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ABSTRACT. We study the Klein—Gordon equation Og, ,,,% — N%{GQZJ = 0 on subextremal Kerr—

de Sitter black hole backgrounds with parameters (a, M,1), where 1?2 = % We prove boundedness
and Morawetz estimates assuming an appropriate mode stability statement for real frequency
solutions of Carter’s radial ode. Our results in particular apply in the very slowly rotating case |a| «
M, 1, and in the case where the solution v is axisymmetric. This generalizes the work of Dafermos—
Rodnianski [14] on Schwarzschild—de Sitter.

The boundedness and Morawetz results of the present paper will be used in our companion [43]
to prove a ‘relatively non-degenerate integrated estimate’ for subextremal Kerr—de Sitter black
holes (and as a consequence exponential decay). In a forthcoming paper [42], this will immediately
yield nonlinear stability results for quasilinear wave equations on subextremal Kerr-de Sitter
backgrounds.
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1. INTRODUCTION

A fundamental class of solutions of Einstein’s equation with a positive cosmological constant A > 0,
in the absence of matter

(1.1) Riclg] -Ag=0, A>0

is the Kerr—de Sitter family of black hole solutions

(1.2) (M, ga,n1,1)s

see [7, 8]. These are the analogues of the Kerr black holes, which solve (1.1) with A = 0. The

parameters (a, M,1) represent respectively the angular momentum per unit mass a, the mass M of
the black hole and a quantity related to the cosmological constant A >0 via

(1.3) =\ 5

The spacetime metric (1.2), in Boyer—Lindquist coordinates (¢,r,0, ), takes the form
Ag(r? +a?)? - Aa®sin? 6 2A9(7~2+a2)—A
S 2e\r ra )74

2 2
Gy = dr? + Lo do + ) in2 0dip? - 20”2 isin® 0dpdt
(1.4) 0 , 0F =P
A - Aga®sin®6 o
- dt,
p
2 2
see already Section 2.3, with Ag =1+ 75 cos?, p?> =r?+acos?h, ==1+ 7z > Where
2
(1.5) A(r) = (r* + a?) (1 -5 |- 2Mr.

Note that in the non-rotating case a = 0 the metric (1.4) reduces to the Schwarzschild-de Sitter
metric
2M A 1
(1.6) QM,A:—(1—T—§r2)dt2+md72+r2d‘7§2’
r 3
where dog2 is the standard metric of the unit sphere.
In this paper we revisit the study of the Klein—-Gordon equation

(1'7) Dga,M,zw - :ui(Gd} =0,
2

with mass p% > 0 (the case ke = 0 is called the ‘wave equation’ and the case p% = 2 the
conformally coupled case) on a subextremal Kerr—de Sitter spacetime. We call the Kerr—de Sitter
black hole triad (a, M,l) subextremal, when the polynomial A, see (1.5), attains four distinct real
roots, see already Definition 2.2. The Klein-Gordon equation (1.7) has been extensively studied in
the case A > 0 in recent years [53, 17, 19, 18, 20, 46, 52, 50, 44, 58, 60, 4]. For the study of the
Klein—-Gordon equation (1.7) on A < 0 spacetimes, see [37, 31, 35, 36, 59].

We prove boundedness and degenerate Morawetz estimates (Theorem 1) for solutions of the
Klein—-Gordon equation (1.7) with mass p% > 0 on a subextremal Kerr—de Sitter spacetime, with
parameters (a, M,1), under the following condition:

(MS): mode stability on the real axis for Carter’s radial ode holds on a curve in subextremal

parameter space connecting (a, M) to the subextremal Schwarzschild—de Sitter family.

We will show moreover that (MS) holds in the very slowly rotating case |a| <« M,[. This generalizes
the work of Dafermos-Rodnianski [14] on Schwarzschild-de Sitter (¢ = 0) and is based on the
framework of [17] which proved boundedness and Morawetz estimates for Kerr (A = 0). In the
special case where 1) is axisymmetric our results hold for (a, M,1) in the full subextremal range.
To prove Theorem 1 we follow the strategy of [17], namely we reduce the problem to constructing
suitable fixed frequency energy multipliers for Carter’s ode, see already (1.12). Two major difficulties
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are superradiance and trapping. We note that in the Kerr—de Sitter case, for certain black hole
parameters, the spacetime admits trapping that corresponds to w = 0, |m| > 1 frequencies, unlike
the asymptotically flat Kerr case where trapping occurs only for frequencies |w| > 1. To reduce
the problem to an analysis of real frequencies, we also appeal to a continuity argument in the
parameters a, M starting from Schwarzschild—de Sitter a = 0, see already Section 9 (this explains the
precise form of the (MS) assumption). In contrast to the A = 0 case, it is not known if (MS) holds
for all subextremal black hole parameters (a, M,!), say for the important special cases M%{G =0
or Ui = % For general ;i > 0, then (MS) is not expected to hold for all subextremal (a, M, ),
see [53] for a mode instability result in the A = 0 case.

In our companion [43], we prove a ‘relatively non-degenerate’ integrated energy estimate for
solutions of (1.7) under the condition (MS). For this, we introduce a novel operator G, for the
entire subextremal range of Kerr—de Sitter black holes, thus generalizing our previous work [44] on
Schwarzschild—de Sitter, and we use this commutation in conjunction with the result of Theorem 1.
Note that the commutation with G had been previously studied by Holzegel-Kauffman in the A =0
Schwarzschild case, see [32], to treat the wave equation with small first order error terms. Moreover,
see the recent work [33] where the authors define a related G commutation for the asymptotically
flat A = 0 Kerr black hole. An immediate Corollary of the ‘relatively non-degenerate’ integrated
estimate of our [43] is exponential decay for solutions of equation (1.7).

In our forthcoming [42], we use [43] to give an elementary proof of stability results for quasilinear
wave equations on Kerr—de Sitter black hole backgrounds, assuming only (MS).

1.1. Previous results on Kerr(—de Sitter) backgrounds. We briefly mention some previous
results for linear and non-linear waves on black hole backgrounds. For a more complete discussion,
see our previous [14, 45].

Concerning linear results, in addition to [14] to be discussed extensively in Section 1.2, note
the proof of exponential decay for solutions of the wave equation on Schwarzschild—de Sitter away
from the event horizon H* and the cosmological horizon H*, by Bony-Hifner [5], and the proof
of exponential decay for the solutions of the wave equation on Kerr—de Sitter up to and including
the event horizon H* and the cosmological horizon H*, by Dyatlov [19, 15]. Moreover, we refer
the reader to the following additional linear results [5, 4, 19, 18, 58, 60, 17, 62, 54, 56, 40, 22] and
references therein. See especially the more recent work of Petersen—Vasy [18], as well as the partial
mode stability result on Kerr—de Sitter of Casals—Teixeira da Costa [10] and the recent work of
Hintz [26], which will be mentioned later in the paper. For a numerical study of modes on Kerr—
de Sitter spacetime see the work [63], where in fact the authors did not find any growing mode
solutions in the conformal case u3. = % for the full subextremal range.

Concerning non-linear results, note first the remarkable proof by Hintz—Vasy of non-linear stability
of the slowly rotating Kerr—de Sitter black hole [30] and the more recent result of Fang [21]. Moreover,
for the study of non-linear wave equations on A > 0 spacetimes we refer the reader to [30, 27, 28, 29,

], and for non-linear wave equations on A = 0 spacetimes we refer the reader to [12, 38, 39, 13, 24]
and references therein.

Finally, for the study of the wave equation on extremal black holes see the works of Aretakis and
Galjic [2, 3, 23]. Moreover, for mode stability on extremal Kerr spacetimes see work of Teixeira da
Costa [57].

1.2. Review of [141] and [17]. The present paper is a generalization of the results of Dafermos—
Rodnianski [14] on Schwarzschild—de Sitter and also uses the strategy of proof of Dafermos—Rodnianski-
Shlapentokh-Rothman on Kerr [17]. We review these results here.

1.2.1. The Morawetz (degenerate integrated decay) estimate of [11] on Schwarzschild—de Sitter. We
define the following system of ‘special’ hyperboloidal coordinates

(1.8) ({771’97(25)
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that relate to the usual Schwarzschild—de Sitter coordinates (¢,7,0,¢) as follows:

N G () R S
(19) t—t—/?:Ml_aM_ATQ, g(?")—m 1+ ” .

