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Hadamard property of the Unruh state for massless
fermions on Kerr spacetime : the large a case

Dietrich HAFNER and Christiane KLEIN

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 [20] - 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 M; (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 Q, € A*M the volume form associated to g and by
dvoly = Q4] the volume density.

If S & 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 §*. 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 Ly (X, X*), resp. L,(X, X™*), the space
of Hermitian, resp. anti-Hermitian forms on X. Generally, if g € L(X, X™*), i.e. if
is a sesquilinear form, we denote by 1 - B9 its evaluation on 11,1 € X. If instead
B € C®(M;End(S,S5%)), the same notation is used for the fiberwise evaluation of
P1,19 € 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 = M of rank 4, a spin connection V°,
and a representation v of the Clifford bundle C1(M, g) in End(S). One also obtains a
positive energy Hermitian form £, and a complex conjugation k acting on the fibers of
S. The massless Dirac operator I) acting on smooth sections of the canonical spinor
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bundle S over M is the differential operator defined as
D= Q#V'Y(eu)vg,’

where (eg,...,e3) is a local frame of 7M. In the massless case, it is well known that
the whole analysis can be reduced to the Weyl equation
D¢ = 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

[(X) = By(X) € C*°(M, End(S*,S)), X € C*°(M;TM) (2.2)
and
D = g"T(e,)VE . (2.3)
If S is a space-like Cauchy surface, the Cauchy problem
Do =
¢=0, . (2.4)
rs¢ = ¢ € C°(5;8%),

where S§ is the restriction of S* to S and rg¢ = ¢g, has a unique solution ¢ =: Ugyp in
the space of smooth space-compact solutions , Sols.(M). ¢ space-compact means that
the intersection of supp ¢ with any space-like Cauchy surface is compact.

The principal symbol of D is the section op € C°(T*M \o; End(S*,S)) given by

on(x,€) =T (g7 (2)¢), (x,6) € 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 I’ such that (op o op/)(z,€) = (£ g~ (2)€)1. As a consequence,
the characteristic manifold of D defined as

Char(D) = {(x,&) € T*M \o : op(z,&) is not invertible}.
is given by
Char(D) = {(z,&) € T*M \o : £-g ' (z)€ =0} =: V.
Its two connected components are
NE=Nn{(z,6) e T*M\o : +v-€ >0 Vv € T, M future directed timelike}. (2.6)
If v-&€ > 0 for all v € T, M which are future directed timelike, we say that ¢ is future

pointing.

2.3. L? solutions. Let Sols.(M) be the space of smooth space-compact solutions of
D¢ =0, ¢ € C°(M;S*) . The current J(¢p1,¢p2) € C°(M;T*M) defined by

J(¢1,02)- X := ¢y -T(X)do, X € C®°(M;TM), ¢; € Solse(M), (2.7)

satisfies
vaJa(¢17 ¢2) = 07 (152 S SOISC(M)‘ (28>

For a smooth hypersurface S, let ¢ : S — M be the canonical injection. Since V*J,§, =
d(g~1J.Qy), we deduce from Stokes’ formula that

/6U (g7 T (¢1, 2)2Qy) = 0, ¢ € Solse(M), (2.9)
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if U is any open set whose boundary AU is a union of smooth hypersurfaces, such that
supp J(¢1, ¢2) N OU is compact. Let S C M be a smooth hypersurface. To express

/ i*(g_lj_lﬂg)
S

for J a 1-form on M, we choose a vector field [ = [* transverse to S, future pointing
and a 1-form v = v,dz® on M such that T'S = Ker v, normalized so that v-l = 1. We
obtain:

(g7 TaQy) = (v-g 1 T)i*(1.8,). (2.10)

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

(é1]¢2)p = /S (g T (61, 62)20,)
(2.11)

—i [ 3,10 v)en ifdvol,,
S
where i dvoly = |i*(118y)].

