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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, φ, F ) consisting of a 4-dimensional manifold M with Lorentzian metric g, a real-valued
scalar field φ, and a 2-form F (the Maxwell field) that satisfy the following equations:

Ric(g)− 1
2gR(g) = 2(T (sf) + T (em)),

T
(sf)
αβ = ∂αφ∂βφ− 1

2gαβ∂
µφ∂µφ,

T
(em)
αβ = Fα

νFβν − 1
4gαβF

µνFµν ,

□gφ = 0, dF = 0, divgF = 0.

(1.1)

Here Ric(g) and R(g) are the Ricci curvature tensor and Ricci scalar curvature of the metric g, and □g
and divg 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, φ, and F .

The explicit family of Reissner–Nordström spacetimes are spherically symmetric solutions to (1.1) with
vanishing scalar field: in local coordinates, the Maxwell field is 2r−2e2 dt∧dr, and the metric takes the form

gM,e = −
(
1− 2M

r
+

e2

r2

)
dt2 +

(
1− 2M

r
+

e2

r2

)−1

dr2 + r2gS2 , (1.2)

where M and e are real-valued constants to be thought of as mass and charge, respectively, and gS2 is
the round metric on the sphere of radius 1. Special cases of the Reissner–Nordström metrics include the
Schwarzschild metrics (e = 0) and the flat Minkowski metric (M = e = 0). A Reissner–Nordström 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–Nordström 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:

|(v∂v)kφ||H ≲ϵ,k,φ v
−1+ϵ for ϵ > 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 ∂v 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 ∂v 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, ∂v̄ is null and always tangent
to the event horizon. On Reissner–Nordström, ∂v is the stationary Killing field, which coincides with ∂v̄ 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 |(v∂v)kφ| ≲ϵ,k,φ,R v−1+ϵ 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 v∂v in this region. We do not
expect the same result to hold if ∂v is replaced by ∂v.
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1.2. Applications and related work.

1.2.1. Strong cosmic censorship. The Reissner–Nordström 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 C0-inextendible, namely that it does
not isometrically embed as a proper subset of Lorentzian manifold with continuous metric. In contrast, the
subextremal Reissner–Nordström spacetimes admit infinitely many inequivalent extensions across the Cauchy
horizon as smooth solutions to (1.1). Physically speaking, an observer falling through a Reissner–Nordström
black hole continues unimpeded, but Einstein’s equations do not uniquely specify how they continue. Penrose
conjectured that examples such as Reissner–Nordström 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–Nordström black hole would observe the outside universe shifted infinitely to the blue [42, p. 222].1

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–Nordström remain bounded but are not in H1

loc

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–Nordström are C0-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 C0; Dafermos [9], Dafermos–Rodnianski [13]). Future-
admissible2 solutions to (1.1) with non-vanishing charge are C0-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 C0-extendible.

Theorem 1.8 (Strong cosmic censorship holds in C2; 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 C1 topology) and dense (in a weighted C∞ topology),
(2) solutions arising from data in G are C2-future-inextendible.

Sbierski [48] showed that small data solutions in the generic class G of Luk–Oh are moreover C0,1-
inextendible.

1.2.2. Mass inflation. The first attempt to understand the instability of the Cauchy horizon in Reissner–
Nordström 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 RiemαβγδRiem

αβγδ of the Riemann

1Contrast 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–Nordström (see [31, Def. 3.1] for a precise definition).
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curvature tensor), mass inflation immediately implies the C2 formulation of strong cosmic censorship.3 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, v̄ is an (appropriately normalized) Eddington–Finkelstein type coordinate,
and ∂v̄ 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 [13]) We have

|φ||H + |∂v̄φ||H ≲ϵ,φ v̄
−3+ϵ. (1.4)

(2) (L2 lower bound; Luk–Oh [31, 32]) Solutions in the generic class G of theorem 1.8 satisfy∫
H
v̄p(∂v̄φ)

2 dv̄ = ∞ for p > 7. (1.5)

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:

lim inf
v̄→∞

v̄p|∂v̄φ||H(v̄) > 0 for some p < 9; (1.6)

(2) (Luk–Oh–Shlapentokh-Rothman [33]) or the lower bound (1.5) and L2 upper bounds:∫
H
v̄4(∂v̄φ)

2 dv̄ <∞ and

∫
H
v̄8(∂kv̄φ)

2 dv̄ <∞ for some k ≥ 2. (1.7)

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

|(v̄∂v̄)kφ||H ≲ϵ,k,φ v̄
−1+ϵ for ϵ > 0 and 0 ≤ k ≤ 4, (1.8)

where v̄ is an Eddington–Finkelstein-type coordinate normalized appropriately on the event horizon (see
section 2.4) and ∂v̄ is the coordinate derivative associated to v̄ 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 k for which the decay rate v̄−1+ϵ for (v̄∂v̄)

kφ|H 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 ∂v̄r|H (a consequence of the tail for |∂v̄φ||H 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 C1 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:

|(v∂v)kφ|H − CkL[φ]v
−3| ≲ v−3−δ for k ≥ 0, (1.9)

where δ > 0 is a small constant, Ck ̸= 0 are explicit non-zero constants, L[φ] 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 ∂v are as in theorem 1.1. Moreover, we have

|(v̄∂v̄)kφ|H − CkL[φ]v̄
−3| ≲ v̄−3−δ for 0 ≤ k ≤ 2, (1.10)

where the Eddington–Finkelstein-type coordinate and coordinate derivative v̄ and ∂v̄ 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–Nordström 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–Nordström was first established in [1]. In that setting, L 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 ∂v̄φ|H = Cv̄−4+o(v̄−4) and ∂2v̄φ|H = O(v̄−5) 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.
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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–Nordström. This characterization is due to [8, 10, 27]. In particular, Dafermos [8]
proved that S can be non-empty only for large perturbations of Reissner–Nordström.

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 v∂v along the horizon (see section 1.3.3 for the definition of S). 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 Sm = u∂u + v∂v = t∂t + r∂r. It is well known that
Sm is a useful vector field commutator. It is conformally Killing, and [Sm,□m] = 2□m, which means that
any decay estimates for a solution φ to □mφ = 0 also hold for Smφ. Due to the t-weight in Sm, one can
hope to prove better decay in time for φ given estimates for Smφ. Indeed, control of Smφ together with Γφ
for Γ 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:

|Skφ||H ≲ v−1+ϵ. (1.11)

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

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 ϖ − e2/r
along the horizon at late times.

(2) Monotonicity of ϖ − e2/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 ϖ 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 = −Ω2 dudv + r2gS2 . (1.12)

For further discussion of these quantities, see section 2.1.
7



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 r.
We order products of the vector fields U , V , and S, which we call Γα for a multi-index α, in such a way
that [□,Γα] 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 α in (4), one needs
control of geometric quantities of order α with weights in r (what we call “weak” estimates) as well as
control of geometric quantities of order < α with weights in both r and a time parameter τ (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:

U :=
1

(−∂ur)
∂u, V := χr≲R•(r)∂v+(1−χr≲R•(r))∂r, S := χr≲R•(r)v∂v+(1−χr≲R•(r))(u∂u+r∂r).

Here χr≲R•(r) is a cutoff function supported in {r ≤ R•} (for a large parameter R• > 0 to be chosen in the

course of the proof), (∂r, ∂v) are the coordinate derivatives in the (r, v) coordinates, and (∂u, ∂r) 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 ∂U 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 ∂t in a region of finite r, and to 1

1−2M/r∂v in a region of large r. The vector fields

∂v and ∂r satisfy the commutation formula

[□, ∂v] = O(r−1)□+O(r−1)∂U +O(r−2)∂, (1.13)

and

[□, ∂r] = O(r−1)□+O(r−2)∂
2

r +O(r−2)∂. (1.14)

One now computes the commutation formula for V :

[□, V ] = O(r−1)□+ 1r≥R•O(r−2)∂V + 1r≤R•∂U +O(r−2)∂ (1.15)

The structure of the second order terms is crucial. Since V is only equal to ∂v in a finite-r region, one
does not worry about the borderline r−1-weight on the ∂U term in (1.13); indeed, one can absorb
this term using the bulk energy associated to U , which has already been controlled. The ∂V term
looks problematic, although it has a good r−2 weight, because a ∂V term also appears on the left
side of the energy estimate associated to V . However, the ∂V error term is supported in a region of
large r, and the r−2 weight decays faster than the r−1+ϵ 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 =
1−µ
∂vr

∂v +
1−µ

(−∂ur)∂u near the horizon, rather than to our choice of ∂v =
∂vr
1−µT . In fact, [□, T ] contains
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a T 2 term, which means that such a construction of V would produce a ∂V term in [□, 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 u∂u+r∂r in a region of large r, where (∂u, ∂r) are the coordinate derivatives in
the Bondi–Sachs (u, r) coordinates. This vector field is not conformally Killing, but we schematically
have

[□, S] = (2 +O(r−1))□+O(r−1+ϵ)∂
2

r + 1r≤R•∂U +O(r−2+ϵ)∂. (1.16)

The last two terms are associated to energies lower in the hierarchy than S, and can be dealt with as

before. The ∂
2

r term has a r−1+ϵ weight (which is too weak to be absorbed by the bulk energy, which
has an r−1−ϵ weight), but we can write ∂rψ = r−1∂r(r∂rψ)−r−1∂rψ. The term left to control, then,
is O(r−2+ϵ)∂r(r∂rψ), which can be written in the form O(r−2+ϵ)∂r(rV ψ) for large r. This term can
then be estimated by the rp bulk term associated to V ψ, which has already been controlled.

1.3.4. Gauge choice. In theorem 1.1, we use a double null gauge (u, v) in which (−∂ur)
1−µ = 1 at null infinity

and the quantity κ := ∂vr
1−µ is 1 along a curve of constant r, namely {r = rH}, where rH = supH 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, v̄) gauge that is more common in the literature (see for example
[13, 32]), in which ∂v̄r

1−µ = 1 along the horizon.

The (u, v) gauge is adapted to our commutator vector fields V and S, in the sense that V κ and Sκ vanish
on {r = rH} (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 Sκ to {r = rH} and obtains boundedness and decay for
Sκ globally (see Step 4 of section 1.3.5). On the other hand, the quantities S̄nκ̄ (where the barred quantities
are those associated to the (u, v̄) 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 α
(see section 2.6.3 for an explanation of our multi-index notation):

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

Dα: an r-weighted L∞ norm on characteristic initial data that controls Γ≤αφ and its first derivatives.
bα and gα: “weak” geometric quantities controlling Γ≤ασ with r-weights, where σ is one of ϖ, γ :=

∂ur
1−µ , or κ := ∂vr

1−µ . The quantities bα are shown to be bounded in the course of the proof, while the

quantities gα are only shown to grow slowly in r. Both bα and gα must be controlled before the
order-α energy is controlled.

Eα: an L2 energy norm that is non-degenerate at the horizon and measures boundedness of a quantity
∥r∂Γ≤αφ∥L2(C) on null curves C.

Eα,p: an rp-weighted L2 energy norm that controls Eα and captures decay in τ (see (2.18)) of the energy
along a suitable foliation. The quantity Eα,q is stronger than the quantity Eα,p when p < q.

Pα,p: an L∞ norm that controls Γ≤αφ with weights in both r and τ (where the τ weights capture the
decay that follows from rp-weighted energy estimates), as well as derivatives UΓ≤αφ and V Γ≤αφ
with weights in r. This norm includes a stronger r-weight on outgoing null derivatives V Γ≤αφ than
on ingoing null derivatives. The quantity Pα,q is stronger than the quantity Pα,p when p < q.

Bα and Gα: geometric quantities stronger than bα and gα, respectively, that also include τ -weights
on geometric quantities. The quantities Bα are shown to be bounded in the course of the proof,
while the quantities Gα are only shown to grow slowly in r. Both Bα and Gα are controlled after
the order-α energy is controlled.

In Steps 1–5, we will show that each quantity of order α above is bounded by lower order quantities and
quantities of order α 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
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us to assume that the redshift parameter ϖ − e2/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

Dα ≤ C(b<α, r
−1g<α)D|α|, (1.17)

which controls the gauge dependent data quantity Dα by the gauge invariant norm D|α|.

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

Eα ≤ C(η0, bα, r
−sgα,P<α,1+η0)[Dα + E<α,4s] (1.18)

for small s > 0 and a small parameter η0 > 0. The constant on the right blows up as η0 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 |α| = 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 = ∂u + ∂v (Kodama vector field), (1.19)

X = f(r)(∂u − ∂v) (Morawetz vector field), (1.20)

Y =
χH(r)

1− 2M/r
∂u (Redshift vector field), (1.21)

Z = e−M(u−v)∂v (Irregular vector field). (1.22)

Here χH(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 φ be a solution of the wave equation □φ = 0, and let ψ be a general function. Consider a spacetime
region R with past boundary Σ1 and future boundary Σ2. We derive an energy boundedness and integrated
local energy decay estimate of the form

E[ψ,Σ2] + Ebulk[ψ,R] ≲η0 E[ψ,Σ1] +

∫∫
R
Wψ□ψ · r2

(
1− 2M

r

)
dudv︸ ︷︷ ︸

:=E[ψ]

+ · · · (1.23)

for an energy quantity E[ψ,Σ] non-degenerate at the horizon whose integrand has the schematic form
r2(∂ψ)2, a bulk term Ebulk[ψ,Σ] with the control∫∫

R
r−1+η0(∂ψ)2r2

(
1− 2M

r

)
dudv ≲ Ebulk[ψ,R], (1.24)

where η0 > 0 is a small parameter, and a vector field multiplier W = cTT + cXX + cY Y for cT , 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 [φ] vanishes (since □φ = 0), so an energy boundedness statement and an
integrated local energy decay statement for φ follows immediately from (1.23). We now explain how to
control the error term E [Γφ] for Γ ∈ {U, V, S}, in order to close the energy estimate (1.23) for ψ = Γφ and
establish (1.18) in the case |α| = 1.

Step 2a: Commutation with U . Note that the ∂u coefficient on the vector field W appearing in (1.23) is
positive, because the same is true for each of the vector fields T , X, and Y . We now explain how this sign
plays a role in our commutation scheme. Let U = 1

1−2M/r∂u be the global redshift vector field. We have

□Uφ = −fUU2φ+O(r−2)∂φ. (1.25)

for a function fU satisfying fU > 0 and fU = O(r−2). On Schwarzschild, the value of fU is 2M/r2; in the
general problem, fU = 2r−2(ϖ − e2/r), which is bounded below by a positive multiple of r−2 (see Step
0). We now explain how to establish energy estimates for Uφ given energy estimates for φ (and control of
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geometric quantities of order U). Write W =WUU +Wv∂v, so that, by (1.25), the first error term in energy
estimate (1.23) applied to ψ = Uφ is

E [Uφ] =
∫∫

R
WUφ□Uφ = −

∫∫
R
WUfU (U

2φ)2 +

∫∫
R
O(r−2)∂vUφU

2φ+

∫∫
R
O(r−2)∂φ∂Uφ, (1.26)

where we have omitted the volume form r2(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 φ.

Step 2b: Commutation with V . The vector field V is ∂r 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

□V φ = 1r≥R•O(r−2)∂V φ+OR•(r
−2)[∂φ+ ∂Uφ], (1.27)

where R• > 0 is a parameter that can be chosen large. The term in E [V φ] 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 φ and Uφ, which are considered lower order than V φ (and so have already been controlled by the time
one seeks control of V φ). The first term on the right of (1.27) is not small, so the error term it produces in
E [V φ], namely ∫∫

R∩{r≥R•}
O(r−2)(∂V φ)2, (1.28)

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 Ebulk[V φ,R] by choosing R• large, and it can be absorbed into the left
side of the energy estimate (1.23).

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

□Sφ = 1r≥RO(r−2+s)∂v(rV φ) +O(r−2+s)[∂φ+ ∂Uφ+ ∂V φ] (1.29)

for a large R > 0 and small s > 0. The term in E [Sφ] 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 = η0) associated to the lower
order term V φ, as well as a small multiple of the bulk energy Ebulk[Sφ,R]. We treat the terms in E [Sφ]
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

Eα,2−η0−Cαs ≤ C(bα, r
−sgα,Pα,0,P<α,1+η0)Dα, (1.30)

for η0 > 0 as in Step 2, s > 0 small (depending on α), and explicit constants Cα depending on α. 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 Γαφ depends on α
(namely p ≤ 2− η0 − Cαs). The r

p estimate for ψ contains an error term of the form∫∫
{r≥R}

rp+3|□ψ|2 dudv (1.31)

for a large R > 0. When ψ = Sφ, this produces terms of the form∫∫
{r≥R}

rp−1(Sϖ)2(∂vφ)
2 dudv and

∫∫
{r≥R}

rp−1(rS(−γ))2(∂v(rV φ))2 dudv. (1.32)

At this stage of the argument, the terms Sϖ and rS(−γ) can only be shown to grow slowly in r, at a rate
rs (see Steps 5ab). Thus the terms above become∫∫

{r≥R}
rp−1+2s[(∂vφ)

2 + (∂v(rV φ)
2)] dudv. (1.33)
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When p ≤ 2 − η0 − 2s, the first term can be controlled by the Morawetz estimate corresponding to φ, and
the second term is controlled by the bulk term in the rp+2s-energy associated to V φ. In general, control
of the rp-energy associated to Γαφ requires p ≤ 2 − η0 − 2s and control of the rp+2s energy associated to
Γ<αφ. An induction argument shows that, assuming the r2−η0-energy of φ is controlled, one can control the
rp-energy of Γαφ for p = 2− η0 − Cαs for a constant Cα depending on α.

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:

Pα,p ≤ C(bα, r
−sgα)(Dα + Eα,p) (1.34)

for small s > 0 (depending on α). 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

bα ≤ C(α, b<α,B<α, r
−sG<α, E<α,1,P<α,1+η0), (1.35)

Bα ≤ C(α, bα,B<α, r
−sG<α, E<α,1,P<α,1), (1.36)

r−sgα ≤ C(α, b≤α, r
−sG<α, E<α,1,P<α,2−s+η0), (1.37)

r−sGα ≤ C(α,B≤α, r
−sg≤α, r

−sG<α, E<α,1,P<α,2−s+η0). (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 Bα and Gα, as they are simpler than the estimates for bα and gα.

Step 5a: Estimates for Sϖ. Write ϖ for the renormalized Hawking mass (see (2.8)). We explain why Sϖ is
in gS and not bS , namely why we can only show that Sϖ grows slowly in r (and not that it is bounded).
We have

|Sϖ| ≲ v|V ϖ|+ τ |Uϖ|, (1.39)

where τ = u for large r and τ ∼ v for small r. When r ≤ τ/2, the transport equations for ϖ in the u- and
v-directions yield

v|V ϖ|+ τ |Uϖ| ≲ r2τ(Dφ)2, (1.40)

where we have written D to stand for U or V . Control of the pointwise norm of Dφ (which comes from Step
4 and ultimately from the rp-estimates of Step 3) gives just under 3/2 powers of decay, namely P2

2−s[Dφ] ≤
P2
<α,2−s controls rτ2−s|Dφ|2 and r2τ1−s−η0 . By interpolation, P2

<α,2−s controls r2−s−η0τ . This shows that

|Sϖ| ≲ rs+η0P<α,2−s.
Step 5b: Estimates for S(−γ). Write (−γ) := ∂ur

1−2m/r (see section 2.1.2 for the definition of the Hawking

mass m). We now explain why rS(−γ) is in gS and not bS , namely why we can only show that rS(−γ)
grows slowly in r (and not that it is bounded) before controlling the energy associated to Sφ.

As in Step 5a, we have
|S log(−γ)| ≲ v|V log(−γ)|+ τ |U log(−γ)|. (1.41)

The second term can be controlled by the estimate rτ |U log(−γ)| ≲ 1 contained in the boundedness of the
lower order quantity BU . For the first term, we use the ∂v-transport equation for log(−γ) to find that, in
the region r ≫ 1,

v|V log(−γ)| ≲ rv(∂vφ)
2. (1.42)

In the region r ≤ τ/2, we have τ ∼ v, so this term can be handled exactly as in Step 5a. In the region
r ≥ τ/2, we have r ∼ v, so this term is handled using the fact that ∂v-derivatives decay with two powers of
r (namely r2|∂vφ| ≤ P0,0).

Step 5c: Estimates for Γακ. Write κ := ∂vr
1−2m/r (see section 2.1.2 for the definition of the Hawking mass

m). We will explain how to show that Sκ is bounded (given control of lower order energies and geometric
quantities).

The gauge condition on the coordinate v fixes κ|{r=rH} = 1, where rH := supH r is the limiting value of
the area radius along the horizon. We will explain how to obtain a boundedness estimate for S log κ from
control of lower order quantities. Assume that the area radius r of the point at which we want to estimate
S log κ satisfies r ≥ rH (the case r ≤ rH is similar). Ignoring error terms arising from commuting S past U ,
we use the transport equation U log κ = −r(Uφ)2 to obtain

|US log κ| ≲ r|Uφ||USφ| ≲ rv|Uφ|(|UV φ|+ |UUφ|), (1.43)
12



where we have used a statement |Sψ| ≲ v(|Uψ|+ |V ψ|). Integrating (1.43) to the constant-r curve {r = rH}
(noting that U = −∂r in (r, v) coordinates and S log κ|{r=rH} = 0), one obtains

|S log κ|(r) ≲ v

∫ r

rH

r′|Uφ||UDφ|dr′, (1.44)

where we write D for either U or V . One establishes∫ r

rH

r′(Uψ)2 dr′ ≲ v−1E1[ψ], (1.45)

where E1 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
r2-weight in the energy quantity E[ψ] 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

|S log κ|(r) ≲ E1[φ] + E1[Dφ]. (1.46)

In this way one obtains boundedness of S log κ 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 α are
controlled by the gauge invariant initial data norm D|α|. In particular, the control in the pointwise norm
Pα,2−2ϵ (for α = 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 (r∂r)-derivatives of the scalar field and the geometry.
The observation of [29] (see also [26]) is that a linear combination of the wave operator □g and powers

of the scaling vector field S is elliptic, which allows one to obtain L2-control of (r∂r)-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 (r∂r)-derivatives of the scalar field in L∞, we establish
stronger estimates, including asymptotics, for geometric quantities.
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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
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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 × S2 for a 2-dimensional Lorentzian manifold with boundary (Q, gQ) that
has a global chart (u, v) of “double null coordinates,” in which its metric takes the form

gQ = −Ω2 dudv, (2.1)

and
g = gQ + r2gS2 . (2.2)

Here gS2 is the round metric on the unit sphere r : Q → [0,∞) is the area-radius function, defined so that if
π : M → Q is the quotient map, then π−1(p) ⊂ 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, φ, F ) to (1.1) is called spherically symmetric if (M, g) is a spherically symmetric space-
time, φ 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 =
e

2(π∗r)2
π∗(Ω2 du ∧ dv). (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, φ,Ω):

∂u∂vr = −Ω2

4r
− ∂ur∂vr

r
+

Ω2e2

4r3
,

∂u∂vφ = −∂vr∂uφ
r

− ∂ur∂vφ

r
,

∂u∂v log Ω = −2∂uφ∂vφ− Ω2e2

r4
+

Ω2

2r2
+

2∂ur∂vr

r2
.

(2.4)

We also have the following Raychaudhuri equations:
∂v

(∂vr
Ω2

)
= −r(∂vφ)

2

Ω2
,

∂u

(∂ur
Ω2

)
= −r(∂uφ)

2

Ω2
.

(2.5)

We will work with a different set of equations written in terms of the Hawking mass. Introduce the
following notation for null derivatives of r:

λ := ∂vr ν := ∂ur. (2.6)

Define the Hawking mass m : Q → R by

m :=
r

2
(1− gQ(∇r,∇r)) =

r

2

(
1 +

4λν

Ω2

)
, (2.7)

as well as the renormalized Hawking mass

ϖ := m+
e2

2r
. (2.8)

The wave operator □ := − 4□g takes the form

□ =
1− µ

λ(−ν)

(
∂u∂v +

λ

r
∂u +

ν

r
∂v

)
. (2.9)

Define

µ :=
2m

r
=

2ϖ

r
− e2

r2
(2.10)

and set

κ :=
λ

1− µ
γ :=

ν

1− µ
. (2.11)

When 1− µ ̸= 0, a spherically symmetric solution satisfies

∂u∂vr = ∂uλ = ∂vν =
2(ϖ − e2/r)

r2
λν

1− µ
□φ = 0,

∂uϖ = − r2

2(−γ)
(∂uφ)

2,

∂vϖ =
r2

2κ
(∂vφ)

2,

(2.12)

as well as 
∂uκ = − r

(−ν)
(∂uφ)

2κ

∂v(−γ) =
r

λ
(∂vφ)

2(−γ).
(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 [33]. Fix a solution to (1.1) arising from admissible data and let Ip,k be the statement
that ∫

H∩{v≥1}
vp(∂kvφ)

2 <∞. (2.14)

Our goal is to show the statement in (1.7), namely that (1.5) together with I4,1 and I8,k 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) I6,1 is false, but I4,1 is true, and I6,k is true for some k ≥ 2,
(2) or I6,1 is true and I8,k is true for some k ≥ 2.

Hence the statement in (1.7) holds, since I4,1 and I8,k for some k ≥ 2 imply one of the above statements
(regardless of the truth of I6,1). □

Remark 2.1. In fact I6,1 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 Q:

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

fined by the normalizations (−∂ur)
1−µ |I = ∂vr

1−µ |{r=rH} = 1 (where rH := supH r), as well as u ≡ 1 on

Cout and v ≡ 1 on C in. We write (∂u, ∂v) for the coordinate derivatives.
Double null gauge normalized at the horizon (Eddington–Finkelstein-type): The double null

coordinates (u, v̄), where u is defined as in the previous gauge and v is defined by ∂vr
1−µ |H = 1 and

v ≡ 1 on C in. We write (∂u, ∂v̄) for the coordinate derivatives. In terms of the (u, v) gauge, we have
∂v̄|(u,v) = κ−1|H(v)∂v|(u,v).

I-gauge: The (u, r)-coordinates, with coordinate derivatives (∂u, ∂r). In terms of the (u, v) gauge, we

have ∂u = ∂u +
(−ν)
λ ∂v and ∂r =

1
λ∂v.

H-gauge: The (r, v)-coordinates, with coordinate derivatives (∂r, ∂v). In terms of the (u, v) gauge, we
have ∂r =

1
ν ∂u and ∂v = ∂v +

λ
(−ν)∂u.

Remark 2.2. The Eddington–Finkelstein-type gauge normalized so that ∂vr
1−µ |H = 1 is more common in the

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

The wave operator in these coordinates takes the following forms:

Lemma 2.3. In a double null gauge, we have

□ =
1

κ(−ν)

(
∂u∂v +

λ

r
∂u +

ν

r
∂v

)
. (2.15)

In the I-gauge, we have

□ = −(1− µ)∂
2

r +
1

(−γ)
∂r∂u −

(2
r
− 2ϖ

r2

)
∂r +

1

r

1

(−γ)
∂u. (2.16)

In the H-gauge, we have

□ = −(1− µ)∂2r −
1

κ
∂r∂v −

(2
r
− 2ϖ

r2

)
∂r −

1

r

1

κ
∂v. (2.17)

We introduce a “time” parameter τ defined by

τ(u, v) :=

{
uR0

(v) r(u, v) ≤ R0

u r(u, v) ≥ R0.
(2.18)
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Here uR0(v) is the u-value such that r(u = uR0(v), v) = R0, and R0 is a quantity determined from charac-
teristic initial data by

R0 := r(1, 1) = r|Cin∩Cout = sup
Cin

r. (2.19)

Since the coordinates u, v are normalized so that u, v ≥ 1 in the future of C in ∪ Cout, we have τ ≥ 1. The
weight τ 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 χ = χr≲R• : [0,∞) → [0, 1] be a smooth non-increasing function that equals 1 in {r ≤ R•} and 0 in

{r ≥ 2R•} such that |χ(n)(r)| ≤ Cnr
−n.

Define the commutator vector fields

U :=
1

(−∂ur)
∂u V := χr≲R•(r)∂v+(1−χr≲R•(r))∂r S := χr≲R•(r)v∂v+(1−χr≲R•(r))(u∂u+r∂r).

(2.20)
It is immediate that

Ur = −1 V r = (1− χ(r)) Sr = r(1− χ(r)). (2.21)

2.6. Notation.

2.6.1. Notation for functions. From this point on, fix a spherically symmetric solution (M, g, φ, F ). We will
write ψ for a general sufficiently regular function and write φ 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 ϖi, the minimum
radius rmin, and the redshift constant cH. In view of the subextremalilty of the horizon (i.e. |e| < ϖf for
ϖf = limv→∞ϖ|H(v) the final mass) and the monotonicity properties of the mass (i.e. ϖf ≤ ϖi), it follows
that |e| ≤ C. We will not track the dependence of constants on R0, but we will ensure that R0 depends only
on ϖi (see proposition 4.1).

Here are the global constants that we use:

ϖi initial mass of the spacetime (see section 3)
cH redshift constant (see section 3)
η0 global small constant (see section 6.2.3)
rmin minimum radius achieved on the initial data hypersurface
R0 ≫ ϖi radius of the vertex of Rchar (see section 2.4), fixed in proposition 4.1

R• ≫ R0
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 η0 is in the degeneration of the Morawetz estimate as the weight in the bulk term approaches
r−1 and in the degeneration of the rp estimates as p approaches 2. In section 9, the constant η0 will be fixed
based on the multi-index α that counts how many times we have commuted. The constant R• will be chosen
large based on the schematic geometric quantities B◦

0 and g0 (see section 2.7.4) as well as the multi-index α.
The notation A ≲ B means that A ≤ CB 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 α = (α1, α2, α3) ∈ Z3 be a triple of integers. We write
|α| = α1 + α2 + α3. We introduce a total order on Z3 such that such that α < α′ if either |α| < |α′| or
αi < α′

i for the largest i ∈ {1, 2, 3} such that αi ̸= α′
i. 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 α as α = (αU , αV , αS). 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, α + U has
components (αU + 1, αV , αS).

Remark 2.4. We will only write down multi-indices with non-negative entries (i.e. α ∈ Z3
≥0), 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 =s to indicate that an equation is to be understood schemat-
ically,4 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 ∂vφ = r−1∂v(rφ)−r−1(∂vr)φ can be schematically
written ∂vφ =s r

−1∂v(rφ) + r−1(∂vr)φ + r−3. Another example is that 1 − µ = 1 − 2ϖ/r + e2/r2

can be written 1− µ =s 1 + r−1ϖ + r−2, since e2 is a constant (bounded by ϖi).
Particular expressions on the left: When an expression such as Γα appears on the left side of a

schematic identity, it stands for a particular L ∈ Γα; on the right side, Γα stands for a sum over all
L ∈ Γα.

Distributivity over square brackets: Schematic expressions involving square brackets should be
fully expanded before being parsed. For example, the schematic expression λ[(1 − r) + r] involves
λ(1 − r) and λr, and it is not schematically equal to λ (but it is schematically equal to λ + λr).
We will use round brackets to preserve information about the grouping of terms. For example,
λ(5− r + r) =s λ.

Curly braces notation: Curly braces are an alternative to the square bracket notation. For example,
we may write λ{κ, (−γ)} in place of λ[κ+ (−γ)].

Derivatives (Γα notation): If α ∈ Z3
≥0, then Γα denotes a product of α1 many U ’s, α2 many V ’s,

and α3 many S’s, in any order. If αi < 0 for some i ∈ {1, 2, 3}, then we set Γα = 0. If n ∈ Z≥0,
then we schematically write Γn for any Γα, where α ∈ Z3

≥0 with |α| = n. We write Γ≤α to stand

in for Γβ , where β is a multi-index with β ≤ α, and we similarly define Γ<α. When such an
expression appears on the right of =s, it stands for a sum over all possible differential operators it
could represent. For example, if α = (1, 1, 0), then Γ≤α on the right of =s stands for the schematic
expression {1, U, V, UV, V U}.

Derivatives (Dα notation): When considering only U and V , we will use the symbol D in place of
Γ, and the same notational conventions apply. For example, D2S stands schematically for any of
the terms U2S, UV S, V US, or V 2S.

It will be convenient to abuse notation and write Γα 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 V UV ∈ Γ(1,2,0) or
consider the quantity

∑
L∈Γα |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(a1, . . . , ak) to denote an expression of the form f(r, a1, . . . , ak) for a smooth function f : [rmin,∞)×Rk →
R such that

|∂n1 ∂m>1f(t, {bi})| ≤ C(f, n,m,max
i

|bi|)t−n. (2.23)

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

rkχr≲R•(r) = Ok,R•(1). We now discuss some features of this notation.