3

For the definitions of the coordinates (1.8) also see our previous [44]. Moreover, note that {t = 7},
for 7 > 0, are spacelike hypersurfaces that connect the event horizon H* with the cosmological
horizon H* and foliate the causal past of the horizons H*,H". The specific choice of the coordi-
nates (1.8) is also intimately connected to the nature of trapping at r = 3M. Note that at r = 3M
we have ¢(9,09,) =0.

In [14], Dafermos-Rodnianski studied the solutions v of the wave equation ((1.7) with p%. = 0)
and proved the following Morawetz type (degenerate integrated decay) energy estimate

oy [Tar [ @ (1-2F) (@ 19uf)s [ @) s @) +IYof,

for all 0 < 71 < 79, where Y is the covariant derivative of the fixed r-spheres. The degeneration of
(1.10) at the photon sphere r = 3M is necessitated by the obstructions of [55, 51]. Remarkably, the
Morawetz estimate (1.10) does not degenerate at the horizon, due to the redshift effect, which can
be captured by a multiplier current, see [15].

Faster than any polynomial decay for solutions of the wave equation on a Schwarzschild—de Sitter
background is an immediate corollary of the Morawetz estimate (1.10) suitable commutations and
an iterative argument, see [17]. (We note, however, that exponential decay for solutions in Sobolev
spaces does not follow immediately from (1.10).)

1.2.2. The Morawetz estimate of [17] on A = 0 Kerr. We here review the proof of the Morawetz
estimate for the wave equation on subextremal Kerr exteriors of [17].

In [17] the authors used Carter’s separation of variables for the wave operator on Kerr, see [0].
Specifically, let r* be the tortoise coordinate, see [17, 16], and ' = d‘:*. Carter’s radial ode reads
(1.11) u"+(wQ—V(r*,w,m,)\gsz")))u:H,

where w denotes the time frequency, m denotes the azimuthal frequency and )\ESZ") denotes a fre-
quency associated with the eigenvalues of the angular part of Carter’s separation, where £ > |m).
Note that in [17] the error term H is associated with a time cut-off.

The paper [17] divided the frequency space {(w,m, )\7(52‘)) )} into frequency regimes and constructed
energy currents for the ode (1.11) in each of these regimes in order to prove frequency localised energy

estimates. To treat the non-stationary bounded frequencies (|w|,)\fzzJ) ~ 1), the authors utilized a
flux bound on the horizon, which holds for the entire subextremal family of Kerr black holes. They
inferred this bound from a quantitative version of mode stability on the real axis Imw = 0, proved by
Shlapentokh-Rothman [54]. (See already Proposition 6.7 for such an estimate in the setting of the
present paper, given the assumption (MS).) For the original proof of mode stability on the upper
half plane Imw > 0 see the seminal work of Whiting [62].

To justify the frequency analysis of [17], based entirely on real frequencies w € R, the authors
appealed to a novel continuity argument in the rotation parameter a. Namely, the authors first
proved their Morawetz estimate for ‘future integrable’ solutions of the wave equation, for which
the Fourier inversion formula holds. Then, by utilizing a continuity argument in the rotation pa-
rameter a (starting from a = 0, for which the result indeed holds) they proved that all solutions of
the wave equation that arise from compactly supported initial data are indeed future integrable and
therefore the Morawetz estimate of [17] holds for all solutions, in the full subextremal range |a| < M.

Similarly to the estimate (1.10), the Morawetz estimate of [17] degenerates appropriately at an
interval around r = 3M, but does not degenerate on the event horizon H*, exploiting the redshift ef-
fect [15]. However, in contrast to estimate (1.10), the Morawetz estimate of [17] exhibits appropriate
weights in 7 in the fluxes and spacetime integrals to capture the correct behavior at null infinity Z+.
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1.3. Preliminaries for the statement and proof of Theorem 1. Before presenting the rough
version of our main Theorem 1, and discussing the proof, see already Section 1.4, we first need
several preliminaries.

1.3.1. Carter’s radial ode in Kerr—de Sitter. Following [0, 35], we apply a cut-off to the solution %
of the Klein-Gordon equation (1.7) with mass p% 5 > 0 and then decompose into real Fourier modes
and then into spheroidal harmonics. As in the A = 0 case, Carter’s separation of variables for
the wave operator implies that the radial part u of the separated solution, for the Klein—Gordon
equation (1.7), satisfies the ode

(1.12) ' + (W -V)u=H

= ﬁ, and r* is the tortoise coordinate, see Section 2.5. Here

(1.13) welR, meZ

where ’

are the Fourier frequencies with respect to the Boyer—Lindquist coordinates ¢, respectively, see
already Section 6.5, and the potential V is real and takes the form

= \2
(114) V=Vo+Ver+ Vi  Vo-w? am“),

A (qw)? - 2mwaE) - (w

:(r2+a2)2( mt 124 a2

where Vg, V), are frequency independent terms (the latter is associated with the Klein-Gordon

mass) see Section 6.5, and )\SZ)) € R are the eigenvalues of the spheroidal harmonics, which for
convenience are indexed by ¢, where £ > |m|. The inhomogeneous term H on the RHS of (1.12)
comes from the cut-off.

As we shall see below the Fourier space decomposition allows us to capture the phenomena of
trapping and superadiance at the level of modes and moreover allows us to rigorously formulate our
mode stability condition (MS).

1.3.2. An energy identity for the solution u. Let
(115) T4, rf+

be the two largest roots of the polynomial A, see (1.5), which correspond to the event horizon H*
and cosmological horizon H* of Kerr—de Sitter respectively, see already the Penrose-Carter diagram
of Figure 1. We have that lim,_,,, 7*(r) = —c0 and lim,_7 r*(r) = +o0, see already Section 2.5.

We multiply the radial ode (1.12) with @ and after integration by parts we obtain

am= 9, am= 9%, _
(1.16) (w— P +a2)|u| (1" = +00) + (w— M)M (r*=-00) =Im(uH).

To derive the above we are using that the smoothness of the solution ¥ and the geometry of the
cut-off implies the following

am= amZ
1.17 w=—ilw- ——=]u, u=ilw- —=|u,
(1.17) ( r? + a2 ) ( 73 +a? )
at r* = —oo, +00 respectively, see already (6.28).
1.3.3. Superradiant frequencies and mode stability. Let
(1.18) Ko =0+ =0 K=o+ ==
’ o r2+a2 " T 2 a2’

be the Hawking-Reall vector fields associated with the event horizon H* and the cosmological
horizon H* respectively, see already Section 2.8. (Note that in the A = 0 Kerr limit we have
that K, = 0O; since in the Kerr limit 7, = +o0, see already Lemma 3.2.)
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An explicit computation shows that the K, energy flux along the event horizon H* and the K*
flux along the cosmological horizon H* are respectively given by

(1.19) fH K+¢m:fw (O +w,0,) - (O + @2 0,0), fH |f(+¢|2:fﬂ+ 10,0 + @, 0,0

In particular, if we consider a solution of the form 1 = e~*ei™%4)y(r,#) then the expressions (1.19)
have different signs when the following expression is negative

amZ amZ
1.20 w = w =
20 (o) %)
Therefore, we define the superradiant frequencies on Kerr—de Sitter to be
a’m?= anQE)}

72 +a2’ r2 +a?

(1.21) SF ={(w,m): amw € (

or equivalently SF = {(w,m) : (w - :%’J’fz) (w - %Ti) < 0}. We note that if a = 0 then SF = @.
Moreover, we note that for any w € R we have (w,0) ¢ SF; i.e. axisymmetric frequencies are not
superradiant.

For the superradiant frequencies (1.21), the left hand side of the energy identity (1.16) is not
coercive. As a result, for such frequencies, we cannot conclude that “mode stability holds on the
real axis”, i.e. the absence of non trivial real frequency solutions of (1.12) with H = 0 and satis-
fying the boundary conditions (1.17). To make this more precise, we denote as W(w,m, ¥, i% )
the Wronskian associated with ingoing and outgoing solutions, at the event H* and cosmological
horizon H* respectively, of the homogeneous (H = 0) radial ode (1.12) of Kerr—de Sitter, see already
Section 6.8. Note that

(1.22) W(a, M, 1, prg,w,m,L) =

where w # %m w # %m m € Z,0 > |m|, precisely when there exists a nontrivial mode
solution with’ freqencies w, m, ¢. Thus, mode stability on the real axis is equivalent to the statement
that (1.22) does not hold for any w # 7 azm w* ,2 aZm m € Z,¢ > |m|. Note however that for

the case w = m = 0 there do exist tr1v1al mode solutions that correspond to constant solutions of
the wave equation (1. 7) (with prg = 0). (Furthermore we treat the near borderline superradiant
frequencies 0 < |w - —*=5m| < 1 and 0 < |w ~ —*=5m| < 1 with the estimate of Proposition 16.6,
where we immediately obtaln that there are no real mode solutions.)

