−, as well as ξt to −ξt. □

4. Traces

4.1. Decomposition of SolL2(MI). Following [7], there exists an orthogonal decom-
position

SolL2(MI) = SolL2,H−(MI)⊕ SolL2,I−(MI), (4.1)

where SolL2,H−(MI) = PH−SolL2(MI), SolL2,I−(MI) = PI−SolL2(MI) and PH−/I− are
suitable projections separating solutions going to the past horizon from those going to
past null infinity. These projections are constructed by means of asymptotic velocities,
we refer to [7], [10] for details.

4.2. Traces on H−. For ϕ ∈ Solsc(MI), we set

TH−ϕ = ϕ|H− ∈ C∞(H−;C2), (4.2)

which is clearly well defined. We denote by L2(H−) the completion of C∞
c (H−;C2)

for the (degenerate) scalar product

(ϕ|ϕ)H− = −i

ˆ
H−

ϕ·Γ(∇V )ϕ|g|
1
2 dUdθdφ#, (4.3)

where we recall that (U, V, θ, φ#) are the KBL coordinates, see Subsect. 3.5, in terms of
which H− = {0}V × ]0,+∞[U × S2

θ,φ# . By [7, Proposition 7.1], TH− uniquely extends
to a bounded operator TH− : SolL2(MI) → L2(H−) with KerTH− = SolL2,I−(MI).
The proof of this proposition also shows that (·|·)H− is positive semidefinite. Let us
set:

SH− : Solsc(MI) ∋ ϕ 7→ ϕ·i|H− ∈ C∞(H−;C), (4.4)

so that
SH−ϕ = TH−ϕ·i.

Here, i is one basis vector of a suitable spin frame, we refer to [7] for details.

Definition 4.1. We denote by L2(H−;C) the closure of C∞
c (H−;C) for the scalar

product

(f1|f1) = κ−1
+

1√
2
C2
1

ˆ
R+
U×S2

θ,φ#

|p+|(θ)|f1|2 sin θ dUdθdφ#,
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where
C1 = e−κ+r+/2(r+ − r−)

M/2r+ , p+(θ) = r+ + ia cos θ. (4.5)
Then the map

SH− : SolL2,H−(MI) → L2(H−;C) is unitary,

see [7, Proposition 7.3].

4.3. Traces on I−.

4.3.1. Conformal rescaling. Following [10, Subsect. 8.3], we consider the conformally
rescaled metric

ĝ = w2g, w = r−1,

which can be smoothly extended to the domain Rt∗ × [0, r−1
+ ]w × S2θ,φ∗, with I− =

Rt∗ ×{0}w × S2θ,φ∗ . Denoting with hats the objects canonically attached to (MI, ĝ), we
have:

Γ̂(v) = Γ(v), D̂ = w−3Dw. (4.6)

4.3.2. Traces on I−. For ϕ ∈ Solsc(MI) we set:

TI−ϕ ··= ϕ̂|I− , ϕ̂ = w−1ϕ ∈ Solsc(D̂). (4.7)

We denote by L2(I−) the completion of C∞
c (I−;C2) for the scalar product:

(ϕ̂|ϕ̂)I− = −i

ˆ
I−

ϕ̂·Γ̂(∇̂w)ϕ̂|ĝ|
1
2 dt∗dθdφ∗.

By [7, Proposition 7.4], TI− uniquely extends to a bounded operator TI− : SolL2(MI) →
L2(I−) with KerTI− = SolL2,H−(MI). The proof also shows that (·|·)I− is positive
semidefinite. Let us set

SI− : Solsc(MI) ∋ ϕ 7→ f̂0 = ϕ̂·ô|I− ∈ C∞(I−;C), (4.8)

so that
SI−ϕ = TI−ϕ·ô.

Here, ô = o is one basis vector of a suitable spin frame, we refer to [7] for details.

Definition 4.2. We denote by L2(I−;C) the closure of C∞
c (I−;C) for the scalar

product

(f̂0|f̂0) =
1√
2

ˆ
Rt∗×S2

θ,φ∗

|f̂0|2 sin θ dt∗dθdφ∗.

By [7, Proposition 7.6], the map

SI− : SolL2,I−(MI) → L2(I−, sin θ dt
∗dθdφ∗) is unitary.