Order of growth: The quantitative dependence on parameters can be quite poor. For example,
exp expκ = O(κ).

Negative powers of r: This notation does not keep track of negative powers of r, since r−n = On(1).
For example, the equation µ = 2ϖ/r − e2/r2 implies 1− µ = O(ϖ) and µ = r−1O(ϖ).

Specifying the support in r: We write 1r≥RO({ai}) when the corresponding smooth function given
by f(·, {bi}) is supported in {r ≥ R} for all arguments bi. Similarly, we write O(1r≤Ra1, a2, . . . , an)
when f(r, a1, . . . , an) = f(r, 0, a2, . . . , an) for r > R. Similarly we define 1r≤Rg in place of 1r≤RO(1)g.
Under this convention, we have 1r≥RO({ai}) = O({1r≤Rai}).

Algebra of O-notation: We have O({ai}) +O({bj}), O({ai})O({bj}) =s O({ai}, {bi}).
Differentiating O-notation: Let Γ be one of U , V , or S. If the ai are smooth, then we have

ΓO({ai}) = O({ai}, {Γai}, r−1Γr) by the chain rule and (2.23). Since Γr = rO(1) (see (2.21)),
we have ΓαO({ai}) = O({Γ≤αai}).

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:

Dn[ψ] := sup
Cin

|U≤n+1ψ|+ sup
Cout

|(r2∂r)≤1(r∂r)
≤n(rψ)|. (2.24)

Write Dn := Dn[φ]. Define

Dα := D0[Γ
αψ]. (2.25)

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

Ep,bulk[ψ,R] :=

∫∫
R∩{r≥R0}

rp−1

λ
(∂v(rψ))

2(−ν) dudv. (2.26)

Let Rchar be the future development of the characteristic data. We define a norm Ep[ψ] that has weights in
τ (see (2.18)):

Ep[ψ]2 := sup
u,v∈[1,∞)

τp(u, v)

∫ ∞

u

r2

(−ν)
(∂uψ)

2(u′, v) du′ + sup
u,v∈[1,∞)

τp(u, v)

∫ ∞

v

r2

κ
(∂vψ)

2(u, v′) dv′

+ 1p>0Ep,bulk[ψ,Rchar] + 1p≥1+η0 sup
u∈[1,∞]

τp−1−η0(u, vR0(u))

∫ ∞

vR0
(u)

r1+η0

λ
(∂v(rψ))

2 dv′.

(2.27)

Note that E0[ψ] does not include a bulk term. We allow ourselves to write E [ψ] in place of E0[ψ]:

E [ψ]2 := E0[ψ] = sup
v∈[1,∞)

∫ ∞

1

r2

(−ν)
(∂uψ)

2(u, v) du+ sup
u∈[1,∞)

∫ ∞

1

r2

κ
(∂vψ)

2(u, v) dv. (2.28)

For Γαφ, we define the following norms:

Eα :=
∑
β≤α

E [Γβφ], Eα,p :=
∑
β≤α

Ep[Γβφ]. (2.29)

2.7.3. Pointwise norm. For p ≥ 0, define a pointwise norm Pp[ψ]:

Pp[ψ] := ∥rψ∥L∞ + ∥rUψ∥L∞ + ∥r2∂vψ∥L∞ + ∥r1/2τp/2ψ∥L∞ + 1p≥1+η0∥rτp/2−1/2−η0/2ψ∥L∞ , (2.30)

where we write L∞ = L∞(Rchar).

Remark 2.5. By interpolation (splitting into regions r ≤ τ and r ≥ τ), Pp[ψ] for p > 0 controls the

quantity ∥rρτp/2+1/2−ρ−η0/2ψ∥L∞ for ρ ∈ [1/2, 1]. In particular, P2−s[ψ]
2 controls ∥r2−s−η0τψ2∥L∞ (take

ρ = 1− s/2− η0/2).

For Γαφ, we define the following norm:

Pα,p :=
∑
β≤α

Pp[Γβφ]. (2.31)

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

Lemma 2.6 (Comparison of coordinates). For each characteristic data set and each ϵ ∈ (0, 1), there is
Cϵ > 0 depending on ϵ, E0,1+η0 , η0 and R• such that

C−1
ϵ ≤ Gϵ ≤ Cϵ, (2.32)

where Gϵ is the following quantity computed from the future development Rchar of the characteristic data:

Gϵ := sup
Rchar

[r/v + 1r≥R0u/v + (1r≤ϵ−1R• + 1r≤(1−ϵ)v)v/u]. (2.33)
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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 := Oϖi,cH,rmin,R0,η0(1, κ, κ
−1, r−1ϖ,1r≥R0

{(−γ), (−γ)−1, (1− µ)−1}), (2.34)

B◦
0 := O(b0, {r,1r≥R0

u, v}{(1− κ), (1− κ−1),1r≥R0
{(1− (−γ)), (1− (−γ)−1)}}), (2.35)

B0 := OGη0
,G−1

η0
,R•

(B◦
0,1R•≤r≤2R•(v − u− r)), (2.36)

g0 := b0{1, ϖ}, (2.37)

G0 := g0. (2.38)

For |α| ≥ 1, define

bα := Oα(Γ
βBβ′ |β+β′<α, r

−1G<α, r
−1Γαϖ,Γακ,1αU>0rΓ

ακ,Γα(−γ)), (2.39)

Bα := Oα(Γ
βbβ′ |β+β′≤α, {r,1r≥R0

u, v}Γακ, rΓα+Uκ, {r,1r≥R0
ru, v}1r≥R0

Γα(−γ)), (2.40)

gα := bα{1,ΓβGβ′ |β+β′<α,Γ
αϖ, rΓα(−γ)}, (2.41)

Gα := Bα{1,Γβgβ′ |β+β′≤α, {r,1r≥R0ru,1r≤2R•v}1αU>0Γ
ακ}. (2.42)

Define
Cα := O(Bα, r

−1Gα). (2.43)

The quantities Cα appear in the computation of the commutators [U, S] and [V, S] (see lemma 2.15). Observe
that C<α =s bα. Finally, define

Gα,s := Os(bα, r
−sgα). (2.44)

The quantities Gα,s appear in pointwise bounds for □Γαφ.

Remark 2.7 (Boundedness and growth of schematic geometric quantities). We will show in our proof that
the quantities bα and Bα are bounded, but we only show that the gα and Gα terms grow at a slow rate
(namely rCαη0 for some sequence of constants Cα that is increasing in α). Observe that the quantities Bα

are stronger than the quantities bα, and Gα is stronger than gα.

Remark 2.8 (Relation of schematic geometric quantities to the energy). The weak geometric quantities bα and
gα must be controlled before the order-α energy Eα is, because these quantities appear in the commutator
□Γαφ that arises as an error term in the energy estimate. Once Eα is controlled, we control the strong
geometric quantities Bα and Gα.

Remark 2.9 (Algebra of schematic geometric quantities). We have arranged that bα =s Bα =s Gα and
bα ≡s gα =s Gα. Moreover, the quantities become stronger as α increases, in the sense that, for example,
bβ =s bα whenever β ≤ α. Finally, the quantities are compatible with differentiation by the vector fields Γ,
in the sense that Γαbα′ =s bα+α′ (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).

1r≥R0U =s b0∂u (2.45)

Lemma 2.11 (Coordinate change associated to V ). We have

V =s b0[∂v + 1r≤2R•U ], (2.46)

V − ∂r =s 1r≤2R•b0[∂r + U ], (2.47)

∂v =s b0[V + 1r≤2R•U ]. (2.48)

Lemma 2.12 (Coordinate change associated to S). We have

S =s b0[{1r≥R•u,1r≤2R•v}U + {r,1r≥R•u, v}V ] (2.49)

1r≥R0
(S − r∂r) =s {1,1r≥R•u,1r≤2R•b0v}∂u. (2.50)
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2.8.2. Rearranging commutator vector fields.

Lemma 2.13 (Commuting with ∂r). We have

1r≥R0
[∂r, U ] =s 1r≥R0

r−2g0[∂r + U ], (2.51)

1r≥R0
[∂r, V ] =s 1R0≤r≤2R•bV [∂r + U ], (2.52)

1r≥R0 [∂r, S] =s 1r≥R•∂r + 1R0≤r≤2R•BV [∂r + U ]. (2.53)

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

[U, V ] =s 1r≥R•r
−2g0D, (2.54)

[U, S] =s 1r≥R•U + 1r≥R•r
−1GUD, (2.55)

[V, S] =s V + 1R•≤r≤2R•BVD. (2.56)

Lemma 2.15 (Commuting with a product of commutator vector fields). Let α ≥ 0 and let L ∈ Γα. We
have

[U,L] =s C<α[UΓ≤α−S + r−2G<αDΓ≤α−V + r−1G<αDΓ≤α−S ], (2.57)

[V,L] =s V Γ≤α−S + C<αr−2DΓ≤α−U , (2.58)

[D,L] =s C<αDΓ≤α−U . (2.59)

Moreover, we have
[V 2, L] =s V

2Γ≤α−S + C<α+V r−2DΓ≤α−U+V . (2.60)

Lemma 2.16 (Bringing U to the front). Fix α ≥ 1 such that αU > 0. Let L ∈ Γα. Then there is L′ ∈ Γα−U

such that

L− UL′ =s O(Bα−U−S+V , r
−1Gα−S)[UΓ≤α−U−V + r−2Gα−U−V V Γ≤α−U−V + r−1Gα−SV Γ≤α−U−S ]

=s C<α[UΓ<α + r−2G<αV Γ≤α−U−V + r−1G<αV Γ≤α−U−S ]

(2.61)

Lemma 2.17 (Rearrangement formula). Let α ≥ 0, and let L,L′ ∈ Γα. We have

L− L′ =s C≤α−SDΓ≤α−U−V . (2.62)

2.8.3. Commuting with the wave operator.

Lemma 2.18 (Wave equations for commutator vector fields). We have

UV, V U =s b0[□+ r−1D + 1r≤2R•U
2] (2.63)

and
∂vU =s b0[□+ r−1D]. (2.64)

Lemma 2.19 (Commutators of vector field with □). The following commutation formulas hold for R• large
enough depending on B◦

0:

[□, U ] + fUU
2 =s bU [□+ r−2V + r−2U ], (2.65)

[□, V ] + fV V
2 =s bV [□+ r−2gV V + r−2U + r−2U2], (2.66)

[□, S] =s bS [□+ r−1gSV
2 + r−2gSV + 1r≤2R•r

−2UU≤1]. (2.67)

where

0 ≤ fU =
2(ϖ − e2/r)

r2
=s r

−2g0 fV =s 1r≥R•r
−2B◦

0g0 (2.68)
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Lemma 2.20 (Main formula for commutation with □). Let L ∈ Γα. For R• large enough depending on G◦
0 ,

we have

[□, L] + αUfUUL+ αV fV V L =s bα[Γ
≤α−1□+ r−1gαV

2Γ≤α−S + r−2gαV Γ≤α−1 + r−2gαUΓ<α]. (2.69)

for fU and fV as in lemma 2.19.

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

Corollary 2.21. Let |α| ≥ 0 and let L ∈ Γα. We have

r2−s|□Lφ| ≤ C(B◦
0, g0, α)[αV |∂vLφ|+ αU |ULφ|]

+ C(Gα,s)[1r≥R• |∂v(rΓ<αφ)|+ |∂vΓ<αφ|+ |UΓ<αφ|].
(2.70)

Moreover, we have

r2−sULφ□Lφ ≤ C(Gα,s)(|ULφ|+ |∂vLφ|)(|UΓ<αφ|+ |∂vΓ<αφ|+ 1r≥R• |∂v(rΓ<αφ)|), (2.71)

and

r2−s|∂vLφ||□Lφ| ≤ 1r≥R•C(B◦
0 , g0, α)|∂vLφ|(|ULφ|+ |∂vLφ|) + (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 in ∪ Cout with future
Rchar. Assume the following:

(1) The initial data norm Dk[φ] defined on C in ∪ Cout is finite.
(2) The data vanishes on a neighbourhood of the outgoing null hypersurface Cout (in particular on a

portion of Cin near the vertex).
(3) There exists a double null gauge (u, v) in which C in = [1,∞)u×{1}v and Cout = {1}u× [1,∞)v (so

Rchar is given by [1,∞)× [1,∞)) and is normalized such that ∂vr
1−µ |{r=rH} = 1, where rH = supH r,

and limv→∞
(−∂ur)
1−µ (u, v) = 1 for each u.

(4) We have ∂ur < 0 and ∂vr ≥ 0 in Rchar (note this is gauge independent).
(5) We have ϖ ≤ ϖi in Rchar.
(6) There is cH > 0 such that ϖ − e2/r ≥ cH in Rchar.
(7) There is rmin > 0 such that r ≥ rmin in Rchar.
(8) The value R0 = r|Cin∩Cout , is sufficiently large based on ϖi (as specified in proposition 4.1).

Then for every ϵ > 0 and integer k ≥ 0 there is C = C(ϵ, k,ϖi, cH, rmin,Dk[φ]) > 0 such that

|(v∂v)kφ||H ≤ CDk[φ]v
−1+ϵ. (3.1)

For 0 ≤ k ≤ 4, the same estimate holds with v∂v replaced by v̄∂v̄.

Remark 3.2. We have rH =: supH r ≤ C(ϖi), since by [31, Lem. A.2], we have rH = ϖH+
√
ϖH − e2 ≤ 2ϖi,

where ϖH := supHϖ.

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.1])—and then construct the gauge in
assumption (2) once R0 is chosen as in assumption (8). Since the Cauchy data is compactly supported, we
can ensure that the data vanishes on a neighbourhood of Cout, 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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Figure 2. The characteristic rectangle Rchar 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–Nordström. The statement that the diagram looks as depicted is due to [8, 27].

take ϖi in assumption (4) to be the supremum of ϖ 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 ϖH(v) := limu→∞ϖ(u, v) and rH(v) = limu→∞ r(u, v), then there is cH > 0 such that
limv→∞(ϖH − e2/rH)(v) = 2cH > 0. In particular, there is v∗ ≥ 1 such that (ϖH − e2/rH)(v∗) ≥ cH > 0.
The monotonicity properties of (3) together with the equations (2.12) and (2.13) imply that (ϖ−e2/r)(u, v) ≥
(ϖH − e2/rH)(v∗) 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 Rchar is in the exterior region. Finally,
since r → ∞ along Cout, we can translate C in 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 Dk[φ] is finite).

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

4. Estimates for undifferentiated geometric quantities

From now on, fix the value of R0 large enough that the estimates of proposition 4.1 hold and such that
R0 ≥ C(ϖi) ≥ rH (see remark 3.2).

Proposition 4.1 (Estimates for undifferentiated geometric quantities). Let η > 0. Let R ≥ R0 ≥ 1. If R0

is sufficiently large (depending only on ϖi), then the following estimates hold (where we allow all constants
to depend on cH, rmin, ϖi, and R in addition to any named parameters):

(1) Globally, we have

ϖ − e2/r ≥ cH > 0, (4.1)

ϖ ≤ ϖi, (4.2)

0 ≤ 1− µ ≤ C, (4.3)

κ > 0, (4.4)

log(−γ) ≤ 0, (4.5)

|log κ| ≤ CE2
0 , (4.6)

|log κ| ≤ C(E0,1+η, η)E2
0,1v

−1, (4.7)

0 ≤ λ ≤ C exp(CE2
0 ), (4.8)

0 ≤ (−ν) ≤ C. (4.9)
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(2) Away from the horizon, we have

|log(−γ)| ≤ Cr−1τ−pE2
0,p in {r ≥ R}, (4.10)

|log(−ν)| ≤ Cr−1 in {r ≥ R}, (4.11)

1− µ ≥ 1/2 in {r ≥ R}, (4.12)

λ ≥ C exp(−CE2
0 ) in {r ≥ R}, (4.13)

(−ν) ≥ 1/2 in {r ≥ R}. (4.14)

(3) Near the horizon, there are constants cν , c
′
ν , C > 0 (where c′ν depends on E0 and is independent of R

and the other constants depend on η and E0,1+η) such that

C−1 exp(−c′ν(u− v)) ≤ (−ν) ≤ C exp(−cν(u− v)) in {r ≤ R}. (4.15)

(4) We have

|v − u− r| ≤ C(E0,1+η, η) log r in {r ≥ R}. (4.16)

(5) Let ϵ ∈ (0, 1). For Gϵ as defined in lemma 2.6, there is C > 0 depending on E0,1+η, η, ϵ, and R•
such that

C−1 ≤ Gϵ ≤ C (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, ṽ) 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 ∂v-transport equation for (−ν) and (−ν)|I = 1 (which follows from (−ν) =
(1− µ)(−γ), the gauge condition (−γ)|I = 1, and 1− µ = 1 +O(r−1)).

The estimate (4.16) follows from (4.11) (which implies |1 + ν| ≤ Cr−1) 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(E0,1+η, η) as in (4.16), as well as ϵ and R•. It is enough to show

r ≲ v, (4.18)

u ≲ v in {r ≥ R0}, (4.19)

v ≲ u in {r ≤ ϵ−1R•} ∪ {r ≤ (1− ϵ)v}. (4.20)

Indeed, (4.18)–(4.20) imply the upper bound in (4.17), and the lower bound Gϵ ≥ 1 is clear. In {r ≥ R0},
we have r − R0 ≤ v/2 by (4.13). Thus r ≤ (R0 + 1/2)v, which establishes (4.18). In {r ≥ R0}, by (4.16),
we have u ≲ v + r + log r ≲ v, which establishes (4.19). If r ≤ ϵ−1R•, then v ≲ u+ ϵ−1R• + log(ϵ−1R•) by
lemma 4.3, so v ≲ u in this region. If r ≤ (1 − ϵ)v, then v = u + r + O(log r) ≤ u + (1 − ϵ)v + O(log v),
so for v ≥ v∗ and v∗ large enough we have v ≤ 2ϵ−1u. For v ≤ v∗ we have v ≤ v∗u since u ≥ 1. Thus
v ≤ max(2ϵ−1, v∗)u in this region. □

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(b0) ≤ C(E0, ϖi, cH, rmin, R0, η0),

C(B◦
0) ≤ C(b0, E0,1),

C(B0) ≤ C(R•,B
◦
0, E0,1+η0),

C(g0) ≤ C(b0),

C(G0) ≤ C(b0).

(4.21)

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

r + 1r≥R0u ≤ Gϵv, (4.22)

v ≤ Gϵu, in {r ≤ ϵ−1R•} ∪ {r ≤ (1− ϵ)v} (4.23)

v ≤ (Gϵ + ϵ−1)(u+ r). (4.24)

Moreover, we have

G−1
ϵ v ≤ τ ≤ Gϵv in {r ≤ ϵ−1R•} ∪ {r ≤ (1− ϵ)v}

τ = u in {r ≥ R0}.
(4.25)

Proof. The definition of G implies (4.22), as well as (4.23) in the region {r ≥ R0}. To extend (4.23) to the
region {r ≤ R0}, note that if r(u, v) ≤ R0, then u ≥ uR0

(v), and so v ≤ GuR0
(v) ≤ Gu. Next, (4.24) follows

from (4.23), because
v ≤ 1r≤(1−ϵ)vv + 1r≥(1−ϵ)vv ≤ Gϵu+ (1− ϵ)−1r. (4.26)

By (4.22) and (4.23), we have

G−1
ϵ v ≤ u ≤ Gϵv in ({r ≤ ϵ−1R•} ∪ {r ≤ (1− ϵ)v}) ∩ {r ≥ R0}. (4.27)

The estimates in (4.25) now follow from the definition of τ (see (2.18)). □

5. Boundedness of initial data

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

Proposition 5.1 (Boundedness of initial data). If the data vanishes in a neighbourhood of Cout, then we
have

D0 = D0. (5.1)

and for |α| ≥ 1 we have
Dα ≤ C(b<α, r

−1g<α)D|α|. (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

Din
n [ψ] := sup

Cin

|U≤n+1ψ| Dout
n [ψ] := sup

Cout

|(r2∂r)≤1(r∂r)
≤n(rψ)|, (5.3)

so that
Dn[ψ] = Din

n [ψ] +Dout
n [ψ]. (5.4)

The vanishing assumption on the data implies by the domain of dependence property that the solution
vanishes in a neighbourhood of Cout, and so Dout

n [Γαφ] = 0. In particular, it is enough to estimate Din
n [Γ

αφ].
The desired estimate (5.2) follows from the n = 0 case of (5.5):

Din
n [Γ

αφ] ≤ C(bα−1+nU , r
−1gα−1+nU )D

in
n+|α|[φ]. (5.5)

We now prove (5.5).

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

Din
n [Γ

αφ] ≤ C(bα−1+nU , r
−1gα−1+nU )D

in
n+1[Γ

≤α−1φ]. (5.6)

Since v ≡ 1 on C in and Uv = 0, we have S = V , and so we can assume αS = 0. Moreover, U commutes with
V on C in ⊂ {r ≤ R•}. Clearly we have

Din
n [UΓαφ] ≤ Din

n+1[Γ
αφ], (5.7)

so it is enough to show that

Din
n [V Γαφ] ≤ C(bα+nU , r

−1gα+nU )D
in
n [UΓαφ]. (5.8)
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Step 2: Proof of (5.8). Use (2.63) and lemma 2.20 and an induction argument to compute

UV Γαφ =s O(bα, r
−1gα)[V Γ≤αφ+ U≤2Γ≤αφ] (5.9)

It follows from an induction argument that

|UnUV Γαφ| ≤ C(bα+nU , r
−1gα+nU )[|V Γ≤αφ|+|U≤n+1Γ≤αφ|] ≤ C(bα+nU , r

−1gα+nU )[|V Γ≤αφ|+Din
n [Γ

αφ]].
(5.10)

Integrate (5.10) for n = 0 to C in ∩ Cout (where the data vanishes) to get

|V Γαφ||v=1(r) ≤ |V Γαφ||v=1(r = R0) +

∫ R0

r

|UV Γαφ|dr′

≤ C(bα, r
−1gα)D

in
0 [UΓαφ] + C(bα, r

−1gα)

∫ R0

r

|V Γ≤αφ|dr′.
(5.11)

Grönwall’s inequality and the finite r-range on C in gives

sup
Cin

|V Γαφ| ≤ C(bα, r
−1gα)D

in
0 [UΓαφ]. (5.12)

Substitute (5.12) into (5.10) and use (5.7) to obtain

sup
Cin

|UnUV Γαφ| ≤ C(bα+nU , r
−1gα+nU )D

in
n [UΓαφ]. (5.13)

Now (5.12) and (5.13) imply (5.8). □

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

E0 ≤ C(ϖi, cH, rmin)D0. (6.1)

and
E0,2−η0 ≤ C(b0, g0,P0,0)D0. (6.2)

Let |α| ≥ 1. If R• ≥ C(B◦
0, g0, α), then for s ≥ η0 sufficiently small (depending on a numerical constant),

we have
Eα ≤ C(bα, r

−sgα,P<α,1+η0)[Dα + E<α,4s], (6.3)

and when s is moreover small depending on α, we have

Eα,2−η0−Cαs ≤ C(bα, r
−sgα,Pα,0,P<α,1+η0)Dα (6.4)

for explicit constants Cα depending only on α.

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. Let a ∈ R, 1 ≤ u1 < u2, and 1 ≤ v1 < v2. For any C1 function f on {(u, v) : v ∈ [v1, v2]}, we
have

a

∫ v2

v1

raλf2(u, v) dv +

∫ v2

v1

ra

λ
(∂v(rf))

2(u, v) dv + r1+af2(u, v1)

=

∫ v2

v1

r2+a

λ
(∂vf)

2(u, v) dv + r1+af2(u, v2).

(6.5)

For any C1 function f on {(u, v) : u ∈ [u1, u2]}, we have

a

∫ u2

u1

ra(−ν)f2(u, v) du+

∫ u2

u1

ra

(−ν)
(∂u(rf))

2(u, v) du+ r1+af2(u2, v)

=

∫ u2

u1

r2+a

(−ν)
(∂uf)

2(u, v) du+ r1+af2(u1, v).

(6.6)
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Lemma 6.3. Let a ∈ R, 1 ≤ u1 < u2, and 1 ≤ v1 < v2. For any C1 function f on {(u, v) : v ∈ [v1, v2]}, we
have

(a+ 1)2

4

∫ v2

v1

raλf2(u, v) dv +

∫ v2

v1

ra

λ

(
r∂vf +

a+ 1

2
λf

)2

(u, v) dv +
a+ 1

2
r1+af2(u, v1)

=

∫ v2

v1

r2+a

λ
(∂vf)

2(u, v) dv +
a+ 1

2
r1+af2(u, v2).

(6.7)

For any C1 function f on {(u, v) : u ∈ [u1, u2]}, we have

(a+ 1)2

4

∫ u2

u1

ra(−ν)f2(u, v) du+

∫ u2

u1

ra

(−ν)

(
r∂uf +

a+ 1

2
(−ν)f

)2

(u, v) du+
a+ 1

2
r1+af2(u2, v)

=

∫ u2

u1

r2+a

(−ν)
(∂uf)

2(u, v) du+
a+ 1

2
r1+af2(u1, v).

(6.8)

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 Σ a null curve, we define

E[ψ,Σ] :=


∫
Σ

r2

κ
(∂vψ)

2 dv if u is constant on Σ,∫
Σ

r2

(−ν)
(∂uψ) du if v is constant on Σ.

(6.9)

We extend the definition to piecewise null curves Σ in the natural way: if Σ =
⋃
iΣi for null curves Σi such

that Σi ∩ Σj consists of at most one point when i ̸= j, then we set

E[ψ,Σ] :=
∑
i

E[ψ,Σi]. (6.10)

Remark 6.4. The energy norm E [ψ] defined in section 2.7.2 is related to E[ψ,Σ] as follows:

E [ψ]2 = sup
Σ
E[ψ,Σ], (6.11)

where the supremum is taken over all null curves Σ ⊂ {u, v ≥ 1}.

Lemma 6.5 (Energy on initial data). Let p ∈ C in ∪ Cout. Then

E[ψ,C in ∪ Cout] + rψ2(p) ≤ C(rmin, ϖi, R0)D0[ψ]
2. (6.12)

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

6.2.2. rp-weighted energy. For τ0 ≥ 1, define the level set Στ0
:= {p : τ(p) = τ0}, where τ was defined in

(2.18). Then Στ is piecewise null, with null pieces

Σin
τ := Στ ∩ {r ≤ R0} = {(u, vR0

(u)) : u ≥ τ} Σout
τ := Στ ∩ {r ≤ R0} = {(τ , v) : v ≥ vR0

(τ)}. (6.13)

We introduce the rp-weighted energy flux associated to the foliation Στ :

Ep[ψ](τ) :=

∫
Σin

τ

r2

(−ν)
(∂uψ)

2 du+

∫
Σout

τ

rp

λ
(∂v(rψ))

2 dv + |ψ|2(τ , vR0
(τ)). (6.14)

We have the following preliminary estimate comparing Ep[ψ](τ) and the energy quantities E[ψ,Στ ] (defined
in section 6.4).

Lemma 6.6. For any p ≥ 0 and 1 ≥ τ , we have

E[ψ,Στ ] ≤ C(b0)Ep[ψ](τ). (6.15)
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(τ, vR0(τ))

{r = R0}

Στ

Figure 3. The foliation Στ .

Proof. It is enough to consider the case p = 0, which is an immediate consequence of a Hardy type inequality
(lemma 6.2 with a = 0 and v1 = vR0(τ) in the limit v2 → ∞). □

Lemma 6.7. For p < 3, we have
Ep[ψ](1) ≤ C(p,R0)D0[ψ]

2. (6.16)

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

Ep[ψ](1) =

∫ R0

rmin

r2(Uψ)2 dr +

∫ ∞

R0

rp(∂r(rψ))
2 dr + |ψ|2(1, 1) ≤ R2

0D0[ψ]
2 +D0[ψ]

2 +D0[ψ]
2

∫ ∞

R0

rp−4 dr.

(6.17)
The condition p < 3 is used to ensure that the final integral is finite. □

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

Ebulk[ψ,R] :=

∫∫
R

1

r1+η0

[ 1

(−ν)2
(∂uψ)

2 +
1

κ2
(∂vψ)

2 +
ψ2

r2

]
r2κ(−ν) dudv

+

∫∫
R∩{r≤R0}

e−c
′
ν(u−v)(∂vψ)

2 dudv,

(6.18)

where η0 is our global small constant (see section 2.6.2) and c′ν is as in (4.15).

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

Du = U =
1

(−ν)
∂u Dv =

1

κ
∂v. (6.19)

The vector field multipliers we use are

T = (1− µ)Du +Dv, (Kodama vector field) (6.20)

X = f(r)((1− µ)Du −Dv), (Morawetz vector field) (6.21)

Y = χH(r)Du, (Redshift vector field) (6.22)

Z = g(u, v)∂v. (Irregular vector field) (6.23)
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Lemma 6.8 (Vector field multiplier identity). Let W =WuDu+W
vDv = (−ν)−1Wu∂u+κ

−1W v∂v. Then

∂u(W
v(Dvψ)

2r2κ) + ∂v(W
u(Duψ)

2r2(−ν)) = [2Wψ□ψ +KW [ψ]]r2κ(−ν), (6.24)

where

KW [ψ] := (−ν)Dv((−ν)−1Wu)(Duψ)
2 + κDu(κ

−1W v)(Dvψ)
2 +

2

r
(−Wu + (1− µ)W v)DuψDvψ. (6.25)

Proof. Note that W = W̃u∂u + W̃ v∂v for (W̃u, W̃ v) = ((−ν)−1Wu, κ−1W v). Use the wave equation in
double null coordinates to compute

r2κ(−ν)∂uψ□ψ = r2∂uψ
(
∂u∂vψ +

∂vr

r
∂uψ +

∂ur

r
∂vψ

)
= r2∂uψ∂v∂uψ + r∂vr(∂uψ)

2 + r∂ur∂uψ∂vψ

=
1

2
∂v(r

2(∂uψ)
2) + r∂ur∂uψ∂vψ.

(6.26)

Multiply by W̃u and commute Wu past ∂v to arrive at

r2κ(−ν)W̃u∂uψ□ψ =
1

2
∂v(W̃

ur2(∂uψ)
2)− 1

2
∂vW̃

ur2(∂uψ)
2 + rW̃u∂ur∂uψ∂vψ. (6.27)

Add (6.27) to the result of exchanging u and v in (6.27) to obtain

r2κ(−ν)Wψ□ψ =
1

2
∂v(W̃

ur2(∂uψ)
2) +

1

2
∂u(W̃

vr2(∂vψ)
2)− 1

2
∂uW̃

vr2(∂vψ)
2 − 1

2
∂vW̃

ur2(∂uψ)
2

+ (rW̃ v∂vr + rW̃u∂ur)∂uψ∂vψ.
(6.28)

Express (6.28) in terms of Du and Dv, then rearrange to obtain the desired result. □

Lemma 6.9 (Kodama vector field identity). Let T = (1− µ)Du +Dv. We have

∂u((Dvψ)
2r2κ)+∂v((1−µ)(Duψ)

2r2(−ν)) = 2Tψ□ψr2κ(−ν)+r[−(Duψ)
2(Dvφ)

2+(Duφ)
2(Dvψ)

2]r2κ(−ν),
(6.29)

Proof. Use lemma 6.8 with (Tu, T v) = (1− µ, 1). In particular we use the transport equations

Dv(−γ)−1 = −(−ν)−1r(Dvφ)
2 Duκ

−1 = κ−1r(Duφ)
2 (6.30)

to compute

KT [ψ] = (−ν)Dv((−γ)−1)(Duψ)
2 + κDu(κ

−1)(Dvψ)
2 = r[−(Duψ)

2(Dvφ)
2 + (Duφ)

2(Dvψ)
2]. (6.31)

□

Lemma 6.10 (Morawetz vector field). Let f : (0,∞)r → R be a C2 function. Let X = (1 − µ)f(r)Du −
f(r)Dv. Then

− f ′(r)[(1− µ)2(Duψ)
2 + (Dvψ)

2]r2κ(−ν) + 4
f(r)

r
(1− µ)DuψDvψr

2κ(−ν)

≤ ∂u(f(r)(Dvψ)
2r2κ)− ∂v(f(r)(1− µ)(Duψ)

2r2(−ν)) + 2Xψ□ψr2κ(−ν).
(6.32)

Moreover,

− f ′(r)[(1− µ)2(Duψ)
2 + (Dvψ)

2]r2κ(−ν) + 4
f(r)

r
µDuψDvψr

2κ(−ν)

+
[ 2

1− µ

f ′′(r)

r
+ (f ′(r)r − f(r))

4(ϖ − e2/r)

r4

]
ψ2r2κ(−ν)

≤ ∂u(f(r)(Dvψ)
2r2κ− 2f ′(r)rλψ2 + f(r)rψ2)− ∂v(f(r)(1− µ)(Duψ)

2r2(−ν) + 2f ′(r)rνψ2 − f(r)rψ2)

+
(
2Xψ + 4f(r)

ψ

r

)
□ψr2κ(−ν).