It is an open problem to prove mode stability for the wave equation, N%{G =0, or the conformal
wave equation, ,u%{G = 23 , on Kerr de Sitter in the spirit of [62, 54]. One does not expect mode
stability to hold for general mass 2 %c > 0, see the work on the Klein—Gordon equation on asymptot-
ically flat Kerr [53]. However, note the partial mode stability result of Casals—Teixeira da Costa [10]
and the recent result of Hintz [26], which we will refer to later.

1.4. The rough version of Theorem 1. The reader familiar with the Carter—Penrose diagram-
matic representation may wish to refer to Figure 1.
In the present paper we are concerned with the region

(1.23) {ro<r<r .
We will fix a system of coordinates
(1.24) (5,70, 0") € Ryx x [y, 74 ]y x S?ﬁ*,w*)

which we term modified Kerr—de Sitter star coordinates (see already Section 2 for their definition)
covering (1.23). Moreover, for any 7 > 0 the set

(1.25) {t* =7}
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. {r*=0)

F1cURE 1. Carter—Penrose diagram of Kerr—de Sitter

will be a Cauchy hypersurface for {¢* > 7} that connects the event horizon #* and the cosmological
horizon H*. Also, let

(1.26) n

denote the future unit normal to the foliation {¢t* = 7}.
We present the rough version of our boundedness and Morawetz estimate, where for the detailed
version of Theorem 1 see already Section 7.

Theorem 1 (rough version). Let | > 0, u3. > 0 and let (a,M,l) be subextremal Kerr—de Sitter
black hole parameters. Moreover, assume that the following condition holds

(MS): mode stability on the real axis for Carter’s radial ode (1.12) holds on a curve in subextremal

parameter space connecting (a, M) to the subextremal Schwarzschild—de Sitter family.

Let 1 be a solution of the Klein—-Gordon equation (1.7). Then, we have the following energy estimates
(1.27)

S [, pGi 12 0P + G (r(FUP + @ew)?) 5 [ 12 0 + Y + el

S V2P 00 0P + 1PUP el s [ 1Z70P + 9P+ PP + el
oo |2 0P 100 < 90 0P 5 [

t*=T11

(1.28)
} |Z* [ + 00 + [ + ],

for all0 < 1 < 1o, where Z* is a reqular spacelike vector field on {t* > 0} that extends smoothly on the

R-+RtT \2
horizons where it is linearly independent from the generators, and Crqp(r) = (1 - 1[R-,R+]) (1 _= ) ,

where [R™,R*] c (r4,7+) and R~ = R* =3M for a=0.
Moreover, if the solution of the Klein—Gordon equation (1.7) is axisymmetric Oy«1 =0, then we
also have the estimates (1.27), (1.28), with R~ = R*, without assuming the condition (MS).

Note the following remarks

Remark 1.1. We emphasize that the condition (MS) concerns only Carter’s homogeneous fixed
frequency radial ode (1.12) for real frequencies (w,m,l) € R x Upez{m} x Zy|p,. It does not depend
thus on the completeness properties of the angular eigenvalues for complex frequencies.
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Remark 1.2. By Proposition 6.6, for any fized u%(G > 0, the set of black hole parameters for
which (MS) holds includes a = 0. Moreover, by Proposition 9.3, this set is open. Therefore, (MS)
in particular holds in the slowly rotating case |a| < M,l, where the constant implicit in < depends
only on pg. Furthermore, in view of the recent work of Hintz [20] for u3. =0, we have that (MS)
also holds in the case 0 < |a| < M <« I, where the constant depends on M - |a|.

Remark 1.3. We do not expect that the condition (MS) holds for all Klein—Gordon masses p3.q >
0, see for example the construction [53] of real mode solutions for the Klein-Gordon equation in
subextremal Kerr.

1.5. Discussion of the proof. We give some comments about the proof, highlighting especially
some differences from [17].

1.5.1. The de Sitter frequencies and trapping. If the ergoregion is connected and non-empty, namely
when

(1.29) max % <1, |al#0,
ref[ry,iy] @

where for A see (1.5), then there exists a complete ; orthogonal trapped null geodesic, and it never
intersects the event horizon H* or the cosmological horizon H* (see Appendix B). This geometric
phenomenon is not present in the A = 0 case, where note that in [17] the authors prove that in fact
there can be no 9; orthogonal trapped null geodesic, for any subextremal black hole parameters.

This phenomenon can be seen at the fixed frequency analysis of (1.12) near w = 0, for high
azimuthal frequencies |m| > 1, where trapping again corresponds to a maximum of the potential V|
see (1.14), such that max V' ~ w?. This is in sharp contrast to the Kerr case, see [17], where trapping
takes place only for large time frequencies |w| > 1. Specifically, the existence of a 9; orthogonal
geodesic for appropriate Kerr—de Sitter black hole parameters, see Section B, necessitates that our
fixed frequency estimates in the ‘de Sitter frequencies’ :

(1.30) DSF = {(w,m) C ol e [o, "””E]}

72 + g2

will degenerate appropriately. See Section 16.3 for estimates in this frequency range.

The interior of the frequency set (1.30) is empty in the A = 0 Kerr case. Moreover, the interior
of the frequency set (1.30) is empty in the Schwarzschild de Sitter case if a = 0. In the very slowly
rotating case |a| << M, 1, we note that there is no trapping in this range.

1.5.2. The continuity argument. As mentioned earlier, since we rely entirely on real frequency anal-
ysis w € R, the proof of Theorem 1 relies on a continuity argument in the black hole parameters, see
Section 9, which is inspired by the relevant continuity argument of [17].

Note that the set of subextremal black hole parameters for which mode stability on the real axis
holds may fail to be connected for given p%, > 0, since mode stability for the full subextremal
family has not been proven in the Kerr-de Sitter case. Therefore, in the condition (MS) we must
restrict to black hole parameters for which mode stability on the real axis holds on an entire curve
in parameter space connecting (a, M) to the Schwarzschild de Sitter family. See Definition 7.1.

1.5.3. Constant solutions when p3% s = 0. In the case u3., = 0 constant functions are solutions of
the wave equation (1.7). Thus, in this case one does not have integrated decay for zeroth order
terms, see (1.27), and fixed frequency estimates near w = 0 (when m = 0) take on a different form,
see Section 16, from the relevant ode estimate of [17].

To generate zeroth order boundary terms on future hypersurfaces, see the second estimate of (1.28),
we use currents for twisted derivatives, see Section 4.4.
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1.6. Outline. We here present an outline of the structure of our paper.

In Section 2 we give all the necessary background for the Kerr—de Sitter spacetime, including
the coordinates we use, the ergoregion of Kerr—de Sitter, volume forms, spacetime domains and
hypersurfaces, and a useful global causal vector field.

In Section 3 we gather properties of the A polynomial, which we use throughout the paper.

In Section 4 we give all the necessary background on the Klein—-Gordon equation (1.7) on a
Kerr—de Sitter black hole.

In Section 5 we construct the redshift vector fields and prove redshift estimates.

In Section 6 we present Carter’s separation of variables in Kerr—de Sitter. Specifically, we discuss
in detail the angular ode, the eigenvalues of the angular ode, the radial ode, the necessary Parseval
identities, and the Wronskian of the radial ode. This allows us to formulate (MS).

In Section 7 we present the detailed version of our main Theorem 1.

In Section 8 we prove Theorem 8.1, which concerns an inhomogeneous Morawetz estimate for suf-
ficiently integrable functions in the full subextremal parameter range, without the restriction (MS),
but with an extra horizon flux term on the right hand side. Essential in the proof of Theorem 8.1 is
the fixed frequency Theorem 8.3. The proof of the fixed frequency Theorem 8.3 is deferred, howerer,
to Section 16.

In Section 9 we prove Theorem 9.1 with the use of a continuity argument. Specifically, Theorem 9.1
states that, under the restriction (MS), all solutions of the Klein—-Gordon equation (1.7) are in fact
‘future integrable’.