We recall [7, Proposition 7.7]

Proposition 4.3. (1) The map SMI
= SH−⊕SI− from SolL2(MI) to L2(H−;C)⊕

L2(I−;C) is unitary.
(2) One has

SH− ◦ i−1LH = −i−1κ+(U∂U + 1
2) ◦ SH− ,

SI− ◦ i−1LI = i−1∂t∗ ◦ SI− ,

Remark 4.4. Proposition 4.3 is an asymptotic completeness result, we refer to [7] and
[10] for details.
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4.4. Decomposition of SolL2(M). By [7, Proposition C.12], ΣM = {U = V } is a
space-like Cauchy surface in M. Let us also set

ΣI ··= ΣM ∩MI = {t = 0} ∩MI, ΣI′ ··= ΣM ∩MI′ = {t = 0} ∩MI′ ,

so that by [7, (C.18)]
ΣM = ΣI ∪ ΣI′ ∪ S(r+).

Since S(r+) is of measure 0 in ΣM for the induced Riemannian metric, this implies for
the corresponding L2 spaces of Cauchy data that:

L2(ΣM) ∋ f 7→ f|ΣI
⊕ f|ΣI′

∈ L2(ΣI)⊕ L2(ΣI′)

is unitary, where we denote by L2(Σ) the completion of C∞
c (Σ;S∗Σ) for the scalar

product νΣ, see (2.13). This yields a unitary map:

SolL2(M) ∋ ϕ 7→ ϕI ⊕ ϕI′ ∈ SolL2(MI)⊕ SolL2(MI′), (4.9)

where ϕI, resp. ϕI′ are the restrictions of ϕ to MI, resp. MI′ .
Next, we observe that while M′

I and MI′ are strictly speaking different, they can be
identified as spacetimes through the isometry

R : MI′ ∋ (U, V, θ, φ#) 7→ (−U,−V, θ, φ#) ∈ M′
I

which preserves the orientation and time-orientation. We also denote byR : SolL2(MI′) →
SolL2(M′

I) the unitary map
Rϕ = ϕ ◦R.

4.5. Traces on the long horizon and at infinity.

4.5.1. Traces on the long horizon. Recall that HL = {V = 0} is the left long horizon
in M, which decomposes as

HL = H− ∪H ′
− ∪S(r+), H− = {V = 0, U > 0}, H ′

− = {V = 0, U < 0} = R(H−).

To ease notation, HL will be simply denoted by H in the sequel. Let us denote by
L2(H ) the completion of C∞

c (H ;C2) for the scalar product

(ϕ|ϕ)H = −i

ˆ
H
ϕ·Γ(∇V )ϕ|g|

1
2dUdθdφ#.

Clearly we have
L2(H ) ∼ L2(H−)⊕ L2(H ′

−)

with obvious notations. We denote

TH−ϕ ··= TH−ϕI, TH ′
−
ϕ ··= RTH−RϕI′ ,

and
TH ··= TH− ⊕ TH ′

−
: SolL2(M) → L2(H ).

Similarly, we denote by L2(H ;C) the closure of C∞
c (H ;C) for the scalar product

(f1|f1) = κ−1
+

1√
2
C2
1

ˆ
RU×S2

θ,φ#

|p+|(θ)|f1|2 sin θ dUdθdφ#,

so that
L2(H ;C) ∼ L2(H−;C)⊕ L2(H ′

−;C).
We set

SH−ϕ ··= SH−ϕI, SH ′
−
ϕ ··= RSH−RϕI′ ,
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and
SH ··= SH− ⊕ SH ′

−
: SolL2(M) → L2(H ;C).

4.5.2. Traces at infinity. We set

TI−ϕ ··= TI−ϕI, TI ′
−
ϕ ··= TI−RϕI′ ,

SI−ϕ ··= SI−ϕI, SI ′
−
ϕ ··= SI−RϕI′ ,

4.5.3. Summary. The following theorem is [7, Theorem 7.8], it summarizes the con-
struction.

Theorem 4.5. The map

SM ··= SH ⊕ SI− ⊕ SI ′
−
: SolL2(M) → L2(H ;C)⊕ L2(I−;C)⊕ L2(I−;C)

(4.10)
is unitary.

The geometric situation is illustrated in Figure 2.

I ′
−

HL

I−

ΣM

MI

MI′

MII

MII′

Figure 2. The Kerr-Kruskal spacetime with Cauchy surface ΣM.

Remark 4.6. (1) The constructions of this section are based on the scattering
theory developed in [10]. Whereas the operators TH− and TI− are defined
without a reference to a tetrad, for the definition of SH− and SI− we use tetrads
which are suitable renormalizations of Kinnersley’s tetrad to make them smooth
up to the past horizon resp. past null infinity.

