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LATE-TIME TAILS AND MASS INFLATION FOR THE SPHERICALLY SYMMETRIC

EINSTEIN-MAXWELL-SCALAR FIELD SYSTEM

ONYX GAUTAM

ABSTRACT. We establish a decay result in the black hole exterior region of spherically symmetric solutions
to the Einstein—-Maxwell-scalar field system arising from compactly supported admissible data. Our result
allows for large initial data, and it is the first decay statement for higher order derivatives of the scalar field.

Solutions to this model generically develop a singularity in the black hole interior. Indeed, Luk—Oh
[31, 32] identify a generic class of initial data that produces C2-future-inextendible solutions. However,
they leave open the question of mass inflation: does the Hawking mass become identically infinite at the
Cauchy horizon? By work of Luk—Oh-Shlapentokh-Rothman [33], our decay result implies mass inflation
for sufficiently regular solutions in the generic class considered by Luk—Oh [31, 32].

Together with the methods and results of Luk-Oh [29], our estimates imply a late-time tails result for
the scalar field. This result provides another proof of generic mass inflation, through a result of Dafermos
[10]. Another application of our late-time tails result, due to Van de Moortel [54], is the global construction
of two-ended black holes that contain null and spacelike singularities.
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1. INTRODUCTION

The Einstein—-Maxwell-scalar field system models gravity in the presence of an electromagnetic field and
a scalar field that do not interact except through the underlying geometry. A solution to this system is a
quadruple (M, g, p, F') consisting of a 4-dimensional manifold M with Lorentzian metric g, a real-valued
scalar field ¢, and a 2-form F' (the Maxwell field) that satisfy the following equations:

Ric(g) — 39R(g) = 2(T¢D 4 T(em)),

f
TS = 009050 — Lgasd 00, 0
TS = Fo¥ Foy = 19asF" Fu,

Ogp =0, dF =0, divgF' = 0.

Here Ric(g) and R(g) are the Ricci curvature tensor and Ricci scalar curvature of the metric g, and O,
and div, are the Laplace-Beltrami operator and divergence operator associated to g. We consider (1.1) in
spherical symmetry (see section 2.1), when M admits an SO(3)-action that preserves g, ¢, and F.

The explicit family of Reissner—Nordstrém spacetimes are spherically symmetric solutions to (1.1) with
vanishing scalar field: in local coordinates, the Maxwell field is 2r~2e? dt Adr, and the metric takes the form

2

oM e? oM ~1
Iite = —(1— —+e—2) dt® + (1— =4 6—2) ar? + r2gge, (1.2)
T T T T

where M and e are real-valued constants to be thought of as mass and charge, respectively, and gg2 is
the round metric on the sphere of radius 1. Special cases of the Reissner—Nordstrom metrics include the
Schwarzschild metrics (e = 0) and the flat Minkowski metric (M = e = 0). A Reissner-Nordstrém spacetime
with 0 < |e| < M is said to be subextremal. We restrict our attention to solutions of (1.1) that settle down
to a subextremal Reissner—-Nordstrom spacetime (namely the so-called future-admissible solutions, which are
discussed in section 2.2).

1.1. Statement of main theorem.

Theorem 1.1 (Main theorem, rough version). Solutions to (1.1) arising from smooth and compactly sup-
ported future-admissible spherically symmetric Cauchy data satisfy the following estimate on the event hori-
zon:

|(v0,) Pl Sekip v for e >0 and k > 0. (1.3)
Here v is an outgoing null coordinate normalized appropriately on a curve of constant area-radius r (see
section 2.4) and 0, is the associated coordinate derivative in (r,v) coordinates.

A precise version of theorem 1.1 is given in section 3. For a version of theorem 1.1 stated in an Eddington—
Finkelstein-type gauge (where the outgoing null coordinate is normalized on the event horizon), see corol-
lary 1.12.

Remark 1.2 (Applications). We already mention that our main theorem implies mass inflation (see sec-
tion 1.2.2). Moreover, the estimates used to prove theorem 1.1, when combined with the methods and
results of Luk—Oh [29], imply a late-time tails result (see section 1.2.3), which gives another proof of mass
inflation (see remark 1.16) and has a further application to the co-existence of spacelike and null singularities
in the interior of dynamical spherically symmetric black holes (see section 1.2.4).

Remark 1.3 (Coordinate derivatives associated to v). The vector field 9, referenced in theorem 1.1 is tangent
to surfaces of constant r. It is timelike in the exterior region and is generically not tangent to the event
horizon (which is not a surface of constant r in evolution). On the other hand, 95 is null and always tangent
to the event horizon. On Reissner-Nordstrém, 0, is the stationary Killing field, which coincides with 05 on
the event horizon.

Remark 1.4 (Large data). Our theorem does not have a smallness assumption, so we can handle large data.
In the proof it is crucial to observe certain reductive structure in the error terms arising from commutation
(see the discussion in section 1.3).

Remark 1.5 (Decay in a finite-r region). Our proof of theorem 1.1 in fact shows that, for arbitrarily large
R > 0, we have |(vd,)*¢| Sekp,r v~ 1€ in a finite-r region {r < R} contained in the exterior of the black
hole. This is because the scaling vector field S (see section 2.5) is equal to vd, in this region. We do not
expect the same result to hold if 9, is replaced by 0,,.
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1.2. Applications and related work.

1.2.1. Strong cosmic censorship. The Reissner—Nordstrom spacetimes are geodesically incomplete. In phys-
ical terms, the fate of an observer who enters the black hole region is determined only for finite time. The
geodesic incompleteness of the Schwarzschild spacetimes is due to a singularity in the black hole interior
(at “{r = 0}” in the coordinates of (1.2)) that destroys incoming observers. Sbierski [49] rigorously estab-
lished the strength of this singularity by showing that Schwarzschild is C%-inextendible, namely that it does
not isometrically embed as a proper subset of Lorentzian manifold with continuous metric. In contrast, the
subextremal Reissner—Nordstrom spacetimes admit infinitely many inequivalent extensions across the Cauchy
horizon as smooth solutions to (1.1). Physically speaking, an observer falling through a Reissner-Nordstrém
black hole continues unimpeded, but Einstein’s equations do not uniquely specify how they continue. Penrose
conjectured that examples such as Reissner—-Nordstrom are unstable to perturbations, so that they would
not appear in nature. We now state a modern formulation of this conjecture.

Conjecture 1.6 (Strong cosmic censorship). A generic asymptotically flat solution to the Einstein equations
is future inextendible as a suitably regular Lorentzian manifold.

The original motivation behind Conjecture 1.6 was that an observer crossing the Cauchy horizon of a
Reissner—Nordstrom black hole would observe the outside universe shifted infinitely to the blue [42, p. 222].}
At the level of linear perturbations, [50, 37, 6] argued that the blueshift effect should manifest by exponen-
tially amplifying gravitational disturbances from the black hole exterior, and indeed [18, 30] verified that
generic solutions to the linear wave equation on Reissner-Nordstrom remain bounded but are not in HL_
near the Cauchy horizon. See [34, 20, 17, 35] for extensions of these results to subextremal Kerr and [21] for
the case of positive cosmological constant. The instability of the subextremal Kerr Cauchy horizon under
the linearized Einstein vacuum equations has been established by [47] and [36]. See [53, 23] for results on
Conjecture 1.6 in the context of the spherically symmetric Einstein-Maxwell-Klein Gordon system, and [45]
for the case of positive cosmological constant.

We now survey the main results related to Conjecture 1.6 for the nonlinear and spherically symmetric
matter model (1.1), which provide a nearly complete understanding of the problem. The strongest expec-
tation would be that perturbations of Reissner-Nordstrom are C%-inextendible, like Schwarzschild. In fact
this expectation is false, but the conjecture holds in the higher regularity class of C2.

Theorem 1.7 (Strong cosmic censorship fails in C°; Dafermos [9], Dafermos—Rodnianski [13]). Future-
admissible* solutions to (1.1) with non-vanishing charge are C°-extendible.

Dafermos—Luk [11] showed an analogous result outside symmetry, namely that perturbations of subex-
tremal Kerr (as solutions to the Einstein vacuum equations) remain C%-extendible.

Theorem 1.8 (Strong cosmic censorship holds in C?; Luk-Oh [31, 32]). There is a class G of future-
admissible Cauchy data for (1.1) such that

(1) G is generic, namely open (in a weighted C* topology) and dense (in a weighted C> topology),

(2) solutions arising from data in G are C?-future-inextendible.

Shierski [48] showed that small data solutions in the generic class G of Luk-Oh are moreover C%!-
inextendible.

1.2.2. Mass inflation. The first attempt to understand the instability of the Cauchy horizon in Reissner—
Nordstrom for a nonlinear model was due to Hiscock [22], who considered an explicit solution to the spher-
ically symmetric Einstein—null dust system (a simpler analogue of (1.1)) with one incoming dust. In the
context of this work, the metric remains continuous at the Cauchy horizon, but its Christoffel symbols blow
up in a parallelly propagated frame. In their seminal works [43, 44], Poisson—Israel considered a null dust
solution with an additional, outgoing, null dust. They showed that, generically, the Hawking mass becomes
infinite at the Cauchy horizon, and they named this scenario mass inflation. Because the Hawking mass
bounds the Kretschmann scalar from below [27] (namely the full trace Riemagw,;RiemaB 79 of the Riemann

LContrast this to the redshift effect by which an observer outside the event horizon receives signals from an observer crossing
the event horizon as infinitely shifted to the red.

2The condition of future-admissibility ensures that the future development of the Cauchy data has the same Penrose diagram
as Reissner—Nordstrom (see [31, Def. 3.1] for a precise definition).
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curvature tensor), mass inflation immediately implies the C? formulation of strong cosmic censorship.® Many
analytic and numerical studies [41, 4, 5] have corroborated the phenomenon of mass inflation. See also [52]
for a study of mass inflation for the Einstein-Maxwell-Klein Gordon system and [7, 45] for studies in the
case of positive cosmological constant.

We now return to our discussion of (1.1). Mathematical results on mass inflation for the Einstein-
Maxwell-scalar field system require upper bounds and generic lower bounds for the decay of the scalar
field along the horizon. Dafermos [10] showed that mass inflation follows from the pointwise upper bound
of Dafermos—Rodnianski [13] and a yet unproven pointwise lower bound (see theorem 1.15). Luk-Oh-
Shlapentokh-Rothman showed that mass inflation follows from the integrated lower bound of [31, 32] and
yet unproven integrated upper bounds (see corollary 1.12). We state these results in the following two
theorems. In these theorems, ¢ is an (appropriately normalized) Eddington—Finkelstein type coordinate,
and Oy is the associated coordinate derivative in double null coordinates.

Theorem 1.9 (Best known upper and lower bounds along the horizon). The following estimates hold for
future-admissible solutions to (1.1):

(1) (Pointwise upper bound; Dafermos—Rodnianski [15]) We have

|ll3 + 1000l Sep 77 (1.4)
(2) (L? lower bound; Luk-Oh [31, 82]) Solutions in the generic class G of theorem 1.8 satisfy
/ P (9y)? dv = oo for p > 7. (1.5)
H

Theorem 1.10 (Best known (conditional) results on mass inflation). Mass inflation holds for future-
admissible solutions to (1.1) satisfying either of the following conditions:

(1) (Dafermos [10]) the upper bound (1.4) and a pointwise lower bound:
li_rrﬁlinf P|0sp||1(U) > 0 for some p < 9; (1.6)

(2) (Luk-Oh—Shlapentokh-Rothman [33]) or the lower bound (1.5) and L* upper bounds:

/ 7 (0pp)* dv < 00 and / (9% )2 dv < 0o for some k > 2. (1.7)
H H

Remark 1.11. See section 2.3 for an explanation of how to extract statement (2) from the results of [33]
(which in particular states the second criterion in (1.7) only for k = 2). Observe that the first criterion in
(1.7) holds by (1.4).

We now give an application of our main theorem to mass inflation. From our main theorem (theorem 1.1),
we can obtain a decay result for higher derivatives tangent to the event horizon.

Corollary 1.12 (Translation of main theorem into an Eddington—Finkelstein-type gauge). In the setting of
theorem 1.1, we have

[(005)% 0|1 Sekip 01T for e >0 and 0 < k < 4, (1.8)

where v is an Eddington—Finkelstein-type coordinate normalized appropriately on the event horizon (see
section 2.4) and Oy is the coordinate derivative associated to U in double null coordinates

A precise version of corollary 1.12 is given in section 3.

Remark 1.13 (Range of k in corollary 1.12). The range of k for which corollary 1.12 holds could be increased
given the analogue of theorem 1.1 with a faster decay rate (as proven in theorem 1.15). Note that k =4 is
the minimal & for which the decay rate ©~'*¢ for (99;)¥¢|3, implies the second criterion in (1.7). However,
we do not expect that k£ can be taken arbitrarily large in corollary 1.12, in view of the expected inverse
polynomial tail of 957|y (a consequence of the tail for |95¢|| demonstrated in theorem 1.15). That is, we
do not expect each null derivative along the horizon to gain a power of decay. See section 9.2 for further
discussion.

3From the form of the Hawking mass, mass inflation also implies inextendibility in the class of C'! spherically symmetric
Lorentzian manifolds.
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Together with the already known (1.4), corollary 1.12 implies the previously unknown estimate (1.7) (with
k = 4), which implies mass inflation.

Corollary 1.14 (Generic mass inflation). Mass inflation holds for solutions to (1.1) arising from compactly
supported Cauchy data in the generic class of Luk—Oh (see theorem 1.8).

1.2.3. Late-time tails. After implementing the spacetime elliptic estimates of Luk—Oh [29, Sec. 5.3], the
estimates used to prove theorem 1.1 are enough to satisfy the assumptions on the spacetime metric and the
scalar field in [29, Sec. 2] and therefore prove the following sharp decay result.

Theorem 1.15 (Sharp Price’s law result). Solutions to (1.1) arising from smooth and compactly supported
future-admissible spherically symmetric Cauchy data satisfy the following estimate on the event horizon:

|(03,)* la — Crelplv™®| S v™37° for k 20, (1.9)

where 6 > 0 is a small constant, Cy, # 0 are explicit non-zero constants, L[y] is a dynamical constant that is
non-zero exactly for solutions arising from the generic class of data constructed by Luk—Oh (see theorem 1.8),
and the coordinate v and coordinate derivative 0, are as in theorem 1.1. Moreover, we have

|(005) ply — Cru L)t S22 for 0 < k < 2, (1.10)

where the Eddington—Finkelstein-type coordinate and coordinate derivative v and 0y are as in corollary 1.12.

For a precise version of theorem 1.15, see theorem 10.17.

Remark 1.16 (Alternative proof of mass inflation). Observe that theorem 1.15 recovers the previously known
Price’s law result (1.4) of Dafermos—Rodnianski [13] and implies the previously unknown (1.6), and these
estimates together imply mass inflation by the result of Dafermos [10] (see theorem 1.10).

Remark 1.17 (Range of k). As in corollary 1.12, the range of k in (1.10) could be increased (up to k = 7),
but we do not expect that k can be taken arbitrarily large (see remark 1.13).

There is a vast literature on Price’s law results for linear waves on asymptotically flat spacetimes [15,
16, 51, 38, 1, 2, 19, 29], including subextremal Reissner—Nordstrom and Kerr. We also mention [36, 39] for
Price’s law results for the Teukolsky equation on subextremal Kerr. The analogue of theorem 1.15 for linear
waves on subextremal Reissner-Nordstrom was first established in [1]. In that setting, £ is a linear form
that vanishes on solutions arising from a codimension one class of data. See [46] for a late-time tails result
for (1.1) for small data solutions with non-vanishing Newman—Penrose constant (note in particular that the
compactly supported solutions we consider have vanishing Newman—Penrose constant).

1.2.4. Black holes with spacelike and null singularities. The main result of [54] is a local result [54, Thm. 2.1]
in the black hole interior (near the junction between the Cauchy horizon and the spacelike singularity)
providing precise asymptotics for geometric quantities and for the scalar field. This quantitative local result
is combined with a gluing argument (based on [24]) to construct global two-ended spacetimes that contain
both null and spacelike singularities. We summarize this construction in the following theorem, whose proof
requires the decay estimates Oyp|y = Cv~4+0(v7%) and 02|y = O(v~?) that are provided by theorem 1.15.

Theorem 1.18 (Van de Moortel, [54, Thm. 2.6(ii)]). There is a large class of two-ended asymptotically
flat black hole spacetimes solving (1.1) (namely those arising from an open subset of the generic class of
future-admissible Cauchy data constructed by Luk—Oh in theorem 1.8) with the Penrose diagram in fig. 1.

Both the Cauchy horizon CH (to which r extends continuously as a strictly positive function) and the
achronal singular set S (to which r extends continuously to 0) are non-empty, and S is spacelike in a neigh-
bourhood of the junction between S and the Cauchy horizon CH (in the topology of the Penrose diagram,).
Moreover, there are quantitative asymptotics for geometric quantities and estimates for the scalar field to-
wards CH, as well as quantitative Kasner asymptotics towards S.



FIGURE 1. The a priori Penrose diagram for solutions to (1.1). The achronal singular set
S, to which the area-radius function r extends continuously to 0, may be empty, as it is in
Reissner—Nordstrom. This characterization is due to [8, 10, 27]. In particular, Dafermos [8]
proved that & can be non-empty only for large perturbations of Reissner—Nordstrom.

1.3. Ideas of the proof.

1.3.1. Use of a scaling vector field. Our strategy to prove theorem 1.1 involves a scaling vector field com-
mutator S that equals vd, along the horizon (see section 1.3.3 for the definition of §). We briefly recall the
merits of such a vector field in other settings and outline the construction of the vector field in our setting.

On Minkowski, the scaling vector field takes the form S, = ud, + vd, = t0; + rd,. It is well known that
Sm is a useful vector field commutator. It is conformally Killing, and [Sy,, 0] = 200, which means that
any decay estimates for a solution ¢ to Oy, = 0 also hold for Sy,¢. Due to the t-weight in Sy,, one can
hope to prove better decay in time for ¢ given estimates for Sy, . Indeed, control of Sy, together with T'p
for T' a Killing vector field of Minkowski leads to decay by Klainerman’s Sobolev-type estimates. The use of
a scaling vector field commutator on Minkowski goes back to Klainerman [25] and Klainerman—Sideris [26],
and its use on black hole spacetimes appears in [28, 38, 51].

1.3.2. Ingredients of the proof. By the construction of the scaling vector field .S, the statement of theorem 1.1
is equivalent to the following estimate along the event horizon:

|95l S vt (1.11)

The estimate (1.11) follows from a hierarchy of rP-weighted energy estimates (introduced in [12]) for S¥¢
with p € (0,2). To perform energy estimates for S¥¢, we must control the coupling between the geometry
and the scalar field arising from the commutator [0, S¥].

Our proof uses an inductive argument, where we control derivatives of the solution assuming control only
of lower-order derivatives. In particular, we do not use a bootstrap argument, which allows us to handle
large data solutions. The key ingredients that let us close the induction are:

(1) Redshift effect for a subextremal black hole, as manifested by a uniform lower bound for @ — e?/r
along the horizon at late times.

(2) Monotonicity of @ — e?/r that propagates the lower bound in (1).

(3) Energy decay and subsequent pointwise decay derived from rP-weighted energy estimates.

(4) Reductive structure in the error terms arising from commutation.

(5) Identification of weak and strong decay estimates required for geometric quantities.

The quantity w we refer to is the renormalized Hawking mass, e is the charge parameter, and r is the area

radius function, which appears in the form of the metric in double null coordinates:

g=—0dudv +rigge. (1.12)

For further discussion of these quantities, see section 2.1.
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Ingredients (1) and (2) are well-known and were used in [13]. The techniques in (3) were introduced for
linear waves in [12] (and expanded in scope by [40]), but their implementation in our nonlinear spherically
symmetric problem (including commutation with weighted vector fields) is novel.

The main innovation of this work, which allows us to handle large data, is ingredient (4). To capture what
we call the reductive structure in (4), we introduce two unweighted vector field commutators: an ingoing
null vector field U (“the global redshift vector field”), and a vector field V' that is outgoing null for large .
We order products of the vector fields U, V, and S, which we call I'“ for a multi-index «, in such a way
that [J,T] includes only lower order terms and terms that are either small or have a good sign due to the
redshift effect (see Step 2 in section 1.3.5 as well as lemmas 2.19 and 2.20). See section 1.3.3 for an informal
discussion of the “reductive structure,” and see Step 2 of section 1.3.5 for a more precise discussion.

Ingredient (5) is important because in order to establish energy estimates at order « in (4), one needs
control of geometric quantities of order « with weights in r (what we call “weak” estimates) as well as
control of geometric quantities of order < a with weights in both r and a time parameter 7 (what we call
“strong” estimates). In particular, one must first establish the weak geometric estimates, then establish
energy estimates, and then establish the strong geometric estimates.

1.3.3. Commutator vector fields. We use three commutator vector fields, which we call U, V', and S. They

are defined as follows:
1 _

U= (_Tr)auv V= XTSR. (T)QU+(17XTSR. (T))ah S = X’!‘SR. (T)IUQ'U+(]‘7X’I‘SR. (T))(UEU+T5T)'

Here x,<pg, () is a cutoff function supported in {r < Re} (for a large parameter R, > 0 to be chosen in the
course of the proof), (9,,0,) are the coordinate derivatives in the (r,v) coordinates, and (9,,0,) are the
coordinate derivatives in the Bondi-Sachs (u,r) coordinates.

We now informally explain the “reductive structure” identified in ingredient (4) of section 1.3.2 in terms
of the commutation formulas for our commutator vector fields (see Step 2 in section 1.3.5 for a more careful
discussion). For this discussion we ignore the coupling between the geometry and the scalar field.

(1) (The commutator vector field U) We use the redshift vector field U as a global commutator (see
[14] for such a use on Schwarzschild). As is well-known, one can commute with the redshift vector
field even though [, U] contains a OU term, because this term comes with a good sign (which is a
manifestation of the redshift effect). We can commute with the redshift vector field globally even in
our nonlinear setting because in spherical symmetry, the good sign that makes the redshift vector
field a useful commutator near the horizon is propagated globally by the equations.

(2) (The commutator vector field V') On Schwarzschild, our construction of V' specializes to the timelike
Killing vector field 0; in a region of finite r, and to ﬁlM/rav in a region of large r. The vector fields

0, and 0, satisfy the commutation formula

[3,9,] = O(r~HO+ O(r—1HoU + O(r~?)0, (1.13)
and
[3,9,] = O(r~ 1O+ O(r~2)d: + O(r~2)0. (1.14)
One now computes the commutation formula for V:
O0,V] =0 YO+ 1,55,0(r 20V 4+ 1,<,0U + O(r=2)d (1.15)

The structure of the second order terms is crucial. Since V is only equal to d,, in a finite-r region, one
does not worry about the borderline r~!-weight on the AU term in (1.13); indeed, one can absorb
this term using the bulk energy associated to U, which has already been controlled. The 9V term
looks problematic, although it has a good =2 weight, because a 9V term also appears on the left
side of the energy estimate associated to V. However, the 9V error term is supported in a region of
large 7, and the 72 weight decays faster than the »~'*¢ weight in the bulk term on the left, so this
term can be absorbed to the left of the energy estimate associated to V.

Remark 1.19 (Alternative choices for V). Observe that V is gauge-invariant for large r. It might

seem natural to construct V' such that it is equal to the gauge-invariant Kodama vector field T =

‘E—f&, + (_157:;)% near the horizon, rather than to our choice of 9, = f’_—’LT. In fact, [0, T] contains
8



a T? term, which means that such a construction of V' would produce a 9V term in [(J, V] that is
supported near the horizon, and so cannot be absorbed as above.

(3) (The commutator vector field S) On Schwarzschild, our construction of S specializes to vT in a
finite r-region-and to ud, + 19, in a region of large r, where (9,,, 0,) are the coordinate derivatives in
the Bondi-Sachs (u,r) coordinates. This vector field is not conformally Killing, but we schematically
have

[0,5] = 2+ 0@~ )O+ 097 + 1,<,0U + O(r~2+9)0. (1.16)
The last two terms are associated to energies lower in the hierarchy than S, and can be dealt with as

before. The 57% term has a 7~ 1%¢ weight (which is too weak to be absorbed by the bulk energy, which
has an 7~17¢ weight), but we can write 0,1 = r~10,.(rd,1) —r~19,4. The term left to control, then,
is O(r=2+€)9,.(rd,1), which can be written in the form O(r=2+¢)3d,.(rV) for large 7. This term can
then be estimated by the 7P bulk term associated to V¢, which has already been controlled.

1.3.4. Gauge choice. In theorem 1.1, we use a double null gauge (u,v) in which (_%1;;) = 1 at null infinity
and the quantity x = % is 1 along a curve of constant r, namely {r = ry}, where ry = supy, r is the

limiting value of the area radius function along the event horizon. On dynamical spacetimes, our gauge differs
from the Eddington—Finkelstein-type (u,?) gauge that is more common in the literature (see for example
[13, 32]), in which 8’7; = 1 along the horizon.

1—

The (u,v) gauge is adapted to our commutator vector fields V and S, in the sense that Vx and Sk vanish
on {r = ry} (because in this region V and S are tangent to curves of constant r). This enables an argument
in which one integrates the transport equation for Sk to {r = r4} and obtains boundedness and decay for
Sk globally (see Step 4 of section 1.3.5). On the other hand, the quantities S"& (where the barred quantities
are those associated to the (u,7) gauge) appear to grow along the horizon for sufficiently large n.

1.3.5. Outline of the proof. We now describe the main estimates we establish, in terms of the following nine
schematic quantities (which we define precisely in section 2.7), which are parameterized by a multi-index «
(see section 2.6.3 for an explanation of our multi-index notation):

D n: a gauge invariant r-weighted L> norm on characteristic initial data that controls the scalar field
and its first N + 1 derivatives.

D,: an r-weighted L> norm on characteristic initial data that controls I'S®p and its first derivatives.

b, and g,: “weak” geometric quantities controlling I'S®¢ with r-weights, where o is one of w, v =
11;, or K = 18:2 The quantities b, are shown to be bounded in the course of the proof, while the
quantities g, are only shown to grow slowly in r. Both b, and g, must be controlled before the
order-« energy is controlled.

E,: an L? energy norm that is non-degenerate at the horizon and measures boundedness of a quantity
|[rOT<*¢||12(cy on null curves C.

Eapt an rP-weighted L? energy norm that controls &, and captures decay in 7 (see (2.18)) of the energy
along a suitable foliation. The quantity &4 is stronger than the quantity £, when p < q.

Pap: an L norm that controls ['<%p with weights in both r and 7 (where the 7 weights capture the
decay that follows from rP-weighted energy estimates), as well as derivatives UI'S%p and VI'<%p
with weights in 7. This norm includes a stronger r-weight on outgoing null derivatives VI'<%p than
on ingoing null derivatives. The quantity P, , is stronger than the quantity P, when p < g.

B, and B,: geometric quantities stronger than b, and g, respectively, that also include 7-weights
on geometric quantities. The quantities B, are shown to be bounded in the course of the proof,
while the quantities &, are only shown to grow slowly in r. Both B, and &, are controlled after
the order-a energy is controlled.

In Steps 1-5, we will show that each quantity of order o above is bounded by lower order quantities and
quantities of order « that are higher up on the list. We remark that the proofs of Steps 1-4 are independent
from one another.

Step 0: Reduction to a characteristic problem (section 3). We first restrict the region of interest from the

future of a Cauchy surface to a characteristic rectangle, which reduces the proof of theorem 1.1 to the proof of

theorem 3.1. This is possible since (1.1) is globally well posed by [27] and the data we consider is compactly

supported. Moreover, the subextremalilty of the black hole region and monotonicity properties of (1.1) allow
9



us to assume that the redshift parameter @ — e?/r is uniformly positive in our characteristic rectangle. In
this rectangle we work with a future-normalized double null gauge (see section 2.4).

Step 1: Boundedness of initial data (section 5). In this step we show
Dy < C(bea, ™ '9<a)D|al, (1.17)

which controls the gauge dependent data quantity D, by the gauge invariant norm D .

Step 2: Energy boundedness (section 6). The conclusion of this step is an energy boundedness statement

o < 0(7705 ba, Tisgm P<a,1+no)[pa + 5<a,43] (1-18)

for small s > 0 and a small parameter 79 > 0. The constant on the right blows up as 79 goes to 0.

The main difficulty in establishing (1.18) is to handle the error terms arising from commutation. To
illustrate how these terms are treated, we will explain how to obtain (1.18) in the case |a| = 1. We specialize
our discussion to an exterior region of a Schwarzschild spacetime of mass M, in the standard double null
coordinates u = ¢t — r, and v = t + r,, where r, = r + 2M log(r — 2M). We use the following vector field
multipliers to derive an energy boundedness and integrated local energy decay estimate:

T=0,+ 0, (Kodama vector field), (1.19)

X = f(r)(0y — 0v) (Morawetz vector field), (1.20)
xnu(r) :

Y = ————--0, shif fiel 1.21

=20/ (Redshift vector field), (1.21)

Z = e Mu=vg, (Irregular vector field). (1.22)

Here x#(r) in the definition of Y is a cutoff function localized to the horizon. The vector fields T', X, and
Y are used in a standard way to derive an energy estimate, while the irregular vector field Z is used as in
[32] to generate a good bulk term that helps control a certain quartic error term.

Let ¢ be a solution of the wave equation Op = 0, and let 1 be a general function. Consider a spacetime
region R with past boundary »; and future boundary 5. We derive an energy boundedness and integrated
local energy decay estimate of the form

E[), Zo] + Epui[t), R] Sy ElW, E1] + //R Wyl - r2(1 — g) dudv+ - - (1.23)

=E[Y]

for an energy quantity FE[¢), Y] non-degenerate at the horizon whose integrand has the schematic form
r2(0v)?, a bulk term Epyu[t), ¥] with the control

/ /R rem oy (1= 20) dudv < Bl R), (1.24)

where 79 > 0 is a small parameter, and a vector field multiplier W = ¢pT + cx X + ¢y'Y for cp,cx,cy >0
and f(r) > 0 in the definition of X. We have written --- in (1.23) to denote error terms that we ignore in
this discussion, since most of them can be dealt with as in [32].

Observe that the error term E[p] vanishes (since Oy = 0), so an energy boundedness statement and an
integrated local energy decay statement for ¢ follows immediately from (1.23). We now explain how to
control the error term E[T'y] for ' € {U,V, S}, in order to close the energy estimate (1.23) for ¢y = I'p and
establish (1.18) in the case |a| = 1.

Step 2a: Commutation with U. Note that the 0, coefficient on the vector field W appearing in (1.23) is
positive, because the same is true for each of the vector fields 7', X, and Y. We now explain how this sign

plays a role in our commutation scheme. Let U = ﬁM/TBu be the global redshift vector field. We have
OUe = — fuU%0 4+ O(r—2)dp. (1.25)

for a function fy satisfying fr > 0 and fyy = O(r~2). On Schwarzschild, the value of fy is 2M/r?; in the

general problem, fy = 2r~2(w — e?/r), which is bounded below by a positive multiple of r=2 (see Step

0). We now explain how to establish energy estimates for Uy given energy estimates for ¢ (and control of
10



geometric quantities of order U). Write W = Wy U 4+ W,,0,, so that, by (1.25), the first error term in energy
estimate (1.23) applied to ¢ = Uy is

EUy] = / WU<pDU<p_—/ Wu fu(U?o) // O(r=30,UpU <p+// O(r=2)0pdUy, (1.26)

where we have omitted the volume form 72(1 — 2M/r)dudv. The first term on the right has a good sign
and can be neglected. One can use the wave equation to rewrite the second term into the form of the third
term. The third term can be handled with Young’s inequality and the bulk term in the already established
energy estimate for .