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

(1ld2)p = i /S B1-T(n) o dvoly, (2.12)

where dvoly, = i},dvol,. By the properties of 3, il'(n) is positive definite, which shows
that (-|-)p is a Hilbertian scalar product on Sols.(M ). We can reformulate this as being
a scalar product on the Cauchy data on a spacelike hypersurface 3 defined by

Py vspe = i/ @1 T'(n)pa dvoly, ¢; € C(X;S,). (2.13)
b

Definition 2.1. The Hilbert space Solj2(M), called the space of L? solutions, is the
completion of Solg.(M) for the scalar product (:|-)p.

Note that Soly2(M) C L% (M;S) continuously, so elements of Soly2(M) are distri-

loc

butional solutions of D¢ = 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
Solse(M). By [7, Proposition 3.5], we have

Proposition 2.2. The operator i~ Lx with domain Sols.(M) is essentially selfadjoint
on the Hilbert space Soly2(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

A =7r2—2Mr+a?, p2:r2+a200529,
02 = (12 +a2)? — a®Asin? 0 = (r? + a2)p? + 2a2Mrsin? 0,

and r4 = M £+ v M2 — a? for the two roots of A as a function of r.
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The Boyer-Lindquist blocks are the manifolds (My, g), (M, g), where
MI = Rt X ]T‘+,+OO[T X SQ

0,7
— 2
MH = Rt X ]7“_,7'+[T X 89,4,0’

0 €10, 7[, ¢ € R/27Z are the spherical coordinates on S?, and

2M 4aMrsin® 0 2 2
g=— <1 = 2T> d? — T D dtde + O dn? v p2d6? + 7 sin? 0.dy”.
p p A P
(We will not need to consider the third Boyer-Lindquist block My corresponding to
r € |—oo,r_[). The global coordinates (t,r, 6, p) on M, My are called Boyer-Lindquist
coordinates. The vector field Vt = g~1(dt,-) = —p‘é—z (Gt + 2];42‘" 8@) is timelike on
(Mi, g) and one fixes the time orientation of (Mj, g) by declaring —Vt to be future
directed. By convention, the time orientation of My is the one inherited from its

embedding into K*, see 3.3.2 below. (M, 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 =+ 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 M; and My along parts of {r = ri}. As
pre-announced, we will remove from K* and *K the parts corresponding to the third
Boyer-Lindquist block M.

3.3.1. The K* spacetime. We set
K* =Ry X Jr_, +00[, X §j -,
equipped with the metric
g = gudt*® + 2gs,dt" dp™ + gcpcpdqa*2 + 2dt*dr — 2asin? Ode*dr + pdb>.

The global coordinates (t*,r,0,¢*) are called Kerr-star coordinates. We will denote
by Op«, g+, the coordinate vector fields 9,, 0y of the Kerr-star coordinates. We time
orient K* by declaring that the null vector —3d,~ is future directed.

3.3.2. Embedding My and Myy into K*. Let z(r) and A(r) for r € |r—,ry[U]ry, +o0of
be such that y
dr  r“+a* dA a
- = q
dr AT odr A (3:1)
We define the map j5* : My U My — K* by:
thojt=t+az(r), rojt=r 0oj =0, ¢ oj"=p+Ar),

which allows to identify isometrically (M, g) resp. (M1, g) with (Mj, g), resp. (Mjy, 9),
where

M =K"'n{ry <r}, Mp=K"n{r_- <r<ry}.
Using j*, one can glue My with My inside K* along the future horizon:

%J’_ = Rt* X {T’ = T+} X Sg’@.
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The embedding of My and My into K* respects the time orientation. For coherence
of notation, we will use the following definition.

Definition 3.1. We set
My == (7)1 (K*) = My UMy U 2,
with the spacetime structure inherited from K*.

The spacetime (My i, g) is globally hyperbolic.

3.3.3. The *K spacetime. Similarly, we set
K =Re X Jr_, +00[, X S§ -,
equipped with the metric
g = gudt* + 2g1,d*td"o + gopd’p® — 2d'tdr + 2asin® Od*pdr + p®df>.

The global coordinates (*t,r, 0, *p) are called star-Kerr coordinates and as before O-.,
Ow denote the coordinate vector fields 0., dy of the star-Kerr coordinates. We time
orient *K by declaring that the null vector 0« is future directed.