(6.33)
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Proof. Use lemma 6.8 with (Xu, Xv) = ((1− µ)f(r),−f(r)) to obtain

K−X [ψ]r2κ(−ν) = ∂u(f(r)(Dvψ)
2r2κ)− ∂v(f(r)(1− µ)(Duψ)

2r2(−ν)) + 2Xψ□ψ. (6.34)

From (6.30) we can compute

−(−ν)Dv(f(r)(−γ)−1) = f(r)r(Dvφ)
2 − f ′(r)(1− µ)2 κDu(f(r)κ

−1) = f(r)r(Duφ)
2 − f ′(r), (6.35)

and then obtain

K−X [ψ] = [f(r)r(Dvφ)
2 − f ′(r)(1− µ)2](Duψ)

2 + [f(r)r(Duφ)
2 − f ′(r)](Dvψ)

2 +
4f(r)

r
(1− µ)DuψDvψ.

(6.36)
Neglecting the terms with a positive sign, we arrive at

K−X [ψ] ≥ −f ′(r)[(1− µ)2(Duψ)
2 + (Dvψ)

2] + 4
f(r)

r
(1− µ)DuψDvψ. (6.37)

To obtain (6.32), use the wave equation for r to rewrite the last term on the left of (6.32):

4
f

r
(1− µ)DuψDvψr

2κ(−ν) = 4fr∂uψ∂vψ − 4
f

r
µDuψDvψr

2κ(−ν)

= ∂u(−2f ′rλψ2 + frψ2) + ∂v(−2f ′rνψ2 + frψ2)

+
[
−4f

r
ψ□ψ +

2

1− µ

f ′′

r
ψ2

+ (f ′r − f)
4(ϖ − e2/r)

r4
ψ2 + 4

f

r
µDuψDvψ

]
r2κ(−ν).

(6.38)

□

Lemma 6.11 (Morawetz vector field with f(r) = −1). Let X̃ = −(1− µ)Du +Dv. We have

∂u((Dvψ)
2r2κ+ rψ2)− ∂v((1− µ)(Duψ)

2r2(−ν) + rψ2) +
4(ϖ − e2/r)

r4
ψ2r2κ(−ν)

≤
(
2X̃ψ − 4

ψ

r

)
□ψr2κ(−ν) + 4(2ϖ − e2/r)

r2
DuψDvψr

2κ(−ν).
(6.39)

Proof. Set f(r) = −1 in (6.33) and rearrange. □

Lemma 6.12 (Redshift vector field identity). Let χH(r) be a C1 function, and write Y = χH(r)Du. We
have

∂v(χH(r)(Duψ)
2r2(−ν)) + 2(ϖ − e2/r)

r2
χH(r)(Duψ)

2r2κ(−ν)

=
[
2Y ψ□ψ + (1− µ)χ′

H(r)(Duψ)
2 − 2χH(r)

r
DuψDvψ

]
r2κ(−ν),

(6.40)

Proof. Set (Y u, Y v) = (χH(r), 0). Compute

KY [ψ] = (−ν)Dv((−ν)−1χH(r))(Duψ)
2 − 2χH(r)

r
DuψDvψ. (6.41)

Use the equation for ∂v(−ν) to compute

(−ν)Dv((−ν)−1χH(r)) = −2(ϖ − e2/r)

r2
χH(r) + (1− µ)χ′

H(r). (6.42)

Substitute (6.42) into (6.41) to get □

Lemma 6.13 (Irregular vector field identity). Let g = (u, v) be a C1 function. Then

(−∂ug)(∂vψ)2r2 = −∂u(g(∂vψ)2r2) +
[
2κg∂vψ□ψ +

2

r
λgDuψDvψ

]
r2κ(−ν). (6.43)

Proof. Apply lemma 6.8 with (Wu,W v) = (0, κg). □
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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
⋃
τ∈[τ1,τ2]

Στ ,

which are both clearly admissible.

Recall the notations Du and Dv 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 Σ1 and future
boundary Σ2. We have

E[φ,Σ2] ≤ C(ϖi, cH, rmin)E[φ,Σ1]. (6.44)

Let pfut be the future endpoint of Σ1. Then

E[ψ,Σ2] + Ebulk[ψ,R] ≤ C(b0)[E[ψ,Σ1] + r|ψ|2(pfut)] + Err[ψ,R] (6.45)

for an error term that admits a decomposition

Err[ψ,R] ≤ ErrU [ψ,R] + C(b0)(Errv[ψ,R] + 1ψ ̸=φErrquartic[ψ,R] + Errzo[ψ,R]), (6.46)

where

ErrU [ψ,R] =

∫∫
R
wUDuψ□ψ (6.47)

for a non-negative weight wU satisfying 0 < C(ϖi, rmin) ≤ wU ≤ C(b0), and

Errv[ψ,R] :=

∫∫
R
|Dvψ||□ψ|, (6.48)

Errquartic[ψ,R] :=

∫∫
R
r|Duφ|2|Dvψ|2, (6.49)

Errzo[ψ,R] :=

∫∫
R

|ψ|
r
|□ψ|. (6.50)

Remark 6.16 (Structure of error terms). Observe that the error terms composing Err[ψ,R] are non-negative,
except for ErrU [ψ,R], which does not have a sign. The positivity of the weight wU is crucial for closing
the energy estimates. This is because commutation produces a Duψ 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 r2κ(−ν) dudv
when integrating over spacetime regions.

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

Eweak[ψ,R] :=

∫∫
R

1

r4
[(Duψ)

2 + (Dvψ)
2]. (6.51)

Compared to the bulk term Ebulk that we wish to control, Eweak 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[ψ,Σ2] + Eweak[ψ,R] ≲ E[ψ,Σ1] + Err[ψ,R], (6.52)

where the constant implied by ≲ is positive and depends only on and ϖi, cH, and rmin. Since Err[φ,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 wU .
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We will show the following three estimates:∫
Σv

2

(Dvψ)
2 +

∫
Σu

2

(1− µ)(Duψ)
2 ≲

∫∫
R
Tψ□ψ + E[ψ,Σ1] + 1ψ ̸=φErrquartic[ψ,R], (6.53)∫∫

R

1

r3+η0

[
(1− µ)2(Duψ)

2 + (Dvψ)
2
]
≲

∫
R
Xψ□ψ + (RHS of (6.53)), (6.54)∫

Σu
2∩{r≤R}

(Duψ)
2 +

∫∫
R∩{r≤R}

1

r4
(Duψ)

2 ≲
∫∫

R
Y ψ□ψ + E[ψ,Σ1] + (RHS of (6.54)), (6.55)

where

T = (1− µ)U +
1

κ
∂v, X = r−3(1− µ)U − r−3 1

κ
∂v Y = χH(r)U, (6.56)

and the implicit constants depend only on cH, ϖi, and rmin. 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(ϖi, rmin) (in view of (4.12)), and
(6.55) gives the control in the remaining region {r ≤ R}. Thus (6.53)–(6.55) together give

E[ψ,Σ2] + Eweak[ψ,R] ≤
∫∫

R
Wψ□ψ + CE[ψ,Σ1] + 1ψ ̸=φCErrquartic[ψ,R], (6.57)

for a vector field

W = CTT + CXX + CY Y, (6.58)

where the constants C,CT , CX , CY are positive and depend only on ϖi, cH, and rmin. In view of (6.56),
the coefficients of W are smooth and of size C(b0), and the U -coefficient is bounded below by a positive
constant. In particular, we have

Wψ = wUUψ + wv∂vψ, 1 ≲ wU , |wv| ≤ C(b0), (6.59)

and so ∫∫
R
Wψ□ψ ≤ Err[ψ,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∫
Σv

2

(Dvψ)
2 +

∫
Σu

2

(1− µ)(Duψ)
2 = 2

∫∫
R
Tψ□ψ +

∫
Σv

1

(Dvψ)
2 +

∫
Σu

1

(1− µ)(Duψ)
2

+

∫∫
R
r[−(Duψ)

2(Dvφ)
2 + (Duφ)

2(Dvψ)
2].

(6.61)

Since 1− µ ≤ C(ϖi, rmin), the boundary terms on Σ1 are controlled by E[ψ,Σ1]. The final term vanishes if
ψ = φ and is equal to Errquartic[ψ,R] otherwise.

Step 1c: Weak integrated local energy decay estimate: proof of (6.54). Let f(r) = r−3, so that

−f ′(r)− 2f(r)/r = r−4. (6.62)

By Young’s inequality we have

r−4[(1−µ)2(Duψ)
2+(Dvψ)

2] ≤ −f ′(r)[(1−µ)2(Duψ)
2+(Dvψ)

2]+4
f(r)

r
(1−µ)DuψDvψ = (LHS of (6.32)).

(6.63)
The estimate follows from integrating (6.32) with f(r) = r−3; of the four boundary terms generated, we can
neglect two on account of their sign, and control the other two using Step 1a.

Step 1d: Redshift estimate: proof of (6.55). Let χH(r) be a positive cutoff function that is 1 in {r ≤ R} and
0 in {r ≥ 2R}. Recall that ϖ − e2/r ≥ cH and apply Young’s inequality in the form∣∣∣2χH(r)

r
DuψDvψ

∣∣∣ ≤ cH
χH(r)

r2
(Duψ)

2 + c−1
H 1r≤2R(Dvψ)

2. (6.64)
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after integrating the identity in lemma 6.12 and noting the support properties of χH and χ′
H to get∫

Σu
2

χH(r)(Duψ)
2 + cHr

2
min

∫∫
R
χH(r)

1

r4
(Duψ)

2 ≲
∫∫

R
Y ψ□ψ +

∫∫
R∩{R≤r≤2R}

(1− µ)(Duψ)
2

+ c−1
H

∫∫
R∩{r≤2R}

(Dvψ)
2 +

∫
Σu

1

χH(r)(Duψ)
2.

(6.65)

When R ≥ C(ϖi, rmin), we have 1 − µ ≥ 1/2 by (4.12), and so the second term can be controlled by Step
1b (up to a multiple of R4), 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 R1 ≥ R0

and ϵ ∈ (0, 1/2) we have∫∫
R∩{r≥2R1}

ψ2

r4
≤ ϵ1−η0C(b0, R1)

∫∫
R∩{ϵ−1R1}

1

r1+η0
[(Duψ)

2 + (Dvψ)
2]

+ C(b0, R1, ϵ)(E[ψ,Σ1] + Err[ψ,R] + rψ2(pfut)).

(6.66)

We multiply (6.39) by a non-decreasing cutoff function χR1
(r) that is 0 in {r ≤ R1} and 1 in {r ≥ 2R1} and

integrate by parts. We illustrate how to handle the first term on the left side of (6.39):∫∫
R
χR1

(r)∂u((Dvψ)
2r2κ+ rψ2) dudv

=

∫∫
R
χ′
R1

(r)(−ν)((Dvψ)
2r2κ+ rψ2) dudv +

∫
Σout

1

χR1
(r)((Dvψ)

2r2κ+ rψ2) dv

−
∫
Σout

2

χR1
(r)((Dvψ)

2r2κ+ rψ2) dv

≥ −
∫
Σout

2

((Dvψ)
2r2κ+ rψ2) dv

≥ −C(b0)(E[ψ,Σ1] + Err[ψ,R] + rψ2(pfut)).

(6.67)

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∫∫

R∩{r≥2R1}

ψ2

r4
≤ C(b0)(E[ψ,Σ1] + Err[ψ,R] + rψ2(pfut)) +

∫∫
R∩{r≥R1}

(RHS of (6.39)). (6.68)

It is clear that∫∫
R∩{r≥R1}

(RHS of (6.39)) ≤ C

∫∫
R
X̃ψ□ψ + C(b0)

∫∫
{r≥R1}

1

r2
[(Duψ)

2 + (Dvψ)
2]

+ C(Eweak[ψ,R] + rψ2(pfut)).

(6.69)

Although the first term on the right of (6.69) has a bad sign in front of the Uψ□ψ term (recall that ErrU
has a positive weight), by Step 1 we can add a multiple of the non-negative quantity Eweak[ψ,R] (where the
constant depends on R1) to both sides of (6.69) and (in conjunction with (6.68)) obtain∫∫

R∩{r≥2R1}

ψ2

r4
≤ C(b0, R1)

∫∫
{r≥R1}

1

r2
[(Duψ)

2 + (Dvψ)
2]

C(b0, R1)(E[ψ,Σ1] + Err[ψ,R] + rψ2(pfut)).

(6.70)

To complete the proof, note that the first term on the right of (6.70) is bounded by C(R1, ϵ)Eweak[ψ,R] in
the region {R1 ≤ r ≤ ϵ−1R1}, and in the remaining region we have∫∫

{r≥ϵ−1R1}

1

r2
[(Duψ)

2 + (Dvψ)
2] ≤ ϵ1−η0

∫∫
R∩{r≥ϵ−1R1}

1

r1+η0
[(Duψ)

2 + (Dvψ)
2]. (6.71)
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Step 3: Improved integrated local energy decay away from the horizon. In this step we show that for R1 =
max(2, 2R0, η

−1
0 ), we have∫∫

R∩{r≥R1}

1

r1+η0

[
(Duψ)

2 + (Dvψ)
2 +

ψ2

r2

]
≤ C(b0)(E[ψ,Σ1] + rψ2(pfut) + Err[ψ,R]). (6.72)

We will track the dependence of constants on η0. Begin by writing

(LHS of (6.33)) = [(I) + (II) + (III)]r2κ(−ν) (6.73)

for

(I) = −f ′(r)[(1− µ)2(Duψ)
2 + (Dvψ)

2],

(II) = 4
f(r)

r
µDuψDvψ,

(III) =
[ 2

1− µ
f ′′(r)r + (f ′(r)r − f(r))

4(ϖ − e2/r)

r4

]
ψ2.

(6.74)

Now (4.12) and the choice of R1 imply that for f(r) = r−η0 and r ≥ R1, we have

η0
r1+η0

[(Duψ)
2 + (Dvψ)

2] ≲ (I), |(II)| ≲ 1

r2+η0
DuψDvψ ≲ r−1(I),

η0
r3+η0

≲ (III). (6.75)

We can therefore multiply (6.73) by a cutoff χ(r) that is 0 in {r ≤ R1/2} and 1 in {r ≥ R1}, and integrate
over R to get∫∫

R∩{r≥R1}

1

r1+η0

[
(Duψ)

2 + (Dvψ)
2 +

ψ2

r2

]
≲ η−1

0

∫∫
R∩{r≥R1/2}

χR1
(r)(RHS of (6.33)) dudv. (6.76)

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[ψ,Σ1] + Err[ψ,R] + rψ2(pfut). The bulk term involving
□ψ is bounded by ErrU [ψ,R] and Errv[ψ,R] and Errzo[ψ,R ∩ {R1/2}]. In view of Steps 1 and 2 (applied
with R1/2 in place of R1), the support properties of χR1

, and proposition 4.1, the bulk terms arising from
integration by parts are bounded by

C(R1)η
−1
0

∫∫
R∩{R1/2≤r≤R1}

1

r4

[
(Duψ)

2 + (Dvψ)
2 + ψ2

]
≤ ϵ1−η0C(b0, R1, η0)

∫∫
R∩{r≥ϵ−1R1/2}

1

r1+η0
[(Duψ)

2 + (Dvψ)
2]

+ C(b0, R1, ϵ, η0)(E[ψ,Σ1] + Err[ψ,R] + rψ2(pfut)).

(6.77)

To conclude the proof, choose ϵ 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 ∫∫

R

ψ2

r3+η0
≤ (RHS of (6.72)). (6.78)

Let R > 0. Use Hardy’s inequality in the u-direction to obtain∫∫
R∩{r≤R}

ψ2

r3+η0
r2κ(−ν) dudv ≲

∫∫
R∩{r≤R}

(−ν)χ2ψ2 dudv

≤
∫∫

R∩{r≤R}

r2

(−ν)
(∂uψ)

2 dudv +

∫
Σout

1 ∩{r≤R}
rψ2 dv

+

∫ v2(R)

v1(R)

rψ2(uR(v), v) dv.

(6.79)
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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∫∫

R∩{r≤R1}

ψ2

r3+η0
r2κ(−ν) dudv

≤
∫∫

R∩{r≤R∗}

ψ2

r3+η0
r2κ(−ν) dudv

≤
∫∫

R∩{r≤R1+1}

r2

(−ν)
(∂uψ)

2 dudv +

∫
Σout

1 ∩{r≤R1+1}
rψ2 dv +

∫∫
R∩{R1≤r≤R1+1}

(−ν)rψ2(uR(v), v) dudv.

(6.80)

We are done by a Hardy inequality argument as in Step 2 that controls the term on Σout
1 , 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 Ebulk by showing that∫∫

R∩{r≤R0}
e−c

′
ν(u−v)(∂vψ)

2 dudv ≲ E[ψ,Σ1] + Eweak[ψ,R] + Err[ψ,R]. (6.81)

Let g(u, v) = χ(r(u, v))h(u, v) for a cutoff function χ satisfying χ(r) = 1 in {r ≤ R0} and χ(r) = 0 in

{r ≥ 2R0} and h(u, v) = e−c
′
ν(u−v), where c′ν > 0 is as in (4.15). Observe that h ≥ 0 and −∂uh ≥ 0, and

h ≲ 1 in {r ≤ 2R0} by (4.15). Integrating (6.43) gives∫∫
R∩{r≤R0}

(−∂uh)(∂vψ)2r2 dudv ≤
∫
Σout

1

g(Dvψ)r
2κdv +

∫∫
R∩{r≤2R0}

2hDvψ□ψ

+

∫∫
R∩{r≤2R0}

2

r
(1− µ)h|Duψ||Dvψ|

≲ E[ψ,Σ1] + Errv[ψ,R] + Eweak[ψ,R].

(6.82)

We are done after computing

−∂uh = −(−ν)χ′
Re

−c′ν(u−v) + cHχRe
−c′ν(u−v) (6.83)

and estimating the bulk term arising from the first term on the right of (6.83) by Eweak[ψ,R]. □

6.5. Boundedness of the unweighted energy Eα. The goal of this section is to prove corollary 6.23.

Lemma 6.17. Let α ≥ 0 and let L ∈ Γα. For 0 < s < 1/4, we have∫∫
R
r1+2s|□Lφ|2 ≤ C(B◦

0, g0, α)Ebulk[Lφ,R] + C(Gα,s)[Ebulk[Γ
<αφ,R] + E4s,bulk[Γ

<αφ,R]]. (6.84)

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

Lemma 6.18 (Estimate for zeroth order error term). Let ϵ > 0 and let L ∈ Γα. For s ∈ [η0, 1/4], we have

Errzo[Lφ,R] ≤ ϵEbulk[Lφ,R] + C(Gα,s, ϵ)[Ebulk[Γ
<αφ,R] + E4s,bulk[Γ

<αφ,R]] (6.85)

Proof. We omit the volume form r2κ(−ν) dudv. Introduce a small δ > 0 and large R > 0 to be chosen in
the course of the proof. Use an r-weighted Young’s inequality to decompose

Errzo[Lφ,R] =

∫∫
R∩{r≤R}

|Lφ|
r

|□Lφ|+
∫∫

R∩{r≥R}

|Lφ|
r

|□Lφ|

≤
∫∫

R∩{r≤R}

|Lφ|
r

|□Lφ|+ δ

∫∫
R∩{r≥R}

r1+2s|□Lφ|2 + δ−1

∫∫
R∩{r≥R}

r−s
1

r1+s
|Lφ|2

r2

:= (I) + (II) + (III).

(6.86)
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To estimate term (I), we use the structure of □Lφ. In particular, □Lφ 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 αX |Lφ| ≤ C(C<α, α)|DΓ<αφ|
for X ∈ {U, V }. By lemmas 2.11 and 2.17, we have

αU |Lφ||ULφ|+ αV |Lφ||∂vLφ| ≤ C(C<α)(|∂vLφ|+ |ULφ|)(|∂vΓ<αφ|+ |UΓ<αφ|). (6.87)

By (2.70) and (6.87) and Young’s inequality, we have

|Lφ|
r

|□Lφ| ≤ r−3+sC(B◦
0, g0, α)

[
αV |Lφ||∂vLφ|+ αU |Lφ||ULφ|

]
+ r−3+sC(Gα,s)|Lφ|[1r≥R• |∂v(rΓ<αφ)|+ |∂vΓ<αφ|+ |UΓ<αφ|]

≤ δr−3+s[|∂vLφ|2 + |ULφ|2]
+ r−3+sC(Gα,s, δ)(|∂vΓ<αφ|2 + |UΓ<αφ|2 + 1r≥R• |∂v(rΓ<αφ)|2).

(6.88)

Since s < 1, integrating (6.88) with the volume form r2κ(−ν) dudv gives

(I) ≤ δEbulk[Lφ,R] + C(Gα,s, R, δ)(Ebulk[Γ
<αφ,R] + Es,bulk[Γ

<αφ,R]). (6.89)

Next, lemma 6.17 implies that

(II) ≤ δC(B◦
0, g0, α)Ebulk[Lφ,R] + C(Gα,s)[Ebulk[Γ

<αφ,R] + E4s,bulk[Γ
<αφ,R]]. (6.90)

Finally, use s ≥ η0 to estimate
(III) ≤ δ−1R−η0Ebulk[Lφ,R]. (6.91)

Substitute (6.89)–(6.91) into (6.86) to obtain

Errzo[Lφ,R] ≤ (δ + δ−1R−η0)C(B◦
0, g0, α)Ebulk[Lφ,R]

+ C(Gα,s, R, δ)[Ebulk[Γ
<αφ,R] + E4s,bulk[Γ

<αφ,R]].
(6.92)

To conclude, choose δ small based on ϵ and C(B◦
0, g0, α), then choose R large depending on η0, δ, and ϵ. □

Lemma 6.19 (Estimate for U - and v-error terms). Let ϵ > 0. We have

ErrU [Lφ,R] ≤ (ϵ+R−1+2s
• )C(B◦

0 , g0, α)Ebulk[Lφ,R]

+ C(Gα,s, ϵ)[Ebulk[Γ
<αφ,R] + E3s,bulk[Γ

<αφ,R]].
(6.93)

The same estimate holds with Errv[Lφ,R] on the left side.

Proof. In what follows, we will freely use the bounds (−ν), κ, κ−1,1r≥Rλ
−1, rmin ≤ C(b0). Use the positivity

of wU , κ, and (−ν), the bound |wU | ≤ C(b0), the estimates for ULφ□Lφ in (2.71), and an r-weighted Young’s
inequality to obtain

wUULφ□Lφr
2κ(−ν) ≤ rsC(Gα,s)(|ULφ|+ |∂vLφ|)(|UΓ<αφ|+ |∂vΓ<αφ|+ 1r≥R• |∂v(rΓ<αφ)|)κ(−ν)

≤ ϵr1−s(|ULφ|2 + |∂vLφ|2)κ(−ν)
+ r−1+3sC(Gα,s, ϵ)(|UΓ<αφ|2 + |∂vΓ<αφ|)κ(−ν)
+ C(Gα,s, ϵ)r−1+3s1r≥R• |∂v(rΓ<αφ)|.

(6.94)

Integrate (noting that s ≥ η0) to obtain

ErrU [Lφ,R] ≤ ϵEbulk[Lφ,R] + C(Gα,s, ϵ)[Ebulk[Γ
<αφ,R] + E3s,bulk[Γ

<αφ,R]]. (6.95)

Using the estimate for ∂vLφ□Lφ in (2.72), one obtains

|∂vLφ||□Lφ|r2κ(−ν) ≤ 1r≥R•C(B◦
0 , g0, α)r

s|∂vLφ|(|ULφ|+ |∂vLφ|) + (RHS of (6.94))

≤ C(B◦
0 , g0, α)R

−1+2s
• r1−s(|∂vLφ|2 + |ULφ|2) + (RHS of (6.94))

(6.96)

Integrate to obtain

Errv[Lφ,R] ≤ R−1+2s
• C(B◦

0 , g0, α)Ebulk[Lφ,R] + (RHS of (6.95)) (6.97)

Combine (6.95) and (6.97) to complete the proof. □

For the next two lemmas we introduce the following notation:
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• Cout(u) for the constant-u curve {(u′, v′) ∈ R : u′ = u},
• v1(u) and v2(u) for the past and future endpoints of Cout(u) i(the assumption that R is an admissible
spacetime region ensures that Cout(u) is connected),

• u1 and u2 for the smallest and largest u-values attained in R.

Lemma 6.20 (Estimate for quartic error term). Let |α| ≥ 1 and L ∈ Γα. There is cν > 0 such that for
p ≥ 1 and ϵ > 0, we have

Errquartic[Lφ,R] ≤ ϵP2
<α,pEbulk[Lφ,R]

+ C(B0,P<α,p, ϵ)
[
Ebulk[Γ

<αφ,R] +

∫ u2

u1

(u−p + e−cνu)E[Lφ,Cout(u)] du
]
.

(6.98)

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

Step 1: Estimate for Errquartic[Uφ,R]. We start by showing that

Errquartic[Uφ,R] ≤ C(b0)P2
0,0Ebulk[φ,R]. (6.99)

By (2.64), we have

(∂vUφ)
2 ≤ r−2C(b0)[(∂vφ)

2 + (Uφ)2] ≤ C(b0)P2
0,0. (6.100)

Thus

Errquartic[Uφ,R] ≤
∫∫

R

r

κ
(Uφ)2(∂vUφ)

2(−ν) dudv ≤ C(b0)P2
0,0

∫∫
R

r−1

κ
(Uφ)2(−ν) dudv

≤ C(b0)P2
0,0Ebulk[φ,R],

(6.101)

which proves (6.99).

Step 2: Estimate for Errquartic[ψ,R] in terms of norms of Uφ. Let ϵ > 0 and p ≥ 1. We claim that

Errquartic[ψ,R] ≤ ϵP2
U,pEbulk[ψ,R] + P2

U,pC(B0, ϵ)

∫ u2

u1

(u−p + e−cνu)E[ψ,Cout
v1,v2(u)] du. (6.102)

Since r−1
min ≤ C, we immediately obtain

Errquartic[ψ,R] ≤ CP2
U,p

∫∫
R

r2

κ
τ−p(∂vψ)

2(−ν) dudv. (6.103)

Split the integral in (6.103) as∫∫
R

=

∫∫
R∩{r≤R0}∩{τ≥ϵ−1}

+

∫∫
R∩{r≤R0}∩{τ≤ϵ−1}

+

∫∫
R∩{r≥R0}

:= (I) + (II) + (III). (6.104)

To handle term (I), let cν > 0 be as in (4.15) and control (−ν) with (4.15), use the smallness of τ−1 and the
near-horizon term in Ebulk (see section 6.2.3):

(I) ≤ Cϵ

∫∫
R∩{r≥R0}

e−cν(u−v)
r2

κ
(∂vψ)

2 dudv ≤ CϵEbulk[ψ,R]. (6.105)

Now we treat term (II). Recall the notation introduced before the statement of this lemma. By lemma 4.3,
in the region {r ≤ R0} ∩ {τ ≤ ϵ−1} we have v ≤ v∗ for some v∗ ≤ C(B0, ϵ). Since τ ≥ 1, the bound on (−ν)
in {r ≤ R0} from (4.15) implies

(II) ≤ C

∫ u2

u1

∫ min(v2(u),vR0
(u),v∗)

v1(u)

e−cν(u−v)
r2

κ
(∂vψ)

2(u, v) dv du

≤ Cecνv∗
∫ u2

u1

e−cνu
∫ v2

v1

r2

κ
(∂vψ)

2(u, v) dv du = C(B0, ϵ)

∫ u2

u1

e−cνuE[ψ,Cout(u)] du.

(6.106)
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Finally, we handle term (III). We have (−ν) ≤ C by (4.9), and τ = u in {r ≥ R0} by definition, so

(III) =

∫ u2

u1

∫ v2(u)

max(v1(u),vR0
(u))

r2

κ
τ−p(∂vψ)

2(−ν)(u, v) dv du

≤ C

∫ u2

u1

u−p
∫ v2(u)

max(v1(u),vR0
(u))

r2

κ
(∂vψ)

2(u, v) dv du ≤ C

∫ u2

u1

u−pE[ψ,Cout(u)] du.

(6.107)

We conclude (6.102) by substituting (6.105)–(6.107) into (6.103) and (6.104). □

Lemma 6.21. Let L ∈ Γα. For R• sufficiently large depending on C(B◦
0 , g0, α) and s ≥ η0 sufficiently small,

we have

E[Lφ,Σ2] + Ebulk[Lφ,R] ≤ C(Gα,s,P<α,1+η0)[E[Γ≤αφ,Σ1] + r|Γ≤αφ|2(pfut) + E4s,bulk[Γ
<αφ,R]]. (6.108)

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

E[Lφ,Σ2]+Ebulk[Lφ,R] ≤ C(Gα,s,P<α,p)[E[Lφ,Σ1]+r|Lφ|2(u1, v2)+Ebulk[Γ
<αφ,R]+E4s,bulk[Γ

<αφ,R]].
(6.109)

Let ϵ1, ϵ2, ϵ3 > 0. Combining lemmas 6.18 to 6.20 (and using |α| ≥ 1 so that B◦
0 ≤ C(Gα,s)) gives

Err[Lφ,R] ≤ (ϵ1 + ϵ2 + ϵ3P2
<α,1+η0 +R−1+2s

• )C(B◦
0 , g0, α)Ebulk[Lφ,R]

+ C(Gα,s,P<α,1+η0 , ϵ1, ϵ2, ϵ3)
[
Ebulk[Γ

<αφ,R] + E4s,bulk[Γ
<αφ,R]

+

∫ u2

u1

(u−1−η0 + e−cνu)E[Lφ,Cout(u)] du
]
.

(6.110)

One can choose ϵ1, ϵ2, and ϵ3 small based on C(B◦
0 , g0,P<α,1+η0 , α) and R• large based on C(B◦

0 , g0, α), to
obtain

Err[Lφ,R] ≤ 1

2
Ebulk[Lφ,R] + C(Gα,s,P<α,1+η0)

[
Ebulk[Γ

<αφ,R] + E4s,bulk[Γ
<αφ,R]

+

∫ u2

u1

(u−p + e−cνu)E[Lφ,Cout(u)
]
.

(6.111)

Now return to (6.45) and absorb the Ebulk[Lφ,R] term on the right of (6.111) to the left, and then apply
the same analysis to the subregion R(u∗) := R∩ {u ≤ u∗} for u∗ ∈ [u1, u2] to obtain

E[Lφ,Σ2(u∗)] + Ebulk[Lφ,R(u∗)] ≤ C(Gα,s,P<α,1+η0)
[
E[Lφ,Σ1] + r|Lφ|2(u1, v2) + Ebulk[Γ

<αφ,R]

+ E4s,bulk[Γ
<αφ,R] +

∫ u∗

u1

(u−1−η0 + e−cνu)E[Lφ,Cout(u)] du
]
,

(6.112)

where we have written Σ2(u∗) for the future boundary of R(u∗). Since E[Lφ,Cout(u∗)] ≤ E[Lφ,Σ2(u∗)],
we can use Grönwall’s inequality in (6.112) to obtain

max
u∈[u1,u∗]

E[Lφ,Cout(u)] ≤ C(Gα,s,P<α,p)[E[Lφ,Σ1] + r|Lφ|2(u1, v2)

+ Ebulk[Γ
<αφ,R] + E4s,bulk[Γ

<αφ,R]].
(6.113)

Combine (6.112) and (6.113) and take u∗ = u2 to conclude (6.109). □

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 Σ1. For any null curve Σ ⊂ R, when s ≥ η0 is sufficiently small we have

E[Lφ,Σ] + Ebulk[ψ,R] ≤ C(Gα,s,P<α,1+η0)[E[Γ≤αφ,Σ1] + r|Γ≤αφ|2(pfut) + E4s,bulk[Γ
<αφ,R]]. (6.114)
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Proof. A null curve Σ ⊂ R can be extended to a piecewise null curve Σ2 so that Σ1 and Σ2 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 Σ ⊂ R (and hence R′ ⊂ R). □

Corollary 6.23 (Estimate for unweighted energy norm). When s ≥ η0 is sufficiently small, we have

E2
α + Ebulk[Lφ,Rchar] ≤ C(Gα,s,P<α,1+η0)[D2

α + E2
<α,4s]. (6.115)

Proof. Apply lemma 6.22 to a characteristic rectangle R ⊂ Rchar whose past Σ1 is contained in the past of
Rchar. Since Σ1 and pfut are contained in the data surface C in ∪ Cout, the energy E[ψ,Σ1] and the value
rψ2(pfut) are controlled by data (see lemma 6.5). Take a supremum over R ⊂ Rchar. □

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 Ep defined in section 6.2.2.