Step 2b: Commutation with V. The vector field V is 9, in Bondi-Sachs (u,r) coordinates (outgoing null)
for large r, and timelike for small r. Assuming that we have controlled geometric quantities of order V', we
have a commutation formula

OV = 151,00 %)V + Or, (r~2)[0p + 0U ¢, (1.27)

where R, > 0 is a parameter that can be chosen large. The term in £[V )] arising from the second term on
the right of (1.27) can be dealt with as in Step 2a, using Young’s inequality and the bulk terms associated
to ¢ and U, which are considered lower order than V¢ (and so have already been controlled by the time
one seeks control of V). The first term on the right of (1.27) is not small, so the error term it produces in

E[V ], namely
Il Or2)(0Vp)2, (1.28)
ROA{r>R.}

is potentially problematic. However, the integral in (1.28) is taken only over a large-r region, and the r-
weight in the integrand decays faster than in the bulk energy (see (1.24)). Thus the error term (1.28) can
be bounded by a small multiple of Ey,x[V, R] by choosing Re large, and it can be absorbed into the left
side of the energy estimate (1.23).

Step 2¢: Commutation with S. At this stage of the argument we have performed energy estimates—including
rP-weighted estimates—for ¢, Up, and Vi, and we have obtained control of geometric quantities associated
to S in terms of lower order energies. The vector field S is ud, + rd, in Bondi-Sachs (u,r) coordinates for
large r and vd,, in (v,r) coordinates near the horizon. We have a commutation formula

0S¢ = 1,5r0(r™2T%)0, (rV ) + O(r~2T%)[0¢ + 0Up + OV ¢ (1.29)

for a large R > 0 and small s > 0. The term in £[S¢] arising from the first term on the right of (1.29) is
controlled (using Young’s inequality) by the rP-weighted bulk quantity (with p = ng) associated to the lower
order term Vi, as well as a small multiple of the bulk energy EnLuk[Sp, R]. We treat the terms in E[Sy]
arising from the second term on the right of (1.29) as in Steps 2a and 2b.

Step 3: Energy decay (section 6). The conclusion of this step is an energy decay statement
ga,?—no—cas S C(bou T_Sgom Pa,Oa P<a,1+no)Daa (130)

for no > 0 as in Step 2, s > 0 small (depending on «), and explicit constants C, depending on a. We adapt
the method of rP-weighted energy estimates due to Dafermos—Rodnianski [12] to establish energy decay along
a suitable foliation.

We now explain why the maximum value of p < 2 that we can take when controlling I'*¢p depends on «
(namely p <2 —ng — Cys). The P estimate for ¢ contains an error term of the form

// P30y du do (1.31)
{r=R}
for a large R > 0. When ¢ = Sy, this produces terms of the form
// P (Sw)?(0pp)* dudv  and // P (1S (=) (04 (rV ))? du dv. (1.32)
{r>R} {r>R}

At this stage of the argument, the terms Sw and rS(—) can only be shown to grow slowly in r, at a rate
r° (see Steps bab). Thus the terms above become

/ / P (8,0)% + (9 (rVe)?)] dudo. (1.33)
{r>R}
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When p < 2 —ng — 2s, the first term can be controlled by the Morawetz estimate corresponding to ¢, and
the second term is controlled by the bulk term in the rP*2%-energy associated to V. In general, control
of the rP-energy associated to I'“p requires p < 2 — 1y — 2s and control of the rPT2% energy associated to
I'<%p. An induction argument shows that, assuming the r2~"-energy of ¢ is controlled, one can control the
rP-energy of I'“¢p for p =2 — g — Cys for a constant C,, depending on «.

Step 4: Pointwise estimates (section 7). In this step we control a pointwise norm of the scalar field by data
and the rP-weighted energy norm:

Pap < C(ba,r°ga)(Da + Ea,p) (1.34)
for small s > 0 (depending on «). The redshift effect plays a role in this section.

Step 5: Estimates for geometric quantities (section 8). This is the most technical step of the proof. We show
that

bo <O, b0, Bon, 7 *Eca,E<ats P<asling), (1.35)
By < C(a,b0,Bcn,m *Gcn, a1, Pcan), (1.36)
g0 < Clo,b<n, G, Ecal, Pea,2—stno)s (1.37)
1?8, < C(a,B<a,” “g<a, T *Gca,Ecal, Pea,2—s4no)- (1.38)

See section 2.7.4 for the definitions of the schematic geometric quantities. In this section we do not discuss
the estimates for B, and &,, as they are simpler than the estimates for b, and g,.

Step 5a: Estimates for Stw. Write w for the renormalized Hawking mass (see (2.8)). We explain why Sw is
in gs and not bg, namely why we can only show that Sw grows slowly in 7 (and not that it is bounded).
We have
|Sw| S v|Vw| + 7|Uw], (1.39)

where 7 = u for large r and 7 ~ v for small . When r < 7/2, the transport equations for @ in the u- and
v-directions yield

v|Vw| + 7|Uwm| < r?1(Dyp)?, (1.40)
where we have written D to stand for U or V. Control of the pointwise norm of Dy (which comes from Step
4 and ultimately from the rP-estimates of Step 3) gives just under 3/2 powers of decay, namely P2 __[Dy] <
P2, 2, controls r72~%|Dyp|? and r?7! 757", By interpolation, P2, ,  controls r>~5~" 7. This shows that
|Sw| SretmPog o .
Step 5b: Estimates for S(—v). Write (—7v) = 1_82’;2/7, (see section 2.1.2 for the definition of the Hawking
mass m). We now explain why rS(—v) is in gg and not bg, namely why we can only show that rS(—~)
grows slowly in » (and not that it is bounded) before controlling the energy associated to S¢.

As in Step ba, we have

[Slog(—)| < v[Vlog(=7)| + 7|U log(—7)]- (1.41)
The second term can be controlled by the estimate r7|U log(—v)| < 1 contained in the boundedness of the
lower order quantity By. For the first term, we use the 9,-transport equation for log(—~) to find that, in
the region r > 1,
0|V log(—7)| < rv(0ue)?. (1.42)
In the region r < 7/2, we have 7 ~ v, so this term can be handled exactly as in Step 5a. In the region
r > 7/2, we have r ~ v, so this term is handled using the fact that J,-derivatives decay with two powers of
r (namely 720, | < Po.o).

Step 5c: Estimates for I'“k. Write k = 1_‘92’;;/r (see section 2.1.2 for the definition of the Hawking mass
m). We will explain how to show that Sk is bounded (given control of lower order energies and geometric
quantities).

The gauge condition on the coordinate v fixes s[(,—y,} = 1, where rj = supy, r is the limiting value of
the area radius along the horizon. We will explain how to obtain a boundedness estimate for S'logx from
control of lower order quantities. Assume that the area radius r of the point at which we want to estimate
S'log k satisfies 7 > ry (the case r < ry is similar). Ignoring error terms arising from commuting S past U,

we use the transport equation U log k = —r(U¢)? to obtain

[USTog k| S rlU||US@| S ro[Usp|([UVe| + [UUg]), (1.43)
12




where we have used a statement | S| < v(|[Uy| + |V4|). Integrating (1.43) to the constant-r curve {r = ry}
(noting that U = —0,. in (r,v) coordinates and Slog |{y—r,,3 = 0), one obtains

1S Tog |(r) < U/ U ||[UD| dr, (1.44)
TH
where we write D for either U or V. One establishes
/ P U2 < o161 [, (1.45)
TH

where &7 is an rP-weighted energy norm with p = 1 (see lemma 8.7). The method is to split the integral
into the regions where {r < v/2} and {r > v/2}. For the first term one uses the decay captured by the
rP-weighted energy quantity. The second term is integrated over a region where r ~ v, so one can use the
r?-weight in the energy quantity E[t)] controlled in Step 2, which is one power stronger than the r-weight
in (1.45). Now the integral in (1.44) can be controlled using Cauchy—Schwarz and (1.45), which leads to

|Slog k|(1) < Eilp] + E1[Dy). (1.46)
In this way one obtains boundedness of S'log x from boundedness of lower order energies.

Step 6: Putting it all together (section 9). Together with certain zeroth order estimates (see section 4), an
induction argument involving the results of Steps 1-5 shows that all our schematic quantities of order « are
controlled by the gauge invariant initial data norm ®|,|. In particular, the control in the pointwise norm
Po2—2¢ (for a = kS) gives the desired (1.11).

Step 7: Late-time tails (section 10). To prove the late-time tails result in theorem 1.15, we appeal to [29,
Main Theorem 4]. Section 10 is dedicated to satisfying the assumptions of [29]. The additional ingredient (on
top of the estimates obtained in Step 6) is control of (rd,.)-derivatives of the scalar field and the geometry.
The observation of [29] (see also [26]) is that a linear combination of the wave operator [, and powers
of the scaling vector field S is elliptic, which allows one to obtain L2-control of (rd,)-derivatives of the
scalar field from L2-control of S-derivatives of the scalar field. To upgrade this to L> control, we use the
Klainerman’s Sobolev type estimate in [29, Sec. 5.4]. These estimates are coupled to weak estimates for
the geometric quantities. Once we obtain control of (rd,)-derivatives of the scalar field in L>°, we establish
stronger estimates, including asymptotics, for geometric quantities.

Acknowledgements. The author thanks their advisor Jonathan Luk for introducing them to the problem
and for many useful discussions and comments on the manuscript. The author also thanks Maxime Van de
Moortel for his interest in this work. This project began as the author’s undergraduate thesis at Stanford
University, and much of the early work was carried out at the SURIM program. This material is based
upon work supported by the National Science Foundation Graduate Research Fellowship under Grant No.
DGE-2039656.

2. PRELIMINARIES
2.1. Einstein—Maxwell-scalar field system in spherical symmetry.

2.1.1. Spherically symmetric solutions. A 4-dimensional Lorentzian manifold (M, g) is called a spherically
symmetric spacetime if M = Q x S? for a 2-dimensional Lorentzian manifold with boundary (Q, gg) that
has a global chart (u,v) of “double null coordinates,” in which its metric takes the form

go = —Q? dudv, (2.1)
and

9= 9o +1°gsz. (2.2)
Here gs2 is the round metric on the unit sphere r : @ — [0, 00) is the area-radius function, defined so that if
7 : M — Q is the quotient map, then 7=1(p) C M has area equal to that of a round sphere of radius r(p).
Observe that a spherically symmetric spacetime admits an action of SO(3) by isometries.

A solution (M, g, ¢, F') to (1.1) is called spherically symmetric if (M, g) is a spherically symmetric space-
time, ¢ is invariant under the SO(3) action, F is invariant under pullback by the SO(3) action, and there
exists e : Q@ — R such that

F=_———m(QduAdv). (2.3)
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The equations imply that e is a constant (see [9, §2]).

2.1.2. Equations in spherical symmetry. Let (u,v) be a double null coordinate system on Q. In spherical
symmetry, the Einstein—-Maxwell-scalar field system becomes a system of wave equations for (r, ¢, Q):

02 9,r0,r Q%e?
Oudur == = =
DDy = _(‘%r@ugp B OurOyp
uvv r b
0%e? O 20,10,
00001080 = —20,pByp — o 4 20 20Ol
rd 2r2 r2

We also have the following Raychaudhuri equations:

(B = -0,

(B = e

We will work with a different set of equations written in terms of the Hawking mass.

following notation for null derivatives of r:
A= 0,1 V= OyT.
Define the Hawking mass m : @ — R by

r r
m = 5(1 —go(Vr,Vr)) = 5(1 +

as well as the renormalized Hawking mass

L&
wi=m-+ —.
2r
The wave operator [ := — 4, takes the form
1—p A v
0= (auav 20, fav).
A(=v) + T + r
Define
2m 20 €2
ILL = — = — — —2
r r r
and set
. A v
C1-p S l—p

When 1 — p # 0, a spherically symmetric solution satisfies

a2
0Ot = O\ = Oy = 2(w 26 /) Av
r 1—u
Op =0,
0 r? (Dup)?
W = = . ,
2(=7) 4
-~ 2
avw - 2/‘{, (aUQO) bl
as well as
Our = == (Dug)s

(2.5)

Introduce the

(2.6)

(2.7)

(2.8)

(2.9)

(2.10)

(2.11)

(2.12)

(2.13)

2.2. Admissible initial data. See [31, §2] for the definition of (asymptotically flat) future admissible data

that we use.
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2.3. Mass inflation criterion. We now explain how to obtain the criterion (1.7) for mass inflation from
the work of Luk—Oh-Shlapentokh-Rothman [33].

Proof of (1.7) from [83]. Fix a solution to (1.1) arising from admissible data and let I, 5 be the statement
that

/ VP (0% p)? < . (2.14)
HN{v>1}

Our goal is to show the statement in (1.7), namely that (1.5) together with I, and Ig for some k > 2
implies mass inflation. Inspecting the proof of [33, Thm. 7.8] (in particular the role of [33, Cor. 7.2] in
establishing [33, Thm. 7.14]) and noting [33, Rem. 4.3] shows that mass inflation holds whenever (1.5) does
if one of the following statements holds:

(1) Is, is false, but Iy ; is true, and I i is true for some k > 2,
(2) or Ig; is true and Igy, is true for some k > 2.

Hence the statement in (1.7) holds, since I4; and Igj for some k > 2 imply one of the above statements
(regardless of the truth of Is 1). O

Remark 2.1. In fact Ig; is true, in view of the late-time tails result in theorem 1.15, but we provide this
proof to emphasize that the non-sharp decay established by theorem 1.1 suffices to establish mass inflation.

2.4. Coordinate systems. We will use four coordinate systems on O:

Double null gauge normalized on a curve of constant r: The double null coordinates (u,v) de-

163;‘&:7‘%} = 1 (where ry = supy r), as well as u = 1 on
C°" and v =1 on C™". We write (9,,,0,) for the coordinate derivatives.

Double null gauge normalized at the horizon (Eddington—Finkelstein-type): The double null
coordinates (u,?), where u is defined as in the previous gauge and v is defined by fjm% =1 and
v=1on C™. We write (8,,0;) for the coordinate derivatives. In terms of the (u,v) gauge, we have
817|(u,v) = H_l‘H(v)avku,v)- L

Z-gauge: The (u,r)-coordinates, with coordinate derivatives (0y,d,). In terms of the (u,v) gauge, we
have 9, = 9, + 520, and 9, = 19,.

H-gauge: The (r,v)-coordinates, with coordinate derivatives (9,,d,). In terms of the (u, v) gauge, we
have 0, = %au and 0, = 0, + ﬁ@u.

fined by the normalizations %h =

1 |% =1 is more common in the
1—p

literature (see for instance [13, 32]) than the gauge normalized on a curve of constant . We remark that a
double null gauge normalized on a curve of constant r is used in the recent work [3].

Remark 2.2. The Eddington—Finkelstein-type gauge normalized so that

The wave operator in these coordinates takes the following forms:

Lemma 2.3. In a double null gauge, we have

1 A v
=i (auav + 20, + ;aq,). (2.15)
In the Z-gauge, we have
=2 1 - = 2 2w\= 1 1 =
D__(l_ﬂ)8r+(_7787" w — (; _T‘T)ar+;_7w8u- (2.16)
In the H-gauge, we have
1 2 2w 11
— (1 _ 2 _ - _(z_ == _ =
O= (1= - 0,9, - (T = =7 )8, — ~~0,, (2.17)
We introduce a “time” parameter 7 defined by
r(uyv) = 4 PR (W) (0] < Ro (2.18)
’ u r(u,v) > Ro.
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Here up,(v) is the u-value such that r(u = ug,(v),v) = Ry, and Ry is a quantity determined from charac-
teristic initial data by
Ry=r(l,1)=r

CinCout = SUPT. (2.19)
Cin

Since the coordinates u,v are normalized so that w,v > 1 in the future of C™™ U C°, we have 7 > 1. The
weight 7 will be used to quantify decay of energy along a suitable foliation (section 2.7.2), of pointwise norms
of the scalar field (section 2.7.3), and of pointwise norms of the scalar field (section 2.7.3).

2.5. Commutator vector fields. Let R, > 0. The value of R, will be fixed to be large in section 6.
Let X = Xy<r, : [0,00) — [0,1] be a smooth non-increasing function that equals 1 in {r < R} and 0 in
{r > 2R,} such that |x" ()| < Cpr—".

Define the commutator vector fields

1 _ — —
U= (76 T’) 611, V= XTSR. (T)Qv+(1_XT§R. (r))aT S = XT‘SR. (T)UQU+(1_XTSRQ (T))(uau—’_rar)
(2.20)
It is immediate that
Ur=-1 Vr=(1-x(r)) Sr=r(1l—x(r)). (2.21)

2.6. Notation.

2.6.1. Notation for functions. From this point on, fix a spherically symmetric solution (M, g, p, F'). We will
write ¢ for a general sufficiently regular function and write ¢ for the scalar field in the solution.

2.6.2. Constants. We write C' for a large constant which can change from line to line. Constants depend
only on the following quantities that can be determined from initial data: the initial mass w;, the minimum
radius 7min, and the redshift constant c¢y. In view of the subextremalilty of the horizon (i.e. |e| < wy for
wy = lim,_, o w|y (v) the final mass) and the monotonicity properties of the mass (i.e. wy < w;), it follows
that |e| < C. We will not track the dependence of constants on Ry, but we will ensure that Ry depends only
on w; (see proposition 4.1).

Here are the global constants that we use:

w; initial mass of the spacetime (see section 3)

CH redshift constant (see section 3)

7o global small constant (see section 6.2.3)

T'min minimum radius achieved on the initial data hypersurface

Ry > w; radius of the vertex of Renar (see section 2.4), fixed in proposition 4.1
Ry > Ry radius at which commutator vector fields V and S change from being adapted to the
horizon to being adapted to null infinity, fixed in section 6

The main role of 7 is in the degeneration of the Morawetz estimate as the weight in the bulk term approaches

r~! and in the degeneration of the r? estimates as p approaches 2. In section 9, the constant ngy will be fixed

based on the multi-index « that counts how many times we have commuted. The constant R, will be chosen

large based on the schematic geometric quantities B and go (see section 2.7.4) as well as the multi-index «.
The notation A < B means that A < C'B for some positive constant C' > 0. We do not require A or B

to have a sign.

2.6.3. Multi-index notation for derivatives. Let o = (ay, 2, a3) € Z3 be a triple of integers. We write
la] = a1 + ag + az. We introduce a total order on Z3 such that such that o < o/ if either |a| < |o/| or
a; < o for the largest i € {1,2,3} such that o; # of. Here are some examples of this ordering:

(1,0,0) < (0,1,0) < (0,0,1) (0,2,0) < (1,0,1) (0,1,5) < (7,0,0) (0,0,1) < (-1,0,2). (2.22)

We will use the commutator vector fields U, V, and S, which were defined in section 2.5. For this
reason, we will often label the components of a multi-index a as « = (ay, ay, ag). When performing index
arithmetic, we will identify U with (1,0,0), V with (0,1,0), and S with (0,0, 1). For example, o + U has
components (ay + 1, ay, ag).

Remark 2.4. We will only write down multi-indices with non-negative entries (i.e. « € Z2), but our
formalism is such that a multi-index with negative entries may arise as the difference of two non-negative
multi-indices.
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2.6.4. Schematic notation. We use the symbol =g to indicate that an equation is to be understood schemat-
ically,? in the sense that we adopt the following conventions:

Numerical constants: Constants on the left side of a schematic equation are exact. On the other
hand, each term on the right side of a schematic equation can be multiplied by an implicit constant
(which may be zero). For example, the equation ,p = 7719, (r¢) —r~1(9,7)¢ can be schematically
written 9,0 =5 7710, (re) + 177 1(,r)¢ + r~3. Another example is that 1 — yu = 1 — 2w /r + €2 /r?
can be written 1 — p =, 1+t + r72, since e? is a constant (bounded by ;).

Particular expressions on the left: When an expression such as I'* appears on the left side of a
schematic identity, it stands for a particular L € I'*; on the right side, I'* stands for a sum over all
LeT~.

Distributivity over square brackets: Schematic expressions involving square brackets should be
fully expanded before being parsed. For example, the schematic expression A[(1 — r) + 7] involves
A(1 —r) and Ar, and it is not schematically equal to A (but it is schematically equal to A + Ar).
We will use round brackets to preserve information about the grouping of terms. For example,
AB—r+71)=¢ A

Curly braces notation: Curly braces are an alternative to the square bracket notation. For example,
we may write A{k, (—)} in place of Ak + (—v)].

Derivatives (I'* notation): If a € Z3 ), then I'* denotes a product of a; many U’s, as many Vs,
and a3 many S’s, in any order. If a; < 0 for some i € {1,2,3}, then we set I'® = 0. If n € Z>,
then we schematically write I'™ for any I'*, where o € Z3, with |a| = n. We write I'S® to stand
in for I'®, where 3 is a multi-index with 8 < «, and we similarly define I'<®. When such an
expression appears on the right of =, it stands for a sum over all possible differential operators it
could represent. For example, if a = (1,1,0), then 'S on the right of =, stands for the schematic
expression {1, U, V,UV,VU}.

Derivatives (D notation): When considering only U and V', we will use the symbol D in place of
I', and the same notational conventions apply. For example, D?S stands schematically for any of
the terms U2S, UV S, VUS, or V2S.

It will be convenient to abuse notation and write I'* not only for a particular instance of a product of vector
fields, but also for the set of such products of vector fields. For example, we may write VUV € I'1:2.0) or
consider the quantity ) ; o |Lf]| for some function f.

Observe that we can differentiate schematic equations.

2.6.5. O-notation. We use expressions O(-) as an even coarser form of schematic notation. We write
O(ay,...,a;) to denote an expression of the form f(r,ai,...,ax) for a smooth function f : [ryin, o0) x R¥ —
R such that

07 0% f(£,{b:})| < C(f,n, m, max|b[)t™". (2.23)

Any further parameters on which the expression depends should be notated with a subscript. For example,
the cutoff function x,<p, with support in {r <2R,} (defined in section 2.5) satisfies x, <, (r) = O(1) and

™ Xr<r. () = Ok,g, (1). We now discuss some features of this notation.

Order of growth: The quantitative dependence on parameters can be quite poor. For example,
expexp k = O(kK).

Negative powers of r: This notation does not keep track of negative powers of r, since r=" = O,,(1).
For example, the equation p = 2/r — e2/r? implies 1 — p = O(w) and p = r~1O(w).

Specifying the support in r: We write 1,>rO({a;}) when the corresponding smooth function given
by f(-,{b;}) is supported in {r > R} for all arguments b;. Similarly, we write O(1,<ga1,az,...,an)
when f(r,a1,...,a,) = f(r,0,a2,...,a,) for r > R. Similarly we define 1,<pg in place of 1,<gO(1)g.
Under this convention, we have 1,>rO({a;}) = O({1l,<ra;}).

Algebra of O-notation: We have O({a;}) + O({b;}), O({a;})O({b;}) =s O({a;}, {b:}).

Differentiating O-notation: Let ' be one of U, V, or S. If the a; are smooth, then we have
ro({a;}) = O({a;},{Ta;},r~T'r) by the chain rule and (2.23). Since I'r = rO(1) (see (2.21)),
we have IO ({a;}) = O({T'=%a;}).

4A similar schematic notation is used in [11].
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2.7. Norms and schematic geometric quantities.

2.7.1. Initial data norms. For an integer n > 0, define the following gauge invariant norm for characteristic
initial data:

D] = sup|U§"+lw| + sup|(r25r)§1(r5T)§"(rw)\. (2.24)
Cin COut
Write ©,, :== ©,,[¢]. Define
D, = D[] (2.25)

2.7.2. Energy norms. Let p > 0. For a spacetime region R, we define the rP-weighted bulk energy quantity

rP

Ep,bulk[waR] = //Rm{ . /\_ (av(r'(/}))Q(—y) dudv. (226)

Let Rehar be the future development of the characteristic data. We define a norm &,[¢] that has weights in
7 (see (2.18)):

EWP = sup (u,0) /°° P Ou) A+ sup () /°° (@) (o) A

u,v€[1,00 (_V) u,v€E[1,00 ;
well,00) E[L,00) Y e (2.27)
r
+ 1p50Ep,buik (¥, Rehar) + 1p>140, S[up ]Tpilino (u, VR, (u)) / \ (O (7'7/}))2 dv'.
u€[1l,00 VR, (u)
Note that &[] does not include a bulk term. We allow ourselves to write £[¢] in place of Ey[¢]:
[es} 7,,2 [ee} 7,2
WP =alil = sw [T oot s [T @w w2
vE([l,00) J 1 (_V) u€[l,00) J1 K
For I'*p, we define the following norms:
Ea = Z 5[11&‘;0}7 Eap = Z 5p[rﬂ¢]~ (2:29)

BLla B<La

2.7.3. Pointwise norm. For p > 0, define a pointwise norm Pp[]:
Ppl] = Irpllzoe + [rUW Lo + [r20utbllzoe + [1r 277/ 24] Loe + Lpz 1o [lr7?/2 7271020 e, (2.30)
where we write L = L*°(Rchar)-

Remark 2.5. By interpolation (splitting into regions r < 7 and r > 1), P,[¢)] for p > 0 controls the
quantity ||rPrP/2+1/2=p=m0/24)|| 1 o for p € [1/2,1]. In particular, Py_[¢)]? controls ||r2~*~"0 74?1 (take
p=1-5/2—m0/2).

For I'*p, we define the following norm:

Pap =y Ppll7¢]. (2.31)

B<a

2.7.4. Schematic geometric quantities. We first define a quantity G in terms of which we can compare the
double null coordinates v and v with the radius r and the time 7 (see lemma 4.3).

Lemma 2.6 (Comparison of coordinates). For each characteristic data set and each € € (0,1), there is
Ce > 0 depending on €, £o14ny, Mo and Re such that

cl<aG. <o, (2.32)
where G is the following quantity computed from the future development Renar of the characteristic data:
Ge= sup [r/v+ 1,>ryu/v + (L<e-1p, + Lrc—e)0)v/ul. (2.33)
Rehar
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The proof will be given in section 4 (see (4.17)).
With the notation introduced in sections 2.6.4 and 2.6.5 in mind, we define the following schematic
geometric quantities:

b0 = O, cp rmim.Romo (1 iy 7177w, s my {(—7), (=) 71 (1= ) ™)), (2.34)
B = O(bo, {r, Lz, v {1 = %), (1 = £71), Lz o {(1 = (7)), (1 = (=) ")}, (2.35)
By = OG’,O,G;&,R- (B, Lr,<r<2r, (v —u—71)), (2.36)

go = bo{1,w}, (2.37)
&g == go. (2.38)

For |a| > 1, define
b, = Oa(Fﬁ%5/|ﬁ+5/<a, P B, 7T T %0, T, 1oy 0T, T (7)),
B, = Oy (TP bp| 517 <ar T Lrsytt, 03Tk, 1TV i {1, 1,5 poru, v} 1,5, T (=),
Ja = bOé{]-v Fﬁejﬁ/ |5+ﬁ/<aa Fawa Tra(fp)/)}a
604 = %a{la Fﬁgﬁ’ |ﬁ+ﬁ’§a7 {7", 17"2R0Tua ITSQR.v}lau>OFaH}'
Define
Co = O(B,,r 16,). (2.43)
The quantities C,, appear in the computation of the commutators [U, S] and [V, S] (see lemma 2.15). Observe
that C., =g b,. Finally, define
ga,s = Os(bom T_Sga)- (244)
The quantities G, s appear in pointwise bounds for OI'*¢.
Remark 2.7 (Boundedness and growth of schematic geometric quantities). We will show in our proof that
the quantities b, and 8, are bounded, but we only show that the g, and &, terms grow at a slow rate

(namely r“=" for some sequence of constants C,, that is increasing in o). Observe that the quantities B,
are stronger than the quantities b,,, and &, is stronger than g,,.

Remark 2.8 (Relation of schematic geometric quantities to the energy). The weak geometric quantities b,, and
g must be controlled before the order-a energy &, is, because these quantities appear in the commutator
OI'*p that arises as an error term in the energy estimate. Once &, is controlled, we control the strong
geometric quantities B, and &,,.

Remark 2.9 (Algebra of schematic geometric quantities). We have arranged that b, =; B, =; &, and
bo =s 0o =s B4. Moreover, the quantities become stronger as « increases, in the sense that, for example,
bg =s by whenever § < . Finally, the quantities are compatible with differentiation by the vector fields I',
in the sense that I'*b, =4 bo+os (and similarly for the other quantities).

2.8. Vector field commutator calculations. In this section we collect useful calculations related to our
vector field commutators. We relegate the proofs to appendix A.

2.8.1. Comparing vector fields in different coordinate systems.

Lemma 2.10 (Coordinate change associated to U).

1,>Rr,U =5 b0y (2.45)
Lemma 2.11 (Coordinate change associated to V). We have
V =4 bo[0y + 1,<2r U], (2.46)
V — 9, =¢ 1,<2r,bo[0, + U], (2.47)
0y =5 bo[V + 1,<2r,U]. (2.48)

Lemma 2.12 (Coordinate change associated to S). We have
S = b()[{]_TZR.u, ]_TSQR.'U}U -+ {7", lv’ZR.ua U}V} (249)

1>y (S —70r) = {1, Li>r,u, Lr<or, bov} Dy (2.50)
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2.8.2. Rearranging commutator vector fields.

Lemma 2.13 (Commuting with 9,.). We have

ITZRO [57"7 U] =s 17"2R07n7290[5r + U}, (251)
1,5, [0r, V] =5 1ry<r<2r,bv [0, + U], (2.52)
1,>Re[0r, 8] =5 1r>R,Or + 1Ro<r<2r, By [0, + UJ. (2.53)

Lemma 2.14 (Commuting with one commutator vector field). We have

[U,V] =5 1>, 00D, (2.54)
[U, S] = 1,>r U + lrzRJ’il@UD, (2.55)
[V7 S] = V+ 1R.§7’§2R. %VD (256)

Lemma 2.15 (Commuting with a product of commutator vector fields). Let o > 0 and let L € T'™*. We

have
[U, L] =5 Coo[UTS"5 4726, D=7V p7 16, DIS75)) (2.57)
[V,L] = VIS~ 4 C_,r~2Drse" v, (2.58)
[D,L) = C.o, DT="U, (2.59)
Moreover, we have
V2, L] = VIS075 4 0 yyr 2Drse U+, (2.60)

Lemma 2.16 (Bringing U to the front). Fiz o > 1 such that ay > 0. Let L € T*. Then there is L' € T*~Y
such that

L—UL = O(Ba-v-s4v,r B0 s)[UT=*"V"V 47726, _y_y V="V 4 r716, VI=*"UF]
= C<aUT< 47726 VI=" UV e VT=e V9]

(2.61)
Lemma 2.17 (Rearrangement formula). Let o > 0, and let L, L’ € T'*. We have
L—L =,CcqosDr=e"U"V, (2.62)
2.8.3. Commuting with the wave operator.
Lemma 2.18 (Wave equations for commutator vector fields). We have
UV, VU =, bg[0+r"'D + 1,<2r,U? (2.63)
and
0,U = bo[O+r~1D]. (2.64)

Lemma 2.19 (Commutators of vector field with O). The following commutation formulas hold for Re large
enough depending on ‘Bj:

[O,U] + fuU? = by [0+ 772V +r72U], (2.65)
O, V] + fyV? = by [0+ r gy V + 772U +r 207, (2.66)
[O,8] = bs[O+ 7 tgsV2 +r 295V + 1.<op,r 2UUS1. (2.67)
where )
2(w — e’ /r _ 9o
0< fu= % = r"go fv =« Li>r,r*Bigo (2.68)
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Lemma 2.20 (Main formula for commutation with O0). Let L € T'*. For R4 large enough depending on Gg,
we have

(O, L] + ap fuUL + ay fy VL = b [T 10 4 7 1g VTS0 472, VTS 429, UT<].  (2.69)
for fu and fy as in lemma 2.19.