3.3.4. Embedding M1 and My into K. Again, the map *j : My U My — K* defined by:
toY=t—ua(r), ro¥j=r 0o =60, po¥j=¢p—A(r),
allows to identify isometrically (My, g) resp. (Myr, g) with (*My, g), resp. (*Miy, g), where
My ="Kn{ry <r}, Mp="Kn{r_ <r<ri}
Using *j, one can glue My with My inside *K along the past horizon:
H =Ry x{r=ry}x Sg’*w. (3.2)

The embedding of M (resp. My) into *K respects (resp. reverses) the time orientation.
In the original Boyer—Lindquist coordinates, the future and past horizons .7 and
J€_ are reached at infinite values of ¢.

3.4. Conformal extension of Mj. The Penrose conformal extension of My is obtained
by setting § = w?g, where w = r~! € ]O, rjrl [ g extends as a smooth, non-degenerate
metric to w € ]—oo, rjrl [ For ¢y > 0 small enough, g is Lorentzian for w € ]—60, rj_l [
We define the conformal extension of My as

MI = Rt* X ]—GQ,Tll]w X Sgﬁé’*'
Past null infinity is then the null hypersurface
2
S =Ry x {w =0} xSf . (3.3)
In an analogous way, extending § expressed in coordinates (*,w, 6, *p) to
R*t X ]—60, 7’;1 [w X S2*<P

allows to define future null infinity %y = R+ x {w = 0} x Sg*w , see Figure 1 for the
conformal diagram.



Hadamard property of the Unruh state in the large a case 7

F1GURE 1. The conformal extensions of Mj.

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

3.5. The Kerr-Kruskal extension. Let

T4 —TE
K =
+ 2(

T:Qt + CL2) (34)

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

M:]RUXRVXSZW#.

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

r—r4

uv

= G(r), for G(r) = e 2" (1 — 7’_)“/”.

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

G%(r)a?sin?6 (r—r_)(r+ry) ( p? P2

4202 (r2+a®)(r2 +a®)\r24+a® 12 +a
G(T)(T-h)( Pt Pi

22 p? (r2+a®)?  (r2 +a?)
G?(r)a?sin® 6 (r +ry)?
4K2 p? (r} + a?)?

G(r)asin® 0
K2 (2 + a?)

g= 3 ) (U2aV? + VidU?)

; )dUav

(UdV — VdU)? (3.5)

(PLir—r_) + (P +a®)(r+ry))(UdV — VdU)dg*

IMra? sin? 6

+ p?df* + <r2 +a? + 2

) sin? 0dp™?,

where pi = p(r4,60). The global coordinates (U,V,60,¢*) on M are called KBL co-
ordinates. The Lorentzian manifold (M, g) is globally hyperbolic. The submanifolds
Hr = {U = 0}, #1 := {V = 0} are called the long horizons, and they intersect at the
crossing sphere S(ry) :={U =V = 0}. The following changes of coordinates allow to
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embed isometrically My, My, M{, M{; into M, respecting the time orientations:

U=e "+t V =e"" on M,
U= —e_"“r*t, V = e+ on M,
U= - V=—e"" on M, (3.6)
U=e "1 V=—e" on Mf,
g __ 1/ % * a * * A a
ph=g(" +7 = ip (T +1) = v - it

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

M ={U >0,V >0} My={U<0,V >0},
My ={U <0, V<0}, My ={U>0, V <0},
the four quadrants of M\ (7, U J%).
3.6. Killing vector fields. An important role is played by the two Killing vector
fields:
vy =0 =kt (=U0y +Voy) — Q;faw#,
Uy = O + Qjﬂ% = H+(—U(9U + Vav),
where Q» = ﬁ is the angular velocity of the horizon. The vector field v is
+

tangent to . (in *K), while v is tangent to #_ (in the conformal extension M of
Mj). None of these Killing fields is globally timelike in My. The ergoregions are defined
as the regions where the field becomes spacelike. For v s we find

g vy) >0 o p?—2Mr <O0. (3.7)
For v, the ergoregion is given by
2Mr\  4aMrsin? 6
7|t 2
P P