Lemma 6.24 (Preliminary estimate for the quantity Ep). Suppose that limv→∞ rψ2(u, v) = 0 for each
u ≥ 1. Then for any p ≥ 0 and R ≥ R0 + 1 and τ ≥ 1, we have

Ep[ψ](τ) ≤
∫
Σout

τ ∩{r≥R}

rp

λ
(∂v(rψ))

2 dv + C(b0, R, p)E[ψ,Στ ], (6.116)

and for 1 ≤ τ1 < τ2 we have∫ τ2

τ1

Ep[ψ](τ) ≤
∫ τ2

τ1

(∫
Σout

τ ∩{r≥R}

rp

λ
(∂v(rψ))

2 dv
)
dτ + C(b0, R, p)Ebulk[ψ,R(τ1, τ2)], (6.117)

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

E◦
≤R[ψ](τ) :=

∫
Σin

τ

r2

(−ν)
(∂uψ)

2 du+

∫
Σout

τ ∩{r≤R}

r2

κ
(∂vψ)

2 dv +

∫
Σout

τ ∩{R−1≤r≤R}
λrψ2 dv

= E[ψ,Στ ∩ {r ≥ R}] +
∫
Σout

τ ∩{R−1≤r≤R}
λrψ2 dv.

(6.118)

Observe that the desired (6.116) and (6.117) are a consequence of the following three estimates:

Ep[ψ](τ) ≤
∫
Σout

τ ∩{r≥R}

rp

λ
(∂v(rψ))

2 dv + C(b0, R, p)E
◦
≤R(τ) (6.119)

E◦
≤R(τ) ≤ C(b0)[E[ψ,Στ ∩ {r ≥ R}] + lim sup

v→∞
rψ2|u=τ (v))] (6.120)∫ τ2

τ1

E[ψ,Στ ∩ {r ≤ R}] dτ ≤ C(b0, R)Ebulk[ψ,R(τ1, τ2)]. (6.121)

We now prove (6.119)–(6.121) one by one.

Step 1: Proof of (6.119). By the definitions of Ep and E◦
≤R, it is enough to show that∫

Σout
τ ∩{r≤R}

rp

λ
(∂v(rψ))

2 dv + |ψ|2(τ , vR0(τ)) ≤ C(b0, R, p)E
◦
≤R[ψ](τ). (6.122)

To prove (6.122), we start with the following pointwise estimate on Σout
τ ∩ {r ≤ R} ⊂ {R0 ≤ r ≤ R}:

rp

λ
(∂v(rψ))

2 ≤ Rp[λ2ψ2 +
r2

λ
(∂vψ)

2] ≤ C(b0, R, p)
[
λrψ2 +

r2

κ
(∂vψ)

2
]
. (6.123)

Integrate (6.123) over v ∈ [vR0
(τ), vR(τ)] and add R0|ψ|2(τ , vR0

(τ)) to both sides to get

(LHS of (6.122)) ≤ C(b0, R, p)
[∫

Σout
τ ∩{r≤R}

λrψ2 dv +R0|ψ|2(τ , vR0
(τ)) +

∫
Σout

τ ∩{r≤R}

r2

κ
(∂vψ)

2 dv
]
.

(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 a = 0) and arrive at

(LHS of (6.122)) ≤ C(b0, R, p)
[
R′|ψ|2(τ , vR′(τ)) +

∫
Σout

τ ∩{r≤R}

r2

κ
(∂vψ)

2 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
∫
Σout

τ ∩{R−1≤r≤R} λrψ
2 dv;

this estimate is a consequence of Hardy’s inequality (lemma 6.3 with a = 0 in the limit v2 → ∞).

Step 3: Proof of (6.121). Recall from (2.18) that τ is a function of v in {r ≤ R0} (with r(τ , v) = R0) and
a function of u in {r ≥ R0} (with τ = u). Thus (6.121) follows from changing variables with the following
computation,

dτ

dv
(u, v) =

κ

(−γ)
(uR0

(v), v) in {r ≤ R0},
dτ

du
(u, v) = 1 in {r ≥ R0}. (6.126)

□

Lemma 6.25. Let p ∈ R. We have

∂u

(rp
λ
(∂v(rψ))

2
)
+ ∂v

(rp
λ

(−∂u∂vr)
r

(rψ)2
)

+
(
p(−ν)− 2(ϖ − e2/r)

r
(−γ)

)rp−1

λ
(∂v(rψ))

2 + (3− p)rp−4r2(−∂u∂vr)(rψ)2

= 2
rp+1

λ
∂v(rψ)κ(−ν)□ψ + rp−3∂v

(
r2

(−∂u∂vr)
λ

)
ψ2.

(6.127)

Proof. We refer to [32, Lem. 8.52] for details of the computation. □

Lemma 6.26 (rp-weighted energy estimate). Suppose that limv→∞ rψ2(u, v) = 0 for each u ≥ 1. Then for
1 ≤ τ1 ≤ τ2 and p ∈ (0, 3), we have

Ep[ψ](τ2) +

∫ τ2

τ1

Ep−1[ψ](τ) dτ

≤ C(b0,P0,0, p)
[
Ep[ψ](τ1) +

∫∫
R(τ1,τ2)

rp+3|□ψ|2κ(−ν) dudv + Ebulk[ψ,R(τ1, τ2)] + E[ψ,Στ2 ]
]
.

(6.128)

Proof. Introduce the notation Ψ := rψ. By lemma 6.24, it is enough to show that for R = C(b0,P0,0, p), we
have ∫

Γout
τ2

∩{r≥R}

rp

λ
(∂vΨ)2 dv +

∫ τ2

τ1

(∫
Γout
τ ∩{r≥R}

rp−1

λ
(∂vΨ)2 dv

)
dτ ≤ (RHS of (6.128)). (6.129)

To show (6.129), let χR(r) be a smooth non-decreasing function such that χR ≡ 1 on {r ≥ R} and χR ≡ 0
on {r ≤ R/2}. To begin, let R ≥ 3R0. Define

(I) := χR(r)∂u

(rp
λ
(∂vΨ)2

)
+ χR(r)∂v

(rp
λ

(−∂u∂vr)
r

Ψ2
)
,

(II) := χR(r)
[
p(−ν)− 2(ϖ − e2/r)

r
(−γ)

]rp−1

λ
(∂vΨ)2 + χR(r)2(3− p)rp−4(ϖ − e2/r)λ(−γ)Ψ2,

(III) := χR(r)
[
2
rp+1

λ
∂vΨr□ψ + rp−3∂v

(
r2

(−∂u∂vr)
λ

)
ψ2

]
,

(6.130)

so that the result of multiplying the statement of lemma 6.25 by χR(r) reads (I) + (II) = (III). By (4.12)–
(4.14), for R ≥ C(b0, p,ϖi, rmin) and c = c(cH), the square bracketed term in (I) is positive, and we have

(II) ≥ χR(r)cp
rp−1

λ
(∂vΨ)2 + χR(r)c(3− p)rp−4Ψ2. (6.131)

Since p ∈ (0, 3), the right side of (6.131) is positive. Since

1r≥R0

∣∣∣∂v(r2 (−∂u∂vr)
λ

)∣∣∣ = 1r≥R0

∣∣∣∂v(2(ϖ − e2/r)(−γ))
∣∣∣ ≤ C(b0,P0,0)r

−2, (6.132)
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we have

|(III)| ≤ C(b0)(RHS of (6.131))
1/2 ·

(
rp+3|□ψ|2

)1/2
+ r−1C(b0,P0,0)(RHS of (6.131))

≤ 1

2
(II) + C(b0,P0,0)r

p+3|□ψ|2.
(6.133)

Integrate by parts, using R ≥ 3R0 to note that suppχR is disjoint from Γin
τ :∫∫

R(τ1,τ2)

(I) =

∫
Γout
τ2

χR(r)
rp

λ
(∂vΨ)2 dv −

∫
Γout
τ1

χR(r)
rp

λ
(∂vΨ)2 dv

−
∫∫

R(τ1,τ2)

χ′
R(r)

[rp
λ
(∂vΨ)2 +

rp

λ

(−∂u∂vr)
r

Ψ2
]
dudv.

(6.134)

Integrating the identity (I) + (II) = (III) and using (6.131) and (6.133) gives∫
Γout
τ2

χR(r)
rp

λ
(∂vΨ)2 dv +

∫ τ2

τ1

∫
Γout
τ

χR(r)
rp−1

λ
(∂vΨ)2 dv dτ

≲
∫
Γout
τ1

χR(r)
rp

λ
(∂vΨ)2 dv +

∫∫
R(τ1,τ2)

χ′
R(r)

[rp
λ
(∂vΨ)2 +

rp

λ

(−∂u∂vr)
r

Ψ2
]
dudv

+

∫∫
R(τ1,τ2)

χR(r)r
p+3|□ψ|2 dudv

≲ (RHS of (6.128)) +

∫∫
R(τ1,τ2)

χ′
R(r)

rp

λ

(−∂u∂vr)
r

Ψ2 dudv,

(6.135)

where the implied constant is C(b0,P0,0, p). Since χ
′
R is supported in a finite-r region, the last term on the

right is controlled by Ebulk[ψ,R(τ1, τ2)]. For the remaining parts of Ep[ψ] on the left of (6.128), we have∫
Γin
τ2

r2

(−ν)
(∂uφ)

2 du+

∫ τ2

τ1

∫
Γin
τ

r2

(−ν)
(∂uφ)

2 dudτ ≲R0
E[ψ,Στ2

] + Ebulk[ψ,R(τ1, τ2)]. (6.136)

An argument using Hardy’s inequality allows us to estimate∫
Γout
τ ∩{R0≤r≤R}

rp

λ
(∂vΨ)2 dv+

∫
Γout
τ ∩{R0≤r≤R}

rp−1

λ
(∂vΨ)2 dv ≲R,b0

E[ψ,Στ ]+Ebulk[ψ,R(τ1, τ2)]. (6.137)

Add (6.135)–(6.137) to complete the proof. □

6.7. Boundedness of the weighted energy Eα,p. 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 Fp : [1,∞) → R≥0 is a family of non-negative functions
defined for p ∈ R such that

(1) Fp(τ) ≲p,p′ Fp′(τ) whenever p ≤ p′,
(2) and there are q ≥ 0, ϵ > 0, and A ≥ 0 such that for any p ∈ (0, 2− ϵ] and 1 ≤ τ1 ≤ τ2, we have

Fp(τ2) +

∫ τ2

τ1

Fp−1(τ) dτ ≲p Fp(τ1) +Aτp−q1 . (6.138)

Then

F2−ϵ(τ) ≲ F2−ϵ(1) +A, (6.139)

F1−ϵ(τ) ≲ τ−1(F2−ϵ(1) +Amax(1, τ2−ϵ−q), (6.140)∫ τ

τ/2

F−ϵ(τ
′) dτ ′ ≲ τ−1((F2−ϵ(1) +Amax(1, τ2−ϵ−q)) (6.141)

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

Step 1: Proof of (6.139) and proof of (6.140) and (6.141) for τ ∈ [1, 2]. First, (6.139) follows from (6.138)
for p = 2 − ϵ and τ1 = 1 (since the Fp are non-negative). Next, suppose 1 ≤ τ ≤ 2. Start with (6.138)
for p = 1 − ϵ over the interval [1, τ ], and then use the consequence F1−ϵ(1) ≲ F2−ϵ(1) of the monotonicity
assumption (1) to get

F1−ϵ(τ) +

∫ τ

1

F−ϵ(τ
′) dτ ′ ≲ F1−ϵ(1) +A ≲ F2−ϵ(1) +A. (6.142)

This implies (6.140) and (6.141) when τ ∈ [1, 2]. We can therefore suppose for the rest of the proof that
τ ≥ 2.

Step 2: Proof of (6.140) for τ ≥ 2. The estimate (6.138) for p = 2− ϵ and the non-negativity of the Fp give∫ τ

τ/2

F1−ϵ(τ
′) dτ ′ ≲ F2−ϵ(τ/2) +Aτ2−ϵ−q. (6.143)

There is τ ∈ [τ/2, τ ] at which F1−ϵ is bounded by its average value over the interval (“the pigeonhole
principle”). Combine this observation with (6.143) and (6.139) to arrive at

F1−ϵ(τ) ≤ 2τ−1

∫ τ

τ/2

F1−ϵ(τ
′) dτ ′ ≲ τ−1(F2−ϵ(1) +Amax(1, τ2−ϵ−q)). (6.144)

Conclude (6.140) by substituting (6.144) into (6.138) with p = 1− ϵ over the interval [τ , τ ].

Step 3: Proof of (6.141) for τ ≥ 2. Start with (6.138) for p = 1− ϵ over the interval [τ/2, τ ], and then use
the just established (6.140) and the non-negativity of Fp. □

Lemma 6.28 (Estimate for weighted energy norm). There are explicit constants Cα depending only on α
such that for s ≥ η0 sufficiently small (depending on a numerical constant), we have

Eα,2−η0−Cαs ≤ C(Gα,s,Pα,0,P<α,1+η0 , s)Dα. (6.145)

Proof. We use the notation R(τ1, τ2) :=
⋃
τ1≤τ≤τ2 Στ . Write Aα,s := C(Gα,s,Pα,0,P<α,1+η0 , s).

Step 1: rp-weighted energy estimate and energy boundedness for the foliation Στ . Let 1 ≤ τ1 < τ2. In this
step we show that for p ∈ (0, 2− 4Bαs− η0], we have

E[Lφ,Στ2
] + Ebulk[Lφ,R(τ1, τ2)] ≤ C(Aα,s, s)[E[Γ≤αφ,Στ1

] + E4Bαs[Γ
<αφ](τ1)], (6.146)

Ep[Lφ](τ2) +

∫ τ2

τ1

Ep−1[Lφ](τ) dτ ≤ C(Aα,s, p, s)[Ep[Γ
≤αφ](τ1) + Ep+4Bαs[Γ

<αφ](τ1)], (6.147)

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

Step 1a: Energy boundedness. We begin by showing that

E[Lφ,Στ2 ] + Ebulk[Lφ,R(τ1, τ2)] ≤ C(Aα,s)[E[Γ≤αφ,Στ1 ] + E4s,bulk[Γ
<αφ,R(τ1, τ2)]]. (6.148)

In fact, this is a consequence of lemma 6.21 applied to the region R(τ1, τ2). The limiting boundary terms on
H and I can be controlled by another application of lemma 6.21 to the region R(τ1, τ2). We can neglect the
pfut term because Στ1

extends to v = ∞ and we can assume lim supv→∞ r|Γ≤αφ|2(τ1, v) = 0 by including
Pα,0 in the constant on the right (since the limit supremum vanishes if Pα,0 is finite).

Step 1b: Controlling the error terms in the rp-weighted energy estimate. Let p ∈ (0, 2 − 4s − η0]. We show
that

Ep[Lφ](τ2) +

∫ τ2

τ1

Ep−1[Lφ](τ) dτ ≤ C(Aα,s, p)[Ep[Γ
≤αφ](τ1) + Ep+4s,bulk[Γ

<αφ,R(τ1, τ2)]]. (6.149)
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Since p ≤ 2− 2s− η0, (2.70) implies∫∫
R(τ1,τ2)

rp+3|□Lφ|2κ(−ν) dudv

≤ C(Gα,s)
∫∫

R(τ1,τ2)

rp−1+2s[|∂vΓ≤αφ|2 + |UΓ≤αφ|2 + 1r≥R• |∂v(rΓ<αφ)|2]κ(−ν) dudv

≤ C(Gα,s)[Ebulk[Γ
≤αφ,R(τ1, τ2)] + Ep+2s,bulk[Γ

<αφ,R(τ1, τ2)]].

(6.150)

Substitute (6.148) and (6.150) into the rp-weighted energy estimate (6.128) (noting as in Step 1a that we
can assume lim supv→∞ r|Γ≤αφ|2(τ , v) = 0 for all τ ≥ 1 by including Pα,0 in the constant on the right) to
obtain

Ep[Lφ](τ2) +

∫ τ2

τ1

Ep−1[Lφ](τ) dτ ≤ C(Aα,s, p)
[
Ep[Γ

≤αφ](τ1) + E[Γ≤αφ,Στ1 ]

+ Emax(p+2s,4s),bulk[Γ
<αφ,R(τ1, τ2)]

]
.

(6.151)

To complete the proof, use max(p + 2s, 4s) ≤ p + 4s and control E[Γ≤αφ,Στ1 ] by Ep[Γ
≤αφ](τ1) using

lemma 6.6.

Step 1c: Estimate for rp-weighted bulk term. We claim that for τ ≥ 1 and p ∈ (0, 2− 4Bαs− η0], we have

Ep,bulk[Γ
≤αφ,R(τ ,∞)] ≤ C(Aα,s, p)[Ep[Γ

≤αφ](τ) + Ep+4Bαs[Γ
<αφ](τ)], (6.152)

where Bα = #{β : 0 ≤ β < α} is the number of multi-indices smaller than α. Indeed, Step 1b (see (6.149))
implies

Ep,bulk[Γ
≤αφ,R(τ1, τ2)] ≤ C(b0)

∫ τ2

τ1

Ep−1[Γ
≤αφ](τ) dτ

≤ C(Aα,s)[Ep[Γ
≤αφ](τ1) + Ep+4s,bulk[Γ

<αφ,R(τ1, τ2)]].

(6.153)

An induction argument establishes (6.152).

Step 2: Interpolation. Observe that for any τ ≥ 1 and ϵ ≥ 0 and q ≥ −ϵ, we have

Eq[ψ](τ) ≤
∫
Σin

τ

r2

(−ν)
(∂uψ)

2 du+ r|ψ|2(τ , vR0
(τ))

+ τ q+ϵ
∫
Σout

τ ∩{r≤τ}

r−ϵ

λ
(∂v(rψ))

2 dv + τ q−1+ϵ

∫
Σout

τ ∩{r≥τ}

r1−ϵ

λ
(∂v(rψ))

2 dv

≤ τ q+ϵE−ϵ[ψ](τ) + τ q−1+ϵE1−ϵ[ψ](τ).

(6.154)

We have bounded the first two terms on the right in the first line by E−ϵ[ψ](τ).

Step 3: Energy decay through the foliation Στ . We will prove inductively that for p ∈ (0, 2− 4Bαs− η0] we
have

Ep[Γ
≤αφ](τ) ≤ τp−qαC(Aα,s, p)D2

α, (6.155)

where qα = 2− η0 − 4B̃αs for B̃α :=
∑
β≤αBβ .

We first show that (6.155) holds for α = 0 with q0 = 2− η0. By (6.147), we have

Ep[φ](τ2) +

∫ τ2

τ1

Ep−1[φ](τ) dτ ≤ C(A0,s, p)Ep[φ](τ1) (6.156)

for p ∈ (0, 2− η0] and 1 ≤ τ1 ≤ τ2. Now lemma 6.27 implies that

E1−η0 [φ](τ) +

∫ τ

τ/2

E−η0 [φ](τ
′) dτ ′ ≲ τ−1E2−η0 [φ](1) ≤ τ−1C(A0,s)D2

0, (6.157)

where we used lemma 6.7 to control E2−η0 [φ](1) by initial data. Interpolate using (6.154) to obtain

Ep[φ](τ) ≤ τp+η0E−η0 [φ](τ) + τp−1+η0E1−η0 [φ](τ). (6.158)

A pigeonhole argument applies to (6.157) implies that there is τ ∈ [τ/2, τ ] such that

E−η0 [φ](τ) ≤
2

τ

∫ τ

τ/2

E−η0 [φ](τ
′) dτ ′ ≤ τ−2C(A0,s)D2

0. (6.159)
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Substitute (6.157) and (6.159) into (6.158) to get

Ep[φ](τ) ≤ τp−2+η0C(A0,s)D2
0. (6.160)

Use (6.160) and (6.156) over the interval [τ , τ ] to obtain

Ep[φ](τ) ≤ C(A0,s, p)Ep[φ](τ) ≤ τp−2+η0C(A0,s, p)D2
0. (6.161)

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

Ep[Lφ](τ2) +

∫ τ2

τ1

Ep−1[Lφ](τ) dτ ≤ C(Aα,s, p)[Ep[Γ
≤αφ](τ1) + τp+4Bαs−q<α

1 Aα,sD2
α] (6.162)

for 1 ≤ τ1 ≤ τ2. Sum over L ∈ Γα and use lemma 6.27 to get

E1−η0 [Γ
≤αφ](τ) +

∫ τ

τ/2

E−η0 [Γ
≤αφ](τ ′) dτ ′ ≲ τ1−η0−q<α+4BαsC(Aα,s)D2

α, (6.163)

We have used lemma 6.7 to control E2−η0 [Γ
≤αφ](1). By a pigeonhole argument, there is τ ∈ [τ/2, τ ] such

that

E−η0 [Γ
≤αφ](τ) ≤ 2

τ

∫ τ

τ/2

E−η0 [Γ
≤αφ](τ ′) dτ ′ ≲ τ−η0−q<α+4BαsC(Aα,s)D2

α. (6.164)

Interpolate using (6.154) and then use (6.163) and (6.164) to get

Ep[Γ
≤αφ](τ) ≤ τp+η0E−η0 [Γ

≤αφ](τ) + τp−1+η0E1−η0 [Γ
≤αφ](τ) ≤ τp−q<α+4BαsC(Aα,s, p)D2

α. (6.165)

Apply (6.162) over the interval [τ , τ ] to obtain

Ep[Γ
≤αφ](τ) ≤ C(Aα,s, p)[Ep[Γ

≤αφ](τ) + τp+4Bαs−q<αAα,sD2
α] ≤ τp−(q<α−4Bαs)C(Aα,s, p)D2

α. (6.166)

This completes the inductive proof of (6.155).

Step 4: Completing the proof of (6.145). Write pmax := 2− η0 − 4(Bα + 1)s− 4B̃αs, so that it is enough to
show that

E2
pmax

≤ C(Aα,s)D2
α, (6.167)

For τ ≥ 1, let Sτ be the collection of null curves whose past endpoint lies in Στ . Then

E2
α,p ≤ sup

τ≥1
sup
Σ∈Sτ

τpE[Γ≤αφ,Σ] + sup
τ≥1

τp−1−η0E1+η0 [Γ
≤αφ,Στ ] + Ep,bulk[Γ

≤αφ,R(1,∞)]. (6.168)

Fix a null curve Σ ∈ Sτ , so that Σ ⊂ R(τ ,∞). Apply the energy boundedness statement of lemma 6.22 to
obtain

E[Γ≤αφ,Σ] ≤ C(Aα,s)[E[Γ≤αφ,Στ ] + E4s,bulk[Γ
<αφ,R(τ ,∞)]]. (6.169)

The pfut term vanishes because r → ∞ along Στ and the pointwise norm Pα,0 appears on the right. By
lemma 6.6 and (6.152) and (6.155), we have

E[Lφ,Σ] ≤ C(Aα,s)[E4s[Γ
≤αφ](τ) + E4(Bα+1)s[Γ

<αφ](τ)] ≤ C(Aα,s)E4(Bα+1)s[Γ
≤αφ](τ)

≤ τ−2+η0+4(Bα+1)s+4B̃αsC(Aα,s)D2
α = τ−pmaxC(Aα,s)D2

α

(6.170)

By (6.155), we have

E1+η0 [Γ
≤αφ](τ) ≤ τ1+η0−2+η0+4B̃αsC(Aα,s)D2

α ≤ τ1+η0−pmaxC(Aα,s)D2
α. (6.171)

Finally, (6.152) and (6.155) gives

Epmax,bulk[Γ
≤αφ,R(τ ,∞)] ≤ C(Aα,s)Epmax+4Bαs[Γ

≤αφ](τ) ≤ τ−4(Bα+1)sC(Aα,s)D2
α ≤ C(Aα,s)D2

α.
(6.172)

Combine (6.168) and (6.170) to (6.172) to obtain the desired (6.167). □
43



7. Pointwise estimates

In section 7.1, we estimate weighted L∞-norms similar to Pp[ψ] in terms of □ψ, the initial data norm
D[ψ], and the energy norms E [ψ] and Ep[ψ]. In section 7.2, we specialize the estimates in section 7.1 to
functions of the form Γ≤αφ. This requires an understanding of □Γ≤αφ, as obtained in section 2.8.3, and
culminates in a proof of the following result:

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

Pα,p ≤ C(bα, r
−sgα)(Dα + Eα,p). (7.1)

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

7.1. Estimates for general functions.

Lemma 7.2. We have

∥r1/2ψ∥L∞ ≤ D0[ψ] + E [ψ]. (7.2)

Proof. We use the fundamental theorem of calculus along a constant-v curve from (u, v) to (1, v) ∈ C in, and
then apply Cauchy-Schwarz, the assumption minv∈[1,∞) r(1, v) ≥ 1, the change of variables dr = (−ν) du,
and the monotonicity r(u, v) ≤ r(1, v). This gives

|ψ|(u, v) ≤ |ψ|(1, v) +
∫ u

1

|∂uψ|(u′, v) du′ ≤ r−1(1, v)D[ψ]

+
(∫ u

1

r−2(u′, v)(−ν) du′
)1/2(∫ u

1

r2

(−ν)
(∂uψ)

2(u′, v) du′
)1/2

≤ r−1/2(1, v)D0[ψ] +
(∫ r(1,v)

r(u,v)

r−2 dr
)1/2

E [ψ] ≤ r−1/2(u, v)(D0[ψ] + E [ψ]).

(7.3)

□

Lemma 7.3. Let s > 1. Then

∥rψ∥L∞ ≤ C(b0, s)(D0[ψ] + E [ψ] + ∥rs∂v(rψ)∥L∞). (7.4)

Proof. Fix R ≥ R0. We integrate ∂v(rψ) in the v-direction from (u, vR(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 1r≥R0λ

−1 ≤ C(b0). Writing A := ∥rs∂v(rψ)∥L∞ , we get

r|ψ|(u, v) ≤ R|ψ|(u, vR(u)) +
∫ v

vR(u)

|∂v(rψ)|(u, v′) dv′ ≤ R1/2(D0[ψ] + E [ψ]) +A

∫ v

vR(u)

r−s(u, v′) dv′

≤ R1/2(D0[ψ] + E [ψ]) + C(b0)A

∫ r(u,v)

R

r−s dr ≤ C(b0, s)(D0[ψ] + E [ψ] +A).

(7.5)

□

Lemma 7.4. Let p ≥ 0. If D0[ψ] <∞, then

∥r1/2τp/2ψ∥L∞ ≤ 3Ep[ψ]. (7.6)

Proof. We first consider the case where r(u, v) ≥ R0, and then the case where r(u, v) ≤ R0. We can assume
that E [ψ] <∞, as otherwise (7.6) is trivial since the right side is infinite.
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Step 1: r(u, v) ≥ R0. Suppose that r(u, v) ≥ R0. Since r(u, v′) → ∞ as v′ → ∞, lemma 7.2 implies that
|ψ|(u, v′) → 0 as v′ → ∞. We can therefore use the fundamental theorem of calculus in v from (u, v) to
(u,∞), then use Cauchy-Schwarz and the lower bound 1− µ ≥ 1/2 in {r ≥ R0} from (4.12) to get

|ψ|(u, v) ≤
∫ ∞

v

|∂vψ|(u, v′) dv′ ≤
(∫ ∞

v

r−2κdv′
)1/2(∫ ∞

v

r2

κ
(∂vψ)

2(u, v′) dv′
)1/2

≤
(∫ ∞

r(u,v)

r−2(1− µ)−1 dr
)1/2

τ−p/2Ep ≤ 2r−1τ−p/2Ep[ψ].
(7.7)

Step 2: r(u, v) ≤ R0. If r(u, v) ≤ R0, then we integrate on a constant-v curve from (uR0
(v), v) to (u, v) and

use Cauchy-Schwarz and a change of variables as before. The boundary term on {r = R0} is controlled by
Step 1, and the integral decays in τ . This gives

|ψ|(u, v) ≤ |ψ|(uR0
(v), v) +

∫ u

uR0
(v)

|∂uψ|(u′, v) du′

≤ 2R
−1/2
0 τ−p/2(uR0(v), v)Ep[ψ] +

(∫ R0

r(u,v)

r−2 dr
)1/2(∫ u

uR0
(v)

r2

(−ν)
(∂uψ)

2(u′, v) du′
)1/2

≤ 3r−1/2τ−p/2Ep[ψ].

(7.8)

In the last line we have used τ(u, v) = τ(uR0
(v), v) for r(u, v) ≤ R0. □

Lemma 7.5. Let p ≥ 1 + η0. If D0[ψ] <∞, then

∥rτp/2−1/2−η0/2ψ∥L∞ ≤ C(ϖi, η0)Ep[ψ]. (7.9)

Proof. In view of the previous lemma and τ ≥ 1, it is enough to obtain the result in {r ≥ R0}. As in the
previous lemma, we integrate ∂v(rψ) in the v-direction from (u, vR0

(u)) ∈ {r = R0} to (u, v). This time, we
estimate the integral using the p-weighted energy. We get

r|ψ|(u, v) ≤ R0|ψ|(u, vR0
(u)) +

∫ v

vR0
(u)

|∂v(rψ)|(u, v′) dv′

≤ R
1/2
0 τ−p/2C(b0)Ep[ψ] +

(∫ v

vR0
(u)

r−1−η0 dr
)1/2(∫ v

vR0
(u)

r1+η0

λ
(∂v(rψ))

2 dv′
)1/2

≤ τ−p/2C(ϖi)Ep[ψ] + C(η0)τ
−p/2+1/2+η0/2Ep[ψ].

(7.10)

In passing to the last line, we used R0 ≤ C(ϖi). □

Lemma 7.6. Let s ∈ [0, 1]. We have

|∂v(rψ)| ≤ r−3/2C(b0)(D0[ψ] + E [ψ]) +
∫ u

1

rκ(−ν)|□ψ|(u′, v) du′. (7.11)

Proof. The wave equation (2.15) implies

∂u∂v(rψ) = rκ(−ν)□ψ + (∂u∂vr)ψ = rκ(−ν)□ψ − 2(ϖ − e2/r)

r2
κ(−ν)ψ. (7.12)

Integrate (7.12) in u to get

|∂v(rψ)|(u, v) ≤ |∂v(rψ)|(1, v)︸ ︷︷ ︸
:=(I)

+

∫ u

1

2(ϖ − e2/r)

r2
κ(−ν)|ψ|(u′, v) du′︸ ︷︷ ︸

:=(II)

+

∫ u

1

rκ(−ν)|□ψ|(u′, v) du′.
(7.13)

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 λ ≤ C(b0) on C

out. For term (II), use κ,ϖ =s b0,
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change variables (−ν) du = dr, and use lemma 7.2. This gives

(I) + (II) ≤ r−2(1, v)D0[ψ] + C(b0)∥r1/2ψ∥L∞

∫ u

1

r−1−3/2(−ν) du′

≤ r−3/2(u, v)C(b0)(D0[ψ] + E [ψ]).
(7.14)

Substitute (7.14) into (7.13) to get the result. □

Lemma 7.7. We have

1

2
r2|Uψ|2(u, v) +

∫ v

1

cH(Uψ)2(u, v′) dv′ ≤ C(b0)(D0[ψ]
2 + E [ψ]2) + 2

∫ v

1

r2κUψ□ψ(u, v′) dv′. (7.15)

Proof. It is enough to show the pointwise inequality

1

2
∂v(rUψ)

2 + cH(Uψ)2 ≤ 2r2κUψ□ψ + C(b0)
r2

κ
(∂vψ)

2. (7.16)

Indeed, lemma 7.7 follows immediately from (7.16) after recalling the definitions of [ψ] and E [ψ].
We now show (7.16). Apply the redshift inequality ϖ − e2/r ≥ cH > 0 (see (4.1)) to the wave equation

to compute

∂v(rUψ) = rκ□ψ + ∂vψ − 2(ϖ − e2/r)

r2
κrUψ ≤ rκ□ψ + ∂vψ − 2cHκr

−1Uψ. (7.17)

To conclude (7.16), multiply both sides by rUψ, use Young’s inequality for the term r∂vψUψ, and apply
κ−1, c−1

H ≤ C(b0). □

7.2. Controlling the pointwise norm Pα,p.

Lemma 7.8. For α ≥ 0, let Bα := #{β : 0 ≤ β < α} be the number of multi-indices smaller than α. For
s > 0 small enough depending on α, we have

∥rΓ≤αφ∥L∞ + ∥r2∂vΓ≤αφ∥L∞ + ∥r3/2−Bαs∂v(rΓ
≤αφ)∥L∞ ≤ C(Gα,s)(Dα + Eα). (7.18)

Proof. It is enough to establish that

∥r3/2−Bαs∂v(rΓ
≤αφ)∥L∞ ≤ C(Gα,s)(Dα + Eα). (7.19)

Indeed, the estimate for ∥rΓ≤αφ∥L∞ follows from lemma 7.3 and (7.19). Moreover, the estimate for
∥r2∂vΓ≤αφ∥ follows from

r2∂vΓ
≤αφ ≤ r∂v(rΓ

≤αφ)− λrΓ≤αφ (7.20)

and λ ≤ C(b0). Note that here we use the smallness of s with respect to α to conclude that 3/2−Bαs > 1.
We prove (7.19) by induction on α. When α = 0, (7.19) is an immediate consequence of lemma 7.6 applied

to φ. Now suppose that |α| ≥ 1 and (7.19) holds for multi-indices < α with the exponent Bα = B<α + 1.
We want to show that (7.19) holds for the multi-index α.