In the following pointwise estimate (2.71), we make crucial use of the good sign fyy > 0 (see lemma 2.19).

Corollary 2.21. Let || > 0 and let L € T'*. We have
r?7*|0Lgp| < C(B5, 90, @)av|0u L] + av|ULg]

+ClGa )Ly 0, 0T<0)] + 10,0 ] + (U] =)
Moreover, we have
P ULGOLG < C(Gas)(ULg| + 10,Le) (UT <] + [0,0<00] + Lo [0,(T<00)),  (271)
and
12510, Lol|OLg| < 1,20, C(B3, 80, ) 0y Lel(IULg| + [0, Ligl) + (RHS of 2.71)).  (2.72)

3. REDUCTION TO A CHARACTERISTIC PROBLEM
For the rest of the paper, we study a characteristic problem.

Theorem 3.1 (Decay for characteristic problem). Consider characteristic data on C™ U C°% with future
Rehar- Assume the following:

(1) The initial data norm D[] defined on C'™ U C°1 is finite.

(2) The data vanishes on a neighbourhood of the outgoing null hypersurface C°“ (in particular on a
portion of C'™ near the vertex).

(3) There exists a double null gauge (u,v) in which C™ = [1,00), x {1}, and C°"* = {1}, x [1,00), (so0
Rehar 8 given by [1,00) x [1,00)) and is normalized such that %L{T:m} =1, where ry = supyr,

and lim,_ oo (_ﬁf) (u,v) =1 for each u.

) We have 9,1 < 0 and 9,1 > 0 in Renar (note this is gauge independent).
) We have w < w; in Rehar-

) There is cy > 0 such that @ — e*/r > c3 in Renar-

)

)

There is rmin > 0 such that r > rmin 0 Renar-
The value Ry = r|cinngous, is sufficiently large based on w; (as specified in proposition 4.1).
Then for every e > 0 and integer k > 0 there is C = C(e, k, @i, ¢34, Fmin, Dk[¢]) > 0 such that
[(v0,) @l < CDR[plo™ e (3.1)
For 0 < k <4, the same estimate holds with v0, replaced by V0.

Remark 3.2. We have ry =: supy, r < C(w;), since by [31, Lem. A.2], we have ry = wy +vwy — e? < 2w;,
where wy = supy w.

We note that it is enough to consider only one of the ends of the spacetime; the argument is the same for
the other end. We now show that the future of compactly supported future-admissible Cauchy data contains
a characteristic rectangle satisfying the assumptions of theorem 3.1, thus reducing the proof of theorem 1.1
to establishing theorem 3.1.

Constructing a characteristic rectangle as in theorem 3.1 in the setting of theorem 1.1. By the global well-

posedness of (1.1) (see [27] or [31, Thm. 4.1]), we can first choose a characteristic rectangle in the exterior

region—where assumption (4) is satisfied (see [27], or [31, Lem. A.1l])—and then construct the gauge in

assumption (2) once Ry is chosen as in assumption (8). Since the Cauchy data is compactly supported, we

can ensure that the data vanishes on a neighbourhood of C°"*, which in particular implies assumptions (1) and

(2) (together with the global well-posedness of the system). By assumption (4) and (2.12) and (2.13), we can
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FI1GURE 2. The characteristic rectangle R¢nar depicted on the Penrose diagram of a general
solution to (1.1). Note that the achronal singular set S may be empty, as is the case in
Reissner—Nordstrom. The statement that the diagram looks as depicted is due to [8, 27].

take w; in assumption (4) to be the supremum of w on the Cauchy data. The future admissibility condition
on the data implies that the event horizon is eventually subextremal by [27] (see also [31, Lem. A.2]),
so if we write wy(v) = limy oo @w(u,v) and r4(v) = limy,— o 7(u,v), then there is ¢y > 0 such that
lim, o0 (wy — €%/72)(v) = 2¢3 > 0. In particular, there is v, > 1 such that (cwy — €?/ry)(vs) > ¢y > 0.
The monotonicity properties of (3) together with the equations (2.12) and (2.13) imply that (w—e?/r)(u,v) >
(w3 — €%/r3)(vs) for u > 1 and v > v,. After using the translation symmetry in the gauge, we can assume
v, = 1. This settles assumption (6). Assumption (7) holds since Repar is in the exterior region. Finally,
since r — 0o along C°U, we can translate C'® towards the future to satisfy assumption (8). ]

Remark 3.3 (Compact support of data). The assumption that the data is compactly supported in theorem 1.1
is only used to reduce to a characteristic problem (in particular to ensure that we can choose a characteristic
rectangle for which Dy[y] is finite).

From now on, we work in the region Rchay and pursue the proof of theorem 3.1.

4. ESTIMATES FOR UNDIFFERENTIATED GEOMETRIC QUANTITIES

From now on, fix the value of Ry large enough that the estimates of proposition 4.1 hold and such that
Ry > C(w;) > ry (see remark 3.2).

Proposition 4.1 (Estimates for undifferentiated geometric quantities). Let n > 0. Let R > Ry > 1. If Ry
is sufficiently large (depending only on w; ), then the following estimates hold (where we allow all constants
to depend on ¢y, Tmin, @i, and R in addition to any named parameters):

(1) Globally, we have

[log k| < 0(50,1+n777)537lv_17
0 <\ < Cexp(CEY),

0<(-v)<C.
22

w—e?/r>cy >0, (4.1)
w < w;, (4.2)
0<1—-pn<C, (4.3)
k>0, (4.4)

log(—v) <0, (4.5)

llog k| < CEZ, (4.6)

(4.7)

(4.8)

(4.9)



(2) Away from the horizon, we have
log(—7)| < Cr=tr7PER, in {r > R}, (4.10)
llog(—v)| < Cr~t in {r > R}, (4.11)
1—p>1/2 in{r= R}, (4.12)
> Cexp(~CE2) i {r > R}, (4.13)
(=v)>1/2 in{r > R}. (4.14)

(3) Near the horizon, there are constants c,,c,,,C > 0 (where ¢, depends on & and is independent of R
and the other constants depend on n and £y 14,) such that

Clexp(—c,(u—v)) < (—v) < Cexp(—c,(u—)) in{r <R} (4.15)
(4) We have
v —u—r| <C(&,14n,m)logr in {r > R}. (4.16)
(5) Let e € (0,1). For Ge as defined in lemma 2.6, there is C > 0 depending on £y 14y, 1, €, and Re
such that
cl<aGg.<cC (4.17)

Proof. The estimates (4.1) to (4.10) and (4.12) to (4.15) follow as in the proof of [32, Prop. 5.12]. Although
[32] uses the (u, ¥) gauge, the relevant arguments go through in the (u,v) gauge. We now show the remaining
estimates (4.11), (4.16) and (4.17).

First, (4.11) follows from the J,-transport equation for (—v) and (—v)|z = 1 (which follows from (—v) =
(1 — p)(—), the gauge condition (—y)|z =1, and 1 — p =1+ O(r71)).

The estimate (4.16) follows from (4.11) (which implies |1 + v| < Cr~!) and an argument as in the proof
of [32, Prop. 5.12].

Finally, we establish (4.17). For the remainder of the proof, we allow the symbol < to include dependence
on C(&o,14n,7) as in (4.16), as well as € and R,. It is enough to show

r S, (4.18)
u<Swv in{r> Ry}, (4.19)
v<u in{r<e'RJU{r<(1-ew} (4.20)

Indeed, (4.18)—(4.20) imply the upper bound in (4.17), and the lower bound G, > 1 is clear. In {r > Ry},
we have r — Ry < v/2 by (4.13). Thus r < (Rp + 1/2)v, which establishes (4.18). In {r > Ry}, by (4.16),
we have u < v +r + logr < v, which establishes (4.19). If r < e 1R,, then v < u + e 1Ry + log(e ' R,) by
lemma 4.3, so v < w in this region. If » < (1 — €)v, then v = u +r + O(logr) < u + (1 — €)v + O(log v),
so for v > v, and v, large enough we have v < 2¢ 'u. For v < v, we have v < v,u since u > 1. Thus
v < max(2¢~1, v, )u in this region. O

As an immediate corollary of proposition 4.1, we control the zeroth order schematic geometric quantities.

Corollary 4.2 (Estimates for zeroth order schematic geometric quantities). We have

C(ho) S 0(507 Wiy CH 5 T'min, R07 7]0)7

C(Bg) < C(bo, £0,1),

C(Bo) < C(Re, By, £0,1410), (4.21)
C(g0) < C(bo),

C (&) < C(bo).

We now use lemma 4.3 to compare the variables r, u, v, and 7.
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Lemma 4.3. The following estimates hold for € € (0,1):

r+ L>pyu < Gev, (4.22)
v< G, in{r<e'RJU{r<(1-—ew} (4.23)
v < (Ge+ e H(u+r). (4.24)

Moreover, we have
Glo<T<Go in{r<e'RJu{r<(l-epn} (4.25)
T=u in{r> Ry} |

Proof. The definition of G implies (4.22), as well as (4.23) in the region {r > Rp}. To extend (4.23) to the
region {r < Ry}, note that if 7(u,v) < Ry, then u > ug,(v), and so v < Gug,(v) < Gu. Next, (4.24) follows
from (4.23), because

V< Lci—aw? + Lis—ut < Geu+ (1 - e)~tr. (4.26)

By (4.22) and (4.23), we have
GTlv<u<Gw in({r<e'RJU{r<(1—ew})n{r> Ry} (4.27)
The estimates in (4.25) now follow from the definition of 7 (see (2.18)). O

5. BOUNDEDNESS OF INITIAL DATA

In this section we explain how the initial data norm D, = D[['*¢] (which is not gauge invariant) is
controlled by the gauge invariant initial data norm D|,|. See section 2.7 for definitions of these quantities.

Proposition 5.1 (Boundedness of initial data). If the data vanishes in a neighbourhood of C°%“, then we
have
Dy = Dy. (5.1)
and for |a| > 1 we have
Do < C(bea, 'gca)Djal- (5.2)

Remark 5.2. The restriction that the solution vanish in a neighbourhood of the outgoing null part of the
data hypersurface can be removed, but for the simplicity of the argument we only give the proof in this case.
Indeed, we have reduced to this case in section 3 using the compact support of the Cauchy data.

Proof. First, (5.1) is trivial. Define

O[] = sup|lU="T1y| DM [Y] = sup|(r°D,)= (rdr) =" (1)), (5.3)
Cin Cout
so that .
D[] = D[] + D3 [y). (5.4)

The vanishing assumption on the data implies by the domain of dependence property that the solution
vanishes in a neighbourhood of C°%*, and so D" ['*p] = 0. In particular, it is enough to estimate DIt [["*¢p].
The desired estimate (5.2) follows from the n = 0 case of (5.5):

931 [FQQO] < C(ba—1+nUa rilga—1+nU)©iﬁl+|a\ [80] (5.5)

We now prove (5.5).
Step 1: Reduction to (5.8). By induction, (5.5) follows from

eraw] S C(baflJrnUv r_lgozflJrnU)@ir?Jrl[FSa_l(P} (56)

Since v =1 on C'™ and Uv = 0, we have S = V, and so we can assume ag = 0. Moreover, U commutes with
V on C"™ C {r < R,}. Clearly we have

DIUTp] < DI, [T, (5.7)
so it is enough to show that

@%[Vragp] < C(ba+nU7 Tﬁlg(x—&-nU)@iy?[UFa(Pl (58)
24



Step 2: Proof of (5.8). Use (2.63) and lemma 2.20 and an induction argument to compute

UVI®% =5 O(ba, 1" ' ga) [VI =% + UST=%y)] (5.9)
It follows from an induction argument that
UUVT| < C(basnt, T Batnt) [[VI=p|+HUSHT=]] < C(basntr, ™ Gatntr) [V =0+ D2 0]

(5.10)
Integrate (5.10) for n = 0 to C'™™ N C°" (where the data vanishes) to get
Ro
[VI%pllo=1(r) < [VI'¥p[v=1(r = Ro) +/ [UVITp|dr’
4 Ro (5.11)
< C(ba,r ' ga)DUT )] +C(ba,r—1ga)/ [VI=%p|dr'.
Gronwall’s inequality and the finite r-range on C'™ gives
sup| VI | < C(ba, 7 ga) D [UT¢]. (5.12)
Cin
Substitute (5.12) into (5.10) and use (5.7) to obtain
sup|U"UVT%p| < C(baynu, ™ Gasnt ) D [UT ). (5.13)
Cln
Now (5.12) and (5.13) imply (5.8). O
6. ENERGY BOUNDEDNESS AND DECAY
The goal of this section is to show the following proposition.
Proposition 6.1 (Estimates for unweighted and weighted energy norms). We have
5.0 S C(wlv CH, rmiH)DO' (61)
and
Eo,2-ny < C(bo, 80, Po,0)Do. (6.2)

Let || > 1. If Re > C(B{, g0, @), then for s > no sufficiently small (depending on a numerical constant),
we have

ga S C(bom Tisgom P<a,1+no)[pa + €<a,4s]7 (63)
and when s is moreover small depending on «, we have
ga,27nofcas é C(bav T_Sgou Poz,Ov P<a,1+no)Da (64)

for explicit constants C, depending only on a.

Proof. The zeroth order estimate (6.1) follows from remark 6.4, lemma 6.5, and (6.44) from lemma 6.15.
The higher order estimate (6.3) is established in corollary 6.23. The boundedness statements (6.2) and (6.4)
for the weighted energy are proved in lemma 6.28. (|

6.1. Hardy inequalities. Both of these lemmas and their proofs can be found in [31, §8.8].

Lemma 6.2. Leta € R, 1 <uj < ug, and 1 < vy < va. For any C function f on {(u,v) : v € [vy,va]}, we

have
’ / PO S (u,v) dv + / L (0u(r ) () o 2 1)
ox 2t ' (6.5)
= / T(avf)2(u, v) dv + r1TF2 (u, vy).
For any C function f on {(u,v) : u € [u1,us]}, we have
a/ 2 r(=v) f(u,v) du + / : (i%)(au(rf))Q(u, v) du + 142 (ug, v)
“ “ (6.6)

uz r2+a
= / = (Ouf)*(u,v) du 4+ 1 f2 (uy, v).
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Lemma 6.3. Leta € R, 1 <wuy < ug, and 1 < vy < vy. For any C* function f on {(u,v) : v € [v1,va]}, we
have
(a+1)?
4

V2 v2 .a 1 2 1
/ N2 (u, ) var/ %(ravf+ a—;— )\f) (u,v)dv + %rlﬂlﬂ(u, v1)

V1 V1 6.7
V2 p2+a a+1 (6.7)

:/v T(avf)Q(u,v)dv—i—T?“H'“fz(u,vg).

For any C* function f on {(u,v) : u € [uy,us]}, we have
(a—i—l)z/u2 ar N2 /“2 ro atl 2 a+1 1,40
S P dus | (100 S (0 ) o) duck St )
+1

u2 7,2+a a
:/ m(auf)Q(u,v)du—F Trl+af2(u1,v).

6.2. Energy quantities. In order to state the energy boundedness estimate, we introduce notation for
energy quantities along null curves and over spacetime regions.

6.2.1. Energy along piecewise null curves. For ¥ a null curve, we define

2

/ T—(&ﬂj;)Q dv if u is constant on X,
K

B, %)= " (6.9)

2
/ r—(auw) du if v is constant on 3.
s (V)

We extend the definition to piecewise null curves 3 in the natural way: if ¥ = |, ¥; for null curves 3; such
that ¥; N'X; consists of at most one point when ¢ # j, then we set

E[Y,%] = ZE[(/),Zi]. (6.10)

Remark 6.4. The energy norm E[] defined in section 2.7.2 is related to E[t), X as follows:
) = sup E[y, 3], (6.11)
s
where the supremum is taken over all null curves ¥ C {u,v > 1}.

Lemma 6.5 (Energy on initial data). Let p € C™ U C°%. Then
B, G U O] + 1 (p) < C(rmin, wi, Ro)Doly]*. (6.12)

Proof. The proof is immediate by the definitions, (4.3), and a change of variables. (]

6.2.2. rP-weighted energy. For 7o > 1, define the level set X, := {p : 7(p) = 70}, where 7 was defined in
(2.18). Then ¥, is piecewise null, with null pieces

Y=, n{r < Ro} = {(u,vp,(v)) :u>7} YU =3 N{r < Ro}={(r,v) v >wvg,(7)}. (6.13)

We introduce the rP-weighted energy flux associated to the foliation X, :

r2

Blulr) = | oy 0wt /

out A

rP

(00 (r))* dv + [ (7, vy (7)) (6.14)

We have the following preliminary estimate comparing E,[¢](7) and the energy quantities E[t),¥,] (defined
in section 6.4).

Lemma 6.6. For any p >0 and 1 > 7, we have
E[Y, 5] < C(bo) Ep[¢](7). (6.15)
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FIGURE 3. The foliation .

Proof. 1t is enough to consider the case p = 0, which is an immediate consequence of a Hardy type inequality
(lemma 6.2 with @ = 0 and v; = vg,(7) in the limit v3 — c0). O

Lemma 6.7. For p < 3, we have
Ey[y](1) < Clp, Ro)Doly]*. (6.16)

Proof. This is immediate from the definitions and a change of variables:

Ro e’} . s}
Ep[pl(1) = / r2(U)? dr +/ (9, (r))? dr + [*(1,1) < R§Do[¢]* + Do[y]* + @ow/ P4 dr.
Tmin R R
0 ©(6.17)
The condition p < 3 is used to ensure that the final integral is finite. a

6.2.3. Bulk energy over spacetime region. Let R be a spacetime region. Define a bulk energy quantity:

1 1 1 2
Enukt, R] = //R PR E [W(Buw)z + ?(av¢)2 + % 72“(‘”) dudv
+

// e~ =)(9,1)? du do,
Rﬁ{T'SRo}

where 7 is our global small constant (see section 2.6.2) and ¢, is as in (4.15).

(6.18)

6.3. Vector field multiplier identities. In this section we record the vector field multiplier identities used
to derive an energy estimate in section 6. We introduce the notation

D,=U-= ! Oy D, = 181}. (6.19)
(=v) K
The vector field multipliers we use are
T=(1-pwuD,+ D,, (Kodama vector field) (6.20)
X = f(r)((1 — p)Dy, — Dy), (Morawetz vector field) (6.21)
Y = xu(r) Dy, (Redshift vector field) (6.22)
Z = g(u,v)0,. (Irregular vector field) (6.23)
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Lemma 6.8 (Vector field multiplier identity). Let W = W*D, +W"D,, = (—v) " 'W"9d, + k= W"9,. Then
(W (Dyth)?r?K) + 0u (W (Dytp)*r*(—v)) = W0y + KW []Jr?k(—v), (6.24)
where

KY] i= (-0)Dy(~0) (D) + 6Dy (57 W) (D) + (W 4 (1= )W) DDy (6.25)

Proof. Note that W = WU, + W?0, for (W, W") = ((—v)"'W*, k~1W?). Use the wave equation in
double null coordinates to compute

P (-0)000 = 120, (0,0, + 2

0uto + 20 0,18) = r20,060,0,00 + 10,1 (0,0)° + 10,000
'

r

= %8v(r2(8uw)2) + Taurau¢3u¢~

(6.26)
Multiply by W* and commute W* past 0, to arrive at
P2 (=) WD Ot = %av(WW(auw)?) - %aﬁ“ﬂ(aw)? T D r OO (6.27)
Add (6.27) to the result of exchanging u and v in (6.27) to obtain
RO = 50,7200 + 5002 0u0)) = 30T 0u = G0 s @0
+ (rwvavr + TW“aur)auwavw. .
Express (6.28) in terms of D,, and D,,, then rearrange to obtain the desired result. O

Lemma 6.9 (Kodama vector field identity). Let T = (1 — u)D, + D,,. We have
Ou((Dot)*r8)+0u (1= p) (Dut)*r?(—v)) = 209 0¢r? k(—v)+7[—(Duth)* (Do) +(Dup)* (Do) *]r*w(—v),

(6.29)
Proof. Use lemma 6.8 with (T%,T") = (1 — ,1). In particular we use the transport equations
Dv(_'Y)71 = _(_V)ilr(Dv@)Z Dyr~t = ’fﬁlr(Du@)z (6.30)
to compute
K] = (=) Dy((=7)")(Duth)? + kDu(k~ ) (Do) = r[=(Dut))* (Do) + (Dup)2(Du)?]. (6.31)
(Il

Lemma 6.10 (Morawetz vector field). Let f : (0,00), — R be a C? function. Let X = (1 — u)f(r)D, —
f(r)D,. Then

P~ WD)+ (D) + 41 (1 ) DD w()

< Du(f(r)(Dut)?r?k) — 8, (f(r)(1 — p)(Dut)*r?(—v)) + 2X¢pO¢pr?k(—v).

(6.32)

Moreover,
f(r)

— P = D) + (Do)l r(—v) + 457

F (0 — 1) EE g2

DDy pr?k(—v)

(6.33)
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Proof. Use lemma 6.8 with (X“, X¥) = ((1 — u)f(r),—f(r)) to obtain
K= [l s(=v) = 0u(f(r)(Dutp)*r*k) = 0u(f(r)(1 = p)(Dut))*r?(=v)) + 2X900. (6.34)

From (6.30) we can compute

~(=V)Du(f(r)(=)7") = f(r)r(Dug)® = f'(r)(1 = p)®  &Du(f(r)s™") = f(r)r(Dup)? = f'(r), (6.35)

and then obtain

4
K] = 0)rDug)? — 00— wPIDu + U r(Dug)? — 00 + L0 by,
(6.36)
Neglecting the terms with a positive sign, we arrive at
K=X[g] > —['(0]( — w?(Du)? + (D)) + 422 (1 DD, (6.37)
To obtain (6.32), use the wave equation for r to rewrite the last term on the left of (6.32):
4{(1 — 1) D D12 k(=) = 4frd 1pdyah — 4£LLD“¢DU¢T2H(—V)
= 0u(=2f"rM? + frip?) + 0y (=2f'rvip® + fri?)
[ Huop+ 2L (6.38)
wor
e
v (- pEE e ad b))
]
Lemma 6.11 (Morawetz vector field with f(r) = —1). Let X = —(1 — p)D, + D,. We have
0u((D)ron 4 16%) = 9,((1 = ) (Dur(—v) + %) + 2Dy
(6.39)
< (2)?1/) - 4%)Dwr25(—y) n MLQQQMDWDWT%(—V).
Proof. Set f(r) = —1in (6.33) and rearrange. O
Lemma 6.12 (Redshift vector field identity). Let x3,(r) be a C1 function, and write Y = x3,(r)D,. We
have
e
0,001 ) (D)1 () + 2Z =D (D i) o
= [2Y%00 + (1 = p)x5 () (Duv)? — %‘%@Duwvw rir(-v);
Proof. Set (Y*,Y") = (x#(r),0). Compute
K[ = () Du((—) () (D) ~ 240 by, (6.41)
Use the equation for 9,(—v) to compute
e
(D) () = ~2Z I ) (1= ). (6.42)
Substitute (6.42) into (6.41) to get O

Lemma 6.13 (Irregular vector field identity). Let g = (u,v) be a C' function. Then
2
(~0u9) (0,0)*1* = ~0u(9(Du)r®) + (290,000 + ~AgDuy Do) |r*h(~v). (6.43)

Proof. Apply lemma 6.8 with (W* W?) = (0, kg). |
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6.4. Energy boundedness estimate. We say R is an admissible spacetime region if the past and future
boundaries of R are each connected and piecewise null.

Remark 6.14. We apply the energy estimate to characteristic rectangles and regions of the form |
which are both clearly admissible.

TE[T1,72]
Recall the notations D,, and D, introduced in (6.19). See section 6.3 for the vector field multipliers and
associated identities used in the proof of lemma 6.15.

Lemma 6.15 (Energy estimate). Let R be an admissible spacetime region with past boundary ¥1 and future
boundary 3o. We have

E[§0722] S C(wivc’}{vrmin)E[g&7zl]- (644)
Let peuy be the future endpoint of 1. Then
E[, o] + Epui[th, R] < C(bo)[E[, $1] + 7[9* (psat)] + Err[t), R] (6.45)
for an error term that admits a decomposition
Err[¢, R] < Errg [y, R] + C(bo) (Erry [¥, R] 4+ 1yoErrquartic (¥, R] + Erryo[¥0, R]), (6.46)
where
Erry[v, R // wy Dy [ (6.47)
for a non-negative weight wy satisfying 0 < C(w;, rmin) < wy < C(bg), and
Erry[i), R] = / DI, (6.48)
Errquartlc '(/)a // r|Du§0| |Dvw|2 (649)

BinafoR] = [ Ly (6.50)

Remark 6.16 (Structure of error terms). Observe that the error terms composing Err[t), R] are non-negative,
except for Erry[¢, R], which does not have a sign. The positivity of the weight wy is crucial for closing
the energy estimates. This is because commutation produces a D, term with a negative coefficient (see
lemma 6.19). In the absence of this good sign, we would not be able to control this term, since there is no
smallness to exploit.

Proof. We follow the proof of [32, Lem. 8.35]. We do not mention uses of proposition 4.1 to estimate zeroth
order geometric quantities after Step 1. To simplify the notation, we omit the volume form 72x(—v) du dv
when integrating over spacetime regions.

Step 1: Energy estimate with a weaker bulk term and proof of (6.44). Define the energy quantity

Buen0.R] = [ / - (D)2, (6.51)

Compared to the bulk term FEy, that we wish to control, Fyeax lacks a zeroth order term, does not capture
improved integrated local energy decay near the horizon, and has weaker r-weights. We will show that

E[Y, %3] + Eweax|[t, R] < E[Y, 4] + Err [y, R], (6.52)

where the constant implied by < is positive and depends only on and w;, ¢z, and ry,. Since Err[p, R] = 0,
we obtain (6.44) as an immediate corollary of (6.52).

Step 1a: Outline of proof. The proof is a standard application of the vector field multiplier method, using
the Kodama vector field T, the Morawetz vector field X, and the redshift vector field Y. We will give a
careful proof, in order to emphasize the structure of the right side, in particular the parameters on which
the constants depend and the positivity of the weight wy .
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We will show the following three estimates:

[ @i [ a-w@a@ s [[ 7600+ B 50 + Lo Bl R, (659
5y sy R
[ w0 =@ + 02 5 [ xu00+ (RS of (653). (6.54)
2 i 2 <
Lo @+ [[ D s [[ vores B @usor 650), (659
where
T=(1-pU+ %av, X=r301-pU- r*i’%av Y = xu(r)U, (6.56)

and the implicit constants depend only on ¢y, @;, and ryi,. Observe that the left sides of (6.53) and (6.54)
bound the left side of (6.51) from above in a region {r > R} for R > C(w;, 'min) (in view of (4.12)), and
(6.55) gives the control in the remaining region {r < R}. Thus (6.53)—(6.55) together give

EW}a 22] + Eweak[wv R] < /A W¢D¢ + CEW% 21] + lw#apOErrquartic [1/)7 R]a (657)

for a vector field
where the constants C,Cp,Cx,Cy are positive and depend only on w;, ¢z, and rmin. In view of (6.56),

the coefficients of W are smooth and of size C(bg), and the U-coefficient is bounded below by a positive
constant. In particular, we have

W'(/J = wUUw + wvavwv 1 SJ wy, |wv| S C(bo), (659)
and so

/ /R WOy < Errfh, R, (6.60)

which completes the proof of (6.51) when substituted into (6.57).
Step 1b: Almost conservation law: proof of (6.53). Integrate the T-identity in lemma 6.9 over R to get

| oz [

3

5 (1= mDawy =2 [ /R To0% + [ (Do + / (=D’

(6.61)
_1_//727*[—(Du¢) (Dyp)” + (Dup)*(Dy))].

Since 1 — p < C(w;, "min ), the boundary terms on ¥; are controlled by E[t¢), ¥1]. The final term vanishes if
1 = ¢ and is equal to Errguariic[t0, R] otherwise.

Step 1c: Weak integrated local energy decay estimate: proof of (6.54). Let f(r) =73, so that
—f'(r) =2f(r)/r=r"" (6.62)
By Young’s inequality we have

r= (1 =p)* (Dut))® +(Du)?] < _f/(r)[(l_M)Q(Duw)2+(l)v¢)2]+4@(l_M)Du¢Dv¢ = (LHS of (6.32)).
(6.63)
The estimate follows from integrating (6.32) with f(r) = 7=3; of the four boundary terms generated, we can

neglect two on account of their sign, and control the other two using Step 1la.

Step 1d: Redshift estimate: proof of (6.55). Let x3,(r) be a positive cutoff function that is 1 in {r < R} and
0 in {r > 2R}. Recall that w — e?/r > ¢3 and apply Young’s inequality in the form
2x3(r) X (r)

TDM#DW SCH 7“2 (Duw)2+c7_-[117'§2R(Dv¢)2~ (664)

31



after integrating the identity in lemma 6.12 and noting the support properties of x5 and x?%, to get

/ () (Dut)? + exran // )50 s | / YO + //R sy (DL
i [ @t [ D

' (6.65)

When R > C(w;, min), we have 1 — p > 1/2 by (4.12), and so the second term can be controlled by Step
1b (up to a multiple of R*), as can the third term. The final term is controlled by data.