In Section 10 we prove the Morawetz estimate of our main Theorem 1, by combining Corollary 8.2
and Theorem 9.1.

In Section 11 we prove the boundedness estimates of our main Theorem 1.

In Section 12 we prove the Morawetz and boundedness estimates of our main Theorem 1, for
axisymmetric solutions of the Klein-Gordon equation (1.7), for the full subextremal range without
the restriction (MS).

The Sections 13, 14, 15 are auxilliary in the proof of the fixed frequency Theorem 8.3, which is
proved in Section 16. Specifically, in Section 13 we study the critical points of the potential Vj.
In Section 14 we present fixed frequency currents. In Section 15 we define the frequency regimes.
In Section 16 we finally prove the fixed frequency Theorem 8.3, as a Corollary of a more general
statement, see Theorem 16.1. Specifically, to prove Theorem 16.1, we integrate appropriately chosen
currents as in Section 14 in the frequency regimes of Section 15. The estimates of Section 16 should
be thought of as the heart of our argument.

In Appendix A we prove that the set of subextremal Kerr—de Sitter black hole parameters B;, for
any [ > 0, is connected.

In Appendix B we prove that for appropriate subextremal Kerr—de Sitter black hole parame-
ters (a, M,1) there exist trapped null and 9;-orthogogal geodesics.

1.7. Acknowledgments. The author would like to thank his PhD supervisor M. Dafermos for
introducing him to this problem and for his invaluable suggestions and comments throughout the
author’s PhD studies.

A preliminary version of the results of the current paper were outlined in my thesis [11], while the
author was a PhD student at DPMMS Cambridge and a resident of Fitzwilliam College Cambridge.

2. THE KERR-DE SITTER SPACETIME
We define the background manifold and the black hole horizons.
Definition 2.1. We define the ‘fized’ coordinates
(2.1) (y" 176", ¢")

on the manifold R xR xS?. We define the event horizon and the cosmological horizon respectively as

(2.2) H ={y"=0}, H ={y"=1}.
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We define the following Kerr—de Sitter background manifold with boundary
(2.3) M=Z[0,1]yx x Rer X Sfpe ).

2.1. The A polynomial and the subextremal parameters. Let (a,M,l) e R xR, xR,. We
define the function

(2.4) A(r) = (r2+a2) (1—7;)—2M7“,

viewed as a polynomial in r € R, also see Figure 2.

A polynomial

FI1GURE 2. The A polynomial with 4 real roots

We next define the subextremal set of Kerr—de Sitter black hole parameters.
Definition 2.2. Let [ >0. We define the open set
(2.5) By={(a,M)eRx(0,00): A attains four distinct real roots}.

If1 >0 and (a, M) € B; we say that the black hole parameters (a, M,1) correspond to a subextremal
Kerr—de Sitter black hole and denote as

(2.6) Fo(a,M,l) < 0 < r_(a,M1) < ri(a,M]I1) < 7i(a, M)

the four distinct real roots of the A polynomial. Note that in the Schwarzschild—de Sitter case (a =0)
we have r_ = 0.

Note the following lemma
Lemma 2.1. Let ] >0. Then, the set B;, see Definition 2.2, is connected.
Proof. See Appendix A. O
2.2. Modified Kerr—de Sitter-star coordinates. We define the modified Kerr—de Sitter star

coordinates, which cover the entire background manifold M of Definition 2.1.
Definition 2.3. Let I >0 and (a, M) € B;. We choose a smooth map
r:Rygx By x[0,1] - [ri(a, M,1),7(a, M,1)]

2.7
(2.7) (La,M,y*) »r(a,M,l,y*) € [ri(a, M,1),7,(a, M,1)],
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such that for fized l,a, M the map is a diffeomorphism [0,1] - [ry,7+]. Then, we define the modified
Kerr—de Sitter star coordinates to be

(2.8) (r,t*,0%,0%).

The Kerr—de Sitter manifold M, of Definition 2.1, can now be written as
(2.9) M =[r, 7y ]r x Rys x SPp.
where
(2.10) H = {r=r}, H = {r=7.}.

We have the following remarks

p*)?

Remark 2.1. Note from Definition 2.1 that the Kerr—de Sitter star vector fields Oy, 0p+ are inde-
pendent of the black hole parameters (a, M,1).

Remark 2.2. Note that the leaves
(2.11) {t" =c}

of the modified Kerr—de Sitter star coordinates of Definition 2.3 connect the event horizon H* with
the cosmological horizon H*. Moreover, note that the leaves {t* = ¢} are independent of the black
hole parameters (a, M,1). This will be useful later in the continuity argument, see already Section 9.

2.3. Boyer—Lindquist coordinates. We need the following definition

Definition 2.4. Let | >0 and (a, M) € B;. Then, we define

2 2
(2.12) 02212 + a2 cos? 6, Ag£1+c;—2cos29, S

We define the Boyer-Lindquist coordinates

Definition 2.5. Let >0 and (a, M) € B;. Moreover, let egr(a,M,l) >0 be sufficiently small. We
define the Boyer—Lindquist coordinates

(2.13) (t,7,0,0)
on M° as follows
2.14 t=t"+A(r;l,a, M ="+ B(r;l,a,M) mod 27 0=0".
(2.14) iba, M),  p=¢p ia, ,
Here, A(r),B(r) satisfy
dA r? +a? dB aZ e( . )
I ) T T A r ., T+ +€BL),
(215) dr 2A ) dr ’_‘A
dA r°+a dB a= _ _
ar A ar A T€(Ty —€BL,T+),

and we extend A(r(y*);l,a, M), B(r(y*);l,a, M) to (0,1) xUso ({1} x By) in a smooth manner such
that the hypersurfaces {t* = ¢} are spacelike with respect to the metric g i, see already Defini-
tion 2.6.

We now define the Kerr—de Sitter metric in Boyer—Lindquist coordinates to be

Definition 2.6. Let ! >0 and (a, M) € B;. We define the Kerr—de Sitter metric as
(2.16)

2A9(r2 +a?) - A

sin? fdp? - —)
=p

2 2 An(r2 +a2)2 — Aa? sin?
Ja,M,l = %dTQ + %dQQ + o(r” +a’) a”sin” 0 asin® Odpdt

9 22p2
A - Aga?sin?0
_ pa” s dt2
P2

7



12 BOUNDEDNESS AND MORAWETZ ESTIMATES ON SUBEXTREMAL KERR-DE SITTER

where A has been defined in (1.5), and also see Definition 2.4 for Z,p*,Ag. The metric (2.16)
extends smoothly to M and moreover the metric depends smoothly on a, M for fized [.

Note that the vector field W = 0y + ﬁ@v is timelike away from the horizons, see already
Lemma 2.2. We time orient M by the vector W.

In view of the form of the metric g4 as,;, we may deduce that the event horizon H* and the cosmo-
logical horizon H* are null hypersurfaces and moreover are the future boundaries of the manifold M.

Remark 2.3. Note the identities Oy = Op,0p = Opr .

2.4. The ergoregion in Kerr—de Sitter. We define the ergoregion of the Kerr—de Sitter spacetime
to be

(2.17) Ergo={g(d;,0,) >0} = {A - Apa®sin®§ < 0}.

Remark 2.4. In Section B we will prove that 0y orthogonal trapping takes place in Kerr—de Sitter
if and only if the ergoregion is connected and non empty, namely when
A
(2.18) max — <1, la|#0.
re[ry, 7y ]
2.5. Tortoise coordinate. Let [ > 0 and (a,M) € B;. We define the tortoise coordinate r* :
(r4,7+) = (—00,+00) as follows

dr*  r?+a?

(2.19) ar A
where for A(r) see (2.4), with (7 frac) = 0, where
(2.20) TA frac € (T4+,T+)
is the unique local maximum of
A
(2.21) G
see already Lemma 3.3. We note that lim,_,,., 7*(r) = —oo and lim,_7 r*(r) = +co, and moreover

note that r*(r) is a diffeomorphism mapping (r,,7,) — (-0, +00).
We will often use the primed notation

d
2.22 '=
( ) dr*
for the r*-derivative. Finally, for a value « € (r4, 7, ), we will often use the notation
(2.23) o =r*(a).

2.6. The regular vector field Z*. Let I >0 and (a, M) € B;. Let O,|star be the coordinate vector
field of the modified Kerr—de Sitter star coordinates (¢*,7,6*, "), see Definition 2.3, and 9,|p1, be
the coordinate vector field of the Boyer—Lindquist coordinates (t,r,0,¢), see Definition 2.5. We will
define here a hybrid vector field.