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

|∂v(rLφ)| ≤ r−3/2C(b0)(Dα + Eα) +
∫ u

1

rκ(−ν)|□ψ|(u′, v) du′. (7.21)

The estimate for |□Lφ| in corollary 2.21 and the inequality κ ≤ C(b0) gives∫ u

1

rκ(−ν)|□ψ|(u′, v) du′ ≤ C(Gα,s)
∫ u

1

r−1+s|UΓ≤αφ|(−ν)(u′, v) du′︸ ︷︷ ︸
:=(I)

+ C(Gα,s)
∫ u

1

r−1+s
[
|∂v(rΓ<αφ)|+ |∂vΓ<αφ|+ |∂vLφ|

]
(−ν)(u′, v) du′︸ ︷︷ ︸

:=(II)

(7.22)
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Since r(u, v) ≤ r(u′, v) for all u′ ∈ [1, u], we have

(I) ≤
(∫ r(1,v)

r(u,v)

r−4+2s dr
)1/2(∫ u

1

r2(UΓ≤αφ)2(−ν)(u′, v) du′
)1/2

≤ r−3/2+s(u, v)Eα. (7.23)

We now turn to term (II). Use |∂vψ| ≤ r−1|∂v(rψ)|+ r−1λ|ψ|, the induction hypothesis, and lemma 7.2 to
get

(II) ≤
∫ u

1

[r−1+s|∂v(rΓ<αφ)|+ r−2+s|Γ≤αφ|+ r−2+s|∂v(rLφ)|](−ν)(u′, v) du′

≤
∫ u

1

[r−1−3/2+(B<α+1)sC(Gα,s)(Dα + Eα) + r−2+s|∂v(rLφ)|](−ν)(u′, v) du′

≤ C(Gα,s)(Dα + Eα)r−3/2+(B<α+1)s(u, v) +

∫ u

1

r−2+s|∂v(rLφ)|(−ν)(u′, v) du′.

(7.24)

By (7.21)–(7.24), we obtain

|∂v(rLφ)|(u, v) ≤ C(Gα,s)(Dα + Eα)r−3/2+(B<α+1)s(u, v)

+ C(Gα,s)
∫ u

1

r−2+2η0 |∂v(rLφ)|(−ν)(u′, v) du′.
(7.25)

Since r−3/2+(B<α+1)(·, v) is non-decreasing (in u), Grönwall’s inequality implies (7.19) with Bα = B<α + 1,
as desired. □

Lemma 7.9. Let L ∈ Γα for some α ≥ 0. For s > 0 small enough depending on α, we have

∥rULφ∥L∞ ≤ C(Gα,s)(Dα + Eα). (7.26)

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

r2s|∂v(rΓ<αφ)|2 ≤ r−2C(b<α, r
−sg<α)(D2

<α + E2
<α). (7.27)

Step 2. We prove lemma 7.9 by induction on α. When α = 0, lemma 7.7 follows from lemma 7.9 (for
ψ = φ). Now suppose inductively that |α| ≥ 1 and lemma 7.9 holds for all multi-indices < α. Use lemma 7.7
(for ψ = Lφ), the estimate for ULφ□Lφ in (2.71), an r-weighted Young’s inequality with ϵ, the fact that
κ, κ−1, c−1

H , r−1 ≤ C(b0), the induction hypothesis, and (7.27) to obtain

r2|ULφ|2(u, v) +
∫ v

1

2cH(ULφ)2(u, v′) dv′

≤ C(b0)(D2
α + E2

α) + ϵ

∫ v

1

(ULφ)2(u, v′) dv′

+ C(Gα,s, ϵ)
∫ v

1

[r2
κ
|∂vΓ≤αφ|2 + 1r≥R•r

2s|∂v(rΓ<αφ)|2 + r2s|UΓ<αφ|2
]
dv′

≤ C(b0)(D2
α + E2

α) + ϵ

∫ v

1

(ULφ)2(u, v′) dv′ + C(Gα,s, ϵ)
∫ v

1

[r2
κ
|∂vΓ≤αφ|2 + r−2+2s(D2

α + E2
α)
]
dv′

≤ ϵ

∫ v

1

(ULφ)2(u, v′) dv′ + C(Gα,s, ϵ)(D2
α + E2

α).

(7.28)

To conclude, absorb the first term on the right to the left by taking ϵ > 0 small enough depending on cH. □

8. Estimates for differentiated geometric quantities

The goal of this section is to establish the following result:
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Proposition 8.1 (Estimates for higher order geometric quantities). For |α| ≥ 1 and s > 0 sufficiently small,
we have

C(bα) ≤ C(α,B0, r
−sG0, E<α,1,P<α,2−s+η0), (8.1)

C(Bα) ≤ C(α,B0, r
−sG0, Eα,1,Pα,2−s+η0), (8.2)

C(r−sgα) ≤ C(α,B0, r
−sG0, E<α,1,P<α,2−s+η0), (8.3)

C(r−sGα) ≤ C(α,B0, r
−sG0, Eα,1,Pα,2−s+η0). (8.4)

Proof. Lemma 8.2 and propositions 8.4, 8.8 and 8.13 imply that for |α| ≥ 1 we have

C(bα) ≤ C(α, b0,B<α, r
−sG<α, E<α,1,P<α,1+η0), (8.5)

C(Bα) ≤ C(α, bα,B<α, r
−sG<α, Eα,1,Pα,1), (8.6)

C(r−sgα) ≤ C(α, b≤α, r
−sG<α, E<α,1,P<α,2−s+η0), (8.7)

C(r−sGα) ≤ C(α,B≤α, r
−sg≤α, r

−sG<α, Eα,1,Pα,2−s+η0). (8.8)

Substitute (8.5) into (8.6) and substitute (8.6) and (8.7) into (8.8) and induct on α to obtain (8.1)–(8.4). □

8.1. Preliminary estimate for schematic geometric quantities. To estimate the geometric quantities
bα, Bα, gα, and Gα, it is enough to estimate the zeroth order geometric quantities (which has been done in
section 4) and estimate derivatives of ϖ, log κ, and log(−γ).

Lemma 8.2. For |α| ≥ 1, we have

C(bα) ≤ C(α, b0,B<α, r
−1G<α, r

−1Γ≤αϖ,Γ≤α log κ,1βU>0rΓ
β log κ|β≤α,Γ≤α log(−γ)),

C(Bα) ≤ C(α,B0, bα, r
−1G<α, vΓ

≤α log κ, rΓ≤α+U log κ, rτΓ≤α log(−γ)),
C(r−sgα) ≤ C(α, b≤α, r

−sG<α, r
−sΓ≤αϖ,1r≥R0r

1−sΓ≤α log(−γ)),

C(r−sGα) ≤ C(α,B≤α, r
−sg≤α, r

−sΓ≤αϖ, r1−sτ1βU>0Γ
β log κ|β≤α).

(8.9)

The proof is provided at the end of the section.

Lemma 8.3. Let |α| ≥ 1, and let L ∈ Γα. We have

Lr =s O(1)r, (8.10)

Lv − 1|α|=αS
v =s (Γ

≤α−1B0)[1 + 1r≥R•1αS>0(−v + u+ r)], (8.11)

1r≥R0Lu =s (Γ
≤α−1B0)[1 + 1αS>0{1r≥R0u,1r≤2R•v}], (8.12)

1r≥R0
L(−v + u+ r) =s Γ

≤α−1B0. (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 |α| = 1. We first establish (8.11)–(8.13) for the case |α| = 1.

Step 1a: Proof of (8.11) when |α| = 1. We need to control Uv, V v, and Sv − v. A computation reveals

Uv = 0 V v = χ+ (1− χ)λ−1 Sv − v = (1− χ)((−v + u+ r)− r(1− λ−1)− u

κ

(
κ− (−γ)

)
). (8.14)

It follows that

Dv =s b0 Sv − v =s B0[1 + 1r≥R0
(−v + u+ r)]. (8.15)

Step 1b: Proof of (8.12) when |α| = 1. We need to control Uu, V u, and Su. We compute

Uu =
1

(−ν)
V u = χ

κ

(−γ)
Su = χv

κ

(−γ)
+ (1− χ)u (8.16)

It follows that

1r≥R0
Du =s b0 1r≥R0

Su =s b0{1r≥R0
u,1r≤2R•v}. (8.17)
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Step 1c: Proof of (8.13) when |α| = 1. By (8.15) and (8.17) and Ur, V r =s O(1) we have

1r≥R0
D(−v + u− r) =s b0. (8.18)

From (8.15) and the discussion that follows in Step 1a, we can express

Sv = v + (1− χ)(−v + u+ r) + E = χv + (1− χ)r + (1− χ)u+ E (8.19)

for E =s B0. Together with (8.17) and Sr = (1− χ)r, we compute

S(−v + u+ r) =
χv

(−γ)
(κ− (−γ))− E . (8.20)

It follows as in Step 1a that v(κ− (−γ)) =s B0. Since 1r≥R0(−γ)−1 =s b0, we get

1r≥R0
S(−v + r + r) =s B0. (8.21)

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

Step 2: Inductive step. Let |α1|, |α2| ≥ 1, and let Li ∈ Γαi . Write α = α1 + α2. Suppose that (8.11)–(8.13)
hold for multi-indices β with 1 ≤ |β| < |α|. We will show that they hold for L1L2 ∈ Γα. Recall that by
definition Γ≤αB0 =s Bα. Differentiating (8.11) for the multi-index α2 by L1 ∈ Γα1 and using (8.11) for
multi-indices ≤ |α1| gives

L1L2v − 1(α2)S=|α2|L1v =s (Γ
≤α1+α2−1B0)[1 + 1r≥R0

1αS>0(−v + u+ r)]. (8.22)

Use (8.11) for L1 ∈ Γα1 to handle the second term on the left and use 1(α2)S=|α2|1(α1)S=|α1|v = 1αS=|α|
to conclude (8.11) for the multi-index α. A consequence of (8.11) for the multi-index α and the fact that
r−1 =s O(1) is that

Lv =s (Γ
≤α−1B0){r,1r≥R0u, v}. (8.23)

Differentiate (8.11) for the multi-index α2 by L1 ∈ Γα1 and use (8.12) and (8.23) for multi-indices ≤ α1 to
conclude (8.12) for the multi-index α. Finally, it is clear how to prove (8.13) inductively. □

Proof of lemma 8.2. Define

b̃0 := b0, B̃0 := B0, g̃0 := g0, G̃0 := G0, (8.24)

and for |α| ≥ 1, define the following schematic quantities that capture the top order terms in bα, Bα, gα,
and Gα:

b̃α := Oα(r
−1Γαϖ,Γα log κ,1αU>0rΓ

α log κ,Γα log(−γ)), (8.25)

B̃α := Oα({r,1r≥R0u, v}Γα log κ, rΓα+U log κ, {r,1r≥R0ru, v}1r≥R0Γ
α log(−γ)), (8.26)

g̃α := bα{1,Γαϖ, rΓα log(−γ)}, (8.27)

G̃α := Bα{1, {r,1r≥R0ru,1r≤2R•v}1αU>0Γ
α log κ}. (8.28)

Step 1: Relating the original schematic geometric quantities to the ones with tildes. Observe that for |α| ≥ 1

bα = Oα(Γ
β b̃β′ |β+β′≤α,Γ

βB̃β′ |β+β′<α, r
−1Γβ g̃β′ |β+β′<α, r

−1ΓβGβ′ |β+β′<α),

Bα = Oα(Γ
β b̃β′ |β+β′≤α,Γ

βB̃β′ |β+β′≤α, r
−1Γβ g̃β′ |β+β′<α, r

−1ΓβGβ′ |β+β′<α),

gα = bα{1,Γβ g̃β′ |β+β′≤α,Γ
βG̃β+β′<α},

Gα = Bα{1,Γβ g̃β′ |β+β′≤α,Γ
βG̃β+β′≤α}.

(8.29)

This can be seen from the definitions of the original and tilded quantities and the consequence of the chain
rule that Γαf =s Oα(Γ

≤α log f, f, f−1) for any positive function f .

Step 2. We claim that

Γβ b̃β′ |β+β′≤α =s O(b̃≤α), (8.30)

ΓβB̃β′ |β+β′≤α =s O(b̃≤α, B̃≤α), (8.31)

Γβ g̃β′ |β+β′≤α =s O(b̃≤α){1, g̃≤α}, (8.32)

ΓβG̃β′ |β+β′≤α =s O(B̃≤α){1, g̃≤α, G̃≤α}. (8.33)
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Step 2a: Proof of (8.30) and (8.32). This follows from (8.10) and differentiating b̃0 = b0 (see (2.34)) in the

case β′ = 0 and b̃β′ (see (8.25)) in the case |β′| > 0. The proof of (8.32) is similar.

Step 2b: Proof of (8.31) and (8.33). Differentiate B0 from (2.36) use (8.11)–(8.13) to control the differenti-
ated weights r, u, and v, and use (8.30) to arrive at

ΓαB̃0 =s Γ
αB0 =s O(Γαb0,Γ

≤α−1B0, B̃≤α) =s O(Γ≤α−1B0, b̃≤α, B̃≤α) (8.34)

Differentiate (8.26) and use (8.11)–(8.13) to get

ΓβG̃β′ |β+β′≤α,|β′|>0 =s Oα(Γ
≤α−1B0, B̃≤α). (8.35)

Combine (8.34) and (8.35) with (8.30) for β′ = 0 to conclude

ΓβB̃β′ |β+β′≤α =s O(Γ≤α−1B0, b̃≤α, B̃≤α). (8.36)

To prove (8.31), induct on α with trivial base case α = 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 |α| ≥ 1, we have

bα =s Oα(b̃≤α, B̃<α, r
−1G<α),

Bα =s Oα(b̃≤α, B̃≤α, r
−1G<α),

gα =s Oα(b̃≤α){1, g̃≤α, G̃<α},

Gα =s Oα(B̃≤α){1, g̃≤α, G̃≤α}.

(8.37)

It is immediate from (8.25) and (8.27) that for |α| ≥ 1 we have

C(b̃α) ≤ C(r−1Γαϖ,Γα log κ,1αU>0rΓ
α log κ,Γα log(−γ)),

C(g̃α) ≤ C(bα)(1 + |Γαϖ|+ 1r≥R0
|rΓα log(−γ)|),

(8.38)

Since η0 < 1/2 and Gη0 ≤ C(B0), applying lemma 4.3 to (8.26) and (8.28) implies that for |α| ≥ 1 we have

C(B̃α) ≤ C(B0, vΓ
α log κ, rΓα+U log κ, rτΓα log(−γ)),

C(G̃α) ≤ C(Bα)(1 + |rτ1αU>0Γ
α log κ|).

(8.39)

To complete the proof of lemma 8.2, combine (8.37) with (8.38) and (8.39). □

8.2. Estimates for Γαϖ.

Proposition 8.4 (Estimate for Γαϖ). For |α| ≥ 1, we have

max(r−s−η0 , τ−s−η0)|Γαϖ| ≤ C(B<α)P2
<α,2−s. (8.40)

Proof. Step 1: Formula for Γαϖ. Let |α| ≥ 1. We begin by showing that

Γαϖ =s b≤α−1

[
r2DΓ≤α−1φDΓ≤α−1φ+ r2{1,1r≥R•u,1r≤2R•v, v/r}DΓ≤α−SφDΓ≤α−Sφ

+ r2{1, r,1r≥R•u, v}V Γ≤α−SφV Γ≤α−Sφ
]
.

(8.41)

Step 1a: |α| = 1. In this step we compute Uϖ, V ϖ, and Sϖ. Use the transport equation for ϖ in the
u-direction (see (2.12)) to get

Uϖ = b0r
2(Uφ)2. (8.42)

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

V ϖ = b0[r
2(V φ)2 + 1r≤2R•r

2V φUφ+ 1r≤2R•r
2(Uφ)2]. (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

Sϖ = b0[{1r≥R•u,1r≤2R•v}Uϖ + {r,1r≥R•u, v}V ϖ]

= b0[r
2{1,1r≥R•u,1r≤2R•v}DφDφ+ r2{r,1r≥R•u, v}(V φ)2].

(8.44)

Combining (8.42)–(8.44) gives (8.41) for |α| = 1.
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Step 1b: |α| ≥ 1. The following consequences of lemma 8.3 hold for all |β| ≥ 0:

Γβ{r,1r≥R•u, v} =s B≤β−1{r,1r≥R•u, v},

Γβ{1r≥R•u,1r≤2R•v} =s B≤β−1{1,1r≥R•u,1r≤2R•v},

Γβ(v/r) =s B≤β−1{1,1r≥R•u/r, v/r}.
(8.45)

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 α2 of size 1 by Γα1 , and then use (8.45) and the commutation formulas (2.58)
and (2.59) to conclude (8.41) for the multi-index α1 + α2. By induction, we have established (8.41) for all
α ≥ 1. The reason for the weight v/r in front of general derivatives of ϖ (which does not appear when
α = 1) is because the weight v appears in front of derivatives starting with V , and commuting Γα 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

{1,1r≥R•u,1r≤2R•v, v/r} ≲ 1r≥R•u+ 1r≤v/2v ≤ C(B0)τ ,

{1, r,1r≥R•u, v} ≤ C(B0)v.
(8.46)

Applying (8.46) to (8.41) (and noting α > 0) gives

|Γαϖ| ≤ C(B<α)[r
2|DΓ≤α−1φ|2 + r2τ |DΓ≤α−Sφ|2 + r2v|V Γ≤α−Sφ|2]. (8.47)

To complete the proof, note that the first term of (8.47) appears in P2
<α,0. Control the v-weight on the

final term by τ + r (see lemma 4.3). This produces a term in the form of the second term and a new term
r3|V Γ≤α−Sφ|2 that is controlled by C(R•, b0)P2

<α,0 ≤ C(B0)P2
<α,0. The remaining term r2τ |DΓ≤α−Sφ|2 is

of the form r2τ |Γ<αφ|2, which is controlled by rs+η0P2
<α,2−s, or by τ

s+η0P2
<α,2−s. □

8.3. Estimates for Γακ. The main result of this section is proposition 8.8, whose proof we now outline. The
gauge condition on v normalizes log κ = 0 on the curve {r = rH}. In particular, derivatives of κ involving
only V or S vanish on this curve, since in the region {r ≤ rH ≤ R•}, the vector fields V and S are tangent
to curves of constant r. We estimate Γα log κ by computing UΓα log κ with the U -transport equation for
log κ in lemma 8.6 and integrating towards {r = rH} in proposition 8.8. In the case where αU > 0, we can
rearrange Γα log κ = UΓα−U log κ and use the U -transport equation directly, without integrating it.

Lemma 8.5. We have

|Sψ| ≤ C(B0)(τ |Uψ|+ v|V ψ|) (8.48)

and

|V ψ| ≤ C(B0)(v
−1|Sψ|+ |Uψ|). (8.49)

Proof. We omit the computation. □

Lemma 8.6 (Estimates for UΓα log κ). Let L ∈ Γα for |α| ≥ 0. For sufficiently small s > 0, we have

|UL log κ| ≤ C(C<α, r−sG<α)[r|UΓ≤αφ|2 + r−2τ−1P2
α,1 + r−2+s|Γ≤α log κ|], (8.50)

and if αV + αS > 0, then

|UL log κ| ≤ C(C<α, r−sG<α)[rv|UΓ<αφ|2 + r−3P2
<α,1 + r−2+s|Γ≤α log κ|]. (8.51)

Proof. Step 0: Controlling the commutator [U,L]ψ. Let L ∈ Γα. We claim that

|[U,L]f | ≤ C(C<α, r−sG<α)[|UΓ<αf |+ r−2+s|Γ≤αf |]. (8.52)

By (2.57), we have

|[U,L]f | ≤ C(C<α, r−sG<α)[|UΓ<αf |+ r−2+s|Γ≤αf |+ r−1+s|V Γ≤α−Sf |]. (8.53)

Use (8.49) and lemma 4.3 to control the last term by the first two terms.

Step 1: Preliminary estimate for |UL log κ|. We show by induction on α that

|UL log κ| ≤ r|LUφ||Uφ|+ C(C<α, r−sG<α)[r|UΓ<αφ|2 + r−3+2s|Γ<αφ|2 + r−2+s|Γ≤α log κ|]. (8.54)
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When α = 0, (8.54) follows from the equation U log κ = −r(Uφ)2. For the inductive step, use (8.52), the
equation for Uκ, the estimate |Γ≤αr| ≤ Cαr, and (8.50) for multi-indices < α to estimate

|UL log κ| ≤ |LU log κ|+ |[U,L] log κ| ≤ |L(r(Uφ)2)|+ C(C<α, r−sG<α)[|UΓ<α log κ|+ r−2+s|Γ≤α log κ|]
≤ (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 |Γ≤αφ|2 using the pointwise norm defined in section 2.7.

Step 3: Proof of (8.51). In Steps 3ab we show that if αV + αS > 0, we have

|LUφ| ≤ C(C<α, r−sG<α)[v|UΓ<αφ|+ r−2+sv|Γ<αφ|+ |V Γ<αφ|]. (8.56)

In Step 3c we deduce (8.51) from (8.56).

Step 3a: Proof of (8.56) when αV > 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

LUφ =s Γ
≤α−V V Uφ =s Γ

≤α−V (b0[Dφ+ U2φ]) + C<αDΓ≤α−V φ =s C<α[UΓ<αφ+ V Γ≤α−V φ]. (8.57)

Step 3b: Proof of (8.56) when αS > 0. First, (8.52) implies that

V Γα−SUφ =s Γ
<αUφ =s C(C<α, r−sG<α)[UΓ<αφ+ r−2+sΓ<αφ], (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 V Γα−SUφ, and hence obtain

|LUφ| ≤ |SΓα−SUφ|+ C(C<α)|DΓ<αφ| ≤ C(C<α)[τ |UΓα−SUφ|+ v|V Γα−SUφ|+ |DΓ<αφ|]
≤ C(C<α, r−sG<α)[v|UΓ<αφ|+ r−2+sv|Γ<αφ|+ |V Γ<αφ|].

(8.59)

Step 3c: Deducing (8.51) from (8.56). First, (8.56) and Young’s inequality imply

r|LUφ||Uφ| ≤ C(C<α, r−sG<α)[rv|UΓ<αφ|2 + r−3+2sv|Γ<αφ|2 + r|V Γ<αφ|2]. (8.60)

Combine (8.54) and (8.60) to get

|UL log κ| ≤ C(C<α, r−sG<α)[rv|UΓ<αφ|2 + r−3+2sv|Γ<αφ|2 + r|V Γ<αφ|2 + r−2+s|Γ≤α log κ|]. (8.61)

We have the pointwise estimates

r−3+2sv|Γ<αφ|2 ≤ 1r≤v/2r
−4+2sτ−1vP2

<α,1+1r≥v/2r
−5+2svP2

<α,0 ≤ C(B0)r
−4+2sP2

<α,1 ≤ C(C<α)r−3P2
<α,1,
(8.62)

where we used lemma 4.3 and s < 1/2, and

r|V Γ<αφ|2 ≤ C(B0, R•)r
−3P2

<α,0 ≤ C(C<α)r−3P2
<α,1. (8.63)

Substitute (8.62) and (8.63) into (8.61) to obtain (8.51). □

Before we integrate lemma 8.6 towards {r = rH}, we introduce an integration lemma.

Lemma 8.7. We have ∫ ∞

u

r

(−ν)
(∂uψ)

2(u′, v) du′ ≤ v−1C(B0)E1[ψ]2. (8.64)

Proof. Fix (u, v). Define u∗ ∈ [u,∞) so that r(u∗, v) = v/2 if such a u∗ exists, and otherwise set u∗ = u.
Split the integration range as [u,∞) = [u, u∗]∪[u,∞). The r-weight in the energy E [ψ]2 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 r(u∗, v)
when integrating over [u, u∗]. The energy Ep[ψ]2 controls the integral over [u∗,∞) with a weight τ(u∗, v),
which is comparable to v by lemma 4.3. Thus:∫ ∞

u

r

(−ν)
(∂uψ)

2(u′, v) du′ = r−1(u∗, v)

∫ u∗

u

r2

(−ν)
(∂uψ)

2(u′, v) du′ + r−1
min

∫ ∞

u∗

r2

(−ν)
(∂uψ)

2(u′, v) du′

≤ 2v−1E [ψ]2 + r−1
minτ

−1(u∗, v)E1[ψ]
2 ≤ v−1C(B0)E1[ψ]2.

(8.65)

□
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Proposition 8.8 (Estimates for Γα log κ). Let |α| ≥ 1, and let s > 0 be sufficiently small. We have decay
estimates for order-α derivatives of log κ when norms of Γ≤αφ are bounded:

v|Γα log κ| ≤ C(B<α, r
−sG<α)(E2

α,1 + P2
α,1), (8.66)

r1−s−η0τ |Γα log κ| ≤ C(B<α, r
−sG<α)(E2

α,1 + P2
α,2−s) if αU > 0, (8.67)

r|Γα+U log κ| ≤ C(B<α, r
−sG<α)(E2

α,1 + P2
α,1), (8.68)

Moreover, order-α derivatives of log κ are bounded if lower order derivatives of φ are:

|Γα log κ| ≤ C(B<α, r
−sG<α)(E2

<α,1 + P2
<α,1). (8.69)

r|Γα log κ| ≤ C(B<α, r
−sG<α)(E2

<α,1 + P2
<α,1) if αU > 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 Γα+U log κ in terms of Γα log κ. Use lemma 2.16 to move the U in Γα+U to the front,
and then use (8.50) to obtain

|Γα+U log κ| ≤ C(C<α, r−sG<α)[|UΓ≤α log κ|+ r−1+s|V Γ≤α−V log κ|]
≤ C(C<α, r−sG<α)[r|UΓ≤αφ|2 + r−2τ−1P2

α,1 + r−1+s|Γ≤α log κ|].
(8.71)

Step 2: Proof of (8.66). We will write, for example, (8.66)≤α to mean the collection of statements (8.66)β
for multi-indices β such that β ≤ α and |β| ≥ 1. In Step 2a, we show that Step 1 reduces us to estimating
U log κ and Γα log κ for αU = 0. The first case (Step 2b) is easy, and in the second case (Step 2c), we can
integrate lemma 8.6 to {r = R0}, since Γα log κ vanishes there when αU = 0.

Step 2a: Proof that (8.66)≤α implies (8.66)≤α+nU for all n ≥ 0. By induction on n, it is enough to obtain
the conclusion (8.66)≤α+U . Since β ≤ α+ U if and only if β = α or β = β′ + U for some β′ ≤ α, we reduce
to showing that (8.66)≤α implies (8.66)α+U . This follows from substituting (8.66)≤α into (8.71) and using

r|UΓ≤αφ|2 ≤ 1r≤v/2τ
−1P2

α+U,1 + 1r≥v/2r
−1P2

α,0 ≤ v−1C(B0)P2
α+U,1. (8.72)

and lemma 4.3 and s < 1.

Step 2b: Proof of (8.66)α for α = U . The transport equation for log κ is U log κ = −r(Uφ)2. To complete
the proof, control the right side by v−1P2

U,1 as in (8.72).

Step 2c: Proof of (8.66)α if αU = 0. Fix (u, v). Write r0 = r(u, v). Integrate (8.50) to {r = rH}, noting
that L log κ|{r=rH} = 0 because αU = 0:

|L log κ|(r = r0, v) ≤ C(C<α, r−sG<α)
[∫ max(r0,rH)

min(r0,rH)

r|UΓ≤αφ|2 dr︸ ︷︷ ︸
:=(I)

+ P2
α,1

∫ r0

rH

r−2τ−1 dr︸ ︷︷ ︸
:=(II)

+

∫ max(r0,rH)

min(r0,rH)

r−2+s|Γ≤α log κ|dr
]
.

(8.73)

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

|L log κ|(r = r0, v) ≤ v−1C(C<α, r−sG<α)(E2
α,1 + P2

α,1) + C(C<α, r−sG<α)
∫ max(r0,rH)

min(r0,rH)

r−2+s|Γ≤α log κ|dr.

(8.74)
Sum over L ∈ Γ≤α and apply Grönwall’s inequality (noting that s < 1) and recall the definition of Cα (see
(2.43)) to complete the proof.

Step 2d: Completing the proof by induction. Let |α| ≥ 1, and suppose we have shown (8.66)<α. Write
α = β + nU for |β| ≥ 1 and n ≥ 0 maximal. Then either β = U or βU = 0, so by Step 2b or Step 2c

53



we obtain (8.66)β . Together with the induction hypothesis, this implies (8.66)≤β , so Step 2a now implies
(8.66)≤β+nU = (8.66)≤α, 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 |α| ≥ 1 satisfy αU > 0. Start with
(8.71) to obtain

|Γα log κ| ≤ C(G<α)[r|UΓ≤α−Uφ|2 + r−2τ−1P<α,1 + r−1+s|Γ<α log κ|]. (8.75)

To show (8.67) estimate
|UΓ≤α−Uφ|2 ≤ |Γ≤αφ|2 ≤ r−2+s+η0τ−1P2

α,2−s (8.76)

and use (8.66) to control |Γ≤α log κ|. The same argument establishes (8.68) and (8.70), but we estimate
|UΓ≤αφ| (resp. UΓ≤α−U ) by r−1Pα,0 instead. □

8.4. Estimates for Γα(−γ). The main result of this section is proposition 8.13. The gauge condition on u
normalizes log(−γ) = 0 on I. In fact, Γα log(−γ) = 0 on I for all α, which we establish as part of the proof
of proposition 8.13. To complete estimates in which we integrate the transport equation for Γα log(−γ) (see
lemma 8.10) to I, we first formulate a variant of Grönwall’s inequality.

Lemma 8.9 (Grönwall inequality on half-infinite interval). Let I = [t0,∞). 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

f(t) ≤ g(t) +

∫ ∞

t

h(s)f(s) ds for t ∈ I. (8.77)

Then

f(t) ≤ g(t) exp
(∫ ∞

t

h(s) ds
)

for t ∈ I. (8.78)

Proof. Let ϵ > 0. Since h ∈ L1 and f ∈ L∞, we have hf ∈ L1, so there is T > t0 such that |
∫∞
T
hf | ≤ ϵ.

The assumption now implies

f(t) ≤ (g(t) + ϵ) +

∫ T

t

h(s)f(s) ds (8.79)

for t ∈ [t0, T ]. The usual Grönwall inequality (after a change of variables t 7→ T − t) and the non-negativity
of h give

f(t) ≤ (g(t) + ϵ) exp
(∫ T

t

h(s) ds
)
≤ (g(t) + ϵ) exp

(∫ ∞

t

h(s) ds
)
. (8.80)

We are done since ϵ > 0 is arbitrary. □

Lemma 8.10 (Estimate for ∂rL log(−γ)). Let |α| ≥ 0 and let L ∈ Γα. We have

1r≥R0
|∂rL log(−γ)| ≤ C(Gα,s)[r|∂rΓ≤αφ|2 + r−3+2s|Γ≤αφ|2 + r−2+s|Γ≤α log(−γ)|]. (8.81)

Proof. Step 1: Computing the commutator [∂r, L]. We have

1r≥R0
[∂r, L] =s O(bα, r

−sg<α)[∂rΓ
<α + r−2+sΓ≤α] (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. It is enough to show

1r≥R0
∂rL log(−γ) =s Gα,s[r{∂rΓ≤αφ, r−2+sΓ≤αφ}2 + r−2+sΓ≤α log(−γ)]. (8.83)

When |α| = 0, (8.83) follows from the equation ∂r log(−γ) = r(∂rφ)
2. From this equation and (8.82), we get

∂rL log(−γ) = L∂r log(−γ) + [∂r, L] log(−γ)
=s Gα,s[rΓ≤α∂rφΓ

≤α∂rφ+ ∂rΓ
<α log(−γ) + r−2+sΓ≤α log(−γ)].