(2) Using a tetrad, the Dirac equation can be written as

∂tΨ− iHΨ = 0

with a selfadjoint operator H on a suitable Hilbert space. Asymptotic velocities
as constructed in [10] are then selfadjoint operators P± such that

J(P±) = s− lim
t→±∞

e−itHJ
(r∗
t

)
eitH

for all continuous functions J going to zero at infinity.
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5. The Unruh state in in the Kerr-Kruskal spacetime

5.1. Hadamard states for the Weyl equation. States are usually defined by their
spacetime covariances. It turns out that for the Weyl equation, it is more useful to
define the state ω by its solution space covariances, i.e. operators C± ∈ B(SolL2(M))
such that

C± ≥ 0, C+ + C− = 1. (5.1)
For this paper, we only need the definition in terms of solution space covariances. We
refer to [7] for the definition in terms of spacetime covariances and the link between
both. It turns out that for the Weyl equation, a characterisation of Hadamard states
in terms of wave front sets of L2 solutions can be given, see [7, Theorem 4.3]:

Theorem 5.1. Suppose that

WF((C±)
1
2ϕ) ⊂ N± ∀ϕ ∈ SolL2(M). (5.2)

Then the state ω is a Hadamard state.

Definition 5.2. The Unruh state ωM is the quasi-free state on CAR(M) with solution
space covariances:

C±
M = S−1

M

(
1R±(−i−1∂U )⊕ 1R±(i−1∂t∗)⊕ 1R∓(i−1∂t∗)

)
SM. (5.3)

We refer to [7] and references therein for the definition of the CAR(M) algebra. We
also recall the two main results of [7]:

Theorem 5.3. (1) The Unruh state ωM is a pure state.
(2) The restriction ωMI∪II

of ωM to MI∪II is a pure state.
(3) The restriction ωMI

of ωM to MI has covariances

C±
MI

= S−1
MI

(
χ±

H−
(−i−1κ+(U∂U +

1

2
))⊕ χ±

I−
(i−1∂t∗)

)
SMI

for
χ±

I−
(λ) = 1R±(λ), χ±

H−
(λ) =

(
1 + e∓T−1

H λ
)−1

, (5.4)

where TH = (2π)−1κ+ is the Hawking temperature.
(4) The restriction ωMI′ of ωM to MI′ is the image of ωMI

under R, and has covariances

C±
MI′

= R ◦ C∓
MI

◦R.

Theorem 5.4. There exists 0 < a0 ≤ 1 such that if |a|M−1 < a0, then the restriction
ωMI∪II

of the Unruh state ωM to MI∪II is a Hadamard state.

The hypothesis that a is small is crucial in the proof of Theorem 5.4, but is not
needed in Theorem 5.3. The main result of this note states that Theorem 5.4 holds in
the full subextreme range.

Theorem 5.5. Theorem 5.4 holds for all 0 < |a| < M .

6. Proof of Theorem 5.5

The only place where the smallness assumption on |a| is used in the proof of Theorem
5.4 in [7] is in the proof of Proposition 8.7., claiming that ωMI

is a Hadamard state.
Thus the only thing to prove is

Proposition 6.1. Let 0 < |a| < M . Then ωMI
is a Hadamard state.
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By Theorem 5.1, it suffices to prove that

WF((C±
MI

)
1
2ϕ) ⊂ N±, ∀ϕ ∈ SolL2(MI). (6.1)

We will prove only the + case, the − case being analogous. Let q0 = (x0, ξ0) ∈
WF((C+

MI
)
1
2ϕ) and let γ be the null bicharacteristic in T ∗M from q0. Let π : T ∗M → M

the base projection. In [7], three cases have been distinguished :
Case 1: π(γ) intersects I− at some point y0.
Case 2: π(γ) intersects H− at some y0.
Case 3: π(γ) doesn’t intersect H− or I−.
Only case 3 required the smallness assumption. Therefore, the only thing to do

is to treat case 3 without this assumption. By Lemma 3.3, case 3 corresponds to
q0 ∈ (Γ− ∩ {ξt < 0}) ∪ (Γ+ ∩ {ξt > 0}). In the following, we will only consider MI.

6.1. Preparations. The key formula we will use is (see [7, Equation (8.7)]):

C±
MI

= PH− ◦ χ±
H−

(i−1LH ) + PI− ◦ χ±
I−

(i−1LI ).