2
9w vr) >0 (1 - Qw — % sin? 902, < 0. (3.8)

3.7. Hamiltonian flow. In this subsection, we will study the bicharacteristics in M.
Let p(x’f) = 951(556) and G = G, + Gg = p_29;1(§a€)3 where [4]

Gy = A8 — % (7 + )6+t (39)
1
Gy = fg + m (a Sin2 0& + &p)Q . (310)

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

Definition 3.2. Let v(s) be a maximally extended bicharacteristic. We say that ~(s)
is trapped as s — 400 if there exist ry < rg < Ry < oo such that o < r(y(s)) < Rp
for all s > 0 (and as a consequence, (s) exists for all s > 0). Let I'" be the union
of all trapped geodesics as s — +oo. I'" is defined similarly as all trapped geodesics
when s — —oo. The trapped set K is defined as K =Tt NI~

Let £ = (&, &, €0, &) By |4, Proposition Proposition 3.2], the trapped set is char-
acterized by

K={G=0,G, =6 =0,#0} C T*M\o. (3.11)
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By [4, Proposition 3.5], [18, Proposition 12.2.26] we know that
P = (86,61 (1,6) € K36 = +sam(r v, /2, (DA}, (312)

where @ 5(7") = —G(r,z, 0,5), K is the projection of the trapped set to (:i‘,é) =
(t,0,0:&,8,&) and 'r’;é is the unique solution of @ié(r) = 0. It is a submanifold of

)

T*(R x S?) of codimension one. Let 7 : T*M; — Mj be the base projection.

Lemma 3.3. If (z,€) € (T*M;\o) \ (T" N{& < 0}) U (TT N{& > 0})), then w(y(s))
meets 7 or S_ at some point yg.

Proof. The lemma is an immediate consequence of [17, Proposition 5.7, Proposition
5.38] for s# and .#_ replaced by ., and .#, and I't by I'f. At # and .7_,
however, the coordinates used in [17] are singular. We therefore use the symmetry
t < —t, p <> —p of the metric. This symmetry sends t*, ¢* to —*, —*p and therefore
. to A and Sy to S, as well as & to —&;. O

4. TRACES

4.1. Decomposition of Sol;2(Mp). Following [7], there exists an orthogonal decom-
position

Sol2(Mp) = Solp2 (M) @ SOILQ,j, (M), (4.1)
where Soli2 4 (Mp) = Pz Soli2(Mi), Soli2 » (My) = Ps_Soli2(My) and P /. 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 7 . For ¢ € Sols.(Mj), we set
T ¢ = ¢ € CF(H;C?), (4.2)

which is clearly well defined. We denote by L?(#) the completion of C°(s#;C?)
for the (degenerate) scalar product

(B16). = —i /% 3L(VV)olgl? dUdbds*, (4.3)

where we recall that (U, V, 0, ¢#) are the KBL coordinates, see Subsect. 3.5, in terms of
which 7 = {0}y x 0, +oo[;; x S;(p#. By |7, Proposition 7.1|, T+ uniquely extends
to a bounded operator T : Solp2(My) — L?(#2) with Ker T, = Soliz_» (My).
The proof of this proposition also shows that (-|-) - is positive semidefinite. Let us
set:

S :Solse(My) 2 ¢ — qf)-iuﬁ e C™(n.;C), (4.4)
so that
S o =T p ¢-i.

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

Definition 4.1. We denote by L?(#_;C) the closure of C2°(#_;C) for the scalar
product

-1 1 2/ 2 :
= —=C 0 0 dUdOde*
Gilf) =t 5Ct [, ol P smoauasa

0,07
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where
Cy = e /2 (r — ¢ YMPZr+ p (0) = 1y + iacosb. (4.5)
Then the map
S :Soli2 yp (My) — L%*(£_;C) is unitary,
see |7, Proposition 7.3].
4.3. Traces on .¥_.