For a sufficiently small

(2.24) ehyb(a,M,l) >0,

we choose a smooth cut-off that satisfies

0’ € ’ + u(rs - T+ ),
(225) thb(r) :{ r (7”+ T+ Ghyb) (T'+ €hyb 7’+)

1, re (T++2Ehyb7f+_2€hyb)~
Then, we define the hybrid vector field
(226) Z" = (1 _thb(r))ar|star+thb(r)8r|BL~
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It is easy to see from the Definitions 2.3, 2.5 of the Kerr—de Sitter star coordinates and the Boyer—
Lindquist coordinates respectively and from the definition of the Kerr—de Sitter metric, see Defini-
tion 2.6, that for a sufficiently small €y, (a, M,1) > 0, the vector field Z* is spacelike. Also see the
relevant computation of [19].

The vector field Z* coincides with the tortoise coordinate vector field 9,|pr,, of Boyer-Lindquist
coordinates, in the region r € [R™, R*], where for R* see Theorem 1.

The hybrid vector field (2.26) is translation invariant and regular on the event horizon H* and
on the cosmological horizon H*. The significance of Z* will be that the derivatives (Z*)? do not
degenerate in the integrand of the Morawetz estimate (1.27) of Theorem 1.

2.7. Spacelike hypersurfaces and their normal vector fields. A prototype spacelike hyper-
surface that connects the event horizon H* with the cosmological horizon H* is

(2.27) {t* =0}.
For any 7 > 0 the hypersurfaces
(2.28) {t* =71}

are Cauchy for their future and connect the event horizon H* with the cosmological horizon H*.
We denote as

(2.29) n{t*ﬂ}
the future directed unit normal of the hypersurfaces {¢* = 7}, which we often simply denote as
(2.30) n.

2.8. Hawking—Reall vector fields. We define the null normals of the event horizon H* and the
cosmological horizon H* respectively as the Hawking—Reall vector fields

= _ aZ
- 5 26@*, K= 8,5* + =5 5
r?+a T2 +a

(2.31) K =0 + D

When there is no risk of confusion with (2.30) we will denote the normal vector fields (2.31)
simply as
(2.32) n.
2.9. Causal domains. We define certain causal spacetime domains.
Definition 2.7. We define
(2.33) D(r,m2) ={m <t <m},  D(r,00)={t" 27},
where for the hypersurfaces {t* = 7} see Section 2.7.
We here extend the domain of Definition 2.7.

Definition 2.8. Let 1 >0 and (a,M) € B;. Let § > 0 be sufficiently small. We define the extended
manifold

(2.34) Ms=[ry = 6,7 + 8] x Rpe x Sgu ey,

with respect to the Kerr—de Sitter star coordinates (t*,r,0*,¢*) see Section 4.4. The Kerr—de Sitter
metric (2.16) extends smoothly to Ms by its analytic expression near ry, 7, in Kerr—de Sitter star
coordinates. Note that the hypersurfaces {t* = ¢} in My are spacelike for sufficiently small 6 > 0.
We define the spacelike boundaries of the manifold Mg to be

(2.35) Hy ={r=ry—96,t" >-oco}, Hy ={r=7,+6,t" >—-oc0}.
Now, we define the extended causal domains

(2.36) Ds(mi,m2) ={m <t" <m}cMs,  Ds(ri,+00)={t" > 7} c M.
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2.10. The induced metric on the r-sphere and its covariant derivative. We use

(2.37) 4 Y, dogz

to denote respectively the induced g, a7,; metric on the S? factors of M, the covariant derivative
with respect to ¢ and the standard metric of the unit sphere.

2.11. Volume forms and notation. The spacetime volume form is

* A * *
(2.38) dg =v(r,0)dt"drdg = mv(ﬁﬁ)dt dr*dg,

and dg = v(r, 0)”:: sin fdfdy with v(r,0) ~ 1, where for A, p? = r2+a? cos? f see (2.4) and Definition 2.4
respectively.
We denote the induced volume form of the spacelike hypersurface {¢t* = 7} as

(2.39) dgipe—ry-

It can be characterised as the unique 3-form such that

(240) dg = n{t*:‘r} AN dg{t*=7_}’

where n4+_y is the unit normal of the leaf {t* = 7} see Section 2.7. Note that the volume form (2.39),
can be written as

(2.41) dggps—ry = v(r,0)drdd”dy”,

with v(r,0) ~ rsinf, where the constant in the similarity depends only on the black hole parame-
ters (a, M,1) and does not degenerate in the Kerr limit [ — +oo.
We denote the volume forms of the null hypersurfaces H*, H* respectively as

(2.42) dgw+, dg+
where these are defined to be the unique 3-forms such that
(2.43) dg=(K*)" ndgys,  dg=(K")" ndgss,

where b here is the flat-musical isomorphism with respect to the Kerr—de Sitter metric, see (2.16),
and K, K are the Hawking—Reall vector fields of Section 2.8.
From this point onward, when we integrate over the hypersurfaces

(2.44) {t" =7}, HY, H

the volume forms (2.39), (2.42) respectively are to be understood, if no volume form is explicitly
denoted. Similarly, when we integrate over spacetime the volume form (2.38) is to be understood,
if no volume form is explicitly denoted.

2.12. Coarea formula. Let f be a continuous non-negative function. Then, note that the following
holds

1 ™
2.45 ff 2 fd ~f de dgipe s,
(2.45) D(nﬂ)rf 9~ . {*:T}f Gitr=r}

where for the volume forms of the integrals of (2.45) see Section 2.11. (Note that the constants in
the similarity of inequality (2.45), with the inclusion of the % factor, do not degenerate in the Kerr
limit [ = o0.)
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2.13. The future oriented vector field W. Note the following Lemma
Lemma 2.2. Let1>0 and (a,M) € B;. The vector field

a=

(2.46) W =0 + ﬁa@*u

is timelike in {ry <r <7,} and null on the event horizon H* and on the cosmological horizon H™.

Proof. Consider a vector field of the form

(247) 8,5* + f(’l")aw*,
for a smooth f(r). We compute the following
(2.48)

g(0; + f(T)agm O + f(r)&p)

1 2 1
== (—(A —Apa®sin?0) — Z f(r)(Ag(r? + a?) - A)asin® 6 + _—2f2(r) (Ag(r2 +a%)? - Aa?sin? 9) sin? 9)
p = =

+

2
:;(A+sin29(A9 (a— r azf(r)) +Zf(?‘)Aa—;fz(r)AazsiHQG))

[1]

2

r? +a? 1

f(r)) - §f2(r)Aa2 sin? 9)) ,

(1]

= iz (—A + sin? ng(r)Aa +sin® 0 (Ag (a -
p =

2

where p? =12 +a?cos?6, Ag=1+ ‘;—22 cos? 6, see Definition 2.4. Therefore, for

aZ

(2.49) fir)
equation (2.48) implies

r? +a?’

az aZ A o 2a? 9 1 a2 \? 5 .,
(250) g(at‘f",wa(p;at‘f",wa@):fﬁ(—1+Sln 97’2-{-&2 —sin“ 6 E(m) a“sin“ 6 .

We note

(2.51) ry > lal,
see already Lemma 3.2, and therefore, for r € [r,,7,] the following holds
2 a’= 2a% sin® 0
2.52 ~1+sin*0= =-1 <0.
(2:52) H = =
Therefore, indeed the right hand side of equation (2.50) is negative in (r,,7,) and zero where r =
Ty, Tt O

Remark 2.5. Note that our proof of Lemma 2.2 also holds for any A =0 Kerr black hole, simply
by substituting = =1 (I = +00) in the proof.

Recall that in Definition 2.6 we chose the time orientation so that the vector field W, of the above
Lemma 2.2, is future oriented.

3. PROPERTIES OF THE A POLYNOMIAL
We need the following Lemma.

Lemma 3.1. Let 1 >0 and (a, M) € B;. Then, the following hold:

dA 4 4 52 d*A 22 12, A 24
R A A i S e el it L = Sl o1
dA A d A d A ~
(32) E(T-'—) > 0, E(’Iﬂ_) < 0, 5 ((7‘2 N a2)2)(r+) > O, % ((fr2 " a2)2) (T+) < O7
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where for A see (2.4).