An important fact is that the projections PH− and PI− commute with functions of
i−1LH and i−1LI . We obtain

(C+
MI

)1/2ϕ = (χ+
H−

)
1
2 (i−1LH )PH−ϕ+ (χ+

I−
)
1
2 (i−1LI )PI−ϕ =·· ϕH + ϕI . (6.2)

Note that if ϕ ∈ SolL2(MI), so are PH−ϕ and PI−ϕ. The following lemma is equivalent
to [7, Lemma 8.6].

Lemma 6.2. Let X = vH or vI and recall that i−1LX is the selfadjoint generator of
a unitary group on SolL2(MI). Let χ± ∈ L∞(R) be such that χ± − 1R± ∈ O(⟨λ⟩−∞)
and sing suppχ± ⊂ R± ∪ {0} is compact. Then one has:

WF(χ±(i−1LX)ϕ) ⊂ {(x, ξ); X ·ξ > 0} for all ϕ ∈ SolL2(MI).

Note that similar results have been obtained in [15, Theorem 8.4.8], [24, Theorem
2.8] and [22].
Proof. The proof is essentially the same as for [7, Lemma 8.6]. We repeat it here
for the convenience of the reader. We consider the case of X = vI = ∂t, the
other case being analogous. Let us denote ϕ+ = χ+(i−1LX)ϕ. Let q0 = (x0, ξ0) =
(t0, r0, φ0, θ0, ξ0t , ξ

0
r , ξ

0
φ, ξ

0
θ ) with ξ0t < 0.

Let ϑ ∈ C∞(R) be such that ϑ(ξ0t ) = 1, ϑ(λ) = 1 for λ ≪ 0 and ϑ(λ) = 0 for λ > 0
and λ ∈ sing suppχ+. Setting χ∞ = ϑχ+ ∈ O(⟨λ⟩−∞), by functional calculus we have

ϑ(i−1LX)ϕ+ = χ∞(i−1LX)ϕ. (6.3)

In coordinates, LXϕ = M(t)∂tM(t)−1ϕ for some smooth family of invertible fiber
endomorphisms M(t). It follows that

ϑ(i−1LX)ϕ+ =M(t)ϑ(i−1∂t)M(t)−1ϕ+.

Let A ∈ Ψ0 be a properly supported pseudo-differential operator (in the sense of
the usual calculus on manifolds), elliptic at q0 and microsupported in a small conic
neighborhood Γ0 of q0. Since ξ0t < 0, the symbol of ϑ(i−1∂t) equals 1 on Γ0 away from
o. Therefore, the operator

B ··= A ◦M(t)ϑ(i−1∂t)M(t)−1

belongs to Ψ0 and is elliptic at q0, and similarly one can show that A ◦ χ∞(i−1∂t)
belongs to Ψ−∞. Thus, by acting on both sides of (6.3) with A we find Bϕ+ ∈ C∞.
Consequently, q0 /∈ WF(ϕ+).
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The proof of the minus sign version of the statement is analogous. □

6.2. Characterisation of N+. Let us consider a generic null covector ξ ∈ T ∗
xMI for

some x ∈ MI. Then one has the following general result

Lemma 6.3. Let x ∈ MI and ξ ∈ T ∗
xMI a null covector. Then ξ is future pointing iff

ξ · (−∇t) > 0.

Proof. We use abstract index notation. ξa is future directed if and only if −ξb =
−gabξa is future directed if and only if Cx(−ξb) = Cx(−∇t), where Cx(u) is the causal
cone at x containing u. By [21, Lemma 5.29, Exercise 5.3], this holds if and only if
ξa(−∇t)a = gabξ

a(−∇t)b > 0. □

ξ must satisfy g−1(ξ, ξ) = 0, and therefore G = Gr+Gθ = 0, where Gr and Gθ are as
given in (3.9) and (3.10). It can for example be specified by picking any (ξr, ξθ, ξφ) ∈ R3

arbitrary, and setting

ξt = −2Mar

σ2
ξφ ±

√
∆

σ2

(
∆ξ2r + ξ2θ +

ρ4

σ2 sin2 θ
ξ2φ

)
. (6.4)

Note that the root is non-vanishing, unless either ∆ = 0 or (ξr, ξθ, ξφ) = 0, and hence
also ξt = 0.