4.3.1. Conformal rescaling. Following [10, Subsect. 8.3|, we consider the conformally

rescaled metric

P 2 -1
g=wg, w=r -,

which can be smoothly extended to the domain Ry X [O,TJ:l]w x S2 oo With I =

Ryx X {0} x ngw*. Denoting with hats the objects canonically attached to (My, §), we
have:

[(v) =T(v), D= w >Dw. (4.6)
4.3.2. Traces on _. For ¢ € Sols.(Mj) we set:

Ty ¢:=0ds, ¢=w '¢€Solc(D). (4.7)
We denote by L2(.#_) the completion of C2°(.#_;C?) for the scalar product:

B1d)s. = —i /J 3 D(Fw)dlg|F drdody”

By |7, Proposition 7.4|, T »_ uniquely extends to a bounded operator T »_ : Soly2(Mjy) —
L?(#_) with Ker T s = Solp2 y (Mj). The proof also shows that (-|-)s_ is positive
semidefinite. Let us set

Sy :Solye(M) 3 ¢ fo=¢-0, € C®(I;C), (4.8)
so that

Sy ¢p=T, ¢-0.

Here, 0 = o is one basis vector of a suitable spin frame, we refer to |7] for details.
Definition 4.2. We denote by L?(.#_;C) the closure of C°(.#_;C) for the scalar
product

F1f L ¢ : * *
(folfo) = —= | fol? sin 6 dt*d6dp*.
\/i Rt*XSgyw*

By [7, Proposition 7.6], the map
Sy :Soli2 4 (Mp) — L?(7_,sin 0 dt*dfdy*) is unitary.
We recall |7, Proposition 7.7]

Proposition 4.3. (1) The map Smy; = Sp. ®S.s_ from Soly2 (My) to L?(-;C) @
L%(7_;C) is unitary.
(2) One has
S,y o i_lﬁjf = —i_1ﬁ+(UaU + %) oSy,

Sy Oi_lﬁy = i_lat* oS, ,

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 Sol;2(M). By |7, Proposition C.12|, ¥y = {U = V} is a
space-like Cauchy surface in M. Let us also set
= EMQM[:{tZO}ﬂMI, Yr=XumNMp = {tZO}ﬂMII,
so that by [7, (C.18)]
XM=2X1UXp U S(T+).

Since S(r4) is of measure 0 in Xy for the induced Riemannian metric, this implies for
the corresponding L? spaces of Cauchy data that:

L*(Sm) 3 f e fis, @ fis, € L (S1) @ L*(Sy)

is unitary, where we denote by L?*(X) the completion of C°(3;S%) for the scalar
product vs, see (2.13). This yields a unitary map:

Solr2(M) 3 ¢ — ¢1 @ ¢r € Solr2(Mr) @ Solp2(My), (4.9)

where ¢r, resp. ¢ are the restrictions of ¢ to My, resp. My.
Next, we observe that while Mj and My are strictly speaking different, they can be
identified as spacetimes through the isometry

R: MI’ > (U7 ‘/79780#) — (_Ua _V7 9’ 90#) € M/I

which preserves the orientation and time-orientation. We also denote by R : Solj2(My) —
Soly,2(M}) the unitary map
R¢=¢oR.

4.5. Traces on the long horizon and at infinity.

4.5.1. Traces on the long horizon. Recall that 7, = {V = 0} is the left long horizon
in M, which decomposes as

H, =0 JS(ry), H.={V=0,U>0}, # ={V=0U<0}=R().

To ease notation, .77, will be simply denoted by .57 in the sequel. Let us denote by
L2(#) the completion of C°(#; C?) for the scalar product

= 1
(016)r = —i /yf¢>~r<VV>¢|g|2dUd9dso#.
Clearly we have
L2() ~ L2() @ L2()
with obvious notations. We denote
Ty ¢ =Ty ¢1, Ty ¢:=RT,y Ror,
and
T =T, & Tjg)_/ : Solj2 (M) — LQ(%).
Similarly, we denote by L?(#;C) the closure of C2°(#;C) for the scalar product
11 .
(i) =i 55Ct [ pel@lhfsino dvdsag,
\/é RU ><S2 #
0,¢
so that
L*(A;C) ~ L*(A#_;C) @ L*(';C).
We set
S ¢ :=8w 1, Syrd:= RS Ror,
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and
Sw=8w ®Sy :Sol2(M) — L*(A;C).
4.5.2. Traces at infinity. We set
Ty ¢:=Tys ¢1, Ty ¢: =Ty Ror,
Sy ¢=8ys¢1, Sy ¢:=8, Roy,