Proof. The identities (3.1) follow in a straightforward manner. The inequalities (3.2) follow imme-
diately from the subextremality condition of Definition 2.2. |

We need the following lemma

Lemma 3.2. Let 1 >0 and (a, M) € B;. We have the following

(3.3) Fo<0<r_<ry<r,,
(3.4) M<ry <7y <l
(3.5) ry > lal,

a®> 1
3.6 Z <=
(36) <D

a 12

Finally,
1

(3.8) 72 > §12

and therefore 7, — oo for | - +o0 (A > 0).

Proof. We prove (3.3). Note from Lemma 3.1, that the following hold
dA d’A a?

(3.9) A(0) = a? >0, (0) = -2M <0, ——(0)=2-2-—>>0.
r dr? 12
Now, we note that ‘f;ﬁ attains exactly two roots, see Lemma 3.1. For a point r; € (ry, 7, ) such that
dA
(3.10) —(r1) <0
dr
we obtain
d?A
Therefore,
(3.12) r_>0
follows from (3.9). Therefore, we obtain
(3.13) Fo=—(r_+ry+74)<0.

We now prove (3.4). Note that the inequality %(u} > 0 implies

4 2
(3.14) 2(ry - M) > Z—QTE + c121—27"+ >0

from which we obtain
(3.15) ry > M,
since 7, > 0. Finally, the following holds

2
_ T _

(3.16) (rf+a2)(1—l—;’)—2MT+:O

from which the following holds (72 + a?)(1 - %?) > 0 and therefore

(3.17) 7| < 1,

which concludes the result.
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Now, we prove (3.5). We write the polynomial A in the form

1 = _
(3.18) A=—Z*Q(7“—7",)(7°—7",)(r—7"+)(r—m)7
then by using the definition of A, see (2.4), and by matching the relevant powers of r, we obtain the
following

(3.19) Fo4r_+r 47, =0,
(3.20) For_r iy = —1%a?,
(3.21) PoTy AT Ty + T Ty +Try + 77y +1_T_ = =12+ a”.

We use (3.19) in conjunction with (3.21) to obtain

(3.22) A+ 12 P i, AT Tl = 12
By using (3.19) and (3.20) we get
(3.23) rory P (ro 4y + 7 ) = 122,

which, in conjunction with (3.22), implies
(3.24) Pa® <r_r0? <I*r?

from which (3.5) is immediate.
Now, we prove (3.6). We use equation (3.22), in conjunction with the bounds

(3.25) Ty > 1y >lal, r_>0
to obtain
(3.26) a?+a’+a’+a®+ (r2+rory 4 rrl) <P

which indeed implies (3.6).

Now, we prove (3.7). The necessary and sufficient conditions on the coefficients of a quartic
polynomial to attain four distinct real roots have been studied extensively, see for example [49].
From [49] we note that A attains exactly 4 distinct real roots if and only if the following two

inequalities hold
a® at a2\’ M?a? a®
—256(l6 -128 i 1—l—2 + 576 T 1—l—2

(3.27) 4 5
M* a® a® M? a?
—432l—4 —16l—2 (1_l2) +16Z—2 (1_l2) >0,

(3.28) la| < 1.
We want to prove that if the black hole parameters satisfy

12
(3.29) a=abM, a>—

10

then the A polynomial attains at least one non-real root, and therefore the parameters do not
correspond to a subexrtremal black hole. We substitute (3.29) in the inequality (3.27) and obtain
(3.30)

-16a'021% — 16(-1 + o) 2? - 48a* (11 + 2a%)2% — 16a° (1 + 402) 2% - 16(27 - 330® + 4a*)2* > 0

where

(3.31) z=—.
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We will prove that (3.30) cannot be satisfied for any z € R. It suffices to prove that the following

part
—16(-1+a?)2? = 16(27 - 330” + 4a*) 2* - 48a* (11 + 202)2°
(3'32) 2 2 2 4N 2 4 2 4
=27 (-16(-1+a?) - 16(27 - 33a” + 4a*)2* - 48a* (11 + 20°))z*)

of inequality (3.30), is negative for all z € R, since the remaining terms are negative. To prove
that (3.32) is always negative, it suffices to prove that the polynomial

(3.33) -16(-1+a?) - 16(27 - 3302 + 4a1)2? - 48a* (11 + 20%)2*

is always negative. We first note that

(3.34) 256(AE)® — 128(ACE)? + 16AC*E >0,  64A°E - 16(AC)*>0
where

(3.35) A=-48a*(11+2a%),  C=-16(27-33a*+4a"),  E=-16(-1+0a?),

from which, by again appealing to (3.27), (3.28) (note the conditions of [49]) we obtain that the
roots of the quartic polynomial (3.33) are never real. Moreover, we readily obtain that the polyno-
mial (3.33) is negative at 0, therefore it is always negative. Now, (since the remaining terms of (3.30)
are also negative), we conclude that for a subextremal Kerr—de Sitter black hole we obtain

12
(3.36) la| < == M.
10
Finally, we prove (3.8). We use equation (3.22), together with the bounds r_ < r, <7, to obtain
(3.37) 1 <a®+ 672 <r? + 672 < T2,
from which we conclude that 7, - +o00 as [ - +oo. O

Remark 3.1. We note that

a

(3.38) sup |~

1>0,(a,M)eB;

“(-10)
10

in contrast to the Kerr case where the extremal parameters are |ﬁ| = 1. We will not pursue to

compute the sharp upper bound of (3.38) as the bound % suffices for the purposes of this paper.
Specifically, we only need the bound |7| < }—(2) in the proof of Lemma 13.1.

The following Lemma will also be important

Lemma 3.3. Let I >0 and (a, M) € B;. Then, the function

A

(3.39) m

attains exactly one critical point in (ry,7y), a mazimum, which we denote as

(340) TA frac-
Moreover, there exists a strictly positive constant c(a, M,1) >0, such that
d? A
(3.41) ﬁ ((712_’_0/2)2) (T' = TA,fmC) < _C(a7 M, l) <0.

For sufficiently small rotation parameters a, there exists a constant C(M,l) >0, such that

(342) |TA,frac - 3M| < C(Ma Z)CLQ.
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Proof. First, we calculate the derivative

d A -2 3 s(r)
(3.43) %(r2+a2)2 = 7+ a2)p (7" (1+ ) 3Mr? +r(a®+ — )+Ma ) 2(7“2+a2)37
where the polynomial
3 a’® 2 o at 2

(3.44) s(r)y=r (1+l—2)—3MT +7(a +Z—2)+Ma
enjoys the same roots as the function d%ﬁ, where we rewrite

d A 4A (12 4 ¢2)2 — 4r(r? + a®)A
(3.45) — _ ) ( ) .

dr (r? +a?)? (r2 + a2)*

We infer that
(3.46) s(ry) <0, s(74) >0,

see Lemma 3.1 for the derivatives of A.

Moreover we note that
a2

d*s _
(3.47) W(T) 6r(1+—) 6M = 6(T—M)+6rl—2>0 7€ [re, 7]

since ry > M, see Lemma 3.2.
Therefore, from (3.46), (3.47), we conclude that s(r) attains exactly one critical point in [ry, 7],
a maximum, which we denote as

(3.48) TA,frac-
Now, we proceed to prove (3.41). A straightforward computation shows that
d A (r* +a*) %2 —4rA
dr (r2 +a2)2 (r2 +a?)3
2
(3.49) (r2+a2)3(—5r3+3M1~2+(—a25)r+(—Ma2))
2
CEYDE pol (1)
Note that
dpol
(3.50) P07 (1) = -32r2 + 6Mr - a?Z,
dr

which is a polynomial of degree 2 and has discriminant

c dpol 9 92 120252
3.51 d t of — =(6M)° -12a"= 6M
(3.51) iscriminant of —- (6M) a?2? = (6M)* " 6)?
By using that || < % “—2 < 1, see Lemma 3.2, we readily see that

124222 1 a \>2 2\? 112\2 0 1)2
(3.52) ai:f(i) 1+L gf(—) (1+7) _3
(6M)2 3\M 12 3\10 4 4

Therefore, the roots of dgfl are real and distinct and therefore the zeros of

d A

dr (r? +a?)?
are real and distinct. Therefore, we obtain that

d2
P>

(3.53)

A

3.54 =
( ) T=TA frac (T2 + a2)2

<0.
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Finally, we note from the definition of the polynomial s(r), see Lemma 3.3, that

3 2
(3.55) 5(7"):7’2(7’—3M)+a?(;2-H"+6;27’2+M)7
from which we conclude
(3.56) Ira frac = 3M| < C(M,1)a?,
as desired. |

Remark 3.2. Note that in the Schwarzschild—de Sitter case (a =0), Lemma 3.3 implies
(3.57) TA,frac = 3M.