Lemma 6.4. If we choose the + sign in (6.4), then ξ is future pointing. If we choose
the − sign, then ξ is past pointing.

Proof. Let ξt be determined as above. By Lemma 6.3, it suffices to check that
ξ · (−∇t) > 0. Then

ξ · (−∇t) = σ2

ρ2∆
ξt +

2Mar

ρ2∆
ξφ = ± σ2

ρ2∆

√
∆

σ2

(
∆ξ2r + ξ2θ +

ρ4

σ2 sin2 θ
ξ2φ

)
.

Therefore, ±ξ · (−∇t) > 0 if one chooses the ± sign in (6.4).
Since the coordinates used above do not cover the axis of rotation, we have to

consider it separately. Due to the symmetry of the spacetime under reflection along
the equatorial plane, it is sufficient to consider the north pole. To do so, we use
stereographic coordinates on the sphere, given by

x1 = sin θ cosφ x2 = sin θ sinφ , ξθ = cot θ(x1ξ1 + x2ξ2) , ξφ = x1ξ2 − x2ξ1 .

Following the computation in [4], one finds that on the axis, and in this new coordinate
system, one can express the condition G = 0 as

∆ξ2r −
(r2 + a2)2

∆
ξ2t + ξ21 + ξ22 = 0

⇔ξt = ±

√
∆

(r2 + a2)2
(
ξ21 + ξ22 +∆ξ2r

)
.

Similarly, one finds that on the axis −∇t = r2+a2

∆ ∂t, since ∂φ = x1∂x2 −x2∂x1 vanishes
there. Therefore

ξ · (−∇t) = ±r
2 + a2

∆

√
∆

(r2 + a2)2
(
ξ21 + ξ22 +∆ξ2r

)
.

This is positive (negative) if one chooses the upper (lower) sign. □
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It is interesting to note that

ΩH

a
− 2Mr

σ2
≥ 1

r2 + a2
− 2Mr

σ2

=
1

σ2(r2 + a2)

(
ρ2(r2 + a2) + 2a2Mr sin2 θ − 2Mr(r2 + a2)

)
=

ρ2∆

σ2(r2 + a2)
(6.5)

which is positive if ∆ > 0.

6.3. Analysis on the trapped set. Let us now consider the trapped set. Recall that
the trapped set is characterized by

K = {G = ∂rGr = ξr = 0, ξ̃ ̸= 0} ⊂ T ∗M\o.

Assume that we have chosen ξ with ξr = 0 and ξt given by one of the two options in
(6.4), so that G = 0 is satisfied. Note that (r2 + a2)ξt + aξφ = 0, G = 0 entails ξ̃ = 0.
The condition ∂rGr = 0, ξ̃ ̸= 0 can then be rewritten in the following way [4]:

4r∆ξt − ∂r∆((r2 + a2)ξt + aξφ) = 0

⇔ (2r∆− (r −M)(r2 + a2))ξt − (r −M)aξφ = 0

⇔ ξt
[
r2(r − 3M) + a2(r +M)

]
− aξφ(r −M) = 0. (6.6)

Note that on the trapped set ξt = 0 entails ξ̃ = 0. We therefore suppose ξt ̸= 0 in the
following. Multiplying (6.6) by ξt in the first line, one obtains the condition

ξt(ξt +Ω0ξφ) > 0 , (6.7)

where we have set Ω0(r) = a/(r2 + a2).

Lemma 6.5. {ξt < 0} ∩ {ξ · vH > 0} ∩K = ∅.

Proof. Note that on the axis of rotation, in the coordinate system (t, r, x1, x2) dis-
cussed above, one finds vH = ∂t, and therefore on the axis the condition ξ · vH > 0
reduces to ξt > 0. We can thus work away from the axis of rotation.

The only way for (x, ξ) to be in the intersection {ξt < 0}∩ {ξ · vH > 0} is by having
−ΩH ξφ < ξt < 0, and therefore aξφ > 0, since a−1ΩH > 0. If we also demand that
(x, ξ) ∈ K, by (6.5) and (6.7), we need to take the minus-sign for the root in (6.4),
with ξθ chosen small enough so that

Ω(ξθ) :=

∣∣∣∣ ξtaξφ
∣∣∣∣ = 2Mr

σ2
+

√
∆

σ2

(
ρ4

σ2a2 sin2 θ
+

ξ2θ
a2ξ2φ

)
<

ΩH

a
. (6.8)