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

Theorem 4.5. The map
Sm=8Sr®dSs &S, :Sol2:(M)— L*(#;C) ® L*(4_;C) @ L*(4_;C)

(4.10)
18 unitary.
The geometric situation is illustrated in Figure 2.
F1GURE 2. The Kerr-Kruskal spacetime with Cauchy surface >y;.
Remark 4.6. (1) The constructions of this section are based on the scattering

theory developed in [10]. Whereas the operators T,z and T, are defined
without a reference to a tetrad, for the definition of S;» and S, 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

oV —iHV =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(PE)=s— lim e ] (T—*) etH

t—*+oo t

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 w by its solution space covariances, i.e. operators C* € B(Soly2(M))
such that

C*E>0, CT+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 L? solutions can be given, see [7, Theorem 4.3|:

Theorem 5.1. Suppose that
WF((C%)2¢) € N* Vo € Soly2(M). (5.2)
Then the state w s a Hadamard state.

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

Cii = Syt (g (—i710y) ® 1p+ (i) ® 1px (i '0p)) 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 wyp is a pure state.
(2) The restriction wwy,; of wm to Miun is a pure state.
(3) The restriction wn, of wm to My has covariances

_ o 1 o
Cﬁl = SMII (X,ﬂ;:zﬁ(—l Yky (UOy + 5)) oxE (i 1375*)) Swm,

for
e () =1pe(N), x5 (V) = (14702 (5.4)

where Ty = (27) 'k, is the Hawking temperature.
(4) The restriction wy,, of wm to My is the image of wy, under R, and has covariances

+
Cy, =RoCyp o R
Theorem 5.4. There erists 0 < ag < 1 such that if |a|M~! < ag, then the restriction

WMy, of the Unruh state wy to Miun s 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 wyy, is a Hadamard state.
Thus the only thing to prove is

Proposition 6.1. Let 0 < |a| < M. Then wyy, is a Hadamard state.
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By Theorem 5.1, it suffices to prove that
WF((C5)2¢) € N'E, Vo € Soly2 (M) (6.1)

We will prove only the + case, the — case being analogous. Let g9 = (z0,&) €
WF((CI\JZII)%d)) and let v be the null bicharacteristic in 7*M from ¢g. Let 7 : T*M — M
the base projection. In |7], three cases have been distinguished :

Case 1: 7(y) intersects .#_ at some point y.

Case 2: 7(7) intersects J# at some yo.

Case 3: m(7) doesn’t intersect 7 or /_.

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
g0 € (T~ N{& <0} U (Tt N{& > 0}). In the following, we will only consider Mj.

6.1. Preparations. The key formula we will use is (see |7, Equation (8.7)]):
Cri = Por oxy (T'Lap)+ Py oxs (iT'Ly).

An important fact is that the projections P and P, commute with functions of
i~1L and i7'L ,. We obtain
1

(CHi)Y20 = (xh )2 L) Po 6+ (X5 )2 LA)P s b= 6 + b (62)

Note that if ¢ € Soly2(Mj), so are Pz ¢ and P »_¢. The following lemma is equivalent
to |7, Lemma 8.6].

Lemma 6.2. Let X = vy or vy and recall that i~'Lx is the selfadjoint generator of
a unitary group on Sol2(Mj). Let x* € L®(R) be such that x* — 1gx € O((\)™>)
and singsupp xT C RT U {0} is compact. Then one has:

WE(xT (71 Lx)p) C {(z,€); X-& > 0} for all ¢ € Soly»(Mj).

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 = v, = 0, the
other case being analogous. Let us denote ¢7 = xT(i7'Lx)¢. Let qo = (22,£0) =
(19,70, 00, 69,0, €0, €0, €9) with &0 < .