Step 2: Control of zeroth order term away from the horizon. The goal of this step is to show that for R; > Ry
and € € (0,1/2) we have

L I=m0C(bg, R L Dyih)? + (Dyi))?
//Rm{rzle} r = (bo, 1)//Rﬁ{elR1} ri+mo (Dut)” + (Do) (6.66)
+ C(bg, Ry, €)(E[, 1] 4 Err[1), R] + 12 (peat)).-

We multiply (6.39) by a non-decreasing cutoff function x g, () that is 0 in {r < Ry} and 1 in {r > 2R;} and
integrate by parts. We illustrate how to handle the first term on the left side of (6.39):

//RXRl(r)@u((sz/J)grQﬁ—i—er)dudv
://RX’RI(T)(—Z/)((DU’(/J)QTQK—|—T¢2)dud1}+/ XRl(r)((Dvw)2r2m+rw2)dv

yout
—/ Xy () ((Do0)?r?k + 1) do (6.67)
»gut
> —L/‘ (Dy)*r*k + r¢p?) dv
ygut
> —C(bg)(E[), 1] + Err[, R] + r? (prut) )-

The first terms on the second line have a good sign, and the term on the third line is estimated by Step 1
and multiple uses of Hardy’s inequality in both the u- and v-directions (it is here that we use the assumption
that the past/future boundary of R is connected). One similarly obtains the analogous estimate for the
second term on the left of (6.39). In view of the above estimates and (4.1), we obtain

/ / U < Obo) (Bl Ba] + Brrly, R] + 2 () + / / (RHS of (6.39).  (6.68)
R RN{r>R1}

n{r>2r,} T

It is clear that

v 1 2 2
/ /R o (IS o (6:39) < / /R 0y + C(bo) / /{ oy D (Do) .
+ C(Eweak WJ, R} + 7"’(/)2 (pfut))-

Although the first term on the right of (6.69) has a bad sign in front of the Uy term (recall that Erry
has a positive weight), by Step 1 we can add a multiple of the non-negative quantity Eweax[t, R] (where the
constant depends on Ryp) to both sides of (6.69) and (in conjunction with (6.68)) obtain

2
//Rm{rzle} rt < (oo, ) //T>R1} r? Dby’ + (D] (6.70)
C(bo, R1) (B[, 1] + Err[ih, R] + r* (prus))-

To complete the proof, note that the first term on the right of (6.70) is bounded by C(Ry, €) Eweax[t), R] in
the region {R; <r < e 'Ry}, and in the remaining region we have

. ? 2 1=mo b 2 2
//{'fzelR]} ﬁ[(Duw) - (Dvw> ] = //’Rﬁ{'fZelRl} rl+mno [(Du’t/J) + (Dv¢) ] (671)
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Step 3: Improved integrated local energy decay away from the horizon. In this step we show that for Ry =
max(2, 2R, 15 "), we have

Lo 75 (Pt + (D + V] < COnER S + ) + Enfi.R). (6.72)
We will track the dependence of constants on 7y. Begin by writing

(LHS of (6.33)) = [(I) + (IT) + (ITD)]r2k(—v) (6.73)
for

(D) = =" (M1 = w)*(Dur)? + (Do),
(II) = 4@ND71¢DU¢7 (6.74)

@) = [0+ (o - sy HEZE D,

r

Now (4.12) and the choice of R; imply that for f(r) = r~" and r > Ry, we have

Mo 1 - Mo
(D) + (D) S (1), 1ID] £ i DatDyt S 71, 0 <. (675)
We can therefore multiply (6.73) by a cutoff x(r) that is 0 in {r < R;/2} and 1 in {r > R;}, and integrate
over R to get

/I L [owr s w2+ G 0 [ s () (RES of (6:33)) dudv.  (6.76)
R RA{r>R./2}

N{r>R1} ritmo ﬁ
Now we integrate by parts on the right side. Using Hardy’s inequality in both the u- and v-directions and
Step 1, one can estimate the boundary terms by E[¢, $1] + Err[1), R] + 42 (ptat). The bulk term involving
04 is bounded by Erry[¢, R] and Err,[¢, R] and Err,e[th, R N {R1/2}]. In view of Steps 1 and 2 (applied

with R;/2 in place of Ry), the support properties of xg,, and proposition 4.1, the bulk terms arising from
integration by parts are bounded by

1
cwmt [ D Dy

_ 1
< oo, o) [ e [(Dut)? + (Do)
RO{r>e-1Ry/2} T

+ C(bo, Ry, €,m0)(E[h, £1] + Err[v), R] + 7 (prut))-

(6.77)

To conclude the proof, choose € small enough to absorb the first term on the right of (6.77) to the left of
(6.76).

Step 4: Control of zeroth order term near the horizon. Here we upgrade the control of the zeroth order term
in (6.72) from Step 3 to

/ Y (RHS of (6.72)) (6.78)
RT 1o

Let R > 0. Use Hardy’s inequality in the u-direction to obtain

P, // 2,12
r’k(—v)dudv < —v)x“y* dudv
//’Rﬁ{rgR} r3+o ) ’Rr‘l{rgR}( )

2
< / / L ()2 dudy + / r? do (6.79)
RN{r<R} (-v) 2wt {r<R}

'UQ(R)
—|—/ er(uR(U),v) dw.
v1(R)
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Integrate (6.79) over R € [R1, R1 + 1], note the monotonicity in R of the first term on the left and first two
terms on the right, and change variables in the integration of the third term on the right to get

wZ
//72 (r<ryy 70 r?k(—v) dudv
N{r<R;

w2
< // E r?k(—v) dudv
RA{r<R,} 77" °

2
< // ! (8uw)2 du dv +/ rp? dv + // (—u)m/)Q(uR(v),y) du dv.
RA{r<R;+1} (—v) sout{r<Ry+1} RN{R1<r<R;+1}
(6.80)

We are done by a Hardy inequality argument as in Step 2 that controls the term on X9, together with the
results of Steps 2-3 and (4.4) and (4.6).

Step 5: Improved integrated local energy decay near the horizon. We now control the final term in the
definition of Eyx by showing that

/ / e~ (9,4)? dudv S By, £1] + Buear[th, R] + Err[, R]. (6.81)
RNA{r<Ro}

Let g(u,v) = x(r(u,v))h(u,v) for a cutoff function y satisfying x(r) = 1 in {r < Ro} and x(r) = 0 in
{r > 2Ry} and h(u,v) = e~ ® %) where ¢/, > 0 is as in (4.15). Observe that h > 0 and —8,h > 0, and
h <1in {r <2Rp} by (4.15). Integrating (6.43) gives

// (—auh)(avw)2r2dudv§/ g(sz/J)TQ/idv—i—// 2h.D )
RN{r<Ro} sout RN{r<2Ro}

s 2 wnpulib.yl (052
RN{r<2Ro} T
S E[Y, 51] + Erro[¢, R] + Eweak[t), R]-
We are done after computing
—0uh = —(—v)xre” ") + cyxpe ) (6.83)
and estimating the bulk term arising from the first term on the right of (6.83) by Eweax[t), R]. |

6.5. Boundedness of the unweighted energy &,. The goal of this section is to prove corollary 6.23.
Lemma 6.17. Let « > 0 and let L € T*. For 0 < s < 1/4, we have

/ / rI 25 0Lp|* < C(B5, 90, @) Bpuik [Le, R] + C(Gas) [Eout <@, R] + Eas bu [T <%¢, R]].  (6.84)
R

Proof. This follows from the pointwise estimate (2.70) and the definitions of the energy quantities involved.
O

Lemma 6.18 (Estimate for zeroth order error term). Let € > 0 and let L € T*. For s € [no, 1/4], we have
Err,o (Lo, R] < €Epu[Lp, R] + C(Ga,s, €)[Eou[[ <9, R] + Eus puk (I <%, R]] (6.85)

Proof. We omit the volume form r%x(—v)dudv. Introduce a small § > 0 and large R > 0 to be chosen in
the course of the proof. Use an r-weighted Young’s inequality to decompose

L L
mnate Rl = [ Egrgs [ o
R{r<r} T rR{r>R} T

L : .1 |Ly|?
< // | Lyl 0Ly +5// r1+23|DL90\2 +61 // S — | ‘g|
RN{r<Rr} T RN{r>R} RN{r>R} r r

= (I) + (IT) + (III).

(6.86)
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To estimate term (I), we use the structure of OLy. In particular, 0Ly contains a top order term only
when L contains a U or a V, in which case we can bring this vector field to the front of L and treat the
corresponding term as the derivative of a lower order term. That is, we write ax|Lp| < C(C<q,a)|DI<%y|
for X € {U,V}. By lemmas 2.11 and 2.17, we have

au|Le||ULp| + av |Le||0vLe| < C(C<a)(|0uvLe| + [ULp|)(10,T 0| + [UT=|). (6.87)
By (2.70) and (6.87) and Young’s inequality, we have
201l < 12085, av, ) [av L6110, Ll + ol LU Ll
+ 77T C(Ga,s) Ll (1,5 R, |00 (1T <) + 8,1 <“p| + [UT <] (6.88)
< Or 7 |0uLel* + U Ll
+ 77010 (Ga s, ) (10,7 <% + [UT<Y0” + 1,5 5, [0, (rT <) [?).

2

Since s < 1, integrating (6.88) with the volume form r?x(—v)dudv gives

(I) < 0Epuk[Lp, R] + C(Ga,s, R, 8) (Epui [T <%¢, R] + Es pui[[ <%¢, R]). (6.89)
Next, lemma 6.17 implies that
(I) < 6C (B, 90, @) Evuik[Lp, R] + C(Ga,s) [Evuic[[ ¢, R] 4+ Eus pu[I <%, R]]. (6.90)

Finally, use s > ng to estimate
(ITT) < 6~ R™"° By [Lep, R]. (6.91)
Substitute (6.89)—(6.91) into (6.86) to obtain
Err,o[Lo, R] < (6 + 6 ' R™"°)C(B, 90, @) Evuik[ L, R]
+ C(ga,a R, 6)[Ebu1k [F<a§07 R] + E4s,bulk[r<a§0, RH

To conclude, choose ¢ small based on € and C(B§, go, ), then choose R large depending on 19, 6, and e. [

(6.92)

Lemma 6.19 (Estimate for U- and v-error terms). Let ¢ > 0. We have
Erry[Le, R] < (e + R, '2)C(BS, g0, &) Evuik[Lep, R]
+ C(Gas: ) [Eou[[ =%, R] + Es3s pui[[ ~%¢, R]].
The same estimate holds with Err,[Ly, R] on the left side.

(6.93)

Proof. In what follows, we will freely use the bounds (—v), k, k7, 1,5 gA ™, rmin < C(bg). Use the positivity
of wy, k, and (—v), the bound |wy| < C(bg), the estimates for U Lo L in (2.71), and an r-weighted Young’s
inequality to obtain

wyULeOLer?*k(—v) < 1°C(Ga,s)(|UL@| 4 |8, Lo| ) JUT<%¢| 4+ |0,T<%¢| 4+ L,> g, |0, (rT<%¢)|)r(—v)
<er'(|[ULp|? + 0, Ly|*)k(—v)
+ 77 C(Gas, ) ([UT<%p|* 4 10,0 <] )k(—v)

+ C(Gas, €)1 31,5 7,10, (rT<%9)|.
(6.94)

Integrate (noting that s > 79) to obtain
Erry (Lo, R] < €Eyux[Le, R] 4+ C(Ga,s, €)[Eou[L %@, R] + Ess pu [l ~%¢, R]]. (6.95)
Using the estimate for 9, LoLy in (2.72), one obtains
|0 Lol |OLplr*w(—v) < 1>k, C(B5, 80, @)r*|0u L (U Lp| + 00 Lipl) + (RHS of (6.94))

< C(B§, g0, )Ry 2501 (|0, Lop|? + |U Lep|?) + (RHS of (6.94)) (6.99)

Integrate to obtain
Err,[Lp, R] < Ry'T*C(B§, go, @) Epuic[Le, R] + (RHS of (6.95)) (6.97)
Combine (6.95) and (6.97) to complete the proof. O

For the next two lemmas we introduce the following notation:
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e C°"(y) for the constant-u curve {(v/,v") € R :u' = u},

e v1(u) and vy (u) for the past and future endpoints of C°U*(u) i(the assumption that R is an admissible
spacetime region ensures that C°%(u) is connected),

e u; and us for the smallest and largest u-values attained in R.

Lemma 6.20 (Estimate for quartic error term). Let |a| > 1 and L € T'*. There is ¢, > 0 such that for
p>1 and e > 0, we have

Errquartic [LQD, R] S elpia,pEbulk[LQOa R]

+ C(%Oa P<a,p7 6) |:Ebulk[r<a303 R] + /

U1

U2

6.98
(u™P + e~ E[Lep, C°" (u)] du} . (699)

Proof. In Step 1 (see (6.99)), we prove the estimate for « = U, and Step 2 (see (6.102)) implies the estimate
for a > U.

Step 1: Estimate for Errquariic[Up, R]. We start by showing that

ErTquartic[U, R] < C(b0)Pg o Evuic[e, R]. (6.99)
By (2.64), we have
(0uUp)? <772C(00)[(Duip)” + (Up)?] < C(b0)Pg o (6.100)
Thus
.
Errquariic U, R] < / /R L (U (@.U) () dudv < Cloo)PR, / / dude

< C(bo)Pg o Evui[eps R,

which proves (6.99).
Step 2: Estimate for Errquartic[t, R] in terms of norms of Up. Let € > 0 and p > 1. We claim that

U2

Ertquastic[t). R] < €PE, B[t R] + P2, C (B, ¢) / (™ 4 =) B[, O (u)] du (6.102)

U1

Since rr;iln < C, we immediately obtain

2
Errquartic[), R] < CPF, // %T_p(ay’L/})Q(_V) du dv. (6.103)
R

Split the integral in (6.103) as

// :// +// +// = (I) + (I1) + (I11). (6.104)
R RNA{r<Ro}n{r>e-1} RA{r<Ro}n{r<e-1} RN{r>Ro}

To handle term (I), let ¢, > 0 be as in (4.15) and control (—v) with (4.15), use the smallness of 7=! and the
near-horizon term in Ep,x (see section 6.2.3):

2
(I) < Ce / / e*%ww%(avw? dudv < CeEpuv), R]. (6.105)
RNA{r>Ro}

Now we treat term (IT). Recall the notation introduced before the statement of this lemma. By lemma 4.3,
in the region {r < Ro} N{r < ¢!} we have v < v, for some v, < C(By,¢). Since 7 > 1, the bound on (—v)
in {r < Ry} from (4.15) implies

min(va(u) JURg (w),v4) ’I"2
(In) < C’/ / efc”(“fv);(30¢)2(u, v)dvdu
vi (u) (6.106)

uz

V2 .2
gCec””*/ e_c"“/ ;(81,1/1)2(11,0) dvdu:C(BO,e)/ e~ "B, C°"(u)] du.

V1 Ul
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Finally, we handle term (III). We have (—v) < C by (4.9), and 7 = w in {r > Ry} by definition, so

vz (u) 2
(111) / / LT_p(&)w)Q(—u)(u, v)dvdu
max(v1(u),vR, (u)) K (6 107)
va (u) 2 !
< c/ u P/ " ()2 (u, v) dv du < c/ P By, C°" (u)] du.
max (v (u),vR, (u)) K
We conclude (6.102) by substituting (6.105)—(6.107) into (6.103) and (6.104). O

Lemma 6.21. Let L € T'“. For R, sufficiently large depending on C(B§, go, o) and s > no sufficiently small,
we have

E[LQD, 22] + Ebulk[L% R] é C(ga,sv P<a,1+no)[E[F 907 ] T‘F<a(p| (pfut) + E4s bulk[]-—‘<a§07 RH (6108)

Proof. We induct on «. The base case o = 0 follows from (6.45), since Err[p, R| vanishes. It is therefore
enough to show that

E[Lg, 5]+ Epui[Lp, R] < C(Gas: P<ap) [E[Lo, 2]+ 7| Lo (u1,v2) + Eouic[[ <@, R] + Exs puie[[ <%, R]].

(6.109)
Let €1, €, €3 > 0. Combining lemmas 6.18 to 6.20 (and using |a| > 1 so that B§ < C(Ga.5)) gives
Err[Ly, R] < (€1 + €2 + €3Pia,1+no + Ry)C(BS, 90, @) Evuik[ L, R
+ C(Ga,s: P<a,i4no, €15 €2, €3) [Ebulk[r<a§07 R] 4+ Euspuc[ [ <“¢, R] (6.110)

+ / (W17 4 e B[ Ly, OO (u)] du].

1

One can choose €, €2, and €3 small based on C(B§, g0, P<a,14n,, ) and R, large based on C(Bg, go, cv), to
obtain

1
Err[Le,R] < §Ebulk[L%07R] + C(Ga,s: P<a,i4no) [Ebulk[r<a@aR] + Eys puk[ T <%0, R]

- [ P e BlLp, 0 ).

1

(6.111)

Now return to (6.45) and absorb the Epyk[Ly, R] term on the right of (6.111) to the left, and then apply
the same analysis to the subregion R(u.) ;= R N{u < u,} for u, € [uy, uz] to obtain

E[Lp, Lo(us)] + Eruk Lo, R(us)] < C(Ga,s, P<a,i+no) {E[LSD, 1] + 7| Ll (ur, v2) + Epuk [T <%, R]

+ Es buk[I<%¢, R] + /

uy

(w170 4 e~ B[Lyp, OO (u)] du} :
(6.112)

where we have written o(u.) for the future boundary of R(u.). Since E[Lp, C°"(u,)] < E[Lyp, Xa(u.)],
we can use Gronwall’s inequality in (6.112) to obtain

eI[nax }E[L(p, C" (u)] < C(Ga,s, P<cap)[E[Lp, 1] + r|Lo|*(uy, v2) ( )
uc|ul,Ux 6113
+ Erui [ <%0, R] + Eus pui[[ <%, R]].

Combine (6.112) and (6.113) and take u, = us to conclude (6.109). O
From now on, we fix R, large enough that lemma 6.21 holds.

Lemma 6.22 (Energy boundedness estimate on characteristic rectangles). Let R be a characteristic rectangle
with past 1. For any null curve ¥ C R, when s > ng is sufficiently small we have

E[va Z] + Ebulk[wv R] < C(ga,Sa ’P<a,1+no)[E[F§a¢a 21} + T|Fga¢|2(pfut) + E4s,bu1k [F<a§07 R]] (6114)
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Proof. A null curve ¥ C R can be extended to a piecewise null curve 35 so that ¥; and ¥, are the past
and future boundaries of a rectangular region R’ € R. Apply lemma 6.21 for the region R’, and take a
supremum over null curves ¥ C R (and hence R’ C R). O

Corollary 6.23 (Estimate for unweighted energy norm). When s > nq is sufficiently small, we have
53 + Ebuk[Lp; Rehar] < C(Ga,s, P<a,1+no)[’Di + 53&,43]' (6.115)

Proof. Apply lemma 6.22 to a characteristic rectangle R C Rcpar Whose past X; is contained in the past of
Rehar- Since X1 and pgy are contained in the data surface C™ U C°"| the energy E[¢, Y1) and the value
792 (pruy) are controlled by data (see lemma 6.5). Take a supremum over R C Rehar- O

6.6. rP-weighted energy estimate. We now adapt the work of Dafermos—Rodnianski [12] to derive an
rP-weighted energy estimate. Recall the weighted energy quantity E, defined in section 6.2.2.

Lemma 6.24 (Preliminary estimate for the quantity E,). Suppose that lim,_ o 7¢*(u,v) = 0 for each
u > 1. Then for anyp >0 and R> Ry + 1 and 7 > 1, we have

rP
B < | S (@u(r))? dv -+ C(bo, R p) B, ), (6116)
Youtn{r>R}
and for 1 <1 < 1o we have

/T " Bl < / - ( / " O (r))? dv) dr + C(bo, R, p) B[t R(r1,72)], (6.117)

T1 soutn{r>R} A

Proof. Introduce the following energy quantity that is localized to the region {r < R}:

2 2
Bealolr) = [ s [ oo | M do
in soutn{r<R} Youtn{R—-1<r<R} (6.118)
= E[Y, %, N{r > R}] +/ Aryp® dv.
Sowtn{R—1<r<R}
Observe that the desired (6.116) and (6.117) are a consequence of the following three estimates:
TP o
B < [ P 0. r)? v+ Clbo, Rp)E2a(r)  (6119)
Soutn{r>R}
E25(1) < C(bo)[E[), X N {r > R} + limsup 71)?| =1 (v))] (6.120)
B V00
/ El, 3 n{r < R} dr < C(bo, R) Epui[t), R(71,72)]- (6.121)
We now prove (6.119)—(6.121) one by one.
Step 1: Proof of (6.119). By the definitions of Ej, and EZy, it is enough to show that
rP o
/ 1 Ou(rv))? dv + [0 (7, vR, (7)) < C(bo, B, p) B2 R[¥](7). (6.122)
Soutn{r<R}
To prove (6.122), we start with the following pointwise estimate on X% N {r < R} C {Ry <r < R}:
P 2 Pry2, /.2 r? 2 2 r? 2
@) < RPN 4+ T (00)7] < Clbo, o) e + - (00)?). (6.123)
Integrate (6.123) over v € [vg, (), vr(7)] and add Ro|¢¥|?(7,vR, (7)) to both sides to get
2
(LHS of (6122)) < C(by, R,p)| / Arp? dv + Roltp | (7, vgy (7)) + / S (0u)? do].
soutn{r< R} soutn{r<R} M
(6.124)
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For any R’ € [R—1, R], we can control the first two terms on the right side of (6.124) using Hardy’s inequality
(lemma 6.3 with @ = 0) and arrive at

(LHS of (6.122)) < C(bo, R, p) |R'|¢[*(7,vr: (7)) +/Eoum{ . g(avw dv}. (6.125)

Averaging over R’ € [R — 1, R] yields (6.122).
Step 2: Proof of (6.120). It is enough to prove (6.120) with the left side replaced by f20utm{R—1<r<R} Arp? dv;
this estimate is a consequence of Hardy’s inequality (lemma 6.3 with a = 0 in the limit vo — 00).

Step 8: Proof of (6.121). Recall from (2.18) that 7 is a function of v in {r < Ry} (with r(7,v) = Ry) and
a function of u in {r > Rg} (with 7 = u). Thus (6.121) follows from changing variables with the following
computation,

j—:}—(u,v) = ﬁ(ulgo(v),v) in {r <Ry}, %(u,v) =1 in{r> Ro}. (6.126)
|
Lemma 6.25. Let p € R. We have
rP P (=04, 0,r)
0u(F@r0)?) + 0, (T 00
o2 ~1
+ (o) = 2EZ ) ) + 8- 00w (6120
:274);18 (r) (=)0 + 7720, 2(_87;8”))1&
Proof. We refer to [32, Lem. 8.52] for details of the computation. O

Lemma 6.26 (rP-weighted energy estimate). Suppose that lim, . r¢?(u,v) = 0 for each u > 1. Then for
1<7 <7 andp € (0,3), we have

Tz/

(6.128)
C(bo,Po,0,p) (1) //( )7“er3|D¢|2 k(= ’/)dUdU+Ebu1k[¢7R(T1,72)]+E[¢7Emﬂ~
R(T1,T2

Proof. Introduce the notation ¥ = ri). By lemma 6.24, it is enough to show that for R = C(bg, Po,0,p), We

have
T2

p—1
/ UAPRIE dv+/ (/ r (31,\11)2dv) dr < (RHS of (6.128)). (6.129)
rovn{r>Rr} A 7 Mrewngr>gry A

To show (6.129), let xr(r) be a smooth non-decreasing function such that xyg =1 on {r > R} and xg =0
on {r < R/2}. To begin, let R > 3Ry. Define

1) 1= x5 (009)%) + xn(r), (wa)
(1) = (o) [p—v) — ZE= LD )
(I11) == xr(r) [2?87,\PTD1/) + P39, (1" M)wz}

so that the result of multiplying the statement of lemma 6.25 by xg(r) reads (I) + (II) = (III). By (4.12)-
(4.14), for R > C(bo,p, @i, "min) and ¢ = ¢(cy ), the square bracketed term in (I) is positive, and we have

(3@‘11) + xr(r)2(3 = p)r*~H(w — e /r)A(—7) W2, (6.130)

rP= 1

(I) = xr(r)ep——(0y )2 + xr(r)e(3 — p)rP= w2, (6.131)

Since p € (0, 3), the right side of (6.131) is posmve. Since

D, (7,2 (_8uavr)

« )‘ = 15y |00 (2(w — €2/7)(—=7))| < C(bo, Po.o)r2, (6.132)

39

1,>R,




we have

|(IIT)| < C(bo) (RHS of (6.131))"/2- (r7+3|0p[2)

+r71C(bg, Po o) (RHS of (6.131))
(6.133)

—_

< ~(I1) + C(bg, Po,o)r? | Ty|?.

[\

Integrate by parts, using R > 3R, to note that supp xr is disjoint from T'i":

rP 9 rP 9
// (D :/ Xr(r)—(0,7) dv—/ Xr(r)—(0,¥)* dv
7?,(71,72) I“,o_;t )\ F?_lllt )\

_ / r? 2 ﬁ(_auawr) 2
//72(7-1,7—2)XR(T) [ y (0,0)° + 3 . v } du dv.

Integrating the identity (I) + (II) = (III) and using (6.131) and (6.133) gives

rP T2 rP—1
/ XR(T)—(&,\I/)2 dv+/ / Xr(r) (3,,\1/)2 dvdr
rout A . Jron A

(6.134)

1P (—0,00r)

D
s [wmSewras [[ 0 ge[Tew s TE e
Tout A R(T1,72) A T
A ’ (6.135)

+// xr(r)rPT3|0y|? du dv
R(T1,72)

P (—
< (RHS of (6.128)) +// X;%(r)%(a‘;i‘?”)\p? du dv,
T1,T2)

where the implied constant is C (bg, Po0,p)- Since x'p is supported in a finite-r region, the last term on the
right is controlled by Eypuik[t), R(T1,72)]. For the remaining parts of E,[¢)] on the left of (6.128), we have

/‘ = (Dup)? du +/ / — 2dudr <g, E[, 2r,] + Fpax[t, R(T1,72)]. (6.136)
T2
An argument using Hardy’s inequality allows us to estimate

(0,1)? dv+/

rewtn{Ry<r<R} A

rp—1

(0,9)*dv Sgv, B, Er]+ Epui[t), R(71,72)]. (6.137)

/routm{RO<T<R} A
Add (6.135)—(6.137) to complete the proof. O

6.7. Boundedness of the weighted energy &, ;. In this section, we complete the proof of proposition 6.1
by controlling the p-weighted energy (for p close to 2) by initial data, as well as geometric quantities,
unweighted pointwise norms, and lower order weighted pointwise norms. To this end, we first formulate the
pigeonhole argument of [12] by which one obtains pointwise decay from rP-weighted energy estimates.

Lemma 6.27 (Pigeonhole argument). Suppose F), : [1,00) — Rxq is a family of non-negative functions
defined for p € R such that

(1) Fp(r) Sppr Fpr (1) whenever p < p,
(2) and there are ¢ > 0, € > 0, and A > 0 such that for any p € (0,2 — €] and 1 < 11 < 19, we have

Fy(rs) + / Y B (1) dr <, Fy(r1) + ATV (6.138)
Then b
Fr_o(1) S Fo_c(1) + A, (6.139)
Fi_o(1) S 771 (Fa—e(1) + Amax(1,72779), (6.140)
/:2 F_ () dr <77 (Fa—e(1) + Amax(1,727¢79)) (6.141)

for 7 > 1, with implicit constants depending on €.
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Proof. We do not track the dependence of implicit constants on e (that arises from the use of (6.138) for
fixed values of p that depend on €).

Step 1: Proof of (6.139) and proof of (6.140) and (6.141) for 7 € [1,2]. First, (6.139) follows from (6.138)
for p = 2 — € and 7 = 1 (since the F}, are non-negative). Next, suppose 1 < 7 < 2. Start with (6.138)
for p = 1 — € over the interval [1, 7], and then use the consequence F}_ (1) < F5_.(1) of the monotonicity
assumption (1) to get

Fi_o(r) + / Fo.r)dr SF_ 1)+ A< Fy (1) + A (6.142)
1

This implies (6.140) and (6.141) when 7 € [1,2]. We can therefore suppose for the rest of the proof that
T > 2.

Step 2: Proof of (6.140) for 7 > 2. The estimate (6.138) for p = 2 — € and the non-negativity of the F, give
/ Fio () dr < Fyo(r)2) + Ar2—<0. (6.143)
/2

There is 7 € [1/2,7] at which Fj_. is bounded by its average value over the interval (“the pigeonhole
principle”). Combine this observation with (6.143) and (6.139) to arrive at

T

Fi_(7) < 27*1/ Fi_(7)dr <177YFo_ (1) + Amax(1,72779)). (6.144)

Conclude (6.140) by substituting (6.144) into (6.138) with p = 1 — € over the interval [7, 7].
Step 3: Proof of (6.141) for 7 > 2. Start with (6.138) for p = 1 — € over the interval [7/2, 7], and then use
the just established (6.140) and the non-negativity of F),. O

Lemma 6.28 (Estimate for weighted energy norm). There are explicit constants C, depending only on «
such that for s > ng sufficiently small (depending on a numerical constant), we have

Ea,Q—no—Cas S C(ga,sa Pa,Oa P<a,1+n0; S)Da- (6]—45)

Proof. We use the notation R(7,72) == UTI<T<T2 ;. Write Aq s = C(Ga,s: Pa,0, P<a,i4m0:5)-

Step 1: rP-weighted energy estimate and energy boundedness for the foliation ¥,. Let 1 < 7 < 7. In this
step we show that for p € (0,2 — 4B,s — 1], we have

E[va 27'2 + Eblllk[LQ07 R(Tlv 7_2)} < C(Aoz,sv 5)[E[Fga907 E‘1'1] + E4Ba8 [F<a¢] (Tl)}v (6146)
EyplLyl(r2) / L)1) AT < CAa s, 8)[Ep[T=@)(T1) + Epapos L0 (11)]; (6.147)

where B, = #{0 : 0 < 8 < a} is the number of multi-indices less than «. These follow from Steps 2abc
below (see (6.148), (6.149) and (6.152)).

Step 1a: Energy boundedness. We begin by showing that
E[Lg, S7,] + Bou[Lo, R(71,72)] < C(Aa,s)[EL=%0, 57, ] + Es pu T <%0, R(71,72)]]. (6.148)

In fact, this is a consequence of lemma 6.21 applied to the region R(71,72). The limiting boundary terms on
‘H and Z can be controlled by another application of lemma 6.21 to the region R(71,72). We can neglect the
Prut term because X, extends to v = oo and we can assume limsup,_, . 7|['=%p|?(11,v) = 0 by including
Pa.o0 in the constant on the right (since the limit supremum vanishes if P, o is finite).

Step 1b: Controlling the error terms in the rP-weighted energy estimate. Let p € (0,2 — 4s — ng]. We show
that

Ey[Lg)(T2) + /T2 Ep 1 [Lg)(1) AT < C(Aa s, P)E,[T=¢)(T1) + Epyas bu[[ <0, R(11,72)]].  (6.149)
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Since p < 2 — 28 — 19, (2.70) implies

// P3| 0Lg*k(—v) dudv
R(Tl,Tz)

< C(Ga.s) // PPI29(9, DS 1 [UTS ] + 1,5 5, [0, ((T<0) Pi(—v) dudy  (6:150)
R(T1,72)

S C(ga,s)[Ebulk[FSagoa,R'
Substitute (6.148) and (6.150

can assume limsup,_, . r[['S%y|
obtain

—~~

T1, 7_2)} + Ep+2s,bulk [F<a90’ R(Tlv T2)H'

~

nto the rP-weighted energy estimate (6.128) (noting as in Step la that we

i
2(r,v) = 0 for all 7 > 1 by including P, o in the constant on the right) to

B, [L¢)(rs) + / " By Lel(r) 7 < O(da 0, p) [B[076](r1) + B, 2, (6.151)

+ Emax(p+2s,4s),bulk[r<oé(pa R(Tla 7-2)]] .

To complete the proof, use max(p + 2s,4s) < p + 4s and control E[I'S%p, ¥, | by E,[[S%](r1) using
lemma 6.6.