To exclude this possibility, we need to take into account the trapped set condition
∂rGr = 0 in more detail. Starting from (6.6) and considering that ξt and aξφ are of
opposite sign, one finds

ξt
[
r2(r − 3M) + a2(r +M)

]
− aξφ(r −M) = 0 (6.9)

⇔− Ω(ξθ)
[
r2(r − 3M) + a2(r +M)

]
− (r −M) = 0

⇔−
[
r2(r − 3M) + a2(r +M)

]
=

(r −M)

Ω(ξθ)
.
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Since (r −M) > 0 in MI, and by (6.8), one obtains the estimate

−
[
r2(r − 3M) + a2(r +M)

]
>
a(r −M)

ΩH
(6.10)

⇔P (r) := r3 − 3Mr2 + (r2+ + 2a2)r −Mr2+ < 0.

Using that r2 − 2Mr > −a2 in MI, one obtains

∂rP (r) = 3r2 − 6Mr + r2+ + 2a2 > r2+ − a2 = 2(M2 − a2 +M
√
M2 − a2) > 0 ,

so P (r) is strictly monotonically increasing on MI as long as |a| < M . Moreover,

P (r+) = r3+ − 3Mr2+ + r3+ + 2a2r+ −Mr2+ = 2r+∆(r+) = 0 .

Therefore, P (r) > 0 on MI, in contradiction to (6.10). This concludes the lemma. □

6.4. The backward/forward trapped sets. Recall from Section 3 that the back-
ward/forward trapped sets are described by the condition

Γ± =
{
(r, x̂; ξr, ξ̂) : (x̂, ξ̂) ∈ K̂; ξr = ±sgn(r − r′

x̂,ξ̂
)
√

Φx̂,ξ̂(r)∆
−1
r

}
.

Here Φx̂,ξ̂(r) = −G(r, x̂, 0, ξ̂), K̂ is the projection of the trapped set to (t, θ, φ; ξt, ξθ, ξφ)

and r′
x̂,ξ̂

is the unique solution of Φx̂,ξ̂(r) = 0. K̂ is a submanifold of T ∗(R × S2) of

codimension one. The condition on ξr ensures that (r, x̂; ξr, ξ̂) in the backward/forward
trapped set is null, i.e. satisfies a relation of the form (6.4).

Proposition 6.6. If ξ · ∂t > 0 or ξ · vH > 0, (x, ξ) ∈ Γ±, then ξ is future-pointing.

Proof. Assume (x, ξ) = (r, x̂, ξr, x̂) ∈ Γ±. Let us start with the case ξt < 0, but
ξ · vH > 0. This amounts to ξt > −ΩH ξφ. Since (x̂, ξ̂) ∈ K̂, there must be a radius r̂
such that (r̂, x̂, 0, ξ̂) is in the trapped set. However, by Lemma 6.5, no such r̂ exists.

It then remains to consider the case ξt > 0. Since ξ ∈ T ∗
xMI is null, ξt is given by

(6.4) evaluated at r. Assume that ξ is past pointing. Then, by Lemma 6.4, ξt is given
by the lower sign in (6.4). Together with ξt > 0, this implies that aξφ < 0 and leads to
the upper bound

ξt <
2Mr

σ2
|aξφ| <

1

r2 + a2
|aξφ| <

ΩH

a
|aξφ| , (6.11)

by an application of (6.5).
Next, we focus on the condition for (x̂, ξ̂) ∈ K̂. Let us assume that r̂ is the radius so

that (r̂, x̂, 0, ξ̂) ∈ K. Then we must have ∂r̂Gr̂ = 0. However, given the bound (6.11)
and the fact that ξt and aξφ are of opposite sign, it follows from the proof of Lemma 6.5
that no such r̂ exists. Therefore, this case is excluded. In other words: any (x, ξ) ∈ Γ±

that satisfies ξ · ∂t > 0 or ξ · vH > 0 is future pointing. □

6.5. Proof of Proposition 6.1. Let (x, ξ) ∈ WF((C±
MI

)
1
2ϕ), ϕ ∈ SolL2(MI). From

Lemma 3.3 and the remarks at the beginning of this section it is clear that we only
have to consider the case (x, ξ) ∈ Γ±. From the key formula (6.2) and Proposition 6.2
we see that either ξ · ∂t > 0 or ξ · vH > 0. Thus, ξ is future pointing by Proposition
6.6. As the other cases are already treated, the Unruh state is Hadamard by Theorem
5.1. □
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