(8.84)

To complete the inductive proof of (8.83) for L ∈ Γα, use (8.82) for the first term on the right of (8.84) and
for the second term use (8.83) for multi-indices < α. □
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Lemma 8.11 (Estimate for ∂nu log(−γ)). Let n ≥ 0. We have

1r≥R0
|∂nu log(−γ)| ≤ r−2C(bU<n)P2

U<n,0. (8.85)

Proof. Step 1: Computing ∂v∂
n
uφ. We claim that for n ≥ 1, we have

∂v∂
n
uφ =s r

−1O(∂≤nu λ, ∂<nu (−ν))[∂u∂<nu φ+ ∂vφ]. (8.86)

When n = 1, this follows from the wave equation,

∂v∂uφ = κ(−ν)□φ+ r−1(−λ∂uφ+ (−ν)∂vφ) = r−1(−λ∂uφ+ (−ν)∂vφ), (8.87)

and the inductive step follows since ∂ur
−1 = r−1 · r−1(−ν).

Step 2: Estimating ∂v∂
n
u log(−γ). We show that for n ≥ 1, we have

1r≥R0 |∂v∂nu log(−γ)| ≤ r−3C(bU<n)P2
U<n,0. (8.88)

We first show that

1r≥R0
∂v∂

n
u log(−γ) =s bU<n [r−1∂u∂

<n
u φ∂u∂

<n
u φ+ ∂u∂

<n
u φ∂vφ+ (∂vφ)

2]. (8.89)

For the case n = 1, we compute

∂u∂v log(−γ) = ∂u(λ
−1r(∂vφ)

2)

= (−ν)λ−1(∂vφ)
2 − 2r−1λ−1κ(−ν)(ϖ − e2/r)(∂vφ)

2 + ∂uφ∂vφ+ (−ν)λ−1(∂vφ)
2

=s O(λ−1, (−ν), κ, r−1ϖ)[∂uφ∂vφ+ (∂vφ)
2],

(8.90)

so that

1r≥R0∂u∂v log(−γ) =s b0[∂uφ∂vφ+ (∂vφ)
2]. (8.91)

For the inductive step, we have

1r≥R0
∂v∂u log(−γ) =s ∂

≤1
u bU<n [r−1∂u∂

<n+1
u φ∂u∂

<n+1
u φ+ ∂u∂

<n+1
u φ∂vφ

+ (∂vφ)
2 + ∂u∂

<n+1
u φ∂u∂vφ+ ∂u∂vφ∂vφ].

(8.92)

The first three terms are of the desired form. For the last two terms, use the wave equation (8.87). Since
∂u = (−ν)U , the statement (8.89) follows.

The statements

∂nu =s O(U<n(−ν))UU<n λ, (−ν), ∂uλ =s O(r−1ϖ,κ, (−γ)) (8.93)

follow from an induction argument starting from ∂u = (−ν)U and from the equation for ∂uλ, respectively.
Apply (8.93) to (8.89) to get

1r≥R0
∂v∂

n
u log(−γ) =s bU<n [r−1UU<nφUU<nφ+ UU<nφ∂vφ+ (∂vφ)

2]. (8.94)

The desired (8.88) now follows from the definition of the pointwise norm.

Step 3: Showing limv→∞ ∂nu log(−γ)(u, v) = 0. Let n ≥ 1. We show that a boundedness statement
C(bU<n)P2

U<n,0 < ∞ implies the qualitative result limv→∞ ∂≤nu log(−γ)(u, v) = 0. The hypothesis together

with Step 2 implies that 1r≥R0
|∂v∂≤nu log(−γ)| is integrable in v towards infinity (uniformly on compact sub-

sets of u), and so ∂≤nu log(−γ)(u, v) converges uniformly as v → ∞ on compact subsets of u. A basic fact from
real analysis is that if f : R2

u,v → R is such that limv→∞ f(u, v) exists and (∂uf)(u, v) converges uniformly
as v → ∞, then ∂u limv→∞ f(u, v) exists and is equal to limv→∞ ∂uf(u, v). Since limv→∞ log(−γ)(u, v) = 0,
an induction argument completes the proof.

Step 4: Completing the proof of lemma 8.11. Let r(u, v) ≥ R0. Integrate (8.88) in v on [v,∞). The boundary
term at infinity vanishes by Step 3c, so we conclude lemma 8.11. □

Lemma 8.12. For |α| ≥ 1, we have

1r≥R0
L =s 1r≥R0

O(b<α, r
−1G<α)[∂

≤|α|
u + ∂rΓ

≤α−V + SΓ≤α−S ] (8.95)
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Proof. We will in fact show that for a a multi-index α and a non-negative integer k, we can rewrite L ∈ Γα

as follows:
1r≥R0L = 1r≥R0O(b≤α−U , r

−1G≤α−U )[∂
≤k
u Γ≤α−kU + ∂rΓ

≤α−V + SΓ≤α−S ]. (8.96)

Schematically write goodα,k for terms appearing on the right of (8.96) for the pair (α, k). The strategy is to
induct on the pair (α, k).

Step 1: Preliminary observations and base case. Observe that (8.96) for (α, 0) is trivial. Moreover, since
Γ≤α−kU = {0} when k ≥ |α|, we know (8.96) for (α, |α|) implies (8.96) for (α, k) whenever k ≥ |α|.

We now prove (8.96) for pairs (α, 1). Let L ∈ Γα. Since L begins with either U , V , or S, we have

L =s UΓ≤α−U + V Γ≤α−V + SΓ≤α−S . (8.97)

After rewriting the first derivative that makes up L using (2.45), (2.47) and (2.49), we get

1r≥R0
L =s 1r≥R0

b0[∂uΓ
≤α−U + ∂rΓ

≤α−V + SΓ≤α−S ] = goodα,1. (8.98)

as desired. We have used |α| ≥ 1 to conclude b0 =s b≤α−U .

Step 2: Inductive step. Now suppose |α| ≥ 2 and 1 ≤ k < |α| and (8.96) holds for pairs (β, j) such that
β < α or such that β = α and 0 ≤ j ≤ k. We will show that (8.96) holds for the pair (α, k+1). First, (8.96)
for the pair (α, k) gives

1r≥R0
L =s 1r≥R0

O(b≤α−U , r
−1G≤α−U )[∂

≤k
u Γ≤α−kU + ∂rΓ

≤α−V + SΓ≤α−S ]

=s 1r≥R0
O(b≤α−U , r

−1G≤α−U )∂
≤k
u Γ≤α−kU + goodα,k+1.

(8.99)

Now use (8.96) for the pair (α− kU, 1) to get

1r≥R0L =s 1r≥R0O(b≤α−U , r
−1G≤α−U )

∂≤ku [O(b≤α−(k+1)U , r
−1G≤α−(k+1)U )[∂

≤1
u Γ≤α−(k+1)U + ∂rΓ

≤α−kU−V + SΓ≤α−kU−S ]]

+ goodα,k+1

=s 1r≥R0
O(b≤α−U , r

−1G≤α−U )(∂
≤k
u O(b≤α−(k+1)U , r

−1G≤α−(k+1)U ))[∂
≤k+1
u Γ≤α−(k+1)U

+ ∂≤ku ∂rΓ
≤α−kU−V + ∂≤ku SΓ≤α−kU−S ] + goodα,k+1.

(8.100)

Apply 1r≥R0∂
k
u =s bU<kU≤k (see (8.93)) and bU<k =s b≤α−U (which holds since k < |α|) to get

1r≥R0
L =s 1r≥R0

O(b≤α−U , r
−1G≤α−U )[U

≤k∂rΓ
≤α−kU−V + U≤kSΓ≤α−kU−S ] + goodα,k+1

=s 1r≥R0
O(b≤α−U , r

−1G≤α−U )[[∂r, U
≤k]Γ≤α−kU−V + [S,U≤k]Γ≤α−kU−S ] + goodα,k+1.

(8.101)

We now compute the commutator terms associated to ∂r and to S. By (8.82), we have

1r≥R0 [∂r, U
≤k]Γ≤α−kU−V =s O(bkU , r

−1g<kU )[∂rΓ
≤α−V + Γ<α]

=s O(b≤α−U , r
−1G≤α−U )[∂rΓ

≤α−V + Γ<α] =s goodα,k+1.
(8.102)

We can pass to the second line because kU ≤ α−U (since |α| ≥ 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 (< α, k + 1).

Next, one can easily prove by induction on k, with base case k = 1 given by (2.55), that

[S,Uk] =s O(b≤kU , r
−1G≤kU )Γ

≤(k−1)U+V . (8.103)

It follows that

[S,Uk]Γ≤α−kU−S =s O(b≤kU , r
−1G≤kU )Γ

≤α−U−S+V =s O(b≤α−U , r
−1G≤α−U )Γ

<α =s goodα,k+1. (8.104)

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

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

Proposition 8.13 (Estimates for Γα log(−γ)). Let |α| ≥ 0. For s > 0 sufficiently small, we have

rτ |Γ≤α log(−γ)| ≤ C(bα, r
−sgα)[E2

α,1 + P2
α,1] in {r ≥ R0}, (8.105)

r1−s−η0 |Γ≤α log(−γ)| ≤ C(b<α, r
−1G<α)[E2

<α,1 + P2
<α,2−s] in {r ≥ R0}. (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 α with |α| ≥ 0:

lim
v→∞

L log(−γ)(u, v) = 0 for L ∈ Γ≤α and u ∈ [1,∞). (8.107)

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

(8.107)<α =⇒ (8.105)<α =⇒ (8.106)α =⇒ (8.107)α.

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

Step 1: Proof that (8.107)α implies (8.105)α. Let |α| ≥ 0 and let L ∈ Γα. By lemma 8.10 and the definition
of the pointwise norm, we have

1r≥R0 |∂rL log(−γ)| ≤ C(Gα,s)[r|∂rΓ≤αφ|2 + r−2τ−1P2
α,1 + r−2+s|Γ≤α log(−γ)|]. (8.108)

Fix (u, v) such that r(u, v) ≥ R0 and integrate (8.108) to get

|L log(−γ)|(u, v) ≤ lim sup
v′→∞

|L log(−γ)|(u, v′) +
∫ ∞

v

|∂rL log(−γ)|(u, v′) dv′

≤ C(Gα,s)
[∫ ∞

v

r|∂rΓ≤αφ|2(u, v′) dv′ + P2
α,1

∫ ∞

v

r−2τ−1(u, v′) dv′

+

∫ ∞

v

r−2+s|Γ≤α log(−γ)|(u, v′) dv′
]

≤ r−1τ−1(u, v)C(Gα,s)(E2
α,1 + P2

α,1) + C(Gα,s)
∫ ∞

v

r−2+s|Γ≤α log(−γ)|(u, v′) dv′.

(8.109)

Sum over L ∈ Γα, take s < 1, and use the Grönwall inequality in lemma 8.9 (which applies because of the
assumed (8.107)α) to conclude

rτ |L log(−γ)| ≤ C(Gα,s)(E2
α,1 + P2

α,1). (8.110)

Step 2: Proof that (8.105)<α implies (8.106)α. To ease the notation, all estimates in this section will be done
in the region {r ≥ R0}; that is, all estimates should be understood to have an implicit 1r≥R0

at the front of
each term. It is enough to prove that

|L log(−γ)| ≤ r−1+s+η0C(b<α, r
−1G<α)[P2

<α,2−s + rτ |Γ<α log(−γ)|], (8.111)

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

|L log(−γ)| ≤ C(b<α, r
−1G<α)[|∂≤|α|

u log(−γ)|+ |∂rΓ≤α−V log(−γ)|+ |SΓ≤α−S log(−γ)|]. (8.112)

Observe that the following three estimates together with (8.112) imply (8.111):

|∂≤|α|
u log(−γ)| ≤ r−2C(b<α)P2

<α,0 (8.113)

|∂rΓ≤α−V | ≤ C(b<α)[r
−3P2

<α,0 + r−2τ−1P2
<α,1 + r−2|Γ<α log(−γ)|] (8.114)

|SΓ≤α−S log(−γ)| ≤ C(b<α)[r
−1+s+η0P2

<α,2−s + τ |Γ<α log(−γ)|]. (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 ≥ R0} using lemma 4.3 and (2.47) and (2.49), and then use lemma 8.10:

|SΓ≤α−S log(−γ)| ≤ C(b0)[v|∂rΓ≤α−S log(−γ)|+ τ |UΓ≤α−S log(−γ)|]
≤ C(b<α)[rv|∂rΓ≤α−Sφ|2 + r−3+2sv|Γ≤α−Sφ|2 + τ |Γ<α log(−γ)|]
≤ C(b<α)[r

−1+s+η0P2
<α,2−s + τ |Γ<α log(−γ)|].

(8.116)

In the last line, we used |∂rΓ≤α−Sφ|2 ≤ 1r≤v/2r
−2+s+η0τ−1vP2

<α,2−s + 1r≥v/2r
−4P2

<α,0. □
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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 Skφ along the horizon.

Proposition 9.1. For N ≥ 0 and ϵ > 0, we have

|SNφ||H ≤ C(ϵ,N,DN , ϖi, cH, rmin)DNv
−1+ϵ. (9.1)

Proof. In view of lemma 4.3, it is enough to show that

PNS,2−C′
NSη0

≤ C(N, η0,DN , ϖi, cH, rmin)DN (9.2)

when η0 is sufficiently small based on N and then fix η0 small based on ϵ and C ′
NS = 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 R• ≥
C(B◦

0, g0, N) large enough that for |α| ≤ N and s sufficiently small depending on N , we have

Dα ≤ C(b<α, r
−1g<α)D|α|, (9.3)

C(bα) ≤ C(N,B0,G0, E<α,1,P<α,2−s+η0), (9.4)

C(r−sgα) ≤ C(N,B0,G0, E<α,1,P<α,2−s+η0), (9.5)

Eα ≤ C(bα, r
−sgα,P<α,1+η0)[Dα + E<α,4s], (9.6)

Pα,p ≤ C(bα, r
−sgα)(Dα + Eα,p) (9.7)

Eα,2−η0−Cαs ≤ C(bα, r
−sgα,Pα,0,P<α,1+η0)Dα (9.8)

for explicit constants Cα. In particular, the above equations imply

Eα,2−η0−Cα(s+η0) ≤ C(N,DN ,B0,G0, E<α,2−s)DN (9.9)

for |α| ≤ N . By an induction argument (starting with s = η0 when α = 0), there are constants C ′
α depending

only on α such that if η0 is small enough depending on N , we have

Eα,2−C′
αη0

≤ C(N,DN ,B0,G0, E0,2−η0)DN (9.10)

Substituting (9.10) into the above equations (and performing another induction argument) gives

PNS,2−C′
NSη0

≤ C(N,DN ,B0,G0, E0,2−η0)DN . (9.11)

The zeroth order estimates, due to corollary 4.2 and propositions 5.1, 6.1, 7.1 and 8.1, are

D0 = D0, (9.12)

E0 ≤ C(ϖi, cH, rmin)D0, (9.13)

b0 ≤ C(E0, ϖi, cH, rmin, R0, η0), (9.14)

P0,0 ≤ C(b0)[D0 + E0], (9.15)

E0,2−η0 ≤ C(b0,P0,0)D0, (9.16)

P0,2−2η0 ≤ C(b0)[D0 + E0,2−2η0 ], (9.17)

B◦
0 ≤ C(b0, E0,1), (9.18)

B0 ≤ C(R•,B
◦
0, E0,1+η0), (9.19)

g0 ≤ C(b0), (9.20)

G0 ≤ C(b0). (9.21)

Noting the value ofR• that we have fixed and the value ofR0 = R0(ϖi) that we have fixed (in proposition 4.1),
chaining the zeroth order estimates with (9.11) (for α = NS) gives (9.2). Another induction argument in
fact shows that all the schematic quantities are controlled by C(ϵ,N,DN , ϖi, cH, rmin). □
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9.2. Control of (v̄∂v̄)
kφ along the horizon. The goal of this section is to establish the following result

comparing Sk (in the constant-r normalized gauge)and (v̄∂v̄)
k (in the Eddington–Finkelstein-type gauge

normalized on the horizon).

Proposition 9.2. For 0 ≤ k ≤ 4, we have

|Skφ− (v̄∂v̄)
kφ| ≤ C(ϵ, k,ϖi, rmin, cH,Dk)v

−1+ϵ. (9.22)

In this section, we allow all constants to depend on ϖi, cH, and rmin. 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 |α| = k are controlled by the data quantity Dk. We first introduce an integration lemma.

Lemma 9.3. For α ≥ 0, c > 0, and v ≥ 1, we have∫ ∞

v

e−c(v
′−v)v′−α dv′ ≤ c−1v−α. (9.23)

Proof. We have ∫ ∞

v

e−c(v
′−v)v′−α dv′ ≤ v−α

∫ ∞

v

e−c(v
′−v) dv′ = c−1v−α. (9.24)

□

To estimate λ 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 λ along the horizon). We have

λ|H ≤ C(ϵ,ϖi, rmin, cH,D1)v
−4+ϵ. (9.25)

Proof. Since λ = κ(1− µ) ≤ C(b0)(1− µ), it is enough to obtain the claimed estimate for (1− µ)|H in place
of λ|H.

Step 1: Estimate for (1 − µ)|H. The goal of this step is to use the transport equation for 1 − µ along the
horizon to obtain

(1− µ)|H(v) ≤
∫ ∞

v

e−c∗(v
′−v)r(∂vφ)

2(v′) dv′ (9.26)

for a constant c∗ > 0. The equation for (1− µ) (see (2.10) and (2.12)) gives

∂v(1− µ)− 2(ϖ − e2/r)

r2
κ(1− µ) = − r

κ
(∂vφ)

2. (9.27)

The method of integrating factors now gives

(1− µ)|H(v) = lim
v′→∞

exp
(∫ v′

v

−2(ϖ − e2/r)

r2
κdv′′

)
(1− µ)|H(v′)

+

∫ ∞

v

exp
(
−
∫ v′

v

2(ϖ − e2/r)

r2
κdv′′

)
r(∂vφ)

2(v′) dv′.

(9.28)

By (4.1) and (4.6), we have

exp
(
−
∫ v′

v

2(ϖ − e2/r)

r2
κdv′′

)
≤ ec∗(v

′−v), (9.29)

where c∗ is a constant depending on ϖi, cH, and E0. Since limv→∞(1 − µ)|H(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− µ)|H. In this step we show that

(1− µ)|H(v) ≤ C(ϵ,D0)v
−2+ϵ. (9.30)
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Control the exponential in (9.26) by 1 and use the decay of the energy to obtain

(1− µ)|H(v) ≤
∫ ∞

v

r(∂vφ)
2(v′) dv′ ≤ C(b0)

∫ ∞

v

r2

κ
(∂vφ)

2(v′) dv′ ≤ τ−p(∞, v)C(b0)E0,p ≤ C(p,D0)v
−p

(9.31)
for p < 2.

Step 3: Strong decay for (1− µ)|H. We now show that

(1− µ)|H(v) ≤ C(ϵ,D1)v
−4+ϵ. (9.32)

Use S = v∂v + vλU and (9.30) to obtain

|∂vφ||H ≤ v−1|Sφ||H + κ(1− µ)|H|Uφ||H ≤ PS,2−ϵv−2+ϵ + C(ϵ, b0)PU,2−ϵv−3+ϵ ≤ C(ϵ,D1)v
−2+ϵ. (9.33)

Substitute (9.33) into (9.26) and use lemma 9.3 to conclude the proof. □

To estimate Snλ along the horizon, we use the relation λ = κ(1 − µ) and estimate separately Snκ and
Snµ.

Lemma 9.5 (Decay for Snλ along the horizon). Let n ≥ 1. We have

|Snλ||H ≤ C(ϵ,ϖi, rmin, cH,Dn)v
−3+ϵ. (9.34)

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 (Snκ)|H. We first show that for n ≥ 1 we have

|Snκ||H ≲ C(ϵ,Dn)v
−5+ϵ. (9.35)

Write rH(v) := r(u = ∞, v) (so that rH = rH(∞)). The strategy is to integrate the equation for USn log κ
to {r = rH} and use the decay of |rH − rH(v)|.
Step 1a: Decay of |rH − rH(v)|. By lemma 9.4, we have

|rH − rH(v)| =
∫ ∞

v

∂vr dv ≲ C(D1)

∫ ∞

v

v−4+ϵ dv ≲ C(D1)v
−3+ϵ. (9.36)

Step 1b: Decay of Snκ. By a computation using the chain rule, Sn log κ−κ−1Snκ is a polynomial in κ−1Siκ
for 1 ≤ i < n with no constant term, so it is enough to obtain decay for Sn log κ. Since U and S commute
near the horizon, we have

USn log κ = SnU log κ = Sn(r(Uφ)2) =s rUS
≤nφUS<nφ, (9.37)

for n ≥ 0 and so
sup

r∈[rH(v),rH]

|USn log κ|(r, v) ≤ C(b0)v
−2+ϵP2

nS,2−ϵ ≤ C(Dn)v
−2+ϵ. (9.38)

Since Sn log κ|{r=rH} = 0, we can integrate (9.37) to get

Sn log κ|H(v) ≤ |rH − rH(v)| sup
r∈[rH(v),rH]

|USn log κ|(r, v) ≲ C(Dn)v
−5+ϵ (9.39)

for n ≥ 0.

Step 2: Decay for Snµ. In this step we show that for n ≥ 1 we have

|Snµ||H ≤ C(ϵ,Dn)v
−3+ϵ, (9.40)

By (2.10) and Sr = 0 near the horizon, we have Sµ = 2r−1Sϖ near the horizon, so it is enough to prove
the estimate for Sϖ. Using the transport equation for ϖ, we compute

Sϖ =
1

2
r2v

[ 1
κ
(∂vφ)

2 + λ(1− µ)(Uφ)2
]
=s r

2vb0[{v−1Sφ, λUφ}2]. (9.41)

For n ≥ 1, it follows that
Snϖ =s r

2vb(n−1)S{v−1S≤nφ, S<nλUS<nφ}2. (9.42)

By the inductive hypothesis and the control on the geometric and pointwise quantities, we have

|Snϖ||H ≲ C(ϵ,Dn)v
−3+ϵ, (9.43)
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and so

Step 3: Closing the induction. We are done by the relation λ = κ(1− µ), the results of Steps 1 and 2, and
the product rule. □

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 Sk − (v̄∂v̄)
k for 1 ≤ k ≤ 4. Define a function of v alone by

ρ := 1− v̄

v

1

κ|H
. (9.44)

We show that

S − v̄∂v̄ = ρS + (1− ρ)vλU, (9.45)

S2 − (v̄∂v̄)
2 =s (S

≤1ρ)≤1(S≤1(vλ))≤1(vλU(vλ))≤1{U, S}1≤2, (9.46)

S3 − (v̄∂v̄)
3 =s (S

≤2ρ)≤3(S≤2(vλ))≤2(S≤1(vλ)S≤1U(vλ))≤1(vλ(U≤2(vλ))≤2)≤2{U, S}1≤3, (9.47)

S4 − (v̄∂v̄)
4 =s (S

≤3ρ)≤4(S≤3(vλ))≤3(S≤2(vλ)(S≤2U(vλ))≤2)≤2

(vλ(S≤aU≤b(vλ))≤3)≤3|a≤2,b≤3,a+b≤4{U, S}1≤4. (9.48)

Indeed, we have

S = v∂v + vλU, and v̄∂v̄ =
v̄

κ|H
∂v. (9.49)

It follows that

S − v̄∂v̄ =
(
v − v̄

κ|H

)
∂v + vλU =

(
1− v̄

v

1

κ|H

)
(S − vλU) + vλU = ρS + (1− ρ)vλU, (9.50)

which is (9.45). We now explain how to compute (9.46). From (9.50), one obtains

S2 − S(v̄∂v̄) =s

∑
a,b≤1
a+b≥1

(S≤1ρ)a(S≤1(vλ))b{U, S}1≤2 (9.51)

and

S(v̄∂v̄)− (v̄∂v̄)
2 =s (ρS + (1− ρ)vλU)((1− ρ)S + (1− ρ)vλU)

=s

∑
a≤2,b,c≤1
a+b+c≥1

(S≤1ρ)a(S≤1(vλ))b(vλU(vλ))c{U, S}1≤2, (9.52)

where in (9.52) we used the already computed expression for S− v̄∂v̄. Adding (9.50) and (9.52) gives (9.46).
One computes (9.47) and (9.48) similarly.

Step 2: Estimate for Sk(κ|H) when 1 ≤ k ≤ 3. We show that

Skκ|H ≤ C(ϵ,D3)v
−2+ϵ 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 Sk(κ|H) and 1 ≤ k ≤ 3. Since κ|H is a function of v alone, we have
U(κ|H) = 0. It follows that

Sk(κ|H) = (v∂v)
kκ|H = ((v∂v)

kκ)|H = ((S − vλU)kκ)|H. (9.54)

We compute

(S − vλU)2 = S2 + S(vλ)U + vλSU + (vλ)2U2 + vλU(vλ)U =s (S
≤1(vλ))≤2(vλU(vλ))≤1{U, S}1≤2 (9.55)

and

(S − vλU)3 =s (S
≤2(vλ))≤3(S≤1(vλ)(S≤1U≤2(vλ))≤2)≤2{U, S}1≤3. (9.56)

Step 2b: Estimate for derivatives of λ. The transport equation for λ is

Uλ =
2(ϖ − e2/r)

r2
κ =s b0. (9.57)
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Using lemmas 9.4 and 9.5 for the b = 0 case, it follows that

|SaU bλ| ≤ C(Da+b). (9.58)

Step 2c: Estimate for derivatives of κ along the horizon. It is easy to compute from the transport equation
for κ that for b ≥ 1 one has

SaU b log κ =s r
≤1S≤aU≤bφS≤aU≤bφ. (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)

|SaU bκ||H ≤ C(ϵ,Da+b)v
−2+ϵ. (9.60)

Step 3: Estimate for Skρ. We claim that

|Skρ| ≤ v−1C(k,Dk) for 1 ≤ k ≤ 3. (9.61)

We first consider the case k = 0. Observe that

ρ = v−1(v − v̄) +
v̄

v
(1− 1/κ|H). (9.62)

Since |1−1/κ|H| ≲ log κ|H ≤ C(D0)v
−4 by Step 1b of lemma 9.5, it is enough to show that v̄(v) = v+C(D0).

From dv̄
dv (v) = κ|H(v) and v̄(v = 1) = 1, one obtains

|v̄(v)− v| ≤
∣∣∣1− v +

∫ v

1

κ|H(v′) dv′
∣∣∣ ≤ ∫ v

1

|κ|H(v′)− 1|dv′ ≤ C(b0)

∫ v

1

log κdv′

≤ C(D0)

∫ v

1

v−4 dv′ ≤ C(D0).

(9.63)

This establishes the cases k = 0. We now show that for k ≥ 1 we have

Skρ =s

∑
a+b≥1
a≤1,b≤k

ρa(S≤k log κ|H)b (9.64)

Indeed, in the case k = 1, one computes explicitly

Sρ = −ρ− ρS log κ|H + S log κ|H, (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). □

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 (r∂r)-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 (r∂r)-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 α
(see section 2.7.4) are controlled by data D|α|. We also allow our constants to depend on ϖi, cH, and rmin.

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,∞)x1 × (0,∞)x2 ⊂ R2
x1,x2

. Fix a point
x ∈ U . For θ ∈ (0, 1), write Rθ = Rθ(x) := {x ∈ U : |xi − xi| < θxi for i = 1, 2}. Fix θ, θ′ ∈ (0, 1) such that
θ < θ′. Let L be a differential operator on Rθ′ of the form

Lψ =

2∑
i,j=1

wij∂
2
ijψ +

2∑
i=1

wi∂iψ (10.1)
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for smooth coefficients wij , wi satisfying wij = wji. Suppose that there are δ ∈ (0, 1) and A ≥ 1 such that
the following conditions hold on Rθ′ :

wii > 0 (10.2)

|w12|2 ≤ (1− δ)w11w22, (10.3)

|∂iwij |2 + |x−1
i wij |2 ≤ A2wjj (10.4)

|wi|2 ≤ A2wii (10.5)

wjj |∂jwii|2 ≤ A2w2
ii. (10.6)

Then ∑
i

∥w1/2
ii ∂iψ∥L2(Rθ) +

∑
i,j

∥w1/2
ii w

1/2
jj ∂

2
ijψ∥L2(Rθ) ≲θ,θ′,δ A(∥ψ∥L2(Rθ′ )

+ ∥Lψ∥L2(Rθ′ )
). (10.7)

Remark 10.2. Observe that conditions (10.4)–(10.6) “scale correctly,” in the sense that the indices i 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 θ′ = 4θ. Let
χ be a smooth function satisfying

0 ≤ χ ≤ 1, χ ≡ 1 on Rθ, suppχ ⊂ R2θ, |∂iχ| ≤ Cθ−1x−1
i ≤ Cθ−1x−1

i on R2θ. (10.8)

Step 1: Estimate for first order derivatives. We first show that

2∑
i=1

∥w1/2
ii ∂iψ∥L2(Rθ) ≤ CAθ−1δ−2(∥ψ∥L2(R2θ) + ∥Lψ∥L2(R2θ)). (10.9)

Multiply (10.1) by χ2ψ and rewrite and rearrange (“integrate by parts”) to get

2∑
i,j=1

χ2wij∂iψ∂jψ = −χ2ψLψ +
∑
i

χ2wiψ∂iψ +

2∑
i,j=1

[∂i(χ
2wijψ∂jψ)− 2χ∂iχwijψ∂jψ − χ2∂iwijψ∂jψ.

(10.10)
The ellipticity condition (10.3) and Young’s inequality imply

δ
∑
i

χ2wii(∂iψ)
2 ≤ (LHS of (10.10)). (10.11)

Let ϵ > 0. Use Young’s inequality and then the conditions (10.4) and (10.5) to obtain

(RHS of (10.10)) ≤ ϵ
∑
i

χ2wii(∂iψ)
2 + Cϵ−1(|ψ|2 + |Lψ|2) +

2∑
i,j=1

[∂i(χ
2wijψ∂jψ)

+ Cϵ−1ψ2
∑
i,j

[χ2w−1
jj w

2
j + w−1

jj |∂iχwij |
2 + w−1

jj |∂iwij |]

≤ ϵ

2∑
i=1

χ2wii(∂iψ)
2 +

∑
i,j

∂i(χ
2wijψ∂jψ) + CAθ−1ϵ−1(|ψ|2 + |Lψ|2)

(10.12)

Take ϵ < δ/4 to absorb the first term on the right of (10.12) to the left side of (10.11). Integrate over R2θ,
noting that the total derivative term has vanishing integral, to conclude (10.9).

Step 2: Estimate for second order derivatives. We now show that∑
i,j

∥wij∂2ijψ∥L2(Rθ) +
∑
i ̸=j

∥w1/2
ii w

1/2
jj ∂

2
ijψ∥L2(Rθ) ≤ CAθ−1δ−1(∥ψ∥L2(R4θ) + ∥Lψ∥L2(R4θ)) (10.13)
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Begin by computing

2
∑
i ̸=j

w2
ij(∂

2
ijψ)

2 +
∑
i,j

wiiwjj∂
2
iiψ∂

2
jjψ = (Lψ)2 −

∑
i ̸=j

2wiiwij∂
2
iiψ∂

2
ijψ︸ ︷︷ ︸

(I)

− 2
∑
i,j,k

wijwk∂
2
ijψ∂kψ︸ ︷︷ ︸

(II)

−
∑
i,j

wiwj∂iψ∂jψ︸ ︷︷ ︸
(III)

. (10.14)

Treat term (I) using (10.3) and Young’s inequality. Terms (II) and (III) can be handled with Young’s
inequality:

|(I)| ≤ 2wiiw
1/2
ii w

1/2
jj ∂

2
iiψ∂

2
ijψ ≤ (1− δ)w2

ii(∂iiψ)
2 + (1− δ)wiiwjj(∂ijψ)

2

(II) + (III) ≤ ϵ
∑
i,j

wij(∂ijψ)
2 + Cϵ−1

∑
i

wi(∂iψ)
2. (10.15)

Substitute (10.15) into (10.14), take ϵ = δ/2 and absorb the ϵ-term to the left to get

δ

2

∑
i,j

w2
ij(∂

2
ijψ)

2 +
∑
i ̸=j

wiiwjj∂
2
iiψ∂

2
jjψ ≤ (Lψ)2 + Cδ−1

∑
i

w2
i (∂iψ)

2
(10.16)

We now multiply by χ2 and integrate the second term on the left by parts twice:

χ2wiiwjj∂
2
iiψ∂

2
jjψ = χ2wiiwjj(∂ijψ)

2 − ∂i(χ
2wiiwjj∂

2
ji∂jψ) + ∂j(χ

2wiiwjj∂
2
iiψ∂jψ) + Eij , (10.17)

where

Eij := 2χ∂iχwiiwjj∂
2
ijψ∂jψ + χ2∂iwiiwjj∂

2
ijψ∂jψ + χ2wii∂iwjj∂

2
ijψ∂jψ

− 2χ∂jχwiiwjj∂
2
iiψ∂jψ − χ2∂jwiiwjj∂

2
iiψ∂jψ − χ2wii∂jwjj∂

2
iiψ∂jψ.