Finally, we note the following Lemma, which follows immediately from the subextremality con-
ditions of Definition 2.2.

Lemma 3.4. Let I >0 and (a, M) € B;. Then, A attains exactly one critical point in (ry,7¢), a
mazimum, which we denote as TA maz-

4. PRELIMINARIES FOR THE KLEIN-GORDON EQUATION
4.1. The energy momentum tensor and the divergence theorem.

Definition 4.1. Let g be a smooth Lorentzian metric. The energy momentum tensor associated
with a solution ¥ of the inhomogeneous Klein—Gordon equation

(4.1) Og — tgcg = F,

where F is a sufficiently reqular function, is defined to be the following:
. 1

(42) Ty (0] 2 0,000 = S0, (V45 + icclif),

where u%(G >0 is the Klein—Gordon mass and |V¢|3 ig”‘saﬂ/}&;w. The energy current, with respect
to a vector field X, is defined as

(4.3) T (0] =T [91X7.
Note that for X, N everywhere future directed causal vector fields, the following holds
(4.4) TX[PIN" = T(X, N)[¢] 2 0.

The divergence of the energy current is
(4.5) VAL ) = X () F+ KX [9],
where
(4.6)

1 1 1 1 1

KX[U) = 5T 0 = 5 (00000 ol ) = Gl T Pm, - COmi = 5 (72X 4 97x7),

The following is the divergence theorem.

Proposition 4.1. Let 1 >0 and (a, M) € B; and /J%G > 0. Let v satisfy the inhomogeneous Klein—
Gordon equation

(4.7) Og¢ - ket = F
and let {t* =1}, 720, be the hypersurfaces of Section 2.7.
Then, the following holds

JX n“+f JX n“+f JX n“+[/ KX
.[{t*=7-2} B [w] H*AD(r1,m2) " [¢] HnD(r1,m2) M [w] D(71,72) [w]

(4.8) :[{t*:Tl}Jf[w]nH_/L(nﬁz)Xw.F,
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for 71 < 9. The identity (4.8) is to be understood with respect to the normals of Section 2.7, 2.8 and
the volume forms of Section 2.11.

For a further study of currents related to partial differential equations, see the monograph of
Christodoulou [11].

4.2. Hardy inequalities. We need the following Hardy inequalities.

Lemma 4.1. Suppose that f is a differentiable real function of compact support in [1,00), then the
following holds

(4.9) [it@dr<c [

Moreover, we note the following Hardy inequality

daf

2
I (z)dz.

Lemma 4.2. Suppose that [ is a differentiable real function in the interval [ry,7,], then the fol-
lowing holds

(4.10) f \f12dr < C(6) f

for sufficiently small § > 0.

df

2 [
2
S drec) fms \f2dr

Proof. The proof is straightforward by integration by parts for the function y1, where the smooth
cut-off x satisfies x(r) =1 in sufficiently small neighborhoods of r,,7, and x(r) = 0 away. O

4.3. Poincare—Wirtinger inequality. We present a classical Poincare-Wirtinger type inequality
that is taylored to the setting of the present paper.

Lemma 4.3. Let | > 0 and let (a,M) € B; and u%{G > 0. Moreover, assume that v is a smooth
function on the manifold M. Then, for any T >0 we have the following

2 n
(4.11) S e B [ i

where () = ﬁ [{t*='r} W and |{t* =71} = j{t*:'r} 1-dgg—ry with respect to the volume forms of
Section 2.11. The constant B in inequality (4.11) depends only on |{t* = T}| = ¢, where the constant ¢
is independent of T.

4.4. Twisted derivatives and the twisted energy momentum tensor. The twisted covariant
derivative that will be defined in this Section has been used in a number of works, see [61, 37, 34]
and references therein.

We define the twisting function

(4.12) f(r) = el

where Cy,; > 0 is an arbitrary positive constant. We define the f-twisted covariant derivatives as
follows

. 1 - 1
(113) .0=7(0 7). TO=57.0 N
We need the following definition

Definition 4.2. Let [ >0, (a, M) € B, and p%o > 0. We define the f-twisted energy momentum
tensor for the Klein—-Gordon equation (1.7) as follows

(4.14) Ta[t)] = Vath V1) - %gab (VYVath + Viwil¥?),  Viws = - (ngf - u?(c) :

Moreover, let ¥ be a smooth solution of the inhomogeneous Klein—Gordon equation 0O —N%Gz/) =
F. Then, for any smooth vector field X we define

(4.15) T W] = Ta[¥]X",  K¥[y]= O T[] + XS [y],
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where

o g
(4.16) Splv] = Vb(éj‘?w)?/)z + vzbff

These are thus examples of compatible currents in the sense of Christodoulou [11].
For a general smooth ¢ we have

Vop V7.

(4.17) VaT® o[9] = (~VEV™Y = Vewi - 0) Voo + Sy[].
Moreover, we compute

(4.18) VO[] = F- X (9) + KX [4].

Remark 4.1. Note that if X is one of the Killing vector fields

(4.19) X = 04,0,

then we have
(4.20) KX[4] = 0.
We note the following lemma

Lemma 4.4. Let [ >0, (a,M) € By and p% > 0. Moreover, let X,Y be two smooth vector fields
which are future directed timelike on {ry <r < 7,}. Furthermore, we make the assumption that on
the event horizon H™ the vector fields X,Y are either timelike or equal to Oy + —3*=50,. Similarly, we

make the assumption that on the cosmological horizon H* the vector fields X,Y are either timelike
or equal to Oy + —'=5 0.

Then, there exist strictly positive constants c(a, M,1, X, Y) > 0,Cyyi(a, M,1,X,Y) > 0, indepen-
dent of the Klein—Gordon mass ukq, and we have that
(421)  TIXY) + Crui TIONXY) 2 e AP eA- 3 (07 (27)29° 0

i1+i2+i3:1

for all re[ry,7].
Proof. This is immediate after taking Ctyi(a, M,l,uxc) > 0 sufficiently large, since T(X,Y) 2
A Yy vigria=1 07 (Z7)2 Y92 U
Remark 4.2. We will use the twisted energy momentum tensor in Section 9.2 to control zeroth
order future boundary terms of the form f{t*:rz} [v|2, in the case pra = 0.

5. RED-SHIFT AND SUPERRADIANCE

In this section we construct redshift vector field multipliers and then use them to derive redshift
estimates.

5.1. Red-shift multipliers. We present the redshift multipliers for the horizons, see Theorem 7.1
of the lecture notes [16], and [[52], Proposition 6.5].

Proposition 5.1. Let 1> 0, (a, M) € B, and p% > 0. Then, there exist positive constants

(5.1) cla, M, 1, pi3q), é(a, M, 1, p3q) > 0,
there exists a parameter €,..q > 0 sufficiently small satisfying
(5.2) ro(a, M,1) <ry+2€req(a, M,1) <7y — 2€70q(a, M,1) < T4,

and there exists a vector field
(5.3) N
such that the following holds.
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We have
N s timelike in {r <7y + 2€req} U {Ty — 2€7cq < T}, [N,0:] =0, [N,90,]=0,
N =0, for{ry+2€eq<r<vy—2€red},
and for any sufficiently reqular function ¥ we have
(5.4) KN[y]> chJLVW]N”, for {r <ry+€red}, KN [4] > chJLVW]N”, for{r>7, —€rcal,

where for KX see Definition 4.1. The result of the present Proposition also holds for the extended
domain Ds(71,72), see Definition 2.8.

Proof. The proof can be inferred from the lecture notes [16] or [52]. We present the basic steps.
First, we note the definition of the surface gravity of the event horizon H* and the cosmological
horizon H* respectively

(5.5) =
In view of the subextremality condition [ > 0 and (a, M) € B; we note that
(5.6) K, R+ > 0.
There exist vector fields
(5.7) Y, Y+
that satisfy
(5.8) Vy+ Y =—0(K*+Y"), Vg Y =—0 (K" +Y")
(5.9) g(Y* K*)=-2 gYT, K*)=-2

which are null on the event horizon H* and the cosmological horizon H* respectively, where for
the Hawking-Reall vector fields K+, K+ see Section 2.8, and moreover Y*,Y* are invariant under
pushforwards with respect to J; and 9,. The constant o > 0 is to be chosen sufficiently large, see
already (5.14).