Step 1c: Estimate for rP-weighted bulk term. We claim that for 7 > 1 and p € (0,2 — 4Bys — 1g], we have
Epouik[T=%0, R(7,00)] < C(Aas, p)[Ep[L=¢](7) + Epyan.s[[<*¢](7)], (6.152)
where B, = #{8:0 < 8 < a} is the number of multi-indices smaller than «. Indeed, Step 1b (see (6.149))

implies

Ep ot IS0, R (71, 7)) < C(bo) / B,y [PS%](r) dr

(6.153)
< O(Aas) [Bp[T=0)(T1) + Eptaspunc[T<%0, R(71,72)]].
An induction argument establishes (6.152).
Step 2: Interpolation. Observe that for any 7 > 1 and € > 0 and ¢ > —e, we have
2
r
B < [ @) dut rlifr.om, (7)
—€ 1—e
it / L (0 (rh))? du 4 7971 / " Oure))Pde (619
Soun{r<r} A seen{rzry A

< TICE_[Y)(7) + 71T B Y] (7).
We have bounded the first two terms on the right in the first line by E_.[¢)](7).
Step 3: Energy decay through the foliation %.. We will prove inductively that for p € (0,2 — 4B,s — no] we
have
E,[[5%p|(1) < 7779 C(Aq 5, p)D2, (6.155)
where g, = 2 — g — 4Bys for By = ZBS& Bg.
We first show that (6.155) holds for o = 0 with go = 2 — n9. By (6.147), we have

T2
Bel(ra) + [ Byalgl(r)dr < ClAanpEylel(r) (6.156)
T1
for p € (0,2 —no] and 1 < 71 < 79. Now lemma 6.27 implies that
Er o [@](7) + ) E_po[)(7) d7" S 77 By, 0] (1) < 771C(Ao ) DG, (6.157)
T/2

where we used lemma 6.7 to control Fs_,,[¢](1) by initial data. Interpolate using (6.154) to obtain
Epp](r) < 7T By, [0](7) + 7P By, [] (7). (6.158)
A pigeonhole argument applies to (6.157) implies that there is 7 € [7/2, 7] such that

2 T
E @) < = | Eop[pl(7) d7" < 772C(Ao,5)D5. (6.159)
/2
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Substitute (6.157) and (6.159) into (6.158) to get
E,[p](F) < 7P C (A ) D5 (6.160)
Use (6.160) and (6.156) over the interval [T, 7] to obtain
Epp]() < CAo,s, D) Ep[@](T) < 777210 C (Ao s, p)Dp. (6.161)

Now we show the inductive step. Suppose (6.155) holds for multi-indices < «. Then (6.147) and the
induction hypothesis give

Ey[Lg)(r2) + / Epa[Lg)(7) AT < C(Aa,s, p)[Ep[T =] (1) + 7{ P70 4, D7] (6.162)
for 1 <71 < 79. Sum over L € I'* and use lemma 6.27 to get

By [D=%¢] () + / E_y [D=](r") dr'  wi 70T <e B0 O( A, )D3, (6.163)
/2

We have used lemma 6.7 to control Ea_,, [[<%¢](1). By a pigeonhole argument, there is 7 € [r/2, 7] such
that

E_y,[T=](7) < % T; E_y,[[=%)(r') dr’ g 707 dsetBes O (A, ) D3, (6.164)
Interpolate using (6.154) and then use (6.163) and (6.164) to get
E,[T<eg](r) < /M E_ [P<0)(7) 4+ 7710 By [PS0y](7) < 7P-1<0HBasC(A, o, p)D2.  (6.165)
Apply (6.162) over the interval [T, 7] to obtain
By[056](r) < C(Ans. DBy [T<GI() 4+ 7H1Bar 150 A, D] < 77~ 1<e=4Ba)C(A, L p)D2.  (6.166)

This completes the inductive proof of (6.155).

Step 4: Completing the proof of (6.145). Write pmax =2 — 1o — 4(Bs +1)s — 4B,s, so that it is enough to
show that

2 2
Epae < C(Aa,s) Dy, (6.167)
For 7 > 1, let S; be the collection of null curves whose past endpoint lies in 3,. Then
527]3 < sup sup TPE[LSY, Y] +sup P By, [TS%, B0] + Ep b [ 5%, R(1, 00)]. (6.168)
7>1X€eS, 7>1

Fix a null curve ¥ € §;, so that ¥ C R(7,00). Apply the energy boundedness statement of lemma 6.22 to
obtain

E[[5%p, %] < C(Aa.s)[E[T=%, B, ] + Eus b <%0, R(1, 00)]]. (6.169)

The pgy¢ term vanishes because r — oo along ¥, and the pointwise norm P, ¢ appears on the right. By
lemma 6.6 and (6.152) and (6.155), we have

B[Lp, %] < C(Aas)[Eas[T=20)(T) + Bagp,11)s[[<*¢)(7)] < C(Aa.s) Bagpar1)s[[=¢](7)

A (6.170)
< 7'_2+770+4(B“+1)S+4BO‘SC(A04,S)D3 — T_pnlaxC(Aays)Di
By (6.155), we have
By [T (7) < 71— 20m044Bas 0 (A, VD2 < pl+0Pmex (A, )D2. (6.171)

Finally, (6.152) and (6.155) gives

Eprxxax7bUIk[F§a(p7R(T7 oo)] < C<Aays)prnax+4B(yS[Féaw](T) < 7_4(Ba+1)sC(Aa,S>Di < C(AmS)DZ-
(6.172)
Combine (6.168) and (6.170) to (6.172) to obtain the desired (6.167). O
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7. POINTWISE ESTIMATES

In section 7.1, we estimate weighted L>°-norms similar to P,[¢] in terms of [y, the initial data norm
D[], and the energy norms E[¢] and &,[¢]. In section 7.2, we specialize the estimates in section 7.1 to
functions of the form I'S®p. This requires an understanding of OI'S®yp, as obtained in section 2.8.3, and
culminates in a proof of the following result:

Proposition 7.1 (Estimate for pointwise norm). Let o > 0 and p > 0. When s > 0 is sufficiently small
depending on «, we have

Pap < C(ba; 7™ °ga)(Da + Eayp)- (7.1)

Proof. Combine lemmas 7.4, 7.5, 7.8 and 7.9. O

7.1. Estimates for general functions.

Lemma 7.2. We have
72| o < Do[] + E[]. (7.2)

Proof. We use the fundamental theorem of calculus along a constant-v curve from (u,v) to (1,v) € O™, and
then apply Cauchy-Schwarz, the assumption min,ef;,o0) 7(1,v) > 1, the change of variables dr = (—v) du,
and the monotonicity r(u,v) < r(1,v). This gives

9] (u, v) < |[(1,0) + /lulau?/fl(U’,v) du’ <r7'(1,0)D[Y]

([ ) ([ et ar)” (73)

—U)

< V2(1,0)D[8] + (/:)) r2 dr)1/2€[¢] < V2 (u, 0) (DoY) + E[]).
| O
Lemma 7.3. Let s > 1. Then
[Pl e < C(bo, 8)(Do[v)] + E[] + [[r°0y (1) || o). (7.4)

Proof. Fix R > Ry. We integrate 9, (ry) in the v-direction from (u,vg(u)) € {r = R} to (u,v). To control
the boundary term at {r = R}, we use lemma 7.2, and we estimate the integral using the hypothesis, a
change of variables, and the fact that 1,5>p,A7' < C(bg). Writing A = ||, (r¢)| 1=, we get

r|9|(u,v) < RI$|(u, vr(u)) + / ( )|a@<rw)|<u, V') dv’ < RY2(Do[)] + E[¥]) + A ( )r*%uw’)dv’
vr(u Vr(u (75)
r(u,v)
< RY2(Do[] + E[]) + C(by) A /R r=5 dr < C(bo, 8)(Do[t] + E[W] + A).
O
Lemma 7.4. Let p > 0. If Dg[¢)] < oo, then
[Pt/ 2 7P /2| oo < BE[R]- (7.6)

Proof. We first consider the case where r(u,v) > Ry, and then the case where r(u,v) < Rg. We can assume
that E[Y] < 0o, as otherwise (7.6) is trivial since the right side is infinite.
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Step 1: r(u,v) > Rg. Suppose that r(u,v) > Ry. Since r(u,v’) — 0o as v/ — oo, lemma 7.2 implies that
|| (u,v") — 0 as v' — oco. We can therefore use the fundamental theorem of calculus in v from (u,v) to
(u, 0), then use Cauchy-Schwarz and the lower bound 1 — > 1/2 in {r > Ry} from (4.12) to get

oo .2

pltne) < [ el < (7o) (o an) ™ )
< (/OO P21 — )t dr)1/27_7p/25p < 27’717'7’7/251,[1/)]. .

r(u,v)

Step 2: r(u,v) < Ry. If r(u,v) < Ry, then we integrate on a constant-v curve from (ug,(v),v) to (u,v) and
use Cauchy-Schwarz and a change of variables as before. The boundary term on {r = Ry} is controlled by
Step 1, and the integral decays in 7. This gives

() < [elum @0+ [ ol 0a
Ro

r—2 dr) 2 (/uu r (0u1p)? (v, v) du’> VE(18)

< 2R61/27‘_p/2(URo(v>7U)gp[w] + (/ w (V)

r(u,v)

< 3r~Y2p7P2¢ [y,
In the last line we have used 7(u,v) = 7(ug,(v),v) for r(u,v) < Ry. O
Lemma 7.5. Let p > 14 9. If Do[t)] < o0, then
P 21202 | o < C iy 10)Ep Y] (7.9)

Proof. In view of the previous lemma and 7 > 1, it is enough to obtain the result in {r > Rg}. As in the
previous lemma, we integrate d,(r) in the v-direction from (u,vg,(u)) € {r = Ro} to (u,v). This time, we
estimate the integral using the p-weighted energy. We get

v

rl(u, v) < Ro[|(u, vry (w)) +/ |00 (r)|(u, v') do'

URO(’M)

1/2 v 1+n0 1/2

< Ré/QT_p/QC(bO)gp[w] + (/ T.—l—no dT) (/ r S (8U(Tw))2 dv/) (710)
VR (u)

VRq (u)

< 77P20(wy)Ep ] + Cno)r—P/HHH/2Hm0/2g o).

v

In passing to the last line, we used Ry < C(w;). O

Lemma 7.6. Let s € [0,1]. We have

100 (r)] < 7732 C(bo) (Dol¥] + E[Y]) + /lu re(—v)|0v|(d, v) du'. (7.11)

Proof. The wave equation (2.15) implies

(w—e’/r)

040y (1)) = re(—v)0Y + (0,0,7)Y = re(—v)OY — 2 K(=v). (7.12)

2
Integrate (7.12) in u to get

u

“2(w —e?/r) , , / /
|8v(r¢)|(u,v)ﬁ|8U(7‘¢())(1,U)+/1 ——a )Y, v) du +/1 ri(—v)|OY|(u/, v) du. (7.13)
=(I

=(1I)

For term (I), use the monotonicity r(1,v) > r(u,v) and the fact that r has a global lower bound to estimate
r=2(1,v) in terms of r~3/2(u,v). We also use the fact that A < C(bg) on C°"*. For term (II), use &, @ = by,
45



change variables (—v)du = dr, and use lemma 7.2. This gives

(0)+ () £ (1, 000[6] + Coo) |20 [ 720w -

<172, 0)C(bo) (DoY) + E[]).
Substitute (7.14) into (7.13) to get the result. O

Lemma 7.7. We have

S0P + [ enlU) ') < Clon)@lul? + €W +2 [ 2eUvC0u ) v’ (1.15)
1 1

Proof. Tt is enough to show the pointwise inequality

r2

%av(er)Q +en(U)? < 2UYTY + O(bo)—(0,0)". (7.16)

Indeed, lemma 7.7 follows immediately from (7.16) after recalling the definitions of [¢] and E[¢].
We now show (7.16). Apply the redshift inequality @ — e?/r > ¢y > 0 (see (4.1)) to the wave equation
to compute

_ a2
0y (rUY) = rk0¢ + 0,0 — W!ﬂ”U(ﬁ < kY + 0ut) — 2exkr U, (7.17)

To conclude (7.16), multiply both sides by rUt, use Young’s inequality for the term rd,v%U, and apply
k™t et < C(by). O
7.2. Controlling the pointwise norm P, .

Lemma 7.8. For a > 0, let B, = #{8: 0 < 8 < a} be the number of multi-indices smaller than «. For
5 > 0 small enough depending on o, we have

IrT=pl e + 720 =g Lo + [|r*/2 P50, (rT=*¢) || 1 < C(Gass)(Da + Ea). (7.18)

Proof. 1t is enough to establish that
||T3/27Basav(rr§a§0)”L°° < C(ga,s)(Da + g(!) (719)

Indeed, the estimate for |[rT<%p| L~ follows from lemma 7.3 and (7.19). Moreover, the estimate for
|20,T=%¢|| follows from
r20,1S% < 10, (rTS%) — M=% (7.20)

and A < C(bp). Note that here we use the smallness of s with respect to « to conclude that 3/2 — B,s > 1.

We prove (7.19) by induction on «. When o = 0, (7.19) is an immediate consequence of lemma 7.6 applied
to ¢. Now suppose that |a] > 1 and (7.19) holds for multi-indices < a with the exponent B, = B<, + 1.
We want to show that (7.19) holds for the multi-index .

Fix a point (u,v) at which we want to estimate |9, (rLy)|. By lemmas 7.2 and 7.6, we have

8, (rLep)| < r73/2C(60)(Dy + Ea) + /1" re(—v)|0yY|(u',v) du'. (7.21)

The estimate for |[JLy| in corollary 2.21 and the inequality x < C(bg) gives

u

/ ri(—0) 0|t v) e < C(Gar) / P UTSe | (<) (o, v)
1 1
:=(1)
+ C(Gas) / P 0, (T <) + 10,L <] + 9y Lol] (—1) (o, v) Al
1

:=(II)
(7.22)
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Since r(u,v) < r(u',v) for all u' € [1,u], we have

r(1,v) 1/2 , fu 1/2
(I) < (/ pAt2s dr) (/1 r2(UT=Y0)?(—v)(«,v) du') <328 (4, 0)E,,. (7.23)

(u,v)

We now turn to term (II). Use |0,%| < 771|0, ()| + r~1A|4], the induction hypothesis, and lemma 7.2 to
get

(1) < / [P 510, (rT<@)| + r 2T |0=%g| + 7727519, (rLo) || (—v) (v, v) du’
1
= / [rm 1732 Beat Do (G, ) (Do + €o) + 17200, (rLe) || (—v) (', v) du/ (7.24)
1
< C(Gu,s)(Da + Eq)r 32 Batls(y, y) +/ 72510, (rL) | (—v) (v, v) du’.
1

By (7.21)-(7.24), we obtain
10, (rLo)|(u,v) < C(Ga,s) (Do + 5a)r_3/2+(B<a+1)s(uvv)

+C(Ga,s) /“ 22019, (rLo)|(—v) (v, v) du.

1

(7.25)

Since r—3/2+(B<at1)(. ) is non-decreasing (in u), Gronwall’s inequality implies (7.19) with B, = Beo + 1,
as desired. g

Lemma 7.9. Let L € T'* for some a > 0. For s > 0 small enough depending on «, we have

[rULg| e < C(Ga,s)(Da + Ea).- (7.26)

Proof. Step 1: Preliminary observation. Observe that lemma 7.8 implies that for s small enough depending
on a, we have

r210,(rT<*9)[* < 7720 (bca, 1™ g<a) (D24 + E2,). (7.27)

Step 2. We prove lemma 7.9 by induction on «. When « = 0, lemma 7.7 follows from lemma 7.9 (for
1 = ). Now suppose inductively that || > 1 and lemma 7.9 holds for all multi-indices < «. Use lemma 7.7
(for ¢ = L), the estimate for ULpOLy in (2.71), an r-weighted Young’s inequality with e, the fact that
Ky kT cil,r_l < C(by), the induction hypothesis, and (7.27) to obtain

r2|UL<p|2(u,v)—|—/ 2¢3 (ULp)?(u,v") dv’
1

< C(b)(D2 4 &2) + e/lv(ULgp)?(u,U/) do’

v 2
+ C(Ga,ss 6)/ [%|8vfga4p|2 + 1,5 p, 7250, (rT<%)|? + r28|UF<“goﬂ dv’ (7.28)
1

v v .2
< C(bo)(D§+5§)+e/ (UL¢)2(u,v')dv’+C(ga,s,e)/ [%mvrﬁwﬁ+r*2+28(D§+5§) do’
1 1
< e/ (ULp)*(u,v") dv' + C(Ga.s, €) (D2 + E2).
1

To conclude, absorb the first term on the right to the left by taking € > 0 small enough depending on c. [

8. ESTIMATES FOR DIFFERENTIATED GEOMETRIC QUANTITIES

The goal of this section is to establish the following result:
47



Proposition 8.1 (Estimates for higher order geometric quantities). For |a| > 1 and s > 0 sufficiently small,
we have

) < Cla, By, 7 B0, Eca1s Pea,2—s4m0) (
C(Ba) < C(a,Bo, 7 G0, €015 Pa,2—s+1m0) (
) < C(a,Bo, 7 °Gp, Ecais Peaz—s+1m0) (
) < Cla,Bo, 7 G0, Eq.1, Pa,2—s+4n0)- (

Proof. Lemma 8.2 and propositions 8.4, 8.8 and 8.13 imply that for |a| > 1 we have
C(by) < Ca, b0, Bea,r " Gen,Ecal, Pea,i4mo),
C(Ba) < Cla,bn,Bea,T °6cn, 01, Pa1);
C(r—7°ga) < C(
C(r°6,) < Cla,B<a, " "g<ar T "Gca, 015 Pa,2—stm0)- )
Substitute (8.5) into (8.6) and substitute (8.6) and (8.7) into (8.8) and induct on « to obtain (8.1)—(8.4). O

—S
«, bﬁaa r ®<o¢7 E<o¢,17 P<a,2—s+n0)7

© 0w o
o g O Ot

8.1. Preliminary estimate for schematic geometric quantities. To estimate the geometric quantities
bo, Ba, 9o, and B, it is enough to estimate the zeroth order geometric quantities (which has been done in
section 4) and estimate derivatives of w, log k, and log(—~).

Lemma 8.2. For |a| > 1, we have

C(by) < O, bg,Bon,” G, r T, TS log K, 15, 507" log k| g<a, T=* log(—7)),
C(B,) < Cla, B, by, 7 1B o, vT=Ylog k, 7T =TV log k, 770 = log(—7)),

C(r=°ga) < C(a,bea,r "G a, 7 T, 1,5 gyr' " T="log(—7)), (&)

C(r°6,) < Cla,B<a,r *g<a, ™ SPSg, rl TlﬁU>()F log K| g<a)-

The proof is provided at the end of the section.
Lemma 8.3. Let |a| > 1, and let L € T'*. We have

Lr =5 O(1)r, (8.10)
Lv = 1jgjast =s (TS 'Bo)[1 + 1> r, Lagso(—v +u+7)], (8.11)
1rsro Lu =5 (T=71B0)[1 + Lagso0{lr>RroU, 1r<ar,v}], (8.12)
1sr, L(—v +u+ 1) = TSO7195. (8.13)

Proof. First, (8.10) follows from the calculation (2.21). For the remaining estimates, we use an inductive
argument.

Step 1: The case |a] = 1. We first establish (8.11)—(8.13) for the case |a| = 1.
Step 1a: Proof of (8.11) when || = 1. We need to control Uv, Vv, and Sv — v. A computation reveals

Uv=0 Vo=x+(1-x)\"* Sv—v:(l—X)((—v+u+r)—r(l—)\_l)—%(/{—(—v))). (8.14)
It follows that

Dv =4 by Sv—v =¢ Bo[l + L,>r,(—v +u+7). (8.15)
Step 1b: Proof of (8.12) when |a| = 1. We need to control Uu, Vu, and Su. We compute
1 K K
Uu = Vu=x——= Su=xv—+(1—x)u (8.16)
(—v) (=) (=)
It follows that
1r2R0DU =5 bo lrzROSU s bO{erRoua 1r§2R.U}- (8~17)
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Step 1c: Proof of (8.13) when |a| = 1. By (8.15) and (8.17) and Ur, Vi =; O(1) we have
1,>p,D(—v+u—r) = by. (8.18)
From (8.15) and the discussion that follows in Step la, we can express
Sv=v+{1=-x)(—v+ut+r)+E=xv+1—-x)r+(1—-x)u+& (8.19)
for € =5 By. Together with (8.17) and Sr = (1 — x)r, we compute

v
S(~v+utr)= (fw (k— (=) — €. (8.20)

It follows as in Step la that v(k — (—7)) =¢ Bo. Since 1,>r, (=)' =5 bo, we get
1r2ROS(_U +r+ ’I“) = By. (8.21)

We conclude from (8.18) and (8.21) that (8.13) holds when |a| = 1.

Step 2: Inductive step. Let |aq],|az| > 1, and let L; € T, Write « = ay 4+ a. Suppose that (8.11)—(8.13)
hold for multi-indices 5 with 1 < || < |a|. We will show that they hold for L; Ly € I'*. Recall that by
definition T'<*B, =, B,,. Differentiating (8.11) for the multi-index ay by L; € T'®* and using (8.11) for
multi-indices < || gives

L1Lov — Lay)sjan) L1v =5 (TS T2 71B0)[1 4+ 1Ls gy lagso(—v + u+ 7). (8.22)

Use (8.11) for Ly € T'** to handle the second term on the left and use 1(q,)s=|as|L(a1)s=|a1|V = Llag=]|a|
to conclude (8.11) for the multi-index «. A consequence of (8.11) for the multi-index « and the fact that
r~! =, O(1) is that

Lv =, (T=*7'80){r, 1,5 r,u, v}. (8.23)

Differentiate (8.11) for the multi-index ae by L; € I'** and use (8.12) and (8.23) for multi-indices < o to

conclude (8.12) for the multi-index «. Finally, it is clear how to prove (8.13) inductively. O
Proof of lemma 8.2. Define

bo :=bo, Bo:=Bo, §o:=g0, &o =06, (8.24)

and for |a| > 1, define the following schematic quantities that capture the top order terms in b,, Ba, ga,
and ®,:

bo == On(r T, T log &, 14y, 0rT log £, T log(—7)), (8.25)
B, = Oa({r,1,>p,u, v} log &, TV log k, {r, 1,>r,ru, v}1,>p, I log(—v)), (8.26)
Oo = b {1, 7%, rT* log(—7)}, (8.27)
B, = Bo{l,{r, 1r>r,ru, 1r<2r,v}1a, >0l " log k}. (8.28)

Step 1: Relating the original schematic geometric quantities to the ones with tildes. Observe that for |a| > 1
bo = Oa(T7bp (1 p<a: T/ Bprlprsr<ar T 855157 <ar T T 650|541 p1<a),
Ba = 0a(MP0s |51+ <a: T’ By s <ar 7 T8 467 <ar T TP Bl p1pr<a)s
8o = 0a{1, 18 (515 <a: TP Bp1p<al,
Ga = Ba{l,I8p |45 <a: TP B <al-

This can be seen from the definitions of the original and tilded quantities and the consequence of the chain
rule that T@f =, O,(I'S%log f, f, f~1) for any positive function f.

Step 2. We claim that

(8.29)

IPbg |46 <a =5 O(b<a), (8.30)
7By (515 <a =s O(b<a, B<a), (8.31)
IG5/ 515 <a =s O(b<a){l,B<a}; (8.32)
P64 |51 p<a =s O(B<a){l,d<a, B<a} (8.33)
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Step 2a: Proof of (8.30) and (8.32). This follows from (8.10) and differentiating bo = bo (see (2.34)) in the
case 8/ =0 and bg (see (8.25)) in the case |8'| > 0. The proof of (8.32) is similar.

Step 2b: Proof of (8.31) and (8.33). Differentiate B from (2.36) use (8.11)—(8.13) to control the differenti-
ated weights 7, u, and v, and use (8.30) to arrive at

I*%By =, 1B =, O(Ibo, T=* 1B, B,) = O(I=*"'By, b<o, B<a) (8.34)
Differentiate (8.26) and use (8.11)—(8.13) to get
T%Gs |54 pr<a, 150 =s Oa(T=* 180, B<,). (8.35)
Combine (8.34) and (8.35) with (8.30) for 5’ = 0 to conclude
TPB s |51 5 <a =s OIS 1B, ba, Ba). (8.36)

To prove (8.31), induct on « with trivial base case « = 0 and inductive step given by (8.36). The proof of
(8.33) is similar.
Step 3: Completing the proof. The results of Steps 1 and 2 imply that for |o| > 1, we have

ba =s Oa(égaa %<a7 T_1®<a)a

%a =s Oa(Egou %Sav 71_16<a)7

~ . = (8.37)
Ja =s Oa(bga){l,gga,®<a},
6o =5 Oa(%éa){lvﬁﬁav ééa}
It is immediate from (8.25) and (8.27) that for |a| > 1 we have
C(b,) < C(r %o, I log K, 14y »0rT log £, T log(—7)), (8.38)
C(8a) < C(ba)(1 + M @[ + Lrx g, [rT log(—7)]),

Since 19 < 1/2 and G,, < C(By), applying lemma 4.3 to (8.26) and (8.28) implies that for |o| > 1 we have

c(
(B

C(B,) < C(Bo, vI % log k, rT* Y log k, 770 log(—7)), (8.39)
C(8a) < C(Ba) (1 + [rT1ay >0l log k).
To complete the proof of lemma 8.2, combine (8.37) with (8.38) and (8.39). O
8.2. Estimates for ['*w
Proposition 8.4 (Estimate for I'*w). For |a| > 1, we have
max(r—*710 7T || < C(‘B<Q)P<a2 o (8.40)
Proof. Step 1: Formula for T*w. Let || > 1. We begin by showing that
IMw =g b<q_1 [TQDFSO“%(,ODFSOHI@ +r2{1, 1,>pr.u,1<or,v, v/r}DFS"“S@ngafsgo (8.41)
+ 7'2{1, r, >R, u, U}VI‘SO‘*S@VI‘SO‘*SQO]. ’
Step 1a: |a| = 1. In this step we compute Uw, Vw, and Sw. Use the transport equation for w in the
u-direction (see (2.12)) to get
Uw = bor?(Up)?. (8.42)

The transport equation for w in the v-direction (see (2.12)) and the identities in lemma 2.11 relating the
(U, 8,) derivatives and the (U, V) derivatives give

Vw = bo[r?*(Vp)? + 1,<or, m*VoUp + 1o<ar, 7 (Up)?). (8.43)
Finally, we express S in terms of U and V using (2.49), and then use (8.42) and (8.43) to compute
Sw = bo[{l,>r U, Lr<ar, v}Uw + {r, L,>g,u, v} Vw|
= bo[r*{1,1,5R,u, Ly<2r, v} DDy + r*{r, 1,5 g, u,v}(V)?.
Combining (8.42)—(8.44) gives (8.41) for |a| = 1.

(8.44)
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Step 1b: |a| > 1. The following consequences of lemma 8.3 hold for all |3| > 0:
T2 {r, 1,>p.u, v} = Bes_1{r, 1,>r,u,v},
I2{1,>r,u,1r<2r,0} =5 Beg1{1, 1;>r,u, Lr<ar, v}, (8.45)
TP (v/r) =s Bep_1{1,1,5r,u/r,v/r}.

Indeed, the first two lines follow directly from lemma 8.3, and the third line follows from the first. Differentiate
(8.41) for a multi-index ag of size 1 by I'**, and then use (8.45) and the commutation formulas (2.58)
and (2.59) to conclude (8.41) for the multi-index «a; + as. By induction, we have established (8.41) for all
a > 1. The reason for the weight v/r in front of general derivatives of w (which does not appear when
a = 1) is because the weight v appears in front of derivatives starting with V| and commuting I'* past V
(in the third term) can produce derivatives starting with U, but only with an r-weight that decays faster

than r—1.

Step 2: Completing the proof. It follows from lemma 4.3 that
{1, 1>Rr0u, Lr<2p,v,0/7} S Lispou + Lrcy 20 < C(Bo) T,

8.46
{1,7,1,>g,u,v} < C(Bo)v. ( )

Applying (8.46) to (8.41) (and noting a > 0) gives
Tew| < C(B o) [r?| DTS o2 4+ #27| DS 5 o2 4+ 20| VTS5, (8.47)

To complete the proof, note that the first term of (8.47) appears in Pia,O' Control the v-weight on the
final term by 7 4 r (see lemma 4.3). This produces a term in the form of the second term and a new term
r3|VI==5|? that is controlled by C(Ra, bo)P2, o < C(Bo)P2, . The remaining term r27|DI'<"5¢p|? is
of the form r27|0<%*p|?, which is controlled by r**7"0PZ ., _ or by 75tM0P2 , O

8.3. Estimates for I'*x. The main result of this section is proposition 8.8, whose proof we now outline. The
gauge condition on v normalizes logk = 0 on the curve {r = ry}. In particular, derivatives of x involving
only V or S vanish on this curve, since in the region {r < ry;y < Ro}, the vector fields V and S are tangent
to curves of constant r. We estimate I'“ log k by computing UT'* log x with the U-transport equation for
log k in lemma 8.6 and integrating towards {r = 4} in proposition 8.8. In the case where ay > 0, we can
rearrange I'“log k = UT'*~Y log k and use the U-transport equation directly, without integrating it.

Lemma 8.5. We have

[SY| < C(Bo) (r|U| + v[Vh]) (8.48)
and

V| < C(Bo) (v [Sy] + [U]). (8.49)
Proof. We omit the computation. O

Lemma 8.6 (Estimates for UT'*log k). Let L € T'* for |a| > 0. For sufficiently small s > 0, we have

|ULlog k| < C(Ccq, T756<a)[T|UFSaQD|2 + 7’727'7173271 + r72+S|F§a log k|], (8.50)
and if oy + ag > 0, then
|ULlog k| < C(Canyr™ *G <o) [ro|]UN<p> +r73P2 | + 1727505 log k]]. (8.51)

Proof. Step 0: Controlling the commutator U, L]i. Let L € T'*. We claim that
[U,L]f] < C(Caarr™ G <o) [|[UTSf| 4 172D f]. (8.52)
By (2.57), we have
[ULIf| < C(Can 7S o) [JUTS f| + r72EoD=0 f| o= HEo VTS5 ). (8.53)
Use (8.49) and lemma 4.3 to control the last term by the first two terms.
Step 1: Preliminary estimate for |ULlog k|. We show by induction on « that

|ULlog k| < r|LU@||U@| + C(Cea,r & o) [r|UT<%p|? 4+ 325 T<p|? + 7‘72+5|F§°‘ log k|]. (8.54)
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When a = 0, (8.54) follows from the equation Ulogk = —r(Uyp)?. For the inductive step, use (8.52), the
equation for Uk, the estimate |T<%r| < C,r, and (8.50) for multi-indices < o to estimate

|[ULlog k| < |LUlog k| + |[U, L] log k| < |L(r(Up)?)| + C(Cen,r °B)[|[UT<*log k| + r*2+s|I‘5°‘log K]
< (RHS of (8.54)).
(8.55)

Step 2: Proof of (8.50). Use Young’s inequality and (8.52) on the first term in (8.54), and control the term
involving |[I'<%y|? using the pointwise norm defined in section 2.7.

Step 3: Proof of (8.51). In Steps 3ab we show that if ay + ag > 0, we have
ILU¢| < C(Ccayr™*G<a)[p]UT | + 772 0 |T | + [V <¢]]. (8.56)
In Step 3¢ we deduce (8.51) from (8.56).