(10.18)

Estimate the terms in (10.18) using Young’s inequality (10.4) and (10.6):

|Eij | ≤ Cϵχ2wiiwjj(∂ijψ)
2 + Cϵχ2w2

ii(∂
2
iiψ)

2 + CA2θ−2ϵ−1wjj(∂jψ)
2. (10.19)

Substitute (10.18) and (10.19) into (10.17) and move all terms but χ2wiiwjj(∂ijψ)
2 to the right side of

(10.16). Take ϵ > 0 small enough based on δ to absorb the ϵ-weighted terms to the left, integrate over R2θ,
and use (10.9) (with 2θ in place of θ) to conclude (10.13). □

Now we construct elliptic operators involving S, S2, and □ to which we apply lemma 10.1.

Lemma 10.3. Fix 0 < θ < θ′ < 1. Let U0 be sufficiently large depending on D1. Fix a point (u0, r0) ∈ {r ≥
R•} ∩ {u ≥ U0}. Write Rθ := Rθ(u0, r0). We have∑

i+j≤2

∥(u∂u)i(r∂r)jψ∥L2(Rθ) ≲θ,θ′ ∥S
≤2ψ∥L2(Rθ′ )

+ r0 min(u0, r0)∥□ψ∥L2(Rθ′ )
. (10.20)

Proof. Step 1: Elliptic operator in the region {R• ≤ r ≤ ϵu}. We show that there is ϵ > 0 (depending on G0

and Gη0) such that∑
i+j≤2

uiri∥∂iu∂
j

rψ∥L2(Rθ(u,r)) ≲θ,θ′ ∥S
≤2ψ∥L2(Rθ′ (u,r))

+ ur∥□ψ∥L2(Rθ′ (u,r))
in {R• ≤ r ≤ ϵu}, (10.21)

Write χ = χ≲R•(r). Compute

S2 − S = (u+ χ · (v − u))2∂
2

u + r2∂
2

r + 2r(u+ χ · (v − u))∂u∂r

+ r(χ′(v − u) + λ−1χ)∂u − uχ(1− (−γ)/κ)∂r
(10.22)

Let B > 0 be a constant to be chosen. Now (10.22)−Br2 · (2.16) is

S2 − S −Br2□ = (u+ χ · (v − u))2∂
2

u + (1 +B(1− µ))r2∂r + (2r(u+ χ · (v − u))−Br2(−γ)−1)∂u∂r

+ r(χ′ · (v − u) + λ−1χ+B(2− 2ϖ/r))∂r − (uχ(1− (−γ)/κ) +Br(−γ)−1)∂u.

(10.23)
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We now verify conditions (10.2)–(10.6) of lemma 10.1. In {r ≤ η0u} we have

wuu = u2 +O(1)ur wrr = (1 +B(1− µ))r2 wur = (2ur + (BO(1)) +O(1))r2), (10.24)

where we write O(1) for a term controlled by B0 and Gη0 . Now let ϵ < η0. It follows that in {r ≤ ϵu} for ϵ
sufficiently small depending on G0, G1/2, and B, we have

|wuu| ≥
1

2
u2 wrr = (1 +B(1− µ))r2 |wur| ≤ 3ur. (10.25)

Since 1 − µ ≥ 1/2 in {r ≥ R0}, it follows that in {R0 ≤ r ≤ ϵu}, (10.2) and (10.3) are satisfied for B = 36
(with δ > 0 an explicit numerical constant). Conditions (10.4)–(10.6) follow from computations involving
BV and Gη0 .

Step 2: Elliptic operator in the region {r ≥ ϵu}. Let ϵ be as in Step 1. In fact, the value of ϵ does not play
a role in the elliptic estimate for this region. We show that for u large depending on C(D2), we have∑

i+j≤2

uiri∥∂iu∂
j

rψ∥L2(Rθ(u,r)) ≲θ,θ′ ∥S
≤2ψ∥L2(Rθ′ (u,r))

+ ur∥□ψ∥L2(Rθ′ (u,r))
in {r ≥ ϵu}. (10.26)

For u ≥ ϵ−1R•, we have r ≥ R•, so

S2 − S = u2∂
2

u + r2∂
2

r + 2ur∂u∂r. (10.27)

Now (10.27)− 2ur · (2.16) is

S2 − S − 2ur□ = u2∂
2

u + (r2 + 2ur)∂
2

r + 2ur
(
1− 1

(−γ)

)
∂u∂r + 4u(1−ϖ/r)∂u − u

2

(−γ)
∂r. (10.28)

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/(−γ)| ≤ r−1u−1C(B0), (10.3) is satisfied for u
large enough depending on B0. Since |∂(−γ)| ≤ r−1u−1C(BV ), (10.4) is satisfied for u large enough. Since
u ≲ r, (10.5) and (10.6) are satisfied. □

10.2. Klainerman’s Sobolev-type inequality. In this section we upgrade the L2 estimates in section 10.1
to L2–L∞ Sobolev inequalities.

Lemma 10.4. Let c > 1. Let Q := Qℓ1,ℓ2 ⊂ R2 be a rectangle of side lengths ℓ1 and ℓ2. We have

∥f∥L∞(Q) ≲c ℓ
−1/2
1 ℓ

−1/2
2

∑
i+j≤2

∥(ℓ1∂x1)i(ℓ2∂x2)jf∥L2(cQ) (10.29)

Proof. Apply the usual Sobolev embedding on a unit rectangle to the rescaled function f(ℓ1x
1, ℓ2x

2). □

Lemma 10.5 (Weighted L2–L∞ estimate). Fix 0 < θ < θ′ < 1. Fix a point (u0, r0) ∈ {r ≥ 5R•}∩{u ≥ U0}
for U0 as in lemma 10.3. Write Rθ := Rθ(u0, r0) as in lemma 10.1. We have

u
1/2
0 r

1/2
0 ∥ψ∥L∞(Rθ) ≲θ,θ′ ∥S

≤2ψ∥L2(Rθ′ )
+ ∥r2□ψ∥L2(Rθ′ )

. (10.30)

Proof. Combine lemma 10.3 with lemma 10.4, noting that Rθ is a rectangle with side lengths proportional
to u0 and r0 and that the coordinates u and r are comparable to u0 and r0 in Rθ(u0, r0). □

10.3. Estimates for (r∂r)-derivatives of the scalar field and of geometric quantities.
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10.3.1. Estimates for (r∂r)-derivatives of the scalar field.

Lemma 10.6 (Commutation formula for r∂r and S). For n ≥ 0 and m ≥ 0 and n+m ≥ 1, we have

[□, (r∂r)
nSm]

=s

∑
a+b≤m−1
i+j+k≤n

{1, 1 + (r∂r)
i log(−γ)}≤1{1, (r∂r)jS1+a log(−γ)}≤1(r∂r)

kSb□

+
1

r2
1m≥1

∑
a+b+c≤m
i+j+k≤n
c≤m−1

{O∞(1), r−1(r∂r)
iSaϖ}((r∂r)jSb log(−γ))≤1(r∂r)(r∂r)

≤1+kSc

+
1

r2
1n≥1

∑
a+b+c≤m

i+j+k+ℓ≤n+1
ℓ≥1

(1 + (r∂r)
i log(−γ))≤1{O∞(1), r−1(r∂r)

jSaϖ}((r∂r)kSb log(−γ))≤1(r∂r)
ℓSc,

(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 r∂r. A computation reveals that

[□, r∂r] = (1 + r∂r log(−γ))□+
1

r2

[
−1 +

4ϖ

r
− 3e2

r2

]
(r∂r)

2

+
1

r2

[
−1 +

3e2

r2
− 2

r
r∂rϖ +

(
2− 2ϖ

r

)
r∂r log(−γ)

]
r∂r

=s (1 + r∂r log(−γ))□+
1

r2
[
O∞(1) + r−1ϖ

]
(r∂r)

2

+
1

r2
[
O∞(1) + r−1r∂rϖ + {1, r−1ϖ}r∂r log(−γ)

]
r∂r.

(10.32)

It follows by induction that for n ≥ 1, we have

[□, (r∂r)
n] =s

∑
i+j≤n−1

(1 + (r∂r)
1+i log(−γ))(r∂r)j□

+
∑

i+j+k≤n+1
k≥1

1

r2
{O∞(1), r−1(r∂r)

iϖ}((r∂r)j log(−γ))≤1(r∂r)
k

(10.33)

Step 2: Commutation formula for S. In the region {r ≥ 5R•} of interest, where S = r∂r + u∂u, the

computation (A.49) gives

[□, S] =s (2 + S log(−γ))□+
1

r2
[
O∞(1) + {O∞(1), r−1ϖ}S log(−γ) + r−1S≤1ϖ

]
(r∂r)(r∂r)

≤1. (10.34)

It follows by induction that for n ≥ 1, we have

[□, Sn] =s

∑
a+b≤n−1

{1, S1+a log(−γ)}Sb□

+
∑

a+b+c≤n−1

1

r2
[
O∞(1) + {O∞(1), r−1Saϖ}S1+b log(−γ) + r−1S≤1+aϖ

]
(r∂r)(r∂r)

≤1Sc.

(10.35)

□

Lemma 10.7. Fix 0 < θ < θ′ < 1/2. Fix a point (u0, r0) ∈ {r ≥ 5R•} ∩ {u ≥ U0} for U0 as in lemma 10.3.
Write Rθ := Rθ(u0, r0) as in lemma 10.1. For n,m ≥ 0, we have

∥(r∂r)nSmφ∥L∞(Rθ) ≲ C(n,m, θ, θ′,Dn+m+2)∥S≤n+m+3φ∥L∞(Rθ′ )
. (10.36)
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Corollary 10.8. Let n,m ≥ 0 and let ϵ > 0. In the region {r ≥ 5R•}, we have

(r1/2τ1−ϵ + rτ1/2−ϵ)|(r∂r)nSmφ| ≤ C(ϵ, n,m,Dn+m+3). (10.37)

Proof. In the region {u ≥ U0}, 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 ≤ U0}, we can write r∂r = S − u∂u
to reduce to estimating expressions of the form (u∂u)

n′
Sm

′
φ for n′ + m′ = n + m. From the calculation

(u∂u)
n =s u

≤n∂
1≤n
u =s u

≤nC(bnV )D
1≤n and the boundedness of u, we have

|(u∂u)n
′
Sm

′
φ| ≲U0

C(Dn)|D≤n′
S≤m′

φ|, (10.38)

which we can estimate with the pointwise norm. Recalling that U0 depends only on D1 completes the
proof. □

Proof of lemma 10.7. Let c > 1 be a parameter that will be chosen in the proof. We allow all estimates
to depend on n, m, θ, θ′, and c. The desired estimate follows from (10.52), after choosing c > 1 so that
cn+m+3θ ≤ θ′. The restriction θ′ < 1/2 ensures that r > 2R• in the region Rθ′ (and so S = r∂r + u∂u). In
this proof, we write R(θ) in place of Rθ. The right sides of our equations are to be understood schematically,
as in section 2.6.4.

Step 1: L2 estimate for the commutator. We claim that for n ≥ 0 and m ≥ 0 and n+m ≥ 1, we have

∥r2□(r∂r)
nSmφ∥L2(R(θ))

≲ C(Dm, ∥(r∂r)≤n−1S≤mφ∥L∞(R(θ)), ∥(r∂r)≤nS≤m−1φ∥L∞(R(θ)))

[∥(r∂r)≤n+1S≤mφ∥L2(R(θ)) + 1m≥1∥(r∂r)≤n+2S≤m−1φ∥L2(R(θ))].

(10.39)

The idea is to use the transport equation for (−γ) and ϖ to express the coefficients in (10.31) in terms of
the scalar field, and then put the top order terms in L2 and the lower order terms in L∞.

Step 1a: Estimate for derivatives of (−γ). When n = 0, we can estimate

|Sm log(−γ)| ≲ C(Dm) (10.40)

by the results of section 9. When n ≥ 1, differentiating the transport equation (r∂r) log(−γ) = ((r∂r)φ)
2

gives

|(r∂r)nSm log(−γ)| ≲ C(|(r∂r)≤n−1S≤mφ|, |(r∂r)≤nS≤m−1φ|)|(r∂r)≤nS≤mφ| (10.41)

Step 1b: Estimate for derivatives of ϖ. When n = 0, we can estimate

|Smϖ| ≲ C(Dm) (10.42)

by the results of section 9. When n ≥ 1, we claim

r−1|(r∂r)nSmϖ| ≤ C(Dm, |(r∂r)≤n−1S≤mφ|, (r∂r)≤nS≤m−1φ)|(r∂r)≤nS≤mφ|. (10.43)

The transport equation for ϖ is

r−1(r∂r)ϖ =
1

2
(1− µ)((r∂r)φ)

2 =s O(1, r−1ϖ)((r∂r)φ)
2. (10.44)

Differentiate to obtain

r−1(r∂r)
nSmϖ =s O(1, r−1S≤mϖ, r−1(r∂r)

1≤n−1S≤mϖ)((r∂r)
≤nS≤mφ)

{(r∂r)≤n−1S≤mφ, (r∂r)
≤nS≤m−1φ}.

(10.45)

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

|r2□(r∂r)
nSmφ| ≲ C(Dm, |(r∂r)≤n−1S≤mφ|, |(r∂r)≤nS≤m−1φ|)[

1m≥1

∑
a+b+c≤m
i+j+k≤n
c≤m−1

(1 + |(r∂r)≤iS≤aφ|)(1 + |(r∂r)≤jS≤bφ|)|(r∂r)≤k+2Scφ|

1n≥1

∑
a+b+c≤m

i+j+k+ℓ≤n+1
ℓ≥1

(1 + |(r∂r)≤iφ|)(1 + |(r∂r)≤jS≤aφ|)(1 + |(r∂r)≤kS≤bφ|)|(r∂r)ℓScφ|
]
.

(10.46)

To obtain (10.39), put the top order terms in L2 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

∥(r∂r)nSmφ∥L2(R(θ)) ≲ ∥(r∂r)n−min(2,n)S≤m+2φ∥L2(R(cθ)) + ∥r2□(r∂r)
n−min(2,n)Smφ∥L2(R(cθ)). (10.47)

It follows from (10.39) and (10.47) that, for n ≥ 3,

∥(r∂r)nSmφ∥L2(R(θ))

≲ C(Dm, ∥(r∂r)≤n−3S≤mφ∥L∞(R(cθ)), ∥(r∂r)≤n−2S≤m−1φ∥L∞(R(cθ)))

[∥(r∂r)n−2S≤m+2φ∥L2(R(cθ)) + ∥(r∂r)≤n−1S≤mφ∥L2(R(cθ)) + 1m≥1∥(r∂r)≤nS≤m−1φ∥L2(R(cθ))].

(10.48)

Finally, it follows from lemma 10.5 and (10.39) that, for n,m ≥ 0,

u
1/2
0 r

1/2
0 ∥(r∂r)nSmφ∥L∞(R(θ))

≲ C(Dm, ∥(r∂r)≤n−1S≤mφ∥L∞(R(cθ)), ∥(r∂r)≤nS≤m−1φ∥L∞(R(cθ)))

[∥(r∂r)nS≤m+2φ∥L2(R(cθ)) + ∥(r∂r)≤n+1S≤mφ∥L2(R(cθ)) + 1m≥1∥(r∂r)≤n+2S≤m−1φ∥L2(R(cθ))].

(10.49)

Step 3: Completing the proof. For n,m ≥ 0, we will show the L2–L2 estimate

∥(r∂r)nSmφ∥L2(R(θ)) ≲ C(Dn+m)∥S≤n+m+1φ∥L2(R(cn+m+1θ)) (10.50)

and the L2–L∞ estimate

u
1/2
0 r

1/2
0 ∥(r∂r)nSmφ∥L∞(R(θ)) ≲ C(Dn+m+2)∥S≤n+m+3φ∥L2(R(cn+m+3θ)). (10.51)

Note that (10.51) implies the desired L∞–L∞ estimate

∥(r∂r)nSmφ∥L∞(R(θ)) ≲ C(Dn+m+2)∥S≤n+m+3φ∥L∞(R(cn+m+3θ)) (10.52)

by the Hölder’s inequality ∥ψ∥L2(R(θ)) ≲ u
1/2
0 r

1/2
0 ∥ψ∥L∞(R(θ)).

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,

∥(r∂r)≤2Smφ∥L2(R(θ)) ≲ C(Dm)∥S≤m+2φ∥L2(R(cm+1θ)). (10.53)

An induction argument using lemma 10.3 and (10.35) shows that, for m ≥ 0,

∥r2□Smφ∥L2(R(θ)) ≲ C(Dm)∥S≤m+1φ∥L2(R(cmθ)). (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

u
1/2
0 r

1/2
0 ∥Smφ∥L∞(R(θ)) ≲ ∥S≤m+2ψ∥L2(R(cθ)) + ∥r2□Smφ∥L2(R(cθ)) ≲ C(Dm)∥S≤m+2φ∥L2(R(cm+1θ)).

(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

∥(r∂r)n+2Smφ∥L2(R(θ)) ≲ C(Dm, ∥(r∂r)≤n−1S≤mφ∥L∞(R(cθ)), ∥(r∂r)≤nS≤m−1φ∥L∞(R(cθ)))

[∥(r∂r)nS≤m+2φ∥L2(R(cθ)) + ∥(r∂r)≤n+1S≤mφ∥L2(R(cθ))].
(10.56)

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

u
1/2
0 r

1/2
0 ∥(r∂r)nSmφ∥L∞(R(θ)) ≲ (LHS of (10.56)). (10.57)

By the inductive hypotheses, we have

(LHS of (10.56)) ≲ C(Dn+m+1, ∥Sn+m+2φ∥L∞(R(cn+m+3θ))) · C(Dn+m+2)∥S≤n+m+3φ∥L2(R(cn+m+3θ)).

(10.58)

To conclude the proof, control ∥Sn+m+2φ∥L∞(R(cn+m+3θ)) ≤ C(Dn+m+2) and combine (10.56)–(10.58). □

Lemma 10.9. Let n,m ≥ 0 and let 0 ≤ k ≤ 2. We have

|(r2∂r)k(r∂r)nSmφ| ≤ C(n,m,Dn+m+5) in {r ≥ 5R•} ∩ {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 ψ0 = (r∂r)
n+1Smφ. By lemmas 10.6, 10.11 and 10.13 and the

induction hypothesis we have

|r3□ψ0| ≤ C(n,m,Dn+m+4)[r|(r∂r)≤n+3S≤m−1φ|+ r|(r∂r)≤n+2S≤mφ|]
≤ C(n,m,Dn+m+5)[r

−1|(r2∂r)2(r∂r)≤n+1S≤m−1φ|+ r−1|(r2∂r)2(r∂r)≤nS≤mφ|]
≤ C(n,m,Dn+m+5)[r

−1 + r−1|(r2∂r)2(r∂r)≤nS≤mφ|],
(10.60)

and by corollary 10.8, we have

|(r∂r)ψ0| ≤ r−1C(n,m,Dn+m+4). (10.61)

A computation (starting from (7.12)) for general ψ shows that

∂u((r
2∂r)(rψ)) = r3(−γ)□ψ + 2(ϖ − e2/r)(−γ)(r∂r)ψ − 2

r
(−ν)(r2∂r)(rψ). (10.62)

Specialize this equation to ψ = ψ0, integrate to Cout, where the data for ψ0 vanishes, and use (10.60)
and (10.61) and the inductive hypothesis to obtain

|(r2∂r)2(r∂r)nSmφ(u, v)| = |(r2∂r)(r(r∂r)n+1Smφ)(u, v)|

≤ C(n,m,Dn+m+5)
[∫ u

1

r−1(u′, v) du′ +

∫ u

1

r−1|(r2∂r)2(r∂r)nSmφ|(u′, v) du′
]
.

(10.63)

Grönwall’s inequality, the monotonicity r−1(u′, v) ≤ r−1(u, v) for u′ ∈ [1, u], and the estimate ur−1 ≤ 1 in
the region of interest give

|(r2∂r)2(r∂r)nSmφ(u, v)| ≤ C(n,m,Dn+m+5)ur
−1 exp(C(n,m,Dn+m+5)ur

−1) ≤ C(n,m,Dn+m+5)ur
−1,

(10.64)
This concludes the proof of lemma 10.9 for k = 2 and the pair (n,m). □

Lemma 10.10. We have

|U(r∂r)
nSmφ| ≲ C(n,m,Dn+m+2)[|USmφ|+ r−1|(r∂r)≤n+1S≤m−1φ|+ r−1|(r∂r)≤nS≤mφ|]. (10.65)
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Proof. Compute the wave equation (in the region {r ≥ 2R•})

U(r∂r) = O(r−1ϖ, (−γ))[r□+ U + r−1(r∂r)] (10.66)

It follows that, for n ≥ 1,

U(r∂r)
nSm = O(r−1ϖ, (−γ))[r□(r∂r)

n−1Sm + U(r∂r)
n−1Sm + r−1(r∂r)

nSm]. (10.67)

It follows from (10.46) and corollary 10.8 that (in the region {r ≥ 5R•})

|r2□(r∂r)
nSmφ| ≲ C(n,m,Dn+m+3)[|(r∂r)≤n+2S≤m−1φ|+ |(r∂r)≤n+1S≤mφ|]. (10.68)

Now (10.67) and (10.68) imply

|U(r∂r)
nSmφ| ≲ C(n,m,Dn+m+2)[r

−1|(r∂r)≤n+1S≤m−1φ|+ r−1|(r∂r)≤nS≤mφ|+ |U(r∂r)
n−1Smφ|]

(10.69)
We obtain lemma 10.10 from (10.69) by induction on n. □

10.3.2. Estimates for (r∂r)-derivatives of ϖ.

Lemma 10.11. For n ≥ 1 and m ≥ 0, we have

rτ1−ϵ|(r∂r)nSmϖ| ≤ C(ϵ, n,m,Dn+m+3) in {r ≥ 5R•}. (10.70)

For |α| ≥ 1, we have

τ1−ϵ|Γαϖ| ≤ C(ϵ, |α|,D|α|) in {r ≤ 5R•}. (10.71)

For m ≥ 1, we have

τ1−ϵ|Smϖ| ≤ C(ϵ, n, ) in {r ≥ 5R•}. (10.72)

Proof. The transport equation for ϖ is

r−1(r∂r)ϖ =
1

2
(1− µ)((r∂r)φ)

2 =s O(r−1ϖ)((r∂r)φ)
2. (10.73)

An induction argument implies that for n ≥ 1, we have

r−1(r∂r)
nSmϖ =s O(r−1S≤mϖ, r−1(r∂r)

1≤n−1S≤mφ)((r∂r)
≤nS≤mφ)2. (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 |α| ≥ 1,

|Γαϖ| ≤ τC(B<α)|Γ≤αφ|2 ≤ C(ϵ,D|α|)τ
−1+ϵ. (10.75)

It follows that, in the region {r ≥ 5R•}, for m ≥ 1,

|Smϖ|(u, r) ≤ |Smϖ|(u, 5R•) +

∫ r

5R•

|∂rSmϖ|(u, r′) dr′

≤ C(R•)|Smϖ|(u, 5R•) +

∫ r

5R•

O(r−1S≤mϖ)|(r∂r)S≤mφ|2(u, r′) dr′

≤ C(Dm)τ−1+ϵ + C(Dm+3)

∫ r

5R•

r−2τ−1+ϵ dr′

≤ C(Dm+3)τ
−1+ϵ,

(10.76)

which is (10.72). □

Lemma 10.12 (Asymptotic expansion of ϖ). In {r ≥ 5R•} ∩ {r ≥ u}, we have

ϖ(u, r) = ϖ|I(u) + Eϖ(u, r), (10.77)

where ϖI satisfies

|(u∂u)mϖ|I(u)| ≲ C(ϵ,m,Dm)min(rϵ, uϵ), (10.78)

and the error Eϖ satisfies

|(r∂r)n(u∂u)mEϖ| ≲ C(ϵ, n,m,Dn+m+5)r
−1 min(rϵ, uϵ). (10.79)
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Proof. Step 1: Proof of (10.79). Define

Eϖ(u, r) := −
∫ ∞

r

∂rϖ(u, r′) dr′ = −
∫ ∞

r

r′−2(r′2∂r)ϖ(u, r′) dr′ = −
∫ ∞

r

1

2
r′−2(1−µ)((r′2∂r)φ)2(u, r′) dr′,

(10.80)
so that (10.77) holds with ϖI(u) := limr→∞ϖ(u, r). It follows from lemmas 10.9 and 10.11 (after replacing
instances of u∂u with S − r∂r) that, for n ≥ 1,

|(r∂r)n(u∂u)mEϖ| ≲ r−2|(r∂r)≤n−1(u∂u)
≤m(1− µ)||(r2∂r)(r∂r)≤n−1(u∂u)

≤mφ|2

≲ C(n,m,Dn+m+4)r
−2.

(10.81)

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 u∂u with S − r∂r) to get

|(u∂u)mEϖ| ≲
∫ ∞

r

r′−2|(u∂u)≤m(1− µ)||(r′2∂r)(u∂u)≤mφ|2(u, r′) dr′

≲ C(ϵ, n,m,Dn+m+5)

∫ ∞

r

r′−2 min(rϵ, uϵ) dr′ ≲ C(ϵ, n,m,Dn+m+5)r
−1 min(rϵ, uϵ).

(10.82)

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 |(r2∂r)(u∂u)mϖ| ≲ C(m,Dm+5). This shows that (u∂u)

mϖ is integrable in r towards I, uniformly
on compact subsets of u. It follows from a fact in real analysis (as in the proof of lemma 8.11) that
(u∂u)

mϖ|I(u) = limr→∞((u∂u)
mϖ)(u, r). Then (10.78) follows from lemma 10.11 and proposition 8.4

(after replacing instances of u∂u with S − r∂r). □

10.3.3. Estimates for (r∂r)-derivatives of (−γ).

Lemma 10.13. For n,m ≥ 0, we have

rτ |U≤1(r∂r)
nSm log(−γ)| ≤ C(n,m,Dn+m+3) in {r ≥ 5R•}. (10.83)

Proof. When n = 0, this follows from proposition 8.13. When n ≥ 1, the transport equation for log(−γ)
gives

|U≤1(r∂r)
nSm log(−γ)| = U≤1(r∂r)

n−1Sm(r∂r) log(−γ) = |U≤1(r∂r)
n−1Sm((r∂r)φ)

2|
≲ |(r∂r)≤nS≤mφ|2 + |U(r∂r)

≤nS≤nφ|2.
(10.84)

Use lemma 10.10 and corollary 10.8, and the definition of the pointwise norm Pα,1 ≤ C(|α|,D|α|) to estimate

|U≤1(r∂r)
nSm log(−γ)| ≲ C(Dn+m+2)[|(r∂r)≤nS≤mφ|2 + |(r∂r)≤n+1S≤m−1φ|2 + |USmφ|2]

≲ C(n,m,Dn+m+3)r
−1τ−1.

(10.85)

□

Lemma 10.14 (Asymptotic expansion of (−γ)). In {r ≥ 5R•} ∩ {r ≥ u}, we have

(−γ)(u, r) = 1 + r−2F(−γ)(u) + E(−γ)(u, r), (10.86)

where F(−γ) and E(−γ) satisfy

|(u∂u)mF(−γ)| ≤ C(m,Dm+5) (10.87)

and

|(r∂r)n(u∂u)mE(−γ)| ≤ C(n,m,Dn+m+5)r
−3 (10.88)
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Proof. Step 1: Preliminary computations and the derivation of (10.86). Write K = r2∂r. Compute

K(−γ) = r−1(Kφ)2(−γ) (10.89)

K2(−γ) = −(Kφ)2(−γ) + r−1K2φ ·Kφ(−γ) + r−2(Kφ)4(−γ) (10.90)

K3(−γ) = −3K2φ ·Kφ(−γ)− 3r−1(Kφ)4(−γ) + r−1(K2φ)2(−γ) + 5r−2K2φ · (Kφ)3(−γ)
+ r−3(Kφ)6(−γ) + (r∂r)K

2φ ·Kφ(−γ) (10.91)

Next, define

E(−γ)(u, r) :=
∫ ∞

r

ρ−2

∫ ∞

ρ

ρ′−2

∫ ∞

ρ′
ρ′′−2K3(−γ)(u, ρ′′) dρ′′ dρ′ dρ, (10.92)

so that

1− (−γ)(u, r) =
∫ ∞

r

ρ−2K(−γ)(u, ρ) dρ = −r−1 lim
r→∞

K(−γ)(u, r)−
∫ ∞

r

ρ−2

∫ ∞

ρ

ρ′−2K2(−γ)(u, ρ′) dρ′ dρ

= −r−1 lim
r→∞

K(−γ)(u, r)− 2r−2 lim
r→∞

K2(−γ)(u, r)− E(−γ)(u, r).
(10.93)

From (10.89) and (10.90), the boundedness statement of lemma 10.9, and the gauge condition (−γ)|I = 1,
we see that

lim
r→∞

K(−γ)(u, r) = 0, lim
r→∞

K2(−γ)(u, r) = − lim
r→∞

(Kφ)2(u, r) (10.94)

It follows that (10.86) holds for F(−γ)(u) = −2 limr→∞(Kφ)2(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(Kφ)2 is bounded (which provides the integrability in r towards infinity, uniformly on
compact subsets of u), and K(u∂u)

≤mφ is bounded (since we can replace instances of u∂u by S − r∂r).

Step 3: Proof of (10.88). All terms on the right side of (10.91) are bounded by C(n,m,Dn+m+5) after
applications of (r∂r)

n(u∂u)
m, by lemma 10.9 (since we can replace instances of u∂u by S − r∂r). It follows

that all terms in (r∂r)
n(u∂u)

mE(−γ) are bounded by r−3 (with the constant just mentioned). □

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:

• Rfar = 5R•,
• Mc ∈ Z≥0,
• δc = 1/2
• Jc = 3,
• Kc = 0,
• ηc = 1,
• M0 ∈ Z≥0,
• A0 = C(ϖi, cH, rmin,M0,DM0+5),
• α0 = 3/4,
• ν0 = 1/4,
• D = C(DM0

),
• αd = 4,
• δd ∈ (0, 1],
• Jd = 3,
• Kd = 0,
• ηd = 1,

Let g = g be the spacetime metric on M. We now define Cartesian coordinates on M. Let (θ, ϕ) be the
standard local coordinate system on S2. Set

x0 = χ(r)(2v − r) + (1− χ(r))(2u+ r) (10.95)

and x1 = r sin θ cosϕ, x2 = r sin θ sinϕ, and x3 = r cos θ. Set

T := ∂x0 , (10.96)
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where ∂x0 is defined with respect to the coordinates (x0, x1, x2, x3). Define

ū := x0 − r + 3Rfar τ := x0 − χ>4Rfar
(r)(r − 3Rfar) (10.97)

for a cutoff function χ>4Rfar
(r) that is 0 when r ≤ 2Rfar and 1 when r ≥ 4Rfar. In particular, observe that

ū = 2u+ 3Rfar in {r ≥ Rfar}, (10.98)

and

Tτ = 1, and τ =

{
x0, in {r ≤ 2Rfar},
ū, in {r ≥ 4Rfar}.

(10.99)

Write (∂
(τ)
τ , ∂

(τ)
r ) for the coordinate derivatives in the (τ , r) coordinate system and (∂ū, ∂r) for the coordinate

derivatives in (ū, r)-coordinates. We will write M = Mnear ∪Mmed ∪Mwave for

Mnear := {(u, r) ∈ M : r ≤ 2Rfar, τ ≥ 1},
Mmed := {(u, r) ∈ M : Rfar ≤ r ≤ 400ū, τ ≥ 1},
Mwave := {(u, r) ∈ M : r ≥ 4ū, τ ≥ 1}.