Let ¥ € C*°(R) be such that 9(£Y) = 1, 9(\) = 1 for A < 0 and 9(\) =0 for A > 0
and \ € singsupp x*. Setting xoo = 9xT € O((A)~>°), by functional calculus we have

Vi Lx)dT = xoo(iT Lx)9. (6.3)
In coordinates, Lx¢ = M (t)0;M(t)~'¢ for some smooth family of invertible fiber
endomorphisms M (t). It follows that
VA Lx)pT = M) 10, M(t) Lot

Let A € UY be a properly supported pseudo-differential operator (in the sense of
the usual calculus on manifolds), elliptic at gy and microsupported in a small conic
neighborhood Ty of gg. Since &Y < 0, the symbol of ¥(i71d;) equals 1 on T'y away from
o. Therefore, the operator

B:= Ao M(t)9(i o) M(t)~?
belongs to ¥ and is elliptic at g, and similarly one can show that A o Yoo (i)

belongs to ¥~°°. Thus, by acting on both sides of (6.3) with A we find B¢+ € C°.
Consequently, qo ¢ WF(¢™).
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The proof of the minus sign version of the statement is analogous. O

6.2. Characterisation of AN'". Let us consider a generic null covector & € T;*M for
some z € Mj. Then one has the following general result

Lemma 6.3. Let x € M and & € T;M; a null covector. Then £ s future pointing iff
&-(—=Vt) > 0.

Proof. We use abstract index notation. &, is future directed if and only if —&° =
—g®¢, is future directed if and only if C(—¢%) = Cp(—Vt), where C,(u) is the causal
cone at z containing w. By [21, Lemma 5.29, Exercise 5.3|, this holds if and only if
Ea(=V1)* = g€ (V)" > 0. O

¢ must satisfy g~1(¢&,€) = 0, and therefore G = G, +Gy = 0, where G, and Gy are as
given in (3.9) and (3.10). It can for example be specified by picking any (&, &, &,) € R3
arbitrary, and setting

2Mar A pt
G=—— 73 &* \/ <A§Z +& + 02811%53) - (6.4)

o2

Note that the root is non-vanishing, unless either A = 0 or (&,,&p,&,) = 0, and hence
also & = 0.

Lemma 6.4. If we choose the + sign in (6.4), then & is future pointing. If we choose
the — sign, then £ is past pointing.

Proof. Let & be determined as above. By Lemma 6.3, it suffices to check that
¢-(=Vt) > 0. Then

o2 2Mar a2 |A p?
C(— — 4+ - = 2 2 P g2
6 ( Vt) pQAét + pQA 5(,0 :l:pQA \/0_2 <A£r + 59 + 0_2 Sin2 06@) .

Therefore, £¢ - (—Vt) > 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 =sinfcosp w3 =sinfsing, & =cotO(z1&1 + 2282), &p = 2182 — x2&1 .

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

(r? + a2)?
A

A
& = i\/w (8 +6+A¢2).

AE - G+8+86=0

Similarly, one finds that on the axis —Vt = %&g, since 0, = x10,, — 120, vanishes
there. Therefore

2 2 A
g'(_Vt):ir Za \/(r2+a2)2 (§%+€%+A£7g)

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

Qun 2Mr S 1 2Mr
a o2 T r?24a? o2
1
= 2 ) (P*(r* + a*) + 2a*Mrsin® 0 — 2Mr(r? + a?))
2
peA
= 207+ a?) (6:5)

which is positive if A > 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=98G,=¢& =0,#0} Cc T*"M\o.

Assume that we have chosen § with & = 0 and & given by one of the two options in
(6.4), so that G = 0 is satisfied. Note that (r? + a?)& + a&, = 0, G = 0 entails £ = 0.
The condition 9,G, = 0, £ # 0 can then be rewritten in the following way [4]:

A& — 0, A((r* + a?)é + aéy) = 0
& (2rA — (r— M)(r* +a%)& — (r — M)aé, =0
& & [r?(r = 3M) + a*(r + M)] — a&,(r — M) = 0. (6.6)

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

&g(ft -+ Q(]&p) > 0, (67)
where we have set Qq(r) = a/(r? + a?).
Lemma 6.5. {{; <0} N{{ vy >0}NK =0

Proof. Note that on the axis of rotation, in the coordinate system (¢,r,z1,x2) dis-
cussed above, one finds v, = J;, and therefore on the axis the condition £ - vy > 0
reduces to & > 0. We can thus work away from the axis of rotation.