Step 3a: Proof of (8.56) when ay > 0. Use lemma 2.17 to bring V to the end of L, then use the wave
equation (2.63) and the commutation formulas (2.57) and (2.59) to get

LUp = T=*"VVU@ =TV (bo[Dp + U?¢]) + Ccoa DIV =, Cco[UN<"p + VI=*"V¢].  (8.57)
Step 3b: Proof of (8.56) when ag > 0. First, (8.52) implies that
VI SUp =, T<Up =, C(Ccp,m 5B o) [UT<%p + 2T <], (8.58)

Now use lemma 2.17 to bring S to the front of L, (8.48) to rewrite S in terms of U and V, and (8.58) to
rewrite VI'*SU¢, and hence obtain

[LU| < |ST*"*Up| + C(C<a) DT <¢| < C(C<a)[r|UT**Up| + v|[VT*~*Ugp| + DI <] (8.59)
< O(Caar TG [0]UT | + r 270D <] + [V <. .
Step 3c: Deducing (8.51) from (8.56). First, (8.56) and Young’s inequality imply
r|LU@||Up| < C(Canyr™ 5B <) [ro|UT<%p|? + r =325y T<%p |2 + 7|VT<%p|?]. (8.60)
Combine (8.54) and (8.60) to get
\ULlog k| < C(Cep, 7 5B 20 [ro|UT<Yp|? + 73125y T <2 4 7| VI <%p|? + =275 logk|].  (8.61)
We have the pointwise estimates

—3+42s 2 —4+4+2s_—1 2 —5+2s 2 —442 2 —32
P2 < Ly o T TP 4 Ly jor TP o < O(Bo)r P2, ) < O(Caa)r T P20,

(8.62)
where we used lemma 4.3 and s < 1/2, and
rVIT<®pl? < C(Bo, Re)r *P2, o < C(Caa)r *PZ, 1. (8.63)
Substitute (8.62) and (8.63) into (8.61) to obtain (8.51). O
Before we integrate lemma 8.6 towards {r = r4}, we introduce an integration lemma.
Lemma 8.7. We have -
| S wrear <otemos (3.64)

Proof. Fix (u,v). Define u, € [u,00) so that r(u.,v) = v/2 if such a u, exists, and otherwise set u, = u.
Split the integration range as [u, 00) = [u, u.]U[u, 00). The r-weight in the energy £[1)]? is one power stronger
than in the integral on the left of (8.64), so by the monotonicity of r we gain one power of decay in 7(ux,v)
when integrating over [u,u,]. The energy &,[¢]* controls the integral over [u.,00) with a weight 7(u.,v),
which is comparable to v by lemma 4.3. Thus:

Ux 2

[ ettt =t [0, [

< 211_15[1/)]2 + T;ilnr_l(u*,v)El [w]2 < v_lC(%o)El [1/)]2.

2

(Qut)? (', v) du’

(8.65)
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Proposition 8.8 (Estimates for I'*logk). Let |a| > 1, and let s > 0 be sufficiently small. We have decay
estimates for order-a derivatives of log k when norms of TS%p are bounded:

[P log k| < C(Bea,m G ca)(E2 1 + P2 1), (8.66)
PITST0r D log K| < C(%<a,r_s®<a)(5§)1 + 7)2,273) if ag > 0, (8.67)
rT Vog k| < C(Bea, 7 "6 0)(E21 +P24), (8.68)
Moreover, order-a derivatives of log k are bounded if lower order derivatives of ¢ are:
T log k| < C(Bea, 7 *Gca) (€201 + P2an)- (8.69)
r0log k| < C(Bea,r *6a)(E241 +P2ay) if au > 0. (8.70)

Proof. In Step 1, we establish a preliminary estimate. In Step 2, we use Step 1 and lemma 8.6 to show
(8.66). In Step 3, we prove (8.69). In Step 4 we use the results of the previous steps to show (8.67), (8.68)
and (8.70).

Step 1: Estimate for T*TUlog k in terms of I log k. Use lemma 2.16 to move the U in I'“*tY to the front,
and then use (8.50) to obtain

TtV og k| < C(Can,m B 0)[|UTSYlog k| + r 1T |VT ="V log k||

8.71
< C(Ccq, r_s®<a)[r|UF§a<p|2 + r_27_1732,1 + r_1+S|F§°‘ log &[] ( )

Step 2: Proof of (8.66). We will write, for example, (8.66)<, to mean the collection of statements (8.66)3
for multi-indices 8 such that 8 < « and |3 > 1. In Step 2a, we show that Step 1 reduces us to estimating
Ulog k and I'*log k for ayy = 0. The first case (Step 2b) is easy, and in the second case (Step 2c), we can
integrate lemma 8.6 to {r = Ry}, since I'* log x vanishes there when ay = 0.

Step 2a: Proof that (8.66)<, implies (8.66)<qt+nu for all n > 0. By induction on n, it is enough to obtain
the conclusion (8.66)<q+u. Since 8 < a+ U if and only if 8 =« or § = ' + U for some ' < «, we reduce
to showing that (8.66)<, implies (8.66)q4y. This follows from substituting (8.66)<, into (8.71) and using

rUTS%0? < Ly o™ "P2iyn + Lisojor ' P2y <07 C(Bo)P2ya- (8.72)

and lemma 4.3 and s < 1.

Step 2b: Proof of (8.66), for a = U. The transport equation for log x is Ulogk = —r(Ug)?. To complete
the proof, control the right side by ’U_lpg’l as in (8.72).
Step 2c¢: Proof of (8.66) if ay = 0. Fix (u,v). Write ro = r(u,v). Integrate (8.50) to {r = ry}, noting
that Llogk|{,—p,} = 0 because ay = 0:

max(rg,rx)

|Llog k|(r = 19,v) < C(Can,m S cq) [/ 7"|UF§“<,0|2 dr

min(ro,rx)

=(I)

70 max(rg,rx)
-l—PO%’l/ r2771 dr+/ 7“_2+S\F§“10gff|dr]

TH min(ro,ry )

(8.73)

=(II)
Terms (I) and (II) decay like v=1. Indeed, for term (I), use lemma 8.7, and for term (II), split the integral
into the regions r < v/2 and r > v/2 and use lemma 4.3. Thus
max(ro, )
|Llog k|(r = ro,v) < v_lC(C<a7r_S®<a)(5§’1 + 732’1) + C(C<a,7“_5®<a)/ r_2+s|I‘§“ log k| dr.
min(rg,r)

(8.74)
Sum over L € I'S® and apply Gronwall’s inequality (noting that s < 1) and recall the definition of C, (see
(2.43)) to complete the proof.

Step 2d: Completing the proof by induction. Let |a] > 1, and suppose we have shown (8.66)<,. Write
a = B+ nU for |5 > 1 and n > 0 maximal. Then either 8 = U or Sy = 0, so by Step 2b or Step 2c
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we obtain (8.66)5. Together with the induction hypothesis, this implies (8.66)<g, so Step 2a now implies
(8.66)<p+nu = (8.66)<q, which completes the induction.

Step 3: Proof of (8.69). Follow Step 2, but instead integrate (8.51) (which contains only lower order norms
on the right side, as opposed to (8.50)) as in Step 2c. We omit the details.

Step 4: Proof of (8.67), (8.68) and (8.70) from (8.66) and (8.69). Let |a| > 1 satisfy ay > 0. Start with
(8.71) to obtain

T log k| < C(Geo)[r|UTS V|2 + 77277 Py + 150 log &[] (8.75)

To show (8.67) estimate
[UT="Yp|? < [PSpf* < p72Fetmor=ipZ, | (8.76)
and use (8.66) to control [I'<®logk|. The same argument establishes (8.68) and (8.70), but we estimate
|UT<%p| (vesp. UT=*"Y) by r~1P, ¢ instead. O

8.4. Estimates for I'*(—<). The main result of this section is proposition 8.13. The gauge condition on u
normalizes log(—y) = 0 on Z. In fact, I'*log(—v) = 0 on Z for all «, which we establish as part of the proof
of proposition 8.13. To complete estimates in which we integrate the transport equation for I'* log(—~) (see
lemma 8.10) to Z, we first formulate a variant of Gronwall’s inequality.

Lemma 8.9 (Gronwall inequality on half-infinite interval). Let I = [tg,00). Suppose f,g,h : I — R are
continuous functions such that f is bounded, g is non-increasing, h is non-negative and integrable on I, and
ft) <gl(t) +/ h(s)f(s)ds fortel. (8.77)
t
Then -
f®) <g(®) exp(/ h(s) ds) fortel. (8.78)
t

Proof. Let € > 0. Since h € L* and f € L™, we have hf € L', so there is T > to such that | [2° hf| < e.
The assumption now implies

T
() < (g(t) + ) + / h(s)f(s) ds (8.79)

for t € [tg, T]. The usual Gronwall inequality (after a change of variables ¢ — T — t) and the non-negativity
of h give

T o

f@) <(g@®)+e) exp(/t h(s) ds) < (g(t)+e¢) exp(/t h(s) ds). (8.80)

We are done since € > 0 is arbitrary. |
Lemma 8.10 (Estimate for 9, Llog(—~)). Let |a| > 0 and let L € T®. We have

1,5 7|07 L1og(—7)| < C(Ga,s)[r|0, D= + r7F2 D=2 4 =25 D= log(—)|]. (8.81)

Proof. Step 1: Computing the commutator [0, L]. We have
1,5Ry [0y L] =5 O(bg, 7750 <0) [0, 1<% + r~257=9] (8.82)

We omit the proof, but the argument is an induction with base case lemma 2.13. A similar argument is done
in detail in the proof of (A.27).

Step 2: Proof of the desired lemma 8.10. 1t is enough to show

1,5r,0,L10g(—7) =5 Ga.s[r{0,TS%p, r 2T TSYp)2 =257 Jog (). (8.83)

When |a| = 0, (8.83) follows from the equation 9, log(—v) = 7(9,¢)?. From this equation and (8.82), we get
9, Llog(~) = L0, log(~7) + [0r, L] log(~7)

= Ga,s[rT="0, T ="0,p + 9,1 log(—7) + 1~ #+*T="log(—7)].

To complete the inductive proof of (8.83) for L € I'*, use (8.82) for the first term on the right of (8.84) and
for the second term use (8.83) for multi-indices < a. O
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Lemma 8.11 (Estimate for 97 log(—~)). Let n > 0. We have
1> R, |0y log(—)| < 772C(bu<n)P<n o- (8.85)

Proof. Step 1: Computing 0,0; ¢. We claim that for n > 1, we have

0,000 = 7"71(’)(83")\, A" (—1))[0u05™ 0 + 0. (8.86)
When n = 1, this follows from the wave equation,
DuOup = k()0 + 171 (=Aup + (—1)0up) = 171 (=Auip + (—1)0u), (8.87)

and the inductive step follows since 9,r~! = r=1.r=1(—v).
Step 2: Estimating 0,07 log(—~). We show that for n > 1, we have
1y 0,0 Tog(—)| < 13C (B PR (5.58)
We first show that
1> R 0007 10g(—7) =5 by<n[r 10,05 00,05 " + 0,03 " 90up + (00p)°]- (8.89)
For the case n = 1, we compute
0uylog(—7) = 0u(A "7 (Dup)?)
= (=)AH0p0)? = 2r N (=) (w — €2 /1) (up)? + Oupdue + (—)AH(Dyp)?  (8.90)
= O, (=), 6,77 @) [0updu + (009)?],
so that
1> o Ou0y log(—7) =5 bo[Dupduip + (Dup)?]. (8.91)
For the inductive step, we have
1,5 R, 0004 log(—7y) =s 0= by<n 110,05 T 00,05 o 4+ 0,05 T 00,
+ (D0p)? + 0,05 90,000 + 04Dy pD].

The first three terms are of the desired form. For the last two terms, use the wave equation (8.87). Since
0y = (—v)U, the statement (8.89) follows.
The statements

(8.92)

o =, O(US"(—v))UU<" A (=), 00\ = O(r e, K, (—7)) (8.93)
follow from an induction argument starting from 9,, = (—v)U and from the equation for 9, A, respectively.
Apply (8.93) to (8.89) to get

1,5 R, 0u 0% log(—7) =4 by<a[r UU<"@UU <" + UU "0, ¢ + (0up)?]. (8.94)
The desired (8.88) now follows from the definition of the pointwise norm.

Step 3: Showing lim,_,o 07 log(—y)(u,v) = 0. Let n > 1. We show that a boundedness statement
C(bU<n)P[2J<,L70 < oo implies the qualitative result lim, o O="log(—v)(u,v) = 0. The hypothesis together
with Step 2 implies that 1,> g, |0,0=" log(—~)| is integrable in v towards infinity (uniformly on compact sub-
sets of u), and so =" log(—~)(u, v) converges uniformly as v — 0o on compact subsets of u. A basic fact from
real analysis is that if f: R} , — R is such that lim, o f(u,v) exists and (9, f)(u,v) converges uniformly
as v — 00, then 0, lim,_, f(u,v) exists and is equal to lim,_,~ 0, f (u, v). Since lim,_,~ log(—y)(u,v) = 0,
an induction argument completes the proof.

Step 4: Completing the proof of lemma 8.11. Let r(u,v) > Ry. Integrate (8.88) in v on [v,00). The boundary
term at infinity vanishes by Step 3c, so we conclude lemma 8.11. ]

Lemma 8.12. For |a| > 1, we have

Lrsre L =s 15 ry O(ben, r 16 o) 0510 49,0507V 4 grsa—9) (8.95)

55



Proof. We will in fact show that for a a multi-index o and a non-negative integer k, we can rewrite L € T'“
as follows:

15, L = 1,53,0(b<o_v, 7 1By _p)[0SFTS0M 9, TSV 4 gTsa—5], (8.96)
Schematically write good,, , for terms appearing on the right of (8.96) for the pair (a, k). The strategy is to
induct on the pair (o, k).
Step 1: Preliminary observations and base case. Observe that (8.96) for («,0) is trivial. Moreover, since
rse=kU = 10} when k > |a|, we know (8.96) for (a,|a|) implies (8.96) for (a, k) whenever k > |al.

We now prove (8.96) for pairs (o, 1). Let L € I'*. Since L begins with either U, V, or S, we have

L =, Ursev pyrse-V 4 grse-5, (8.97)
After rewriting the first derivative that makes up L using (2.45), (2.47) and (2.49), we get
1> Ry L =s 1,5 R b0[0, ="V +0,T=*V 4+ ST=*"5] = good,, ;. (8.98)

as desired. We have used |a| > 1 to conclude by =5 b<o_v.

Step 2: Inductive step. Now suppose |a| > 2 and 1 < k < |a| and (8.96) holds for pairs (3, ) such that
B < a or such that § = o and 0 < j < k. We will show that (8.96) holds for the pair (o, k+1). First, (8.96)
for the pair (a, k) gives

15ry L =s 1,57, 0(b<o v, 7 G ey p)[SFTSFY L 9 TS0V 4 gpse—9]
= ].TZROO(bgan, T_lﬁgan)agkrga_kU + gOOda’kJrl.

Now use (8.96) for the pair (o — kU, 1) to get

(8.99)

15ry L =s 1,5r,0(b<a_v,r ' &<n_v)
0T 10(0ca i1y, T G cam ) [0 TS0 IHDY 4 g, psemkU=V g gpsasiU=5]]
+ good,, 11 (8.100)
= Li>ryO(b<a—v, T ' <o) (057 O(b<a—(iyv: T B <o (i) [05FHITSO- (DU
+ 0579, I= U=V 4 9EFST= " FU=5] 4 good,, g4
Apply 1,5r,08 = by<xUSF (see (8.93)) and by<x = b<_p (which holds since k < |a|) to get

Li>poL =5 1;50,0(b<a-v, 77 G <oqy)[USFO, ISRV L USFGTse—hU=5] 4 good,, iy

= 8.101
= 1,2, 0(b<a—v, 7™ ' G <op)[[0r, USFID= RV 4 [§ USFIT="RU=5] 4 g00d,, 515 (5100
We now compute the commutator terms associated to 9, and to S. By (8.82), we have
Ly> gy [0, USFID=RU"Y = O(bgy, v g ) (0,157 4T
>R ] (bru <k ] (8.102)

= O(b<a—v,7 ' G<ap)[0, TV + T = good, 1,1

We can pass to the second line because kU < a—U (since || > k+1 and (k+1)U is the smallest multi-index
of order k + 1). In the final identity we used (8.96) for pairs (< «, k + 1).
Next, one can easily prove by induction on k, with base case k = 1 given by (2.55), that

[S, Uk] =g O(bgkU,Tﬁlﬁgku)rg(kil)UJrv. (8.103)
It follows that
[S, Uk]rgaikUis =4 O(bgkU,TilﬁgkU)FgaiUierv = O(bga,U, Tﬁlﬁga,U)F<a = gooda’kJrl. (8.104)

In the second last identity we used o > kU (since |a| > k + 1). In the final identity we used (8.96) for pairs
(< a,k+1).

Substitute (8.102) and (8.104) into (8.101) to establish (8.96) for (a,k + 1) and hence complete the
induction. O

Proposition 8.13 (Estimates for I'*log(—~)). Let |a| > 0. For s > 0 sufficiently small, we have
17D log(<)| < Cba.r~*ga)[E2, + P2, in {r > Ro}, (5.105)
ri T D= log(—9)| < Clbca, ™ G ca) €201 + Plaai in {r > Ro}. (8.106)
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Proof. We first explain the logic of the proof. Consider the following auxiliary qualitative decay statement
for a multi-index o with |a| > 0:

lim Llog(—v)(u,v) =0 for L € TS* and u € [1, c0). (8.107)

vV—00

To prove the quantitative decay estimates (8.105) and (8.106), we establish the following implications:
(8.107)_, = (8.105)_, = (8.106), = (8.107),.

That is, (8.107) for multi-indices < « implies (8.105) for the multi-index «, and so on. Since (8.107) holds
when o = 0 by the normalization at Z of the w-coordinate, an induction argument establishes (8.105)
and (8.106) for all multi-indices . The final implication is clear, so we prove the first two implications.

Step 1: Proof that (8.107),, implies (8.105),,. Let |a| > 0 and let L € I'*. By lemma 8.10 and the definition
of the pointwise norm, we have

1> Ro|0r L10g(—7)| < C(Ga,s)[r|0: D=0 + r2771P% | + r72F*|0=% log(—7)]]. (8.108)
Fix (u,v) such that r(u,v) > Ry and integrate (8.108) to get

|Llog(—v)|(u,v) < limsup|Llog(—y)|(u,v") +/ |0, Llog(—v)|(u,v") dv’

v’ —00

< C(Gays) [/ 7|0, T=%p|? (u,v') dv’ +P2,1/ 2 (u, 0" do’

o (8.109)
+/ 7“_2+5|F§°‘log(—’y)\(u,v’)dv']

< )G (€ + PR+ C(Ga) [ 1 DS og(y)l v o'

Sum over L € I'*| take s < 1, and use the Gronwall inequality in lemma 8.9 (which applies because of the
assumed (8.107),,) to conclude

r7|Llog(—y)| < C(Ga,s) (a1 + Pa1)- (8.110)

Step 2: Proof that (8.105) _,, implies (8.106),. To ease the notation, all estimates in this section will be done
in the region {r > Ry}; that is, all estimates should be understood to have an implicit 1,> g, at the front of
each term. It is enough to prove that

|Llog(—)| < 100 (b, 17 6 o) [P0 o, + 17I0< log(=7)], (8.111)

since the final term can be handled with (8.105)_,,. First, lemma 8.12 implies

|L1og(—)| < Clba,r 16 _0) 0519 log(—7)| + [3,7%V log(—y)| + |ST<* S log(—)[].  (8.112)
Observe that the following three estimates together with (8.112) imply (8.111):

0311 og(—)| < r7*C(b<a) P00 (8.113)

\8TI‘§°‘_V| < C(b<a)[r_3’Pia’0 + 7“_27_1732&’1 + 72T <*log(—7)|] (8.114)

ST="5log(—y)| < Cbca)[r™ P2, 5, + 7|0 log(—7)]]. (8.115)

Now (8.113) and (8.114) follow from lemma 8.11 and lemma 8.10, respectively. We now establish (8.115).
Rewrite S in {r > Ry} using lemma 4.3 and (2.47) and (2.49), and then use lemma 8.10:

|ST="%log(—7)| < C(bo)[v]0,T'=*" log(—7)| + T[UT=*""log(—)|]
< O(b<a)[ro]0, T p? 4 773250 P=0 75| 4 7|7 log(—7)]] (8.116)
S C(b<oé)[r_1+s+nopia,27s + 7—|1—‘<U¢ log(_7)|]

In the last line, we used [0, %p|? < ITSU/2T72+S+UO7-711)7’-)30“2_8 + ITZU/QT"lPia,O. |
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9. PUTTING IT ALL TOGETHER: PROOF OF THEOREM 3.1

Our main theorem (theorem 3.1, see also the rough versions theorem 1.1 and corollary 1.12) follows
immediately from propositions 9.1 and 9.2.

9.1. Control of S*y along the horizon.
Proposition 9.1. For N >0 and ¢ > 0, we have
|SN()0||'H < C(eaNangwivcHarmin)QNU_l+€- (91)

Proof. In view of lemma 4.3, it is enough to show that
PNSQ c’, NsNo S O(N, 7703©N7wiac7'[7rmin)©N (92)

when 7 is sufficiently small based on N and then fix 7y small based on € and C’yg = C(N).
We now establish (9.2). The results of propositions 5.1, 6.1, 7.1 and 8.1 imply that we can fix Ry >
C(B§, 9o, N) large enough that for || < N and s sufficiently small depending on N, we have

Do < C(bea, ™ g<a)Dlal; (9.3)
( o) SC(N,B0,80,E<a,1, Pca,2—s4n0)s (9.4)
C(r~*ga) < C(N,Bo, 80, E<a,1, P<a,2— 5410 ) (9.5)
Ea < C(ba, 7 8as P<a,14n0)[Pa + E<asas), (9.6)
Pap < C(ba,77°80)(Da + Ea,p) (9.7)
Ea2—no—Cos < C(ba, 7 °8a, Pa,0s P<a,i4no)Da (9.8)
for explicit constants C,. In particular, the above equations imply
Ea2—no—Ca(stn0) = C(N, DN, Bo, B, Ecaa—s)DN (9.9)

for |o| < N. By an induction argument (starting with s = 79 when a = 0), there are constants C?, depending
only on « such that if 7y is small enough depending on NV, we have

Ea2—crny < C(N, DN, Bo, B0,E0,2-1n,)ON (9.10)

Substituting (9.10) into the above equations (and performing another induction argument) gives
Pns.2-cpono < C(N, DN, Bo, B0, £0,2—10 ) DN - (9.11)

The zeroth order estimates, due to corollary 4.2 and propositions 5.1, 6.1, 7.1 and 8.1, are

Dy = Do, (9.12)
&o < C(@i, ¢3¢, Tmin) Do, (9.13)
bo < C(Eo, @i, €345 Tmin, Ros70)s (9.14)
Po,0 < C(bo)[Do + o, (9.15)
&0,2-1, < C(bo, Po,0) Do, (9.16)
Po,2—2n, < C(b0)[Do + Eo,2—-21,), (9.17)
B < C(bo, €o,1), (9.18)
By < C(Re,Bg,E0,14n0)> (9.19)
go < C(bo), (9.20)
By < C(by). (9.21)

Noting the value of R, that we have fixed and the value of Ry = Ro(w;) that we have fixed (in proposition 4.1),

chaining the zeroth order estimates with (9.11) (for « = NS) gives (9.2). Another induction argument in

fact shows that all the schematic quantities are controlled by C(e, N, D N, @i, ¢34, Tmin)- |
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9.2. Control of (79;)*¢ along the horizon. The goal of this section is to establish the following result
comparing S* (in the constant-r normalized gauge)and (99;)* (in the Eddington-Finkelstein-type gauge
normalized on the horizon).

Proposition 9.2. For 0 < k <4, we have
‘Skw - (17817)k@| < C(Ev ka Wiy T'miny CH, Qk)vil+e- (922)

In this section, we allow all constants to depend on w;, ¢z, and 7ry,;,. We will also freely apply the results
obtained in (the proof of) proposition 9.1, namely that our schematic energy and geometric quantities of
order |a| = k are controlled by the data quantity ;. We first introduce an integration lemma.

Lemma 9.3. Fora >0, ¢ >0, and v > 1, we have

/ e—c(v’—v)vl—a do’ < C_l’l}_a. (923)
Proof. We have
oo , o0 ’
/ ey mady < v_o‘/ e W gy = ¢y, (9.24)
|

To estimate A along the horizon, we use an ODE argument similar to the one used in [31, Prop. B.1]
(albeit in a different gauge).

Lemma 9.4 (Decay of A along the horizon). We have
AMu < C(E,’wi,Tmin,C’H,Ql)vizldke. (9.25)

Proof. Since A = k(1 —p) < C(bg)(1 — ), it is enough to obtain the claimed estimate for (1 — )|y in place
of )\|7.[

Step 1: Estimate for (1 — u)|g. The goal of this step is to use the transport equation for 1 — p along the
horizon to obtain

(1= h(0) < [~ e (0,020 v (9.26)
for a constant ¢, > 0. The equation for (1 — p) (see (2.10) and (2.12)) gives
2(w —e?/r T
0.0 - 2E= 1y = L oupp (927

The method of integrating factors now gives

(1= w)lu(0) = i exp( [ ' SHE O ) (- o) |
o (9.28
+/v exp(—/v 2(’@;7292/7')1‘{ dv")r(&m@)%v') dv'.
By (4.1) and (4.6), we have /
exp(— /UU 2(7327282/”%(11//) < e (V') (9.29)

where ¢, is a constant depending on w;, ¢z, and &. Since lim,_,o(1 — u)|(v) = 0 (see [31, Prop. B.1]),
it follows from (9.29) that the first term on the right side of (9.28) vanishes. Noting this observation and
(9.29), return to (9.28) to conclude the proof of (9.26).

Step 2: Preliminary decay for (1 — p1)|3. In this step we show that

(1= w)lx(v) < Cle, Do)v™ 2. (9.30)
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Control the exponential in (9.26) by 1 and use the decay of the energy to obtain

(1= )l (o) < /OO F(Bu9)(') d’ < C(bo) /m Z 0,0/ v’ < 77(00,0)C B0)é, < Clp. Do)
: : (9.31)
for p < 2.
Step 3: Strong decay for (1 — p)|. We now show that
(1 — )| (v) < Cle,Dq)v™4Fe. (9.32)

Use S = vd,, + vAU and (9.30) to obtain
1000l < v Sl + K1 — W) |u|U@||n < Psa—cv™ 2T + C(e,b0)Pra—ev ¢ < Cle, D1)v 2. (9.33)
Substitute (9.33) into (9.26) and use lemma 9.3 to conclude the proof. O

To estimate S™A along the horizon, we use the relation A = k(1 — ) and estimate separately Sk and
S™ .

Lemma 9.5 (Decay for S™\ along the horizon). Let n > 1. We have
‘Sn)‘”’H < C(eawhrminacﬂa@n)vigJﬁ- (934)

Proof. Suppose for the sake of induction that the lemma has been proven for 0 < m < n. This holds for
n =1 by lemma 9.4.

Step 1: Decay for (S™k)|3. We first show that for n > 1 we have

1S k|3 < Cle, D )v T (9.35)
Write 74 (v) == r(u = 0o, v) (so that r4 = rg(00)). The strategy is to integrate the equation for US™ log x
to {r = ry} and use the decay of |ry — re(v)].
Step 1a: Decay of |ry — r7(v)|. By lemma 9.4, we have

Ir3s — r3,(0)| = / Dordv < C(D)) / v dy < (D)3t (9.36)

Step 1b: Decay of S™x. By a computation using the chain rule, S” log k — £~ 18" is a polynomial in K~ S%k
for 1 < i < n with no constant term, so it is enough to obtain decay for S™logk. Since U and S commute
near the horizon, we have

US™logk = S"Ulogk = S"(r(Up)?) = rTUS<"pUS<"p, (9.37)
for n > 0 and so
sup  |US"log k|(r,v) < C(bg)v2teP2
r€[ra (v),ra]
Since S™ log | {r—r,,3 = 0, we can integrate (9.37) to get
S"log kly(v) < Jry —ry(v)]  sup  |US™logk|(r,v) < C(D,)v 5T (9.39)

r€[ru (v),ru]

s2-e < C(@p)u 2, (9.38)

for n > 0.
Step 2: Decay for S™u. In this step we show that for n > 1 we have
1Sl < Cle, Dy )0 3T, (9.40)

By (2.10) and Sr = 0 near the horizon, we have Sy = 2r~1Sw near the horizon, so it is enough to prove
the estimate for Sw. Using the transport equation for w, we compute

1 1
Sw = §r2v ;(avap)Q + A1 - ,u)(Ugo)ﬂ = r2ubg[{v ™ S, \Up}?]. (9.41)
For n > 1, it follows that
S = rzvb(n,l)s{vflSS"ga, S<MAUS<"p}. (9.42)
By the inductive hypothesis and the control on the geometric and pointwise quantities, we have

15" @[3 S Cle,Dn)v e, (9.43)
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and so

Step 3: Closing the induction. We are done by the relation A = k(1 — u), the results of Steps 1 and 2, and
the product rule. O

Proof of proposition 9.2. The claim follows from (9.45)—(9.48) below together with (9.61), lemmas 9.4 and 9.5,
and proposition 9.1.

Step 1: Schematic expressions for S¥ — (905)* for 1 < k < 4. Define a function of v alone by

v 1

Pl (9.44)
We show that
S — 005 = pS + (1 — p)vAU, (9.45)
§2 — (805)% =, (551 p) <1 (S (0N) =} (VAU (0A)) <1 {U, S} 12, (9.46)
S3 — (005)2 =s (S=2p)=3(S=2(v))=2(S=H(wA)SSTU (vA) S (A (U=2(vN))S?)S2{U, S}=3, (9.47)
5% — (@9,)* =, (550) <4 (5= (uA) (S A (ST (1) <)<
(VA(S=U=(0))) =)= <2 p<s,ab<a {U, S}=N (9.48)
Indeed, we have B
S =v0, + vAU, and ©0; = Lav. (9.49)
Kl
It follows that
S — 50, = (11 - H%)&, L oAU = (1 - %H‘iﬂ) (S — vAU) +vAU = pS + (1 — p)oU, (9.50)

which is (9.45). We now explain how to compute (9.46). From (9.50), one obtains
S? = S(0;) = > (S='p)*(S='(wA)*{U, S}'=? (9.51)

a,b<1
a+b>1

and
S(085) — (905)? =5 (pS + (1 = p)oAU)((1 = p)S + (1 = p)oAU)
= Y (S U(S=H(N) (AU (vA){U, S}=2, (9.52)

a<2,b,c<1
a+b+c>1

where in (9.52) we used the already computed expression for S — 99;. Adding (9.50) and (9.52) gives (9.46).
One computes (9.47) and (9.48) similarly.

Step 2: Estimate for S*(k|y) when 1 < k < 3. We show that
S*kly < Cle,D3)v72F for 1 <k < 3. (9.53)
This follows from (9.54) to (9.56), (9.58) and (9.60), which are proven below.