(10.100)

and write Mfar := Mmed ∪Mwave.

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 x0.

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 (r, v)-coordinates.

Lemma 10.15. Fix a function m(τ , r). Let a be (2, 0)-tensor

a = aur(∂u ⊗ ∂r + ∂r ⊗ ∂u) + arr∂r ⊗ ∂r + r−2/a (10.101)

for /a
AB a (2, 0)-tensor on S2. Then in Mfar we have

|LnτTLm⟨r⟩∂(τ)
r

a| ≲n,m C(Dn+m)[|(u∂u)≤m(r∂r)
≤naur|+ |(u∂u)≤m(r∂r)

≤narr|+ r−2|/aAB |]. (10.102)

Similarly, if b takes the form

b = bvr(∂v ⊗ ∂r + ∂r ⊗ ∂v) + brr∂r ⊗ ∂r + r−2/b, (10.103)

then in Mnear we have

|LnτTLm⟨r⟩∂(τ)
r

b| ≲n,m C(Dn+m)
∑

n′,m′≥0
n′+m′=n+m

[|S≤m′
D≤n′

bvr|+ |S≤m′
D≤n′

brr|+ r−2|/bAB |. (10.104)

Finally, if a is a spherically symmetric smooth function, such that∑
m+n≤N

|Sm(r∂r)
na| ≲ m(τ , r) in Mfar, and

∑
m+n≤N

|SmDna| ≲ m(τ , r) in Mnear, (10.105)

then
a = ONΓ (m(τ , r)), (10.106)

where the OΓ notation is defined as in [29, Sec. 2.1.4].

One computes

g−1 = − 1

(−γ)
(∂ū ⊗ ∂r + ∂r ⊗ ∂ū) + (1− µ)∂r ⊗ ∂r + r−2

/̊γ
−1

(10.107)

and

g−1 =
1

κ
(∂r ⊗ ∂v + ∂v ⊗ ∂r) + (1− µ)∂r ⊗ ∂r + r−2

/̊γ
−1
. (10.108)

for /̊γ the round metric on the unit sphere.
In Mnear, by proposition 8.8, (10.108), and lemma 10.15, we have

g−1 = OMc

Γ (1), (10.109)
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which satisfies assumption (gBV 1).
For m−1 the inverse Minkowski metric, we have

g−1 −m−1 = (1− (−γ)−1)(∂ū ⊗ ∂r + ∂r ⊗ ∂ū)−
(2ϖ
r

− e2

r2

)
∂r ⊗ ∂r (10.110)

By lemmas 10.12, 10.14 and 10.15 and (10.107), and a Taylor expansion, we have

g−1 −m−1 = OMc

Γ (r−1+ϵ) in Mmed, (10.111)

where the implicit constant depends on ϵ,Mc, andDMc+5. This satisfies assumption (gBV 2) (with δc = 1/2).
By lemmas 10.12 and 10.14 and Taylor expansion, in Mwave we have the asymptotics

gur = −1 + r−2h̊ur2,0(u) + ϱ3[h
ur],

grr = r−1h̊rr1,0(u) + ϱ2[h
rr],

r2gAB = /̊γ
AB
,

(10.112)

where the unlisted components vanish, and where, in the notation of [29, Sec. 2.1.4],

h̊ur2,0 = OΓMc (1), and h̊rr1,0 = 2ϖ|I(u) = OΓ(u
ϵ), (10.113)

and

ϱ3[h
ur] = OMc

Γ (r−3), and ϱ2[h
rr] = Eϖ + r−2e2 = OMc

Γ (r−2uϵ). (10.114)

This satisfies assumption (gBV 3) (with ηc = 1 and δc = 1/2).

10.4.4. Stationary estimate. The assumption (SE1) is trivially satisfied, since M has no timelike boundary
components.

Define the inverse metric

(∞)g−1 := − (∂ū ⊗ ∂r + ∂r ⊗ ∂ū) +
(
1− ϖf

r
+

e2

r2

)
∂r ⊗ ∂r + r−2

/̊γ
−1

(10.115)

in (ū, r)-coordinates. Since Tr = 0, we have the stationarity property LT(
(∞)g) = 0. The stationary

estimate for the Reissner–Nordström metric (∞)g (with mass ϖf 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−1 to (∞)g−1, we have

g − (∞)g−1 := (1− (−γ)−1)(∂ū ⊗ ∂r + ∂r ⊗ ∂ū) +
ϖ −ϖf

r
∂r ⊗ ∂r. (10.116)

On Στ̄ ∩{r ≥ Rfar} (where Στ̄ is defined as in [29, Sec. 2.1.3]), the assumption (SE2) (with δc = 1/2) follows
from lemmas 10.11 and 10.13 (and an easy decay estimate for ϖ −ϖf that follows from the energy decay
established in section 6). The verification of assumption (SE2) in the region Στ ∩ {r ≤ Rfar} is done in
(v, r)-coordinates, and it is similar (but uses proposition 8.8). Thus assumption (SE2) holds.

10.4.5. Assumptions on the initial data. The assumption (DΣ1
) on the initial data is satisfied for our com-

pactly supported data (with D = C(DM0)), for any αd ∈ R and δd ∈ (0, 1]. Note that, although the data
hypersurface Σ1 leaves the region Rchar, the scalar field vanishes in the region Σ1 ∩Rc

char.

10.4.6. Assumptions on the scalar field. By the results of section 9 and lemma 10.15, we have

|SmDnφ| ≲ v−1+ϵ =⇒ φ = OM0

Γ (A0τ̄
−1+ϵ) in Mnear. (10.117)

By corollary 10.8 and lemma 10.15, we have

|Sm(r∂r)
nφ| ≲ u−1+ϵ =⇒ φ = OM0

Γ (A0ū
−1+ϵ) in Mmed. (10.118)

By corollary 10.8 and lemma 10.15, we have

|Sm(r∂r)
nφ| ≲ r−1/2−ϵu−1+2ϵ =⇒ φ = OM0

Γ (A0r
−1/2−ϵū−1+2ϵ) in Mwave. (10.119)

Taking ϵ = 1/4, the above three implications show that assumption (S) is satisfied with α0 = 3/4 and
ν0 = 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 Φ has no r−1 term in its expansion).

Lemma 10.16. In the notation of [29, Sec. 2.3], we have

Φ̊1,0(u) ≡ 0. (10.120)

Proof. Define Φ := rφ. From (7.12), we have

∂u∂vΦ = −2(ϖ − e2/r)

r3
κ(−ν)Φ =⇒ ∂u(r

3∂vΦ) +
3

r
(−ν)r3∂vΦ = −2(ϖ − e2/r)κ(−ν)Φ = O(u−1/2+ϵ).

(10.121)
By Grönwall’s inequality and the vanishing of the data on Cout, we have

|r3∂vΦ| ≲ u1/2+ϵeCu/r. (10.122)

In particular, if we define Φ̊0(u) := limv→∞ Φ(u, v), then (for r(u, v) ≥ u) we have

|Φ(u, v)− Φ̊0(u)| ≤
∫ ∞

v

|∂vΦ(u, v′)|dv′ ≲ r−2u1/2+ϵ. (10.123)

In particular, it follows that

Φ̊1,0(u) := lim
v→∞

r(u, v)(Φ(u, v)− Φ̊0(u)) ≡ 0, (10.124)

as desired. □

Theorem 10.17 (Sharp Price’s law result). There exists a universal large constant N ≥ 0 and small
constants ϵ, δ > 0 such that for every k ≥ 0, we have the following asymptotic along the event horizon

|(v∂v)kφ|H(v)− CkLv
−3| = O(v−3−δ), (10.125)

where the implicit constant depends on ϖi, cH, rmin, k, and Dmax(N,ϵ−1k). Moreover, for 0 ≤ k ≤ 2, we have

|(v̄∂v̄)kφ|H(v)− CkLv̄
−3| = O(v̄−3−δ), (10.126)

where v̄ and ∂v̄ 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 Jf := 2 and αf := 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 K1 = 0, we have

•
Φ(0)1,0 (u) =

•
Φ1,0 (u) = Φ̊1,0(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 ϵ > 0 small, M ≥ 0 large, and
an explicit constant C ̸= 0 such that for M0,Mc ≥M and δ > 0 sufficiently small, we have

φ(τ , r) = CLτ−3 +O
⌊ϵM⌋
Γ ((D +A0)τ

−3−δ) in {r ≤ τ1−2δ}, (10.128)

where L =
∫
I 2ϖ|I(u)φ(u) du is non-zero for solutions arising from generic Cauchy data, by [32, Thm. 4.3]

(to relate this expression for L 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 ≤ R0}, where τ = 2v − r, and performing
a Taylor expansion, we get

φ(r, v) = CLv−3 +O
⌊ϵM⌋
Γ (v−3−δ), (10.129)

where the implicit constant depends onϖi, cH, rmin, andDM . 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 − v̄∂v̄ = ρS + (1− ρ)vλU

S2 − (v̄∂v̄)
2 =s

∑
a,b,c≤1
a+b+c≥1

(S≤1ρ)a(S≤1(vλ))b(vλU(vλ))c{U, S}1≤2, (10.130)
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for some quantity ρ, together with the estimates

|S≤1ρ| ≲ v−1, |S≤1(vλ)| ≲ v−1, |vλU(vλ)| ≲ v−1. (10.131)

The upshot is that for 0 ≤ k ≤ 2,

|Skφ− (v̄∂v̄)
kφ| ≲ v−1|{U, S}1≤2φ| ≲ v−4, (10.132)

where the final estimate is due to (10.129). Noting that S = v∂v on the horizon, (10.126) now follows from
the above equation and (10.125). □

Appendix A. Proofs of vector field commutator calculations

Proof of lemma 2.11. From

V = (χ+ λ−1(1− χ))∂v + χλU, (A.1)

we obtain (2.46) and

V − ∂r = χ(λ− 1)∂r + χλU, (A.2)

which gives (2.47). From (A.1), one obtains (2.48):

∂v = F−1V − F−1χλU for F = (χ+ (1− χ)/λ) =s b0. (A.3)

□

Proof of (2.49). One obtains (2.49) by computing

S = χ(v∂v + vλU) + (1− χ)((r + u(−ν))∂r + u(−ν)U) (A.4)

and using (2.48). □

Proof of lemma 2.13. Use the transport equations for (−ν) and λ to compute

[∂r, U ] =s r
−2{1, ϖ, (1− µ)−1}[∂r + U ], (A.5)

and then use 1r≥R0(1− µ)−1 =s b0 and ϖ =s g0 to get (2.51).
We have

[∂r, ∂v] = [∂r, ∂v] + [∂r, λU ] = λ−2∂vλ∂v + λ−1∂vλU + λ[∂r, U ]. (A.6)

It follows that

[∂r, V ] = χ′(∂v − ∂r) + χλ−2∂vλ∂v + χλ−1∂vλU + χλ[∂r, U ]. (A.7)

Now use (2.48), write ∂v = λ[∂r + U ], and use (2.51) to obtain (2.52).
Now we compute [∂r, S]. First, compute

[∂r, S] = χ′(v∂v − (r∂r + u∂u)) + χ[∂r, v∂v] + (1− χ)∂r

= χ′(v∂v − (r∂r + u∂u))︸ ︷︷ ︸
:=(I)

+χv∂r

( κ

(−γ)

)
∂v︸ ︷︷ ︸

:=(II)

+(1− χ)∂r (A.8)

We now treat term (I). Observe that

∂r = λ−1∂v − U ∂u =
(−γ)
κ

∂v. (A.9)

From this we claim that

(I) =s 1R•≤r≤2R•B0D (A.10)

Indeed, we have

(I) = χ′
(
v − u

(−γ)
κ

− r

λ

)
∂v + χ′rU

= χ′(v − u− r)∂v + χ′(
u

κ
(κ− (−γ)) + r(1− λ−1)) + χ′rU

=s 1R•≤r≤2R•B0∂v + 1R•≤r≤2R•U,

(A.11)

and using ∂v = ∂v + λU and (2.48) gives (A.10). For term (II), write

(II) = χv∂r

( κ

(−γ)

)
∂v =s b0(χ(−γ)−1vDκ+ χκ(−γ)−2vD(−γ))D, (A.12)
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so that
1r≥R0(II) =s 1R0≤r≤2R•BVD. (A.13)

Combine (A.10) and (A.13) with (A.8) to conclude (2.53). □

Proof of lemma 2.14. First we compute [U, V ]. Since U and ∂v commute, we have

[U, V ] = χ′(∂r − ∂v) + (1− χ)[U, ∂r]. (A.14)

Use (2.48) and (2.51) to conclude.
Next, we compute [U, S]. Since U and v∂v commute, we have

[U, S] = −χ′(v∂v − (r∂r + u∂u)) + (1− χ)[U, r∂r + u∂u]. (A.15)

As shown in (A.10), the first term is of the schematic form 1R•≤r≤2R•B0D. To treat the second term, we
compute using (A.9) that

[U, ∂r] = −Uλ
λ2

∂v =s r
−2{1, ϖ, (1− µ)−1}∂v [U, ∂u] = U

( (−γ)
κ

)
∂v, (A.16)

which implies

[U, r∂r + u∂u] = −∂r +
1

(−ν)
∂u +

(
−rUλ

λ2
+ uU

( (−γ)
κ

))
∂v. (A.17)

Since −∂r + (−ν)−1∂u = U and the coefficient of the final term consists has the structure r−1g0 + r−1GU ,
the desired (2.55) follows from (A.15).

Now we compute [V, S]. Use (A.9) to obtain the following identities:

[∂v, v∂v] = ∂v, (A.18)

[∂v, r∂r + u∂u] =
(
r∂vλ

−1 + u∂v

( (−γ)
κ

)
+ 1

)
∂v, (A.19)

[∂r, v∂v] = v∂r

( κ

(−γ)

)
∂u, (A.20)

[∂r, r∂r + u∂u] = ∂r. (A.21)

It follows that

χ[∂v, S]− χ2∂v = χ(1− χ)
(
r∂vλ

−1 + u∂v

( (−γ)
κ

)
+ 1

)
∂v =s 1R•≤r≤2R•BVD. (A.22)

and

(1−χ)[∂r, S]−(1−χ)2∂r = χ′(1−χ)(v∂v−(r∂r+u∂u))+χ(1−χ)v∂r
( κ

(−γ)

)
∂u =s 1R•≤r≤2R•BVD (A.23)

To conclude, note that
[V, S]− χ2∂v − (1− χ)2∂r =s 1R•≤r≤2R•b0D. (A.24)

and
χ2∂v + (1− χ)2∂r − V =s 1R•≤r≤2R•b0D. (A.25)

□

Proof of lemma 2.15. The strategy is to use an induction argument to simultaneously prove the following
two estimates

[U,L] =s O(Bα−S+V , r
−1Gα−S+U )[UΓ≤α−S + r−2gα−VDΓ≤α−V + r−1Gα−S+UDΓ≤α−S ] (A.26)

[V,L] =s V Γ≤α−S +O(Bα−S+V , r
−1Gα−S+U )r

−2DΓ≤α−U . (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 Cα (see (2.43)). To streamline the notation, we schematically write “goodUβ ”

(resp. “goodVβ ” and “goodV
2

β ”) for terms appearing on the right side of (A.26) (resp. (2.60) and (A.27)) for

the multi-index β. Observe that goodUβ =s good
U
α whenever β ≤ α (and the analogous statements hold for

the schematic quantities “goodVβ ” and “goodV
2

β ”).

Step 1: Proof of (A.26) and (A.27). Both sides of both equations vanish when |α| = 0. when |α| = 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 ≤ α and ≤ α′ (with |α|, |α′| ≥ 1).
We will show that they hold for multi-indices ≤ α+ α′. Before proceeding, we note that (A.26) and (A.27)
for multi-indices ≤ α imply

[D,Γ≤α] =s O(Bα−S+V , r
−1Gα−S+U )DΓ≤α−U . (A.28)

Step 1a: Proof of (A.26). The induction hypothesis for (A.26) with multi-indices ≤ α implies

O(Bα+α′−S+V , r
−1Gα+α′−S+U )[U,Γ

≤α]Γ≤α′
=s good

U
α+α′ (A.29)

We now use (A.26) for multi-indices ≤ α′ to compute

Γ≤α[U,Γ≤α′
] =s O(Bα+α′−S+V , r

−1Gα+α′−S+U )[Γ
≤αUΓ≤α′−S + r−2gα+α′−V Γ

≤αDΓ≤α′−V

+ r−1gα+α′−S+UΓ
≤αDΓ≤α′−S ]

=s O(Bα+α′−S+V , r
−1Gα+α′−S+U )[[U,Γ

≤α]Γ≤α′−S + r−2gα+α′−V [D,Γ
≤α]Γ≤α′−V

+ r−1gα+α′−S+U [D,Γ
≤α]Γ≤α′−S ] + goodUα+α′

=s good
U
α+α′ .

(A.30)

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 ≤ α+ α′.

Step 1b: Proof of (A.27). The induction hypothesis for (A.27) with multi-indices ≤ α implies

[V,Γ≤α]Γ≤α′
=s good

V
α+α′ . (A.31)

We now use (A.27) for multi-indices ≤ α′ and (A.28) and (A.31) for multi-indices ≤ α to compute

Γ≤α[V,Γ≤α′
] =s Γ

≤αV Γ≤α−S +O(Bα+α′−S+V , r
−1Gα+α′−S+U )r

−2Γ≤αDΓ≤α′−U =s good
V
α+α′ . (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 ≤ α+ α′.

Step 2: Proof of (2.60) given (A.26) and (A.27). We now show that (2.60) holds for multi-indices ≤ α if
(A.26) and (A.27) do.

V [V,Γ≤α] =s V
2Γ≤α−S +O(Bα−S+V+V , r

−1Gα−S+U+V )r
−2V DΓ≤α−U

=s good
V 2

α +O(Bα−S+V+V , r
−1Gα−S+U+V )r

−2[D,V ]Γ≤α−U

=s good
V 2

α .

(A.33)

To pass to the last line we used (2.54) and absorbed the r−2g0 term into the O term. Use (A.33) to establish

[V,Γ≤α]V =s V Γ≤α−SV + goodV
2

α =s V [V,Γ≤α−S ] + goodV
2

α (A.34)

Sum (A.33) and (A.34) to conclude (2.60) for multi-indices ≤ α. □

Proof of lemma 2.16. Write L = L1UL2 for Li ∈ Γαi and α = α1 + α2 + U , where αi ≥ 0. Set L′ = L1L2,
and use (A.26) to compute L− UL′ = −[U,L1]L2, noting that L1 ∈ Γ≤α−U :

L− UL′ =s O(Bα−U−S+V , r
−1Gα−S)[UΓ≤α−U−S + r−2gα−U−VDΓ≤α−U−V + r−1Gα−SDΓ≤α−U−S ]

= O(Bα−U−S+V , r
−1Gα−S)[UΓ≤α−U−V + r−2gα−U−V V Γ≤α−U−V + r−1Gα−SV Γ≤α−U−S ]

(A.35)

□

Proof of lemma 2.17. If |α| ≤ 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 = L1Γ1Γ2L2 and
L′ = L1Γ2Γ1L2, where Li ∈ Γαi and Γi ∈ Γβi for |βi| = 1 and αi ≥ 0 and α = α1 +α2 + β1 + β2. Inspecting
lemma 2.14 shows that

[Γ1,Γ2] =s [1 + r−2gβ1+β2−U−V + r−1Gβ1+β2−S +Bβ1+β2−S ]D =s C≤β1+β2−SD, (A.36)
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and so

L− L′ = L1[Γ1,Γ2]L2 =s C≤α1+β1+β2−SΓ
≤α1DΓ≤α2 =s C≤α−SDΓ≤α1+α2 =s C≤α−SDΓ≤α−β1−β2 . (A.37)

In the final equality we used the consequence [D,Γβ ] =s C<βDΓ≤β−1 of lemma 2.15. If β1 = β2, then
Γ1 = Γ2, so L− L′ = 0. We can therefore suppose β1 ̸= β2, in which case β1 + β2 ≥ U + V . This concludes
the proof. □

Proof of lemma 2.18. We first prove (2.64). Use (2.15) to compute

∂vU = ∂v(−ν)−1∂u + (−ν)−1∂u∂v = κ□+
2(ϖ − e2/r)

r2
κU − r−1(λU − ∂v) (A.38)

and use (2.48) to conclude.
Now we prove (2.63). We first prove the formula with V U on the left side. By (2.17) and U = −∂r, we

have
∂vU = κ□+ κ(1− µ)U2 − r−1κ(2− 2r−1ϖ)U + r−1∂v =s b0[□+ r−1D + U2]. (A.39)

By (2.64), we have

1r≥R0
∂rU =s b0[□+ r−1D]. (A.40)

The claim with UV on the left now follows from (A.39) and (A.40) and the expression V = χ∂v +(1−χ)∂r.
To complete the proof, note that [U, V ] =s b0r

−1D by (A.14). □

Proof of lemma 2.19. A direct computation shows that

[□, U ] +
2(ϖ − e2/r)

r2
U2 =

Uκ

κ
□+

2

r2

[
−1 +

2ϖ

r
+

1

2

rUκ

κ

(
1− e2

r2
)]
U +

1

r2
1

κ
∂v

=s bU [□+ r−2V + r−2U ],

(A.41)

which is (2.65).
A similar computation shows that

χ[□, ∂v] =
χ∂vκ

κ
□+

χ∂vλ

κ
U2 − 2

r

[
−r−1χ∂vϖ +

χ∂vκ

κ
(1−ϖ/r)

]
U

=s 1r≤2R•bV [□+ r−2V + r−2U + U2]
(A.42)

where we used the fact that bV can depend on R•. Similarly, one computes

(1− χ)[□, ∂r]− (1− χ)
2(ϖ − e2/r)

r2
∂
2

r =
(1− χ)∂r(−γ)

(−γ)
□+

2

r2

[
−1 +

2ϖ

r
+

1

2

r∂r(−γ)
(−γ)

(
1− e2

r2
)]
(1− χ)∂r

− 1

r2
1

(−γ)
(1− χ)∂u

=s bV [□+ r−2gV V + r−2U ].

(A.43)

A direct computation shows that

G∂
2

r = V 2 + E (A.44)

for G = (1 + 2χ(λ − 1) + χ2(λ − 1)2) and E =s 1r≤2R•bV [D + U2]. Since r(λ − 1) =s B
◦
0, we find that G

does not vanish and (1− χ)G−1 =s 1r≥R•B
◦
0 when R• is large enough depending on B◦

0. We next compute

[□, V ] = χ[□, ∂v] + (1− χ)[□, ∂r] + [□, χ](∂v − ∂r) (A.45)

and
[□, χ] =s 1R•≤r≤2R•B

◦
0[1 +D] (A.46)

for R• large enough depending on B◦
0 (due to the occurrence of F−1 for F =s 1r≥R•(1+χ(1−λ)−1)). Since

1R•≤r≤2R•(∂v − ∂r) =s b0D, we can use (2.63) to compute

[□, χ](∂v − ∂r) =s 1R•≤r≤2R•B
◦
0[V

2 +D + U2] (A.47)

Combine (A.42)–(A.47) to obtain (2.66).
Write S := v∂v and S := r∂r + u∂u. One computes explicitly

[□, S] =
(
1 +

Sκ

κ

)
□− 2

r2

[
−Sϖ +

(
1 +

Sκ

κ

)
(r −ϖ)

]
U +

1

κ
(Sλ+ λ)U2. (A.48)
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and

[□, S] =
(
2 +

S(−γ)
(−γ)

)
□+

S(−ν)
(−γ)

∂
2

r +
2

r2

[
ϖ − Sϖ +

rS(−γ)
(−γ)

(1− r−1ϖ)
]
∂r. (A.49)

Since

[□, S] = χ[□, S] + (1− χ)[□, S] + [□, χ](S − S), (A.50)

and

S − S =s 1R•≤r≤2R•bSDD
≤1, (A.51)

we conclude (2.67) using similar arguments to those used in the computation of [□, V ]. □

Proof of lemma 2.19. Schematically write “goodα” for terms appearing on the right side of (2.69) when
L ∈ Γα. With this notation, (2.69) reads

[□, L] + αUfUUL+ αV fV V L =s goodα. (A.52)

Let α and α′ be multi-indices with |α|, |α′| ≥ 1. Suppose that (2.69) holds for all operators in Γ≤α and in

Γ≤α′
. We will show that if L ∈ Γα and L′ ∈ Γα

′
, then (2.69) holds for LL′ ∈ Γα+α

′
.

Step 0: The base cases |α| ≤ 1. If |α| = 0, then L = 1, so both sides of (2.69) vanish. If |α| = 1, then
L ∈ {U, V, S}, and so (2.69) follows from inspection of lemma 2.19. From now on we can suppose that
|α|, |α′| ≥ 1.

Step 1: Differentiating the right side of (2.69). We will use lemma 2.15 to show that

Γ≤αgoodα′ =s goodα+α′ . (A.53)

To start, we have

Γ≤αgoodα′ =s bα+α′ [Γ≤αΓ≤α′−1□︸ ︷︷ ︸
(I)

+ r−1gα+α′Γ≤αV 2Γ≤α′−S︸ ︷︷ ︸
(II)

+ r−2gα+α′Γ≤αV Γ≤α′−1︸ ︷︷ ︸
(III)

+ r−2gα+α′Γ≤αUΓ<α
′︸ ︷︷ ︸

(IV)

].
(A.54)

We handle the terms in the square brackets one by one. Clearly

(I) =s Γ
≤α+α′−1□ =s goodα+α′ . (A.55)

We now develop term (II) using lemma 2.15:

(II) =s r
−1gα+α′ [V 2Γ≤α+α′−S + C<α+V r−2DΓ≤α+α′−U−S+V ]

=s goodα+α′ + r−1bα+α′gα+α′r−2DΓ≤α+α′−1 =s goodα+α′

(A.56)

To pass to the second line we used the fact that term (II) vanishes unless α′
S > 0, so

C<α+V =s C<α+α′−S+V = C<α+α′ =s bα+α′ . (A.57)

From lemma 2.15, we handle term (III):

(III) =s r
−2gα+α′ [V Γ≤α+α′−1 + C<αr−2DΓ≤α+α′−U−1]

=s goodα+α′ + r−2bαgα+α′DΓ≤α+α′−U−1 =s goodα+α′ ,
(A.58)

where in passing to the second line we recalled that C<α =s bα (see (2.39) and (2.43)). We handle term (IV)
similarly using lemma 2.15:

(IV) =s r
−2gα+α′ [UΓ<α+α

′
+ C<α[UΓ<α+α

′−S + r−2G<αDΓ<α+α
′−V + r−1G<αDΓ<α+α

′−S ]]

=s goodα+α′ + r−2bαgα+α′ [UΓ<α+α
′
+ V Γ≤α+α′−1] =s goodα+α′ .

(A.59)

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

L[□, L′] + α′
UfUULL

′ + α′
V fV V LL

′ =s goodα+α′ . (A.60)
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Let X ∈ {U, V }. Since fU , fV ∈ r−2B◦
0g0, we have Γ≤αfX =s r

−2Bαgα =s r
−2Gα. Use this to compute

[Γ≤α, fXX] =s [Γ
≤α, fX ]X + fX [Γ≤α, X] =s

∑
α1+α2≤α
|α1|≥1

(Γα1fX)Γα2X + fX [Γ≤α, X]

=s

∑
α1+α2≤α

(Γα1fX)[X,Γα2 ] +
∑

α1+α2≤α
|α1|≥1

(Γα1fX)XΓα2

=s (Γ
≤αfX)[XΓ≤α−1 + [X,Γ≤α]] =s r

−2Gα[XΓ≤α−1 + [X,Γ≤α]].

(A.61)

Using (A.61) and lemma 2.15 and Gα =s gα+α′ (since |α′| > 1 implies α < α+ α′), we compute

L(α′
UfUUL

′ + α′
V fV V L

′)− α′
UfUULL

′ − α′
V fV V LL

′

=s α
′
U [L, fUU ]L′ + α′

V [L, fV V ]L′ =s [L, fDD]L′

=s r
−2Gα[XΓ≤α+α′−1 + [X,Γ≤α]L′]

=s r
−2gα+α′ [XΓ≤α+α′−1 + [X,Γ≤α]L′]

=s goodα+α′ + r−2gα+α′C<αDΓ≤α+α′−U =s goodα+α′ .

(A.62)

To complete the proof of (A.60), combine (2.69) for the multi-index α with (A.62), and then apply (A.53),
recalling that L ∈ Γα:

L[□, L′] + α′
UfUULL

′ + α′
V fV V LL

′ = L([□, L′] + α′
UfUUL

′ + α′
V fV V L

′)

−
(
L(α′

UfUUL
′ + α′

V fV V L
′)− α′

UfUULL
′ − α′

V fV V LL
′)

=s L(goodα′) + goodα+α′ =s goodα+α′ .

(A.63)

Step 3: Acting on (2.69) from the right. We now show that

[□, L]L′ + αUfUULL
′ + αV fV V LL

′ =s goodα+α′ . (A.64)

Act on both sides of (2.69) for L ∈ Γα with L′ ∈ Γα
′
on the right to get

[□, L]L′ + αUfUULL
′ + αV fV V LL

′ =s bαΓ
≤α−1□L′ + goodα+α′ =s bαΓ

≤α−1[□, L′] + goodα+α′ . (A.65)

By (A.60) and lemma 2.15 and the inductive hypothesis, we have Γ≤α−1[□, L′] =s goodα+α′ , and substituting
this into (A.65) proves (A.64).

Step 4: Completing the induction. Add (A.60) and (A.64) to get

[□, LL′] + (αU + α′
U )fUULL

′ + (αV + α′
V )fV V LL

′ = L[□, L′] + α′
UfUULL

′ + α′
V fV V LL

′

+ [□, L]L′ + αUfUULL
′ + αV fV V LL

′

=s goodα+α′ .

(A.66)

We have now shown that (2.69) for L ∈ Γα and L′ ∈ Γα implies (2.69) for LL′ ∈ Γα+α
′
. Since we established

(2.69) for |α| ≤ 1 in Step 0, an induction argument concludes (2.69) for all α. □

Proof of corollary 2.21. We can assume |α| ≥ 1, since the case α = 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 =s b0[∂v + 1r≤2R•U ], (A.67)

rV 2Γ≤α−S =s B0[1r≥R•∂v(rΓ
<αφ) + ∂vΓ

<αφ+ 1r≤2R•UΓ<αφ]. (A.68)

First, recall that (A.67) was proved in lemma 2.11. To prove (A.68), it is enough to consider the quantity
1r≥R•rV

2Γ≤α−S , since 1r≤2R•rV
2Γ≤α−S =s B0V Γ≤α−S+V =s B0V Γ<α is handled by (A.67). Use (A.67)

to rewrite the first V in terms of ∂v and U , then use ∂vr = λ =s b0 to commute r past ∂v, 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 fU ≥ 0 and the triangle inequality, we have

r2−sULφ□Lφ = −αUr2−sfU (ULφ)2 − αV r
2−sfV ULφV Lφ

+ r2−s(ULφ)(□Lφ+ αufUULφ+ αV fV V Lφ)

≤ αV |r2−sfV ||ULφ||V Lφ|︸ ︷︷ ︸
:=(I)

+ r2−s|ULφ||□Lφ+ αUfUULφ+ αV fV V Lφ|︸ ︷︷ ︸
:=(II)

.
(A.69)

Term (I) vanishes unless αV > 0, namely unless L contains a V . In this case, use lemma 2.17 and the wave
equation (2.63) to rewrite

1αV >0ULφ =s bα[□Γ<αφ+DΓ<α]. (A.70)

Control term (I) using lemma 2.20 and (A.67) and (A.70) and |r2−sfV | ≤ C(Gα,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

r2−s|∂vLφ||□Lφ| ≤ αU |r2−sfU ||ULφ||∂vLφ|︸ ︷︷ ︸
:=(I)

+ r2−s|∂vLφ||□Lφ+ αUfUULφ+ αV fV V Lφ|︸ ︷︷ ︸
:=(II)

+ αV |r2−sfV ||∂vLφ||V Lφ|︸ ︷︷ ︸
:=(III)

.
(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 ∂vU =s b0[□+ r−1D] from (2.64). It is important
here that ∂vU produces a wave equation with no U2-term; such a term would produce U2Γ≤α−U =s UΓ≤α,
and this top-order term is not admissible. The analogous term in Step 2 was U2Γ≤α−V =s UΓ<α, which is
a lower order term. For term (III), use (A.67) and |r2−sfV | ≤ C(B◦

0, g0) to get

(III) ≤ 1r≥R•C((B
◦
0, g0, α)|∂vLφ|(|ULφ|+ |∂vLφ|). (A.72)

□
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