The only way for (z,&) to be in the intersection {§ < 0} N{&- v, > 0} is by having
—Q €, < & <0, and therefore af, > 0, since a Q. > 0. If we also demand that
(z,€) € K, by (6.5) and (6.7), we need to take the minus-sign for the root in (6.4),
with & chosen small enough so that

S | 2Mr A pt & Q.
at,| o2 2 o2a2sin% * a?&? ST (68)
To exclude this possibility, we need to take into account the trapped set condition
0,G, = 0 in more detail. Starting from (6.6) and considering that & and a&, are of
opposite sign, one finds

& [rQ(r—3M)+a2(r+M)] —al,(r—M)=0 (6.9)

< — Q&) [7“2(7“—3M) +a2(r+M)] —(r—M)=0

(r— M)

Q&)

Q(&) =

& — [r2(r—3M) +ad*(r+ M)] =
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Since (r — M) > 0 in My, and by (6.8), one obtains the estimate
a(r— M)

Qo
SP(r) =13 —3Mr? + (7“_2|r + 2a%)r — Mr_2|r < 0.

= [r2(r = 3M) + a*(r + M)] > (6.10)

Using that 2 — 2M7r > —a? in M, one obtains
0, P(r) = 3r* — 6Mr + 1% +2a% > 1} —a? =2(M? — a® + MV M2 —a2) > 0,
so P(r) is strictly monotonically increasing on Mj as long as |a| < M. Moreover,

P(ry) =73 —3Mri + 7% +2a*ry — Mr =2r;A(ry) = 0.

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

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

% = {(r,8:6,6) : (3,€) € Ki& = sgn(r — 7/, )1 /@, (AT}

Here @ 5(7") =-G(r,z,0, é), K is the projection of the trapped set to (t, 0,058, 8,&p)

and 1’ - is the unique solution of ®; :(r) = 0. K is a submanifold of T*(R x S?) of

’é:
codimension one. The condition on &, ensures that (r, Z; &, §) in the backward /forward
trapped set is null, i.e. satisfies a relation of the form (6.4).

N

Proposition 6.6. If£-0; >0 or & - vy >0, (x,€) € TF, then € is future-pointing.

Proof. Assume (z,&) = (r,2,&,,%) € TF. Let us start with the case & < 0, but
& - vy > 0. This amounts to & > —Q »&,. Since (2,€) € K, there must be a radius 7
such that (7, z,0, é) is in the trapped set. However, by Lemma 6.5, no such 7 exists.

It then remains to consider the case { > 0. Since £ € T;M;j is null, & is given by
(6.4) evaluated at r. Assume that £ is past pointing. Then, by Lemma 6.4, & is given
by the lower sign in (6.4). Together with & > 0, this implies that a{, < 0 and leads to
the upper bound

2Mr %
gt < 7|a£(p’ < | < T|CL£¢|, (611)

2 q %
by an application of (6.5).

Next, we focus on the condition for (z, é) € K. Let us assume that 7 is the radius so
that (7, Z, O,é) € K. Then we must have 0;G; = 0. However, given the bound (6.11)
and the fact that & and a&, are of opposite sign, it follows from the proof of Lemma 6.5
that no such # exists. Therefore, this case is excluded. In other words: any (z,¢) € I't
that satisfies £ - 0y > 0 or £ - vy > 0 is future pointing. O

6.5. Proof of Proposition 6.1. Let (z,§) € WF((CﬁI)%é), ¢ € Solj2(Mp). From
Lemma 3.3 and the remarks at the beginning of this section it is clear that we only
have to consider the case (z,¢) € T*. From the key formula (6.2) and Proposition 6.2
we see that either £ -0, > 0 or £ - v > 0. Thus, £ is future pointing by Proposition
6.6. As the other cases are already treated, the Unruh state is Hadamard by Theorem
5.1. O
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