Step 2a: Schematic expressions for S*(k|y) and 1 < k < 3. Since x|y is a function of v alone, we have
U(klx) = 0. Tt follows that

S*(kls0) = (00,) ks = ((0,)5 k)| = ((S — VAV R) . (9.54)
We compute

(S —vAU)? = 8% + S(A)U + vASU + (vA)2U? 4+ vAU (AU =4 (S=HwX)S2(0AU (vN)SHU, SIS (9.55)

and
(S —vAU)? =4 (S=2(vA) =3 (S (vA) (SSUS2(wN))=2)=2{U, S}'=2. (9.56)
Step 2b: Estimate for derivatives of A. The transport equation for A is
2 _ a2
Ul = (w 7.2e /T) K =5 bo. (9'57)
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Using lemmas 9.4 and 9.5 for the b = 0 case, it follows that
|SUN| < C(Daysp). (9.58)

Step 2c: Estimate for derivatives of k along the horizon. It is easy to compute from the transport equation
for x that for b > 1 one has

SeU° log Kk =4 rSt8SUSbpS=aUSbyp, (9.59)
Together with (9.35) for the case b = 0 (and a chain rule argument), we obtain (for a,b > 0 and a +b > 1)
|SUk||y < Cle,Dqqp)v™ 2. (9.60)
Step 3: Estimate for S¥p. We claim that
|S*p| <v1C(k, D) for 1<k <3. (9.61)
We first consider the case k = 0. Observe that
p=uv (v —75)+ %(1 1 /kl). (9.62)

Since |1—1/k|3| < log k| < C(Do)v— by Step 1b of lemma 9.5, it is enough to show that o(v) = v+C(Dy).

From $2(v) = k|3 (v) and o(v = 1) = 1, one obtains

o)~ ol < 1=+ [ s @] < [ leln(v) = 1100’ < C(ow) [ togran
1 1 1

v (9.63)
< 0(90)/ v hdv < C(Dy).
1
This establishes the cases k = 0. We now show that for £ > 1 we have
Skp = Z p*(S=Flog k| )° (9.64)
a+b>1
a<1,b<k
Indeed, in the case k = 1, one computes explicitly
Sp=—p—pSlogk|y + Slogk|x, (9.65)

and the general case follows by an easy induction. Now (9.53) and (9.64) and the case k = 0 together
establish (9.61). O

10. LATE-TIME TAILS

The goal of this section is to prove theorem 10.17 (the precise version of theorem 1.15), as an application
of [29, Main Theorem 4]. The estimates we have already obtained do not suffice to satisfy the assumptions
of [29]. In particular, we require additional control of (70, )-derivatives of the scalar field and of geometric
quantities, together with precise asymptotics for geometric quantities in the region {u < r}. We prove
such estimates in section 10.3. The estimates for (rd,)-derivatives of the scalar field are coupled to the
corresponding estimates for the geometry. To obtain such estimates from control of S-derivatives of the
scalar field and the geometry (which has been done in the preceding sections), we introduce the spacetime
elliptic estimates (see section 10.1) and Klainerman’s Sobolev-type inequality (see section 10.2) used in [29].

In this section we will freely use the results of section 9, namely that our schematic quantities of order «
(see section 2.7.4) are controlled by data ®,. We also allow our constants to depend on w;, c3;, and Tmin.

10.1. Spacetime elliptic estimate. We first formulate an abstract second order weighted elliptic estimate
in two dimensions.

Lemma 10.1 (Abstract weighted elliptic estimate). Let U = (0,00), x (0,00),, C RZ, ... Fix a point
TeU. For6e (0,1), write Rg = Ro(T) ={x € U : |x; — T;| < 0F; fori=1,2}. Fix 0,0’ € (0,1) such that

0 < 0. Let L be a differential operator on Re: of the form

2 2
Ly = Z w031 + Zwiaﬂ/) (10.1)

i,j=1 i=1
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for smooth coefficients w;;,w; satisfying w;; = wj;. Suppose that there are § € (0,1) and A > 1 such that
the following conditions hold on Ry :

lwiz]? < (1 = 8)wiiwas, (10.3)
|0;wi;|* + |z wiy|? < A%wy; (10.4)
lw;|? < A%wy (10.5)
w;;|0;wi|* < A%wp. (10.6)
Then
1/2 1 2 1 2
Zuw POl rara) + O Mwi{ 2wl 2020 2 ry) So.05 Al r2(ry) + 120 L2(r,))- (10.7)

Remark 10.2. Observe that conditions (10.4)—(10.6) “scale correctly,” in the sense that the indices ¢ and j
appear the same number of times on each side when counted with multiplicity, where a derivative counts
with multiplicity —1.

Proof. The result follows from (10.9) and (10.13) below. For ease of notation, we will assume ¢’ = 4. Let
x be a smooth function satisfying

0<x<1, x=1lonRy, suppx C Rag, 10ix] <CO'T; < OO ;! on Rap. (10.8)

Step 1: Estimate for first order derivatives. We first show that
2
1/2 s
Y lwi 20l 12y < CAO 672 ([0l 2 (Rag) + LI £2(Rog)- (10.9)
Multiply (10.1) by x?% and rewrite and rearrange (“integrate by parts”) to get

Z XCwij0ipdjp = —x VL + Zx wipdy) + Z i O wi1h8;1) — 2x0ixwij b — X203wi 1.

1,j=1 1,j=1
(10.10)
The ellipticity condition (10.3) and Young’s inequality imply
8> X*wii(9p)* < (LHS of (10.10)). (10.11)
Let € > 0. Use Young’s inequality and then the conditions (10.4) and (10.5) to obtain
2
(RHS of (10.10)) < € x*w;s(9:)* + Ce H([$f* + [Lo*) + Y [0:(xPwijd;¢))
i ij=1
+ 06711#2 Z[X w w + w |8Lszj| + ’U) |6 Wij H (10.12)

4,7
2
<€ XPwii(0:)* + > 0;(Pwipd;v) + CAO e (|0 + | Ly )

i=1 %]
Take € < §/4 to absorb the first term on the right of (10.12) to the left side of (10.11). Integrate over Rag,
noting that the total derivative term has vanishing integral, to conclude (10.9).
Step 2: Estimate for second order derivatives. We now show that

anz]awnmm) + 3 lwi 2w 202 0] rary) < CAITH ([l 2Rag) + 1E¢ N 2(Ra)  (10.13)

i#£j
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Begin by computing
2> W (020)? + D wiw;; 02900 = (L)* =Y 2wiwi; 020041
7;)]’ —/_/

. 7 0
—92 Z wijwkafjwakw — Z wiwjaiwﬁjw ] (10.14)
.3,k i,5
(I1) (111)

Treat term (I) using (10.3) and Young’s inequality. Terms (II) and (III) can be handled with Young’s
inequality:

(1)) < 2wy *wi 229029 < (1 — 6w (9:t)? + (1 — S)wigw;; (9i59)?

(ID) + (II1) < €Y w;;(i59)% + Ce > wi(0igh)>. (10.15)
4,J i
Substitute (10.15) into (10.14), take e = §/2 and absorb the e-term to the left to get
5 p—
> S w05 0) + > wiw; 050050 < (L) + Co Y w?(9:1)° (10.16)
bJ i#j P

We now multiply by x? and integrate the second term on the left by parts twice:
XPwiiw;; 050050 = xPwiiw;; (939)? — 0i (X wiiw;;05:0;0) + 9; (0P wiiw;;0549;0) + £, (10.17)
where
Eij = 2x0; xwii w0710 + X 0swiw; ;07,0051 4+ x*wi05w; ;07001
— 2x0; xwiiw;; 0510059 — X Ojwiiw;; 0500 — x*wii0jw; 0700 1.
Estimate the terms in (10.18) using Young’s inequality (10.4) and (10.6):
(€3] < CexPwiw;; (0559)° + Cex®wi (959)* + CA*0 2wy (95)°. (10.19)
Substitute (10.18) and (10.19) into (10.17) and move all terms but x?w;;w;;(9;;1)? to the right side of

(10.16). Take € > 0 small enough based on § to absorb the e-weighted terms to the left, integrate over Rap,
and use (10.9) (with 26 in place of #) to conclude (10.13). O

(10.18)

Now we construct elliptic operators involving S, S2, and O to which we apply lemma 10.1.

Lemma 10.3. Fiz 0 < 0 <0 < 1. Let Uy be sufficiently large depending on ©1. Fiz a point (ug,ro) € {r >
R} N{u>Uy}. Write Ry :== Ro(ug,r0). We have

D 8 (0Pl L2 (ry) So.0 1S5l 2R,y + ro min(uo, 7o) |0¥ ]| 2w, )- (10.20)

i+j<2

Proof. Step 1: Elliptic operator in the region {Re < r < eu}. We show that there is € > 0 (depending on G
and G,,,) such that

S w183l o) S0.00 19520 12R s ) + WD p20R, () i {Re <7 < ew}, (10.21)
iti<2

Write x = x<g, (r). Compute
S2— 8= (utx-(v—u)?d+ 120 +2r(u+x - (v—1))d,d,
+r(X (v —u) + ATX)0u — ux(1 = (—7)/K)0;
Let B > 0 be a constant to be chosen. Now (10.22) — Br? - (2.16) is
S2— S~ Br2O=(u+x-(v—u)20+ 1+ Bl —w)r2d, + 2r(u+x- (v —u)) - Br2(—)"")d,0,

+r(x - (v —u) + AT+ B2 = 2w0/7)) 8y — (ux(1 — (=7)/K) + Br(=7)"")0u.
(10.23)

(10.22)
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We now verify conditions (10.2)—(10.6) of lemma 10.1. In {r < nou} we have

Wy = v+ O ur  wpp = (14+B(1 — p))r?  wye = (2ur + (BO(1)) + O(1))r?), (10.24)
where we write O(1) for a term controlled by By and G,,. Now let € < ng. It follows that in {r < eu} for e
sufficiently small depending on Go, G2, and B, we have

1
| Wy | > iuz Wyr = (14+ B = p))r?  |we,| < 3ur. (10.25)

Since 1 —p > 1/2 in {r > Ry}, it follows that in {Ry < r < eu}, (10.2) and (10.3) are satisfied for B = 36
(with 6 > 0 an explicit numerical constant). Conditions (10.4)—(10.6) follow from computations involving
By and Gy, .

Step 2: Elliptic operator in the region {r > eu}. Let € be as in Step 1. In fact, the value of € does not play
a role in the elliptic estimate for this region. We show that for u large depending on C'(D3), we have

> w00 e Ry So0 15502 Ry ) + 0T 2y (ury i {r > e} (1026)
i+5<2

For u > e 'R,, we have r > R,, so
S8 = u252 + 7’25i +2urd, 0. (10.27)
Now (10.27) — 2ur - (2.16) is

1 ) 2
(=) (=)
To apply lemma 10.1 and obtain (10.26), we need to check that this operator satisfies the conditions (10.2)
and (10.4) to (10.6). Clearly (10.2) is satisfied. Since |1 —1/(—7)| < r~1u=1C(By), (10.3) is satisfied for u

large enough depending on By. Since |0(—v)| < r~lu=tC(By ), (10.4) is satisfied for u large enough. Since
u S r, (10.5) and (10.6) are satisfied. O

S% — S —2urd = u25i +(r? + 2ur)53 + 2u7"(1 - 040y + 4u(l — /1)y — u Oy (10.28)

10.2. Klainerman’s Sobolev-type inequality. In this section we upgrade the L? estimates in section 10.1
to L2~L*>° Sobolev inequalities.

Lemma 10.4. Let ¢ > 1. Let Q := Qy, 4, C R? be a rectangle of side lengths (1 and ly. We have

1F @) Se 6202 7 1(61000) (020,2) fll L2 (e (10.29)

i+j<2

Proof. Apply the usual Sobolev embedding on a unit rectangle to the rescaled function f(¢1xt, frz?). O
Lemma 10.5 (Weighted L?>~L* estimate). Fiz 0 < 0 < 0’ < 1. Fiz a point (ug,m0) € {r > 5Re}N{u > Uy}
for Uy as in lemma 10.3. Write Ry == Ro(uo,70) as in lemma 10.1. We have

a1 [z (o) So.00 155 0llz2(ry) + 1700 22(R, ) (10.50)

Proof. Combine lemma 10.3 with lemma 10.4, noting that Ry is a rectangle with side lengths proportional
to ug and 7o and that the coordinates u and r are comparable to uy and ro in Rg(uo,70). O

10.3. Estimates for (10, )-derivatives of the scalar field and of geometric quantities.
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10.3.1. Estimates for (r0,)-derivatives of the scalar field.

Lemma 10.6 (Commutation formula for rd, and S). Forn >0 and m >0 and n+m > 1, we have
O, (1"5,)"5’”]
=s Z {1, 1+ (rgr)i IOg(_'Y)}Sl{la (rgr)j51+a IOg(_'V)}Sl(Tgr)kaD
a+b<m—1
i+j+k<n
1 — 3\t Qa 3 \J =) =) c
+ 5 lm>1 > {0 (1), 17 (rd,) S @} ((rD, )’ S* log(—7)) <! (rd, ) (rD,) S TS
a+b+c<m
i+j+k<n
c<m—1
1 _ _ _ _
+ 5l Y (L4 (10:) log(—7) = {O0u (1), 77 (r, ) S*@} ((rD,)* S log(—7)) <! (rDr)" S°,
r a+b+c<m
itjt+k+e<n+1
0>1

(10.31)
where we write O (1) for a constant-coefficient polynomial in r~1.
Proof. The lemma follows from (10.33) and (10.35), which we prove below.
Step 1: Commutation formula for rd,. A computation reveals that
— — 1 4o 362 2
(0,r9,] = (1 + 13, log(—))D + 5 |[-1+ — — =-|(r9,)
1 3e? 2 _ 2 — _
+ = {—1 + % — —r0,w + (2 — —w)rar log(—v)]r@r
r o r (10.32)
=s (1470, log(—v))O + = [0ae (1) + 77 0] (rD,)?
+ 2 [Oac(1) + 710, + {1,r '@ }rd, log(—)]r0,.
It follows by induction that for n > 1, we have
[, (r9,)"] =s Z (1+ (rgr)l-“ 1Og(_’7))(745r)j|:]
i+j<n—1
1 1= — (10.33)
+ Y S0 00, @} (D, log (=)= (1D,

Step 2: Commutation formula for S. In the region {r > 5R,} of interest, where S = 70, + ud,, the
computation (A.49) gives

1 _
[0, 8] =, 2+ Slog(—1)0 + 5 [0 (1) + {0 (1), 17w} Slog(—) + 17251 w] (43,) (13,) <", (10.34)
r

It follows by induction that for n > 1, we have

O.5" = Y {15 log(-)}s"0

a+b<n—1

1
Y 3

[O0c (1) + {Ou (1), 71 S*@}S P log(—7) + r~ 1 S=" %] (rd, ) (rd,)=' 5.
a+b+c<n—1 r
(10.35)

O

Lemma 10.7. Fiz 0 <0 <0’ < 1/2. Fiz a point (ug,r9) € {r > 5Re} N{u > Uy} for Uy as in lemma 10.3.
Write R == Rg(uo,70) as in lemma 10.1. For n,m > 0, we have

18" S™ @l o (o) S O, 0,6, Do 2) [SZ 0] e (. (10.36)
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Corollary 10.8. Let n,m > 0 and let € > 0. In the region {r > 5Re}, we have

(r1/27_1—e + TT1/2_6)|(T57*)TLSms0‘ < C(€7n7m7©n+m+3)' (10.37)

Proof. In the region {u > Up}, this is an immediate consequence of lemma 10.7, the definition of the pointwise
norm (see section 2.7.3), and the results of section 9. In the region {u < Up}, we can write rd, = S — ud,
to reduce to estimating expressions of the form (uau)”/ Sm/go for n’ + m’ = n +m. From the calculation

(U0 )™ =4 ug’@ign =, uS"C(b,y)D'S" and the boundedness of u, we have

(ud)" S™ | Svp C(,)| D" S5 ), (10.38)

which we can estimate with the pointwise norm. Recalling that Uy depends only on ®, completes the
proof. O

Proof of lemma 10.7. Let ¢ > 1 be a parameter that will be chosen in the proof. We allow all estimates
to depend on n, m, 6, ', and c¢. The desired estimate follows from (10.52), after choosing ¢ > 1 so that
cvtm+39 < 9. The restriction §’ < 1/2 ensures that 7 > 2R, in the region Ry (and so S = rd, + ud,). In
this proof, we write R(6) in place of Ry. The right sides of our equations are to be understood schematically,
as in section 2.6.4.

Step 1: L? estimate for the commutator. We claim that for n > 0 and m > 0 and n +m > 1, we have

7200 8,)" S™ ¢ L2(r(0))
S C@m, [1(rdn) =" S50 oo (r(0)) | (rOr) =" S=" 10| Lo (R (6))) (10.39)
(o) =" S0l 2R (0)) + L1 l|(r8) =" T2S=" " 0|l L2 (r(0))]-
The idea is to use the transport equation for (—v) and w to express the coefficients in (10.31) in terms of
the scalar field, and then put the top order terms in L? and the lower order terms in L*°.
Step la: Estimate for derivatives of (—y). When n = 0, we can estimate

|S™ log(—7)| S C(Dm) (10.40)

by the results of section 9. When n > 1, differentiating the transport equation (rd,)log(—v) = ((r0,)p)
gives

2

|(r0,)" 8™ log(=y)| S C(|(rd,) ="' 85", [(r0,)="S=" " ])|(rd,) =" 8= | (10.41)
Step 1b: Estimate for derivatives of w. When n = 0, we can estimate
|S™w| < C(Dm) (10.42)
by the results of section 9. When n > 1, we claim
r(r0,)" S w| < C(Dy, |(rd,)S"LSS™ ), (1D, ) S"SS 1) (1D, ) ST S ). (10.43)

The transport equation for w is
_ 1 _
r~Hrd,)w = 5(1 — 1) ((ro,)e)? = O(1, 7 *@)((rd,)p)>. (10.44)

Differentiate to obtain
r_l(rgr)”Smw = O(l,r_lSSmw, r_l(T5T)1§"_1S§mw)((rgr)S"nggo)

_ _ 10.45
(13,5715, (1B,)<" 55" L), 1o

Now (10.43) follows from an induction argument and the n = 0 case.
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Step 1c: Completing the proof of (10.39). Substitute (10.40)—(10.43) into (10.31) to obtain
OB ™| S @, (15,5155, [(15,)255 )
[zt Y0 (1B S 8= ) (1 + |(r8,) ST 500])|(rD,) <++257|
a+b+c<m

i+j+k<n
c<m—1

Lzt (LH[00) el (14 |(rd,) = 5="|)(1 + \(rgr)gksgbwl)I(@r)zscwl}-

a+b+c<m
it+j+k+0<n+1
>1

(10.46)

To obtain (10.39), put the top order terms in L? and absorb the lower order terms into the constant.

Step 2: Basic estimates for the scalar field. It is an immediate consequence of lemma 10.3 that for n > 1,
we have

1(rd,)"S™ el L2 (r(e)) S 1(rDy)" WSR2 0| L2 ey + (1P D(r8) T ST 0| L2 (r o). (10.47)
It follows from (10.39) and (10.47) that, for n > 3,
H(Té )nSm%’HL2 (R(9))
< C@m, 1(r9r) =" 285"l Lo (R eoy) [ (10r) S T2 10| Lo (R (c0)))

[1(rdn)"2S=" 20| L2(r(eay) + 1(10r) =" S0l L2(R(e)) + Linz1l|(FDr) =" S=" " 0|l L2 (R (c0))-
(10.48)

Finally, it follows from lemma 10.5 and (10.39) that, for n,m > 0,
1 2 1/2 m
/ / ||(7"8 )"S <P||L°°(R(9))
5 C( mo | (r0r) =" LSS 0| Lo (m (e [1(1Dr) =S 0| oo (R (ct)) )
()" S=" 20| L2 (r(cy) + [(rp) =" TS0l 2R (o)) + Lzl (r8r) =" T2S=" " 0| L2 (R (c0)))-

(10.49)
Step 3: Completing the proof. For n,m > 0, we will show the L?-L? estimate
H (Tgr)nSmLpHLQ(R(g)) 5 C(@ner) HSSn+m+1(pHLz(R(Cn+m+19)) (1050)
and the L?-L> estimate
agr 2108, Gl o) S C@rsms ISl ey (10.51)
Note that (10.51) implies the desired L>-L* estimate
1(r:)"S™ || Lo (m(0)) S C(Dnymi2) [SZ 20| oo (R (entmt30)) (10.52)

by the Holder’s inequality ||¢||L2(R(9)) S u(l)/27’0 Hw”L&(R(G))

Step 3a: The base case (10.50) for n <2 and m > 0. First, (10.50) is trivial when n = 0 for all m > 0. For
the case 1 < n < 2, we claim that, for m > 0,

1(r0-)=25™ 0|l L2(m(0)) S C@m)IS=" 20| L2 (R (em+10)) - (10.53)
An induction argument using lemma 10.3 and (10.35) shows that, for m > 0,
17205™ [l L2 (r(8)) S C@m)IS=" 0| L2 (R (cma)) - (10.54)

Conclude the desired (10.53) using (10.47) and (10.54).
Step 3b: The base case (10.51) for n =0 and m > 0. Lemma 10.5 and (10.54) imply that

ué/2ré/2||sm m)||s§m+2

LP||L2(7z(cm+19))~
(10.55)
Step 3c: The inductive step. Let n > 1 and m > 0. Suppose that (10.50) holds for pairs (< n + 1,k) and
(10.51) holds for pairs (< n — 1,k) for all k£ > 0 as well as for pairs (n,< m — 1) (this latter condition is
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vacuous when m = 0). We will show that (10.50) holds for the pair (n+ 2, m) and (10.51) holds for the pair
(n,m). In view of the base cases established in Steps 3ab, this inductive step establishes (10.50) and (10.51).
We first claim that

[(r0:)" 250l 2R (6)) S C(Dams [|(r0r) =" 1 S=" 0| Lo (R (c0)): | (107 ) =" S=" " 0| Lo (R (c0)) )
[l (rd)"S="* 20| L2(r (o)) + [|(rOr) =" TES="0| 2R (co)))-

Indeed, this follows from (10.48) (since the last term in square brackets in that estimate can be removed by
induction). Next, use (10.56) to control the last term in square brackets in the estimate (10.49) and obtain

(10.56)

ug o2 (r0,)" S™ || L (r(ay) S (LHS of (10.56)). (10.57)
By the inductive hypotheses, we have

(LHS of (10.56)) ,S C(©n+m+1, HSn+m+2(p||Loo(R(cn+m+39))) : C(®n+m+2)HSgn+m+3<p||L2(R(Cn+m+39)).
(10.58)

To conclude the proof, control ||S™ T 2|| o (g(entm+3g)) < C(Dpim42) and combine (10.56)(10.58). O

Lemma 10.9. Letn,m >0 and let 0 < k < 2. We have
|(r20,)% (r0,)"S™p| < C(n,m, Dpymes) i {r>5Re}N{r>u}. (10.59)

Proof. The cases k = 0,1 follow from corollary 10.8, so we focus on the case k = 2.

Suppose for the sake of induction that we have already shown lemma 10.9 for k£ = 2 and pairs (n/,m’)
with m’ < m or m = m’ and n’ < n. Set ¥g = (r9,.)"T1S™p. By lemmas 10.6, 10.11 and 10.13 and the
induction hypothesis we have

[P O¢o| < C(n,m, D ymia)[F](r0,) =" TS o] 47|19, ) =" 295" ]|
< C(n,m, Dpymys)[r(170,) (rd,) =" 1SS | + 171 (r20,)% (r0,) =" 5= | (10.60)
< C(n,m, ©n+m+5)[r_1 + T_l|(r25r)2(r5r)gnsgm‘p|]v

and by corollary 10.8, we have
|(r0y)abo| < 7 1C(n,m, Dpgmga)- (10.61)
A computation (starting from (7.12)) for general ¢ shows that

0u((r29,)(r)) = r* (=70 + 2(w — &* /1) (=) (rd, )¢ — %(—V)(TQET)(W)- (10.62)

Specialize this equation to 1) = 1), integrate to C°"* where the data for 1)y vanishes, and use (10.60)
and (10.61) and the inductive hypothesis to obtain

(28,2 (r9,)" S (u, )| = (23, ) (r(rD,) " S™ ) (1, 0)|

“ =17,/ 1 ¢ —11/.28 \2/. A \naom ’ ’ (1063)
< C(n,m, Dnim+s) [/1 r— (v, v)du +/ r|(r0,.) (ro. )" S| (u',v) du’ |.
1

Gronwall’s inequality, the monotonicity r~!(u’,v) < r~1(u,v) for «’ € [1,u], and the estimate ur—! < 1 in
the region of interest give

‘(T25T)2(r57«)n5m4p(u,v)| < C(nvm’©n+m+5)ur_1 exp(C'(n, m,@n+m+5)u7“_1) < C(n, m,©n+m+5)ur_1,
(10.64)
This concludes the proof of lemma 10.9 for £ = 2 and the pair (n,m). |

Lemma 10.10. We have
U(3,)"S™ 0| £ O, m, Do) [US™ 0] + 7718, <0 557 1] 4771 (18,) <M= gl). (10.65)
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Proof. Compute the wave equation (in the region {r > 2R,})

U(rd,) = O tw, (—y))[rO+ U + r~(rd,)] (10.66)
It follows that, for n > 1,
U(rd,)"S™ = O(r~tw, (=) [rO(rd,)" 8™ + U(rd,)"~tS™ + v~ 1 (rd,)"S™]. (10.67)
It follows from (10.46) and corollary 10.8 that (in the region {r > 5R4})
r20(r0,)" 8™ ¢l S C(n,m, Dnms)[|(rdy) =285 1| +|(rd,) S HS=" ). (10.68)

Now (10.67) and (10.68) imply
U (rd,)"S™ | S Cn,m, Dpgm2) [ |(r8:) S S=" o] 171 (r ) =" S| + U (r )" 1 S™ ]

(10.69)
We obtain lemma 10.10 from (10.69) by induction on n. ]
10.3.2. Estimates for (r0,)-derivatives of w.
Lemma 10.11. Forn > 1 and m > 0, we have
T 7 (r0,) S w| < C(e,n, My Dgpmags)  in {r > 5Re}. (10.70)
For |a] > 1, we have
M| < Ofe, |al, D))  in {r <5R.}. (10.71)
For m > 1, we have
717618 w| < Cle,n,) in {r > 5R,}. (10.72)
Proof. The transport equation for w is
_ 1 _ _
r (0@ = S (1= w)((rd)e)? = O~ @) ((rdr)p)*. (10.73)
An induction argument implies that for n > 1, we have
rH(rd,) " S w = (’)(r_ngmzm 7’_1(rgr)lg”_lsgmgo)((rér)S"S’S"Lw)Q. (10.74)

Now (10.70) follows from proposition 8.4 and corollary 10.8.
For (10.71), specialize (8.47) to the region {r < 5R,.} for |a| > 1,

Tw| < 7C(B<a)T=%0> < Cle, Do) T (10.75)
It follows that, in the region {r > 5Re}, for m > 1,

|S™ | (u, 1) < |S™w|(u, 5R) —|—/ |0,S™ w0 |(u,r") dr’
5R.

< C(Rs)|S™w|(u, 5Rs) +/ O(r=18=mw)|(rd,)S="|*(u,r") dr’

5R. (10.76)
< O@)T T+ C(Dings) /; 2T ireqy
5Re
< C(Dpys)r M,
which is (10.72). O
Lemma 10.12 (Asymptotic expansion of @). In {r > 5Re} N{r > u}, we have
w(u,r) = wl|z(u) + Ex(u, 1), (10.77)
where wr satisfies _
[(udy)"w|z(u)] < Ce,m, D) min(re, u), (10.78)
and the error £ satisfies
|(rOy )™ (u0,) ™ Ew| < C(€, 1, M, Dygmgs)r L min(re, uc). (10.79)
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Proof. Step 1: Proof of (10.79). Define

Exlu,r) = —/ Orwo(u,r’)dr’ = —/ 220, )w (u, ) dr’ = —/ %r’d(l—u)((r’za.)go)Q(u, r)dr,
' ' ' (10.80)

so that (10.77) holds with wz(u) = lim, o w(u,r). It follows from lemmas 10.9 and 10.11 (after replacing
instances of ud, with S —rd,) that, for n > 1,

|(r0r)™ (u) ™| S 72| (r0,) =" H(wdy) =" (1 = )| (728,) (r0,) =" (ud) =" | (10.81)
< C(nym, Dppmya)r 2. ’

When n = 0, we differentiate under the integral sign and use lemmas 10.9 and 10.11 and proposition 8.4
(after replacing instances of ud, with S —rd,.) to get

|(udu)"E| < / 2| ()= (1 = w)l|(r28,) (udu) =" e (u, ') dr’
" . (10.82)
< C(e,n,m, Z)n+m+5)/ 2 min(r€, u®) dr’ < Cle,n,m, Dppmys)r F min(re, uc).

Use (10.81) and (10.82) to conclude (10.79).

Step 2: Proof of (10.78). By similar arguments to those in lemma 10.11, one can use lemma 10.9 to
obtain [(720,)(ud,)"w| < C(m,®,15). This shows that (ud,)™w is integrable in r towards Z, uniformly
on compact subsets of u. It follows from a fact in real analysis (as in the proof of lemma 8.11) that
(u0,)"w|z(u) = lim, oo ((u0y)™w@)(u,r). Then (10.78) follows from lemma 10.11 and proposition 8.4
(after replacing instances of ud, with S —70,.). O

10.3.3. Estimates for (r0,.)-derivatives of (—).
Lemma 10.13. For n,m > 0, we have

rr|USY(rd, )" S™ log(—7)| < C(n,m, Dpymys) i {r > 5Re}. (10.83)

Proof. When n = 0, this follows from proposition 8.13. When n > 1, the transport equation for log(—~)
gives

[U=1(rd,)" 8™ log(—)| = U=H(rd,)" 1 S™(rd,) log(—) = U= (r0,)" 1™ ((rD,) )| (10.84)
S (rdn) =" 8= + U (r8,) =" 5= |2, '

Use lemma 10.10 and corollary 10.8, and the definition of the pointwise norm Py 1 < C(|af,D|4|) to estimate

[U=H(rd,)"S™ og(=1)| S C(Dnam+2)[|(r0,)="S="f* + |(rd,) =" F1S="1pf? + [US™ o]

10.85
< C(nym, Dpgmas)r 1L ( )
O
Lemma 10.14 (Asymptotic expansion of (—7)). In {r > 5Rs} N {r > u}, we have
(=)t r) = 1+ 72y () + €y (1,7, (10.56)
where F(_y and £y satisfy
|(udu)™ F—py| < C(m, Dinys5) (10.87)
and
[(rd,)™ (u0) " E(—| < C(nym, Dpgpmas)r > (10.88)
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Proof. Step 1: Preliminary computations and the derivation of (10.86). Write K = r2d,. Compute

K(—) =17 (K¢)*(—) (10.89)
K (=) = =(K@)*(=7) +r ' K0 - Kp(—7) + 772 (Kp)* (=) (10.90)
K (=) = =3K%p - Kp(—7) = 3r (K@) (=) + 1 H(E?9)* (=) + 512K 0 - (Kp)*(—7)
+r(Kp) (=) + (rd,) K20 - Ko(—) (10.91)
Next, define . . .
E—mp(u,r) = / p_Q/ P / P2 (=) (u, p") dp” dp' dp, (10.92)
so that ' ’ ’
1= (=)(u,r) = / pPK(=)(u, p)dp = =~ lim K (=) (u,r) —/T pQ/p pEKA (=) (u, p') dp' dp
= ! Tlgglo K(—v)(u,r) —2r—2 Tll)rgo K2 (=) (u, 1) — &~y (u, 7).
(10.93)

From (10.89) and (10.90), the boundedness statement of lemma 10.9, and the gauge condition (—v)|z = 1,
we see that
lim K(—)(ur) =0, lm K2(=y)(u,r) = — lim (K¢)(u,r) (10.94)

r—00

It follows that (10.86) holds for F(_,(u) = —2lim, o (K¢)?(u,r).

Step 2: Proof of (10.87). This is proved with a similar method to (10.78). The important points are that,
by lemma 10.9, K(K)? is bounded (which provides the integrability in r towards infinity, uniformly on
compact subsets of u), and K (ud,)S™¢ is bounded (since we can replace instances of ud,, by S — 73,).

Step 3: Proof of (10.88). All terms on the right side of (10.91) are bounded by C(n,m,D,1mys5) after
applications of (rd,.)"(ud,)™, by lemma 10.9 (since we can replace instances of ud, by S — rd,). It follows
that all terms in (r9,)"(ud,)™E(—.,) are bounded by r~3 (with the constant just mentioned). O

10.4. Retrieving the assumptions of the work of Luk—Oh on late-time tails.

10.4.1. Notation of the work of Luk—Oh. We define notation as in [29, Sec. 2.1.1-2.1.3]. Define the following
parameters:

o Rfar = 5R07

e M. € Zzo,

e j.=1/2

o J.=3,

e K.=0,

® T = 1,

o My € Zxy,

[ AQ = C(Wi7cﬂyrminaMOa®Mo+5)7
® g = 3/47

® 1y = 1/4,

e D=C®um,),
[ ] Oéd:47

e ;€ (0,1],

o J; =23,

e K;=0,

® 7qd = 1,

Let g = g be the spacetime metric on M. We now define Cartesian coordinates on M. Let (6,¢) be the
standard local coordinate system on S2. Set

2% =x(r)(2v —7r)+ (1 — x(r)(2u+7) (10.95)
and z! = rsinfcos ¢, £2 = rsinfsin ¢, and =3 = rcosf. Set

T = 0,0, (10.96)
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where 0,0 is defined with respect to the coordinates (2%, 2!, 22, 23). Define

=1 —r+ 3R 7= 2" — Xsuap,, (7)(r — 3Rpar) (10.97)
for a cutoff function xs4g,,, (r) that is 0 when r < 2R, and 1 when r > 4Ry,,. In particular, observe that
@ =2u+ 3R, in {r> R}, (10.98)

and
2%, in {r < 2Rg.,},

10.99
@, in {r > 4R, }. ( )

T7r =1, andT:{

Write (8£T), BﬁT)) for the coordinate derivatives in the (7,7) coordinate system and (9, d,) for the coordinate
derivatives in (4@, r)-coordinates. We will write M = Myear U Mmed U Myaye for

Muear = {(u,7) € M 11 < 2Rpor, 7 > 1},
Muned = {(u,7) € M : Ry <7 <4000, 7 > 1}, (10.100)
Myave = {(u,7) € M : 7 > 4u,7 > 1}.

and write Mgy = Mupmea U Myave-

10.4.2. Global assumptions on the spacetime. Assumption (G1) is clearly satisfied. Assumption (G2) is

satisfied, since the only boundary component of M is the null event horizon. Finally, it is easy to check the
causality condition (G3) based on the definition of x°.

10.4.3. Assumptions on the metric. Define the absolute value of a (2,0)-tensor as in [29, Sec. 2.1.4]. A
tedious but straightforward computation involving the expression for a Lie derivative in local coordinates,
the chain rule, the definitions of our schematic geometric quantities, and the results of section 9 yields the
following expression for these absolute values in terms of components in (u,r) and (7, v)-coordinates.

Lemma 10.15. Fiz a function m(7,r). Let a be (2,0)-tensor

a=a" (0,20, +0,®0,)+a"0, 20, +r 4 (10.101)
for :;iAB a (2,0)-tensor on S?. Then in M, we have
L7 LT @l Snm C@nim)[[(u0u) =" (r0,) =" | + |(ud) =™ (rd,) =2 | + PP (10.102)
Similarly, if b takes the form
b=b"(9,®9,+09,®0,) +b"0, 0, +r *b, (10.103)
then in Myear we have
L2 LY bl S C@am) D 1SV D= B4 [SE DB 2B (10.104)
n’,m’>0

n’+m’:n+m

Finally, if a is a spherically symmetric smooth function, such that

> IS"0d) al Sm(Fr) in Mo, and 3 |S™Da| Sm(r,r) 0 Macar, - (10.105)
m4+n<N m4+n<N
then
a = OF(m(r,7)), (10.106)

where the Or notation is defined as in [29, Sec. 2.1.4].

One computes
g =~ (_17) (02 ® 8, + 0, © D) + (1 — WD, @ 0, +17%9 (10.107)
and

o—1

1
g_l = E(Qr ®Q'u + Q’U ®Qr) + (1 - IU’)QT ®Qr + T_QW . (10108)
for 7? the round metric on the unit sphere.

In Mear, by proposition 8.8, (10.108), and lemma 10.15, we have

gl =0 (1), (10.109)
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which satisfies assumption (gBV'1).
For m~! the inverse Minkowski metric, we have

-1 -1 N -F B -7 2w ei\-  —
gl —m = (1- (=) )@ ® .+, 80) - (= - 5)9, 99, (10.110)
By lemmas 10.12, 10.14 and 10.15 and (10.107), and a Taylor expansion, we have
gl —m™ = OMe(r 1) in Mypea, (10.111)

where the implicit constant depends on €, M., and ®ps_y5. This satisfies assumption (gBV2) (with §. = 1/2).
By lemmas 10.12 and 10.14 and Taylor expansion, in M.ve We have the asymptotics
gV = -1+ 1"72101?0(10 + 03[h™"],

g’ = T_lflfo(u) + 0s[0"], (10.112)
r2gAB — 7}1437

where the unlisted components vanish, and where, in the notation of [29, Sec. 2.1.4],
hY = Opa. (1), and  hj’y = 2w|7(u) = Op(uf), (10.113)

and
03[h™] = OMe(r73), and go[h"™] = &, + 7 2% = ONe(r—2u). (10.114)
This satisfies assumption (gBV3) (with n. =1 and 6. = 1/2).

10.4.4. Stationary estimate. The assumption (SE1) is trivially satisfied, since M has no timelike boundary
components.
Define the inverse metric

2
e‘\= = _ge—1
Awﬂ&®&+r7 (10.115)

= = = = w
(Oo)gfl = — (aﬂ ®a7” + 5‘T ®aﬁ) + (1 - Tf
in (u,r)-coordinates. Since Tr = 0, we have the stationarity property ET((OO)g) = 0. The stationary
estimate for the Reissner-Nordstrom metric (*)g (with mass @ ¢ and charge e) follows from the methods in

[2, Sec. 7] (see also the discussion in [29, Ex. 3.6]). As for the convergence of g~ to (®)g~1 we have

W7Wf

g— (®g™l = (1 - (=) )0z ® 0, + 8, ® ) + 0, ® 0. (10.116)
On X7 N{r > Ry} (where X5 is defined as in [29, Sec. 2.1.3]), the assumption (SE2) (with 6. = 1/2) follows
from lemmas 10.11 and 10.13 (and an easy decay estimate for w — wy that follows from the energy decay
established in section 6). The verification of assumption (SE2) in the region ¥, N {r < Rg,,} is done in
(v, 7)-coordinates, and it is similar (but uses proposition 8.8). Thus assumption (SE2) holds.

10.4.5. Assumptions on the initial data. The assumption (Dy, ) on the initial data is satisfied for our com-
pactly supported data (with D = C(Dyy,)), for any ay € R and 64 € (0,1]. Note that, although the data

hypersurface ¥; leaves the region Renar, the scalar field vanishes in the region X1 NRE .-

10.4.6. Assumptions on the scalar field. By the results of section 9 and lemma 10.15, we have

1IS™ D" SvTite = o = OMO(Ap7 1) in Myear. (10.117)

By corollary 10.8 and lemma 10.15, we have
1S™ (10, )| SuTte = o = ONo(Aga ') in Mppea. (10.118)

By corollary 10.8 and lemma 10.15, we have
|S™(r0,)" 0| < Py — = OIM‘J (A0r71/276ﬂ71+25) in Myave- (10.119)

Taking € = 1/4, the above three implications show that assumption (S) is satisfied with ag = 3/4 and
Vg = 1/4
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10.5. Obtaining a late-time tails result from the work of Luk—Oh. We begin by showing that the
first higher radiation field vanishes (i.e. the radiation field ® has no r~! term in its expansion).

Lemma 10.16. In the notation of [29, Sec. 2.3], we have
®y o(u) = 0. (10.120)

Proof. Define ® := ry. From (7.12), we have

2(w — e? 3
9u0y® = —wﬁ(—u)@ — 0,(70,®) + =(—1)r0,® = ~2(w — & /r)r(—1)® = O(u~}/2+),
(10.121)
By Gronwall’s inequality and the vanishing of the data on C°U, we have
128, ®| < ul/?eefu/r, (10.122)
In particular, if we define ®¢(u) == lim,_,oc ®(u,v), then (for r(u,v) > u) we have
o0
|D(u, v) — Po(u)] < / |8, ® (u, v')| dv’ < r= 2t/ (10.123)
v
In particular, it follows that
®y o) == lim r(u,v)(®(u,v) — Po(u)) =0, (10.124)
vV—> 00
as desired. 0

Theorem 10.17 (Sharp Price’s law result). There exists a universal large constant N > 0 and small
constants €,0 > 0 such that for every k > 0, we have the following asymptotic along the event horizon

|(UQv)k<p|7.[(’U) —Cplv 3| = O(v_?’_‘s), (10.125)
where the implicit constant depends on w@;, c3(, Tmin, k, and Dyax(N,e-1k)- Moreover, for 0 < k < 2, we have
|(805) | (v) — Cp €673 = O(v737°), (10.126)

where v and Oy are the coordinate and associated derivative in the Eddington-Finkelstein-type gauge (see
section 2.4), and where the implied constant depends on the same parameters as in (10.125).

Proof. Define J; = 2 and o5 := 3. Then [29, Eq. (2.83)] holds. Evidently, the asymptotic spatial profile
defined in [29, Eq. (2.90)] is identically equal to 1. In spherical symmetry and with K; = 0, we have

@ 0y1,0 (1) = P10 (u) = D19(u), (10.127)

so lemma 10.16 implies [29, Eq. (2.73)]. In the previous section we showed that all the main assumptions of
[29] are satisfied. An appeal to [29, Main Theorem 4] shows that there exists € > 0 small, M > 0 large, and
an explicit constant C # 0 such that for My, M, > M and § > 0 sufficiently small, we have

p(7,r) = CL7% + OF™M((D + A7) i {r <7172}, (10.128)

where £ = [ 2w|z(u)p(u) du is non-zero for solutions arising from generic Cauchy data, by [32, Thm. 4.3]
(to relate this expression for £ to the notion of final asymptotic charge in [29, Sec. 2.r5], one integrates the
recurrence equations in [29, Sec. 2.3]). Specializing to a region {r < Ry}, where 7 = 2v — r, and performing
a Taylor expansion, we get
_ -3 leM] —3—5
o(r,v) =CLv™> 4+ O - (v ), (10.129)

where the implicit constant depends on @;, ¢4, Fmin, and © ;. Differentiating this asymptotic yields (10.125).
For the result in the Eddington—Finkelstein-type gauge, one notes that the argument of proposition 9.2
(see also lemmas 9.4 and 9.5) provides, on the event horizon,

S — 005 = pS+ (1 — p)v\U
S% — (305)? = Z (S=1p)2(S=H(wA)b (AU (vA))e{U, S}=2, (10.130)

a,b,c<1
a+b+c>1
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for some quantity p, together with the estimates

|SS1p| < vt 1SSt ()| S vt AU (vA)| S vt (10.131)

The upshot is that for 0 < k < 2,
[S*p — (0095)" ol S vTIH{U, S} =20 S v (10.132)
where the final estimate is due to (10.129). Noting that S = vd, on the horizon, (10.126) now follows from
the above equation and (10.125). O

APPENDIX A. PROOFS OF VECTOR FIELD COMMUTATOR CALCULATIONS

Proof of lemma 2.11. From

V= (x+A"1—-x))d + XA, (A1)
we obtain (2.46) and
V —0,=x(\—1)0, + xA\U, (A.2)
which gives (2.47). From (A.1), one obtains (2.48):
0y =F 'V —FI\AU  for F = (x+ (1 —x)/\) = bo. (A.3)
]
Proof of (2.49). One obtains (2.49) by computing
S = x(v0y +vAU) + (1 — X)((r + u(—v))0, + u(—v)U) (A.4)
and using (2.48). O
Proof of lemma 2.13. Use the transport equations for (—v) and A to compute
[0,,U] =5 r2{1, @, (1 — u)~}[0, + U], (A.5)
and then use 1,>g, (1 — ) ™! =5 bo and @ = go to get (2.51).
We have
[0,,0,] = [0, 0y + [0, NU] = A20,00 + X L0,NU + A0, U]. (A.6)
It follows that
[0, V] = X' (9, — 0,) + XA\ 20,00y + X\ L0, AU + xA[0,, U]. (A.7)

Now use (2.48), write 9, = A[0, + U], and use (2.51) to obtain (2.52).
Now we compute [9,., S]. First, compute

[57"7 S] = X/(UQU - (7'37" =+ ugu)) + X[grﬂ@v} + (1 - X)gr

=x'(v9, — (10, + ud,)) + xv0, (ﬁ)@v +(1 = x)0, (A.8)
=(I)

=(II)

We now treat term (I). Observe that

9, =A"19,-U 3,= (?)Qv. (A.9)
From this we claim that
(I) =s 1, <r<2r.BoD (A.10)
Indeed, we have
) o (77) . Z /
I =x (1} U= )\)QUJrXTU
= X0 = u =), + X (k= (=7) + (1 = A7) + 1T (A1)

=5 1r,<r<2r.B00, + 1r.<r<2r. U,
and using 9, = 0, + AU and (2.48) gives (A.10). For term (II), write
= ( K
(1) = x0D, (=5 )2, =5 bo(x(=7) " wDr+ (=) 2D (=)D, (A.12)

76



so that
ITZRO(H) =g 1R0§r§2R.SBVD~ (Al?))
Combine (A.10) and (A.13) with (A.8) to conclude (2.53). O

Proof of lemma 2.14. First we compute [U, V]. Since U and 9, commute, we have
U V] =X —8,) + (1 =x)[U,0;]. (A.14)
Use (2.48) and (2.51) to conclude.
Next, we compute [U, S]. Since U and vd, commute, we have
[U,S] = —X'(vd, — (r0, +udy)) + (1 — X)[U, 70, + ud,). (A.15)

As shown in (A.10), the first term is of the schematic form 1g,<,<2r,BoD. To treat the second term, we
compute using (A.9) that

3 __U/\ ) -1 a7 (=)
0.8 = =550, =1 HLw, (-9, 0.8 =U()a, (A.16)
which implies
S UA ()

Since —3, + (=)', = U and the coefficient of the final term consists has the structure r~1gg + 77 1&,
the desired (2.55) follows from (A.15).
Now we compute [V, S]. Use (A.9) to obtain the following identities:

[0,,v0,] = 9., (A.18)
0,73, + udy] = (rgvxl +ud, ((_77)) v 1) a,, (A.19)
— — K _
O0r,v0,] = v0, | —— ) Ou, A.20
0, 00,) = w0, (=) (A.20)
[0p, 70y + udy) = 0. (A.21)
It follows that
€08~ 0, = x(1 - ) (8,27 +00,(") £1)0, = Thecycon BeD. (A2
and
(1-x)[0y, S]—(1—x)?0, = X’(l—x)(vﬁv—(r5r+u5u))+x(1—x)v@((_K’y))gu =s 1p,<r<2r,BvD (A.23)
To conclude, note that _
[V, S] — x?0, — (1 — x)?0, = 1r,<r<2r,boD. (A.24)
and B
Y20, + (1= x)?0, — V =4 1r, <y<2r.boD. (A.25)
O

Proof of lemma 2.15. The strategy is to use an induction argument to simultaneously prove the following
two estimates

(U, L] = O(Ba_siv,r 160 _gip)[UTS5 41772, DIV 40716, o,y DTS5 (A.26)
[V,L] = VI=*"% 4+ O(Bo_s4v, 1 ' Ga_giv)r 2DI=*"Y, (A.27)
We then prove (2.60) assuming (A.26) and (A.27). Observe that (2.57)—(2.59) follow immediately from (A.26)

and (A.27) and the definition of C, (see (2.43)). To streamline the notation, we schematically write “goodg”

(resp. “good[‘;” and “good}f”) for terms appearing on the right side of (A.26) (resp. (2.60) and (A.27)) for

the multi-index . Observe that goodg =5 goodg whenever 8 < o (and the analogous statements hold for

the schematic quantities “good‘ﬂ/” and “good}gﬂ”).

Step 1: Proof of (A.26) and (A.27). Both sides of both equations vanish when |o| = 0. when |a| = 1, both
statements follow from lemma 2.14.
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Now suppose inductively that (A.26) and (A.27) hold for multi-indices < « and < o’ (with |af, |&/] > 1).
We will show that they hold for multi-indices < o 4 o/. Before proceeding, we note that (A.26) and (A.27)
for multi-indices < « imply

[D, TS =, O(Bo_s54v,7 "G _gip)DTSY, (A.28)
Step 1a: Proof of (A.26). The induction hypothesis for (A.26) with multi-indices < « implies
OBotar—s5:v, T Gapar—si0) U, T=I0=Y = good”, ., (A.29)

We now use (A.26) for multi-indices < o to compute
P=U,T=Y] = O(Basar—s1v,7 " Bagar—g40)[[ZOUTSY =5 4 p72g, o, T=epr=e’=V
+r  garar s o DSODDSY S
= O(Bata— 54,7 " Barar—siv)[[U, T =5 4 r=2g, 0 v [D, TS0~V (A.30)

+ Tﬁlga+a’—S+U[Da FSQ}Fgalis] + gOOdg+a’

U
a+ta’*

= good

In passing to the last line, we noted that the first term in square brackets on the second line is good by
(A.29), and the other two terms are good by (A.28). Summing (A.29) and (A.30) concludes the proof of
(A.26) for multi-indices < ar+ ¢’'.

Step 1b: Proof of (A.27). The induction hypothesis for (A.27) with multi-indices < « implies
[V, 0= =" = good? .. (A.31)
We now use (A.27) for multi-indices < o and (A.28) and (A.31) for multi-indices < « to compute
SOV, 5] = TSV £ O(Bprarsiv, " Burar—sio)r 2DSODI=Y "V = 000d?, ... (A.32)

In passing to the final equality we used (A.28) and (A.31). Add (A.31) and (A.32) to establish (A.27) for
multi-indices < o + .

Step 2: Proof of (2.60) given (A.26) and (A.27). We now show that (2.60) holds for multi-indices < « if
(A.26) and (A.27) do.

VIV,I=Y = VTS5 + O(Ba—siviv,r 'Ga_syuyv)r 2VDI=e"V
= goodg2 +O(Ba_siviv,™ ‘Ba_sivrv)r 2D, VISV (A.33)
= goodxz.
To pass to the last line we used (2.54) and absorbed the r~2gg term into the O term. Use (A.33) to establish
[V, TSV =, VI'S®=SV 4 good” =, V[V, T<*"5] + good!” (A.34)
Sum (A.33) and (A.34) to conclude (2.60) for multi-indices < «. O

Proof of lemma 2.16. Write L = L1ULy for L; € T'* and o = a1 + a9 + U, where a; > 0. Set L' = L1 Lo,
and use (A.26) to compute L — UL = —[U, L] Lo, noting that L, € I<*~Y:

L—UL = O(Ba-v-s4v,r " Oa_g)[Ur=*"V"5 4 r2g, _y_yDI=*"U"V 4 p716, gDI="U"7]

=0Ba—v_s5+v, Tﬁlﬁa_s)[UrgaiUiv + TﬁQQa_U_VVFSO‘iUiV + Tﬁlﬁa_svrgailjis]
(A.35)

O

Proof of lemma 2.17. If || < 1, then this is immediate because L = L’. The operators L and L’ are made
up of the same vector fields, but in possibly different orders. We can reorder L into L’ by performing
finitely many swaps of two adjacent vector fields. It is therefore enough to consider L = LiI'1I'sLy and
L' = L1ToT' Ly, where L; € I and T'; € T'% for |3;] = 1 and o; > 0 and a = oy +ag + 31 + B2. Inspecting
lemma 2.14 shows that

[C1,T2] =5 1+ 77 %85,45,-v-v + 77 Bp 45,5 + By 45,-5]1D =5 C<p,4p,-5D, (A.36)
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and so
L—L = L[T1,T9)Ly = C<oyipy 48, s S DS = Cc, DTS2 — O oDTS*"F1=F2 (A 37)

In the final equality we used the consequence [D,I'¥] =; C.gDI'SP~1 of lemma 2.15. If 31 = S, then
'y =T9,80 L — L' =0. We can therefore suppose 31 # 2, in which case 81 + 2 > U + V. This concludes
the proof. O

Proof of lemma 2.18. We first prove (2.64). Use (2.15) to compute
2 _ a2
AU = 9y(—1) 10y + (—1) 10,0y = w0 + W,@U U - 8,) (A.38)
and use (2.48) to conclude.

Now we prove (2.63). We first prove the formula with VU on the left side. By (2.17) and U = —9,., we
have

0, U =k0+ k(1 —p)U? —r k(2 —2r ') U + 7719, = bo[d+r 1D + U?]. (A.39)

By (2.64), we have
1,5Rr,0,.U =5 bo[d+ 771 DJ. (A.40)
The claim with UV on the left now follows from (A.39) and (A.40) and the expression V = xd, + (1 — x)0,.
To complete the proof, note that [U, V] = bor 1D by (A.14). |

Proof of lemma 2.19. A direct computation shows that

2w—e*/r). , Uk 2 2w 1rUk e? 11
B+ =5 U =0 G T T 0D Gre g
=5 bU[D + 172V + 72U,
which is (2.65).
A similar computation shows that
X0ubg X0 27 X0,k
O, 21— X2l
X[0,8,] = K K v r[ rox8w + K ( w/r)}U (A.42)

= 1,<op by [0+ 712V + 772U + U?]

where we used the fact that by can depend on R,. Similarly, one computes

(I_X)[Dagr}_(l_){)2( 762/7‘)5 (17X)5T(77)D+ 2 [_1+2£+ IM( _ € ):|(1_X)57"

r? (=) r? 2 (=) r?
1 1 —
(1= X)
RIER
=, by [O+r2gyV +r2U].
(A.43)
A direct computation shows that
GO =V2+¢& (A.44)

for G = (14 2x(A — 1) + x2(A — 1)2 ) and € =¢ 1,<2p, by [D + U?]. Since r(\ — 1) = Bf, we find that G
does not vanish and (1 — x)G~! = 1,55, B3 when R, is large enough depending on B§. We next compute
[0, V] =x[3,9,] + (1 - x)[0,9,] + [0,x)(8, - 9;) (A.45)
and
[O.X] =s 1r,<r<2r,B[1 + D] (A.46)
for R, large enough depending on B (due to the occurrence of F~! for F =; 1,5p,(1+x(1—X)~1)). Since
1g,<r<2r, (0, — 0.) = boD, we can use (2.63) to compute
(O, x](0, — 0r) =s 1r,<r<2r, BGV? + D + U?] (A.47)
Combine (A.42)—(A.47) to obtain (2.66).
Write S := vd, and S := rd, + ud,. One computes explicitly

0, 8] = (1 + ﬁ“)m - 7[ Sw + (1+ %)(r —w)}U+ %(ﬁ/\+/\)U2. (A.48)
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and

0,5] = (2 + 5;(_7?)5 + 5;(_7”)) 9; + % [w ~Sw+ “?Ev)”) (1- flw)} d,. (A.49)
Since
[, 5] =x[0, 8]+ (1 = x)[0, §] + [0, x1(S - 9), (A.50)
and
S — S = 1r,<r<2r,bsDD=!, (A.51)
we conclude (2.67) using similar arguments to those used in the computation of [, V]. g

Proof of lemma 2.19. Schematically write “good,” for terms appearing on the right side of (2.69) when
L € T>. With this notation, (2.69) reads

[O,L]+ ay fuUL + ay fy VL = good,,. (A.52)

Let o and o/ be multi-indices with |al, |o’| > 1. Suppose that (2.69) holds for all operators in 'S and in
=’ We will show that if L € I'* and L’ € T®’, then (2.69) holds for LL' € T+’

Step 0: The base cases |a| < 1. If |a] = 0, then L = 1, so both sides of (2.69) vanish. If || = 1, then
L € {U,V,S}, and so (2.69) follows from inspection of lemma 2.19. From now on we can suppose that
laf, o] > 1.

Step 1: Differentiating the right side of (2.69). We will use lemma 2.15 to show that
I'=*good,, = good, ;o (A.53)
To start, we have
I=<%good,, =¢ baia [TSOT<Y 10+ 1 lgapo TSOVDS 5

) (11)

+ P2 FgaVl—\ga/—l + -2 FgaUl—\<a' (A54)
Jata’ T “Bata’ ]
(I11) A%}
We handle the terms in the square brackets one by one. Clearly
(I) = =+ =10 = go0d,, 4 - (A.55)
We now develop term (II) using lemma 2.15:
(H) = TﬁlgaJra’ [V2F§a+0/7S + C<a+vr72D1’\§a+O/7U7$+V] (A 56)
= 200d,, , o + 7 bosarGaparr 2DISOH T = go0d '
To pass to the second line we used the fact that term (II) vanishes unless o’y > 0, so
C<0c+V s C<a+a’75+\/ = C<a+a’ =s baJra’- (A57)
From lemma 2.15, we handle term (III):
1) =, 7 2gata [VISOH "L 4 Corm2ppsote’-U-1
() o < | )

’
=5 g00d, o + T 2baGate DTS U1 = good,, , o/,

where in passing to the second line we recalled that C<n =5 b, (see (2.39) and (2.43)). We handle term (IV)
similarly using lemma 2.15:

(IV) = 1 2gasar [UT<0H 4 Co[UT<0F' =5 4320 DI<0t' =V 4 p=lg_ Dr<ote’=5]]
=5 800d 4o + 7 2baGatar [Ul"<°‘+a/ + VI‘S"‘"’O‘/_l] = 800d 4 o+

Substitute (A.55), (A.56), (A.58) and (A.59) into (A.54) to obtain (A.53).
Step 2: Differentiating (2.69). In this step we show that

LO, L' + oy fuULL + oy, fy VLL = good,,, - (A.60)
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Let X € {U,V}. Since fu, fv € r=2B5go, we have IS fx =, 717 2B ,9, =s 7 26,. Use this to compute

D=, fxX] = P59 fx] X 4 fx([D50, X =0 ) (D)X + fx 157, X]

ar1ta<a
laz|>1
= > (U)X e+ Y (D fy) X (A.61)
art+az<a artaz<a
la1[>1

= (P fx)[XT=071 4 [X, P=0) = 7728, [XT =71+ [X, T,
Using (A.61) and lemma 2.15 and &, = go+os (since || > 1 implies o < « + '), we compute
L(aly fyUL + oy fy VL) — oy fyULL — oy fy'VLL'
=s ay[L, fuUIL' + oy [L, fyVIL' =, [L, fp DIL'
= r 2B, [XT St 1 X TS (A.62)
= 7 G [XTSOH 1 L [X DS L]
=5 800dy 4o + P2 g0t aCeqDISOHY U — 800d, 4 -

To complete the proof of (A.60), combine (2.69) for the multi-index « with (A.62), and then apply (A.53),
recalling that L € T'*:

LIO, L] + ol fuULL + oy fy VLL' = L0, L] + oy fo UL + o, fy VL)
- (L(O/UfUUL/ + CY/VvaLI) - O/UfUULLI - O/Vf\/VLLI)
= L(good,,,) 4+ good,, , o =s g00d, | -
(A.63)

Step 3: Acting on (2.69) from the right. We now show that
O,LIL + ay fuULL' + oy fy VLL =4 good,, ;o (A.64)
Act on both sides of (2.69) for L € I with L' € T on the right to get
(O, L)L + ay fuULL + ay fy VLL = b, I'<* '0OL + good,, ;o =5 b=, L] + good, - (A.65)
By (A.60) and lemma 2.15 and the inductive hypothesis, we have ['S*~![0, L] =, good,, |/, and substituting
this into (A.65) proves (A.64).
Step 4: Completing the induction. Add (A.60) and (A.64) to get
O,LL) + (av + o) fuULL + (av + o4,) fyVLL = LIO, L' + o, fuULL' + o}, fy VLL
+ (g, L]LI + CkaUULL/ + OlvavLL/ (A.66)
=5 800d, o+
We have now shown that (2.69) for L € T and L’ € T'* implies (2.69) for LL’ € T®t*", Since we established
(2.69) for |a] <1 in Step 0, an induction argument concludes (2.69) for all a. O

Proof of corollary 2.21. We can assume |a| > 1, since the case o = 0 is trivial.
Step 1: Proof of (2.70). Observe that (2.70) is a consequence of lemmas 2.11 and 2.20 and the following two
identities:
V = bo[&, + 1,<2R, U], (A.67)
rVATSeS = Bg[1,5 R, 00 (rT<Y9) + 0,1 <@ + 1,<ar, UT<%¢]. (A.68)

First, recall that (A.67) was proved in lemma 2.11. To prove (A.68), it is enough to consider the quantity
1,5>p,rV2IS79 since 1,<opr, rV2ISe—5 = BVI<e=5HV = B VT< is handled by (A.67). Use (A.67)
to rewrite the first V' in terms of 9, and U, then use 0,7 = A =¢ by to commute r past J,, and note that
the term beginning with U is supported in {r < 2R,}.
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Step 2: Proof of (2.71). By the good sign fyy > 0 and the triangle inequality, we have
r?*ULeOLp = —ayr®™* fuy(ULp)? — ayr* * fyULpV L
+ 1?7 (ULp)(ALp + aufuULp + av fyV Ly)
<ay|r?=* fullULe||V Lo| + r*~°*|ULg||OLy + au fuULyp + av fy VLe| .
=(I) =(1II)

Term (I) vanishes unless ary > 0, namely unless L contains a V. In this case, use lemma 2.17 and the wave
equation (2.63) to rewrite

(A.69)

Loy 50U Ly =4 ba[O0<%g + DI<9]. (A.70)
Control term (I) using lemma 2.20 and (A.67) and (A.70) and |r?~*fy| < C(Ga,s). For term (II), use
lemma 2.20 and (2.70) and (A.70).

Step 3: Proof of (2.72). By the triangle inequality, we have
2710, Lol|OLg| < ay|r®™* fullULe||0u Le| +127°|0, Lol |OLp + av fuU Ly + av fyV Ly|
=(I) =(1I)
+ av|r? % fur |0y Ll |V L] .

:=(I1I)

(A.71)

Handle terms (I) and (II) as in Step 2. In particular, for term (I) we bring the U that L contains to the
front using lemma 2.17, and then use the wave equation 9,U =4 bo[0 + r~1 D] from (2.64). It is important
here that 0,U produces a wave equation with no U?-term; such a term would produce U?I'S*~V =, UI'se,
and this top-order term is not admissible. The analogous term in Step 2 was U?I'S*~V =, UT'<?, which is
a lower order term. For term (III), use (A.67) and [r2=* fy/| < C(B3, go) to get

() < 15> R, C((BG, 90, @) |0 Lo | (|U Lep| + [0 Lep]). (A.72)
O
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