We recall from Definition 4.1 that for a vector field X the following holds

1 L1 1 L1

(5.10) KX = T = o (awam - ig,www@)w“ - ikl T O
Therefore, for a sufficiently large o > 0 we note that
(5.11) ~Tr zs0, T Vs,
on the event horizon H* and cosmological horizon H* respectively.

Let €04 > 0 be sufficiently small. Again, by following the lecture notes [16] we smoothly extend N
such that it is timelike in {7 < ry + 2€peq} U {74 — 2654 <7} and 0y, 0, invariant with
(5.12) N=Y'"+K*
in {r<ry+e€red}
(5.13) N=Y*+K*
in {7y —€reqa <7} and N =0 at {ry +260q <7 < Ty — 2604 -

Therefore, by following the arguments of the lecture notes [16], in view of the positivity of the
surface gravities (5.6), we take o > 0 sufficiently large and conclude that the following hold
(5.14) KY[9] 2 by [wIN", KN[9] 2 b [0 ]N",
in {r <ry+e€red}, {T+ — €rea < 7} respectively. This completes the proof. |

The following Lemma will be very useful
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Lemma 5.1. Let [ >0, (a,M) € By and %5 > 0. Let ¢ be a smooth function such that 0,9 = 0.
Then, we have

(5.15) KYy)=0,  KY[¥]=0

where W =0y + == &p, see Lemma 2.2.

Proof. We denote f(r) = -z=. Then, we obtain

(5:16) KO [y] < KUOIN ] = 2 U0, T =T (5= T(VS,0,)[¥] =
where we used

(5.17) Tr Y9 = gt (F0) = 2g”dfd—(:)g(8¢, 9y) =0,

to eliminate the Klein-Gordon term of the energy momentum tensor. The proof of KW = 0 is
immediate from (4.15). O

5.2. The redshift estimates. We will use the redshift multiplier N, of Proposition 5.1, to obtain
the following.

Proposition 5.2. Let 1 >0 and (a,M) € B; and ,u%(G > 0. Let €.0.q >0 be as in Proposition 5.1.
Then, for all j > 1 there exists a sufficiently small §(a, M,l,pxc,j) > 0 and there exists a positive
constant

(5.18) C=C(a,M,l,5) >0,
such that for all smooth solutions 1 of the inhomogeneous Klein—Gordon equation

Dga,M,Lz/} - /L%(G’IZJ =F

where F' is sufficiently regular function, we obtain

(5.19)
IAREUNCES M I

0<i<j-1 D(ri,m2)n{r<ri+epcay ! 0<i<j—1 (r1,m)n{r2r—epeal

¥ It | TN [Niyp]n
032;71 ( ‘/7'[+FWD(T1,T2) i [ ,17[]] ﬂ+ﬂD(T1,T2) ® [ 1/}]

; JN [N n“+f IV [N'p]nt
/{‘t*=‘rg}ﬁ{r£r++ered} ! [ w] {t*=mo}n{r>ri—€reca} ! [ 1/}] )

<C 3 f{t*=ﬁ} T ' ]n*

2 [N

0<i<j-1
+C ff Ji[n']n® + [[ Jﬁ[nz/}]n”)
0<i<j-1 D(71,m2){rs+€rca<r<ry+2€reat D(71,72) {74 —2€red<ST<T4—€red }
i1 12 Qi3 2
+C ff Y™ (Z*)20;2 F)|
1<11+12+13<j 1 D(71,m2)0{rs<r<ri+2€,ca}

+ i1 7* i26i3F2 ’
'/'[D("'l,7'2)ﬂ{72r—2ewdsr5ﬂr}|W ( ) t | )

for all 7 < 19. The result of_the present Proposition also holds replacing D(71,72) with the extended
domain Ds(T1,72) and H*, H, with Hi, HF, see Definition 2.8, where {t* = ¢} is now to be understood
as a subset of Ds.
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Proof. From Proposition 5.1 we obtain immediately
(5.20)

JN n“++f JN n”+[ JN n“—++/ IN[InH
A*ﬁD(Tl7Tg) w (V13 {tr=ro}n{r<riterea) [v] H+AD(r1,m2) " [v] H {tr=ro}n{rafs—erea} © [v]
+ IN[YIN® + f f TN [ N®
[./D(n,m)n{rgmﬂmd} H [v] D(r1,m2)n{r>rs—€rea} [v]
<C T[]t +C f f KV
{t*=m1} ® [1!]] D(711,72)N{ri+€red<r<fi—€red} | [77/}:”

ve( [ f e [ f FP)
D(71,72) {14 +€reaSr<ry+2€red } D(711,72) {7+ —2€rca<r<Fi—€reca}

which easily implies (5.19) with j = 1.

To obtain (5.19) for all orders j > 1 we proceed as follows.

For m = (my,ma, ms3, my), the following holds on the event horizon H*:
(5.21) oY ) - 5" = kY '+ Y ¢ By EYP LMY ™y + YFF,

|m|<k+1,ma<k

where (E1, E2,L,Y) is a local null frame on H*, with Y = Y*, with k; > 0, and ¢, is a smooth
function on the horizon such that Y (¢,,) = 0. Note that an analogous identity (5.21) holds on the
cosmological horizon H* where Y = Y*, with &;, > 0 in the place of k;, and a smooth ¢, in the place
of ¢, where Y (&,,) = 0.

We apply the analogue of (5.20) to Y*i. The positivity sy, &, > 0 and the structure of the
remainder terms in (5.21) allows to conclude (5.19) inductively for any j > 1 by standard elliptic
estimates. See [16] for more details. O

5.3. Boundedness in the axisymmetric case. We will use the following proposition for the
axisymmetric case of Theorem 1.

Proposition 5.3. Let 1> 0 and (a,M) € B, and p3 s > 0. There exists a constant
(522) C(aanla/J’%(G) > 07

where C(a, M,l, %) and the following holds.
Let ¢ satisfy the Klein—-Gordon equation (1.7) and also satisfy the azisymmetric condition

(5.23) 1) = 0.
Then,
[ wesc SRS
(5.24) {tr=r2} {t*=m1})
n 2 n 2
S I s <C [ T o

for all0 < < 7s.

Proof. Recall that the vector field W = 0, + 5*=50,, is timelike in {r, <r <7, }, see Lemma 2.2, and

(5.25) K" [¥]=0

for axisymmetric solutions 0,1 = 0, see Lemma 5.1. We apply the energy identity for the vector
field W, see Proposition 4.1, to obtain

(5.26) f{ o T < f TV [,

{tr=m1}
Now, by using the redshift estimate of Proposition 5.2 for j = 1 and (5.26) we obtain the first
estimate of (5.24) by following arguments found in [16].
To obtain the second estimate of (5.24) we use the now established first estimate, in conjunction
with the twisted currents of Section 4.4, in view of Lemma 5.1. O
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Remark 5.1. Note that the constants C on the RHS of (5.24) do not blow up in the limit u%(G - 0.

5.4. Boundedness in the Schwarzschild—de Sitter case. We have the following result in Schwarzschild—
de Sitter

Proposition 5.4. Letl>0, 0< Af—; < %, a=0 and ,u%{G >0. Then, there exists a constant

such that the following holds.
Let 1 be a solution of the Klein—-Gordon equation (1.7). Then,

2 n 1 2 n m 2

(5.28) f{t*zm}JHW]n WSO [ Tt e

5.29 / o m / 70 " f gn oo n "
( ) HEO{t 275} 1% [w]n + 7:L+n{t*27—2} o [¢]n + (t=rs} “w [w]n (1=} w [w]n

for any 0 <71 <19. We can also obtain higher order versions of the estimates (5.28), (5.29), for any
order of derivatives, by commuting the Klein—-Gordon equation with Oy, N.

Proof. The estimate (5.29) is easy to prove, by following the same steps as in the lecture notes [16] (cf.
the proof of Proposition 5.3 above).

To obtain the estimate of (5.28) we use the now established first estimate, in conjunction with
the twisted currents of Section 4.4, in view of Lemma 5.1. O

Remark 5.2. Note that the constants C' on the RHS of (5.28), (5.29) do not blow up in the
limit p3c — 0.
6. CARTER’S SEPARATION OF VARIABLES

In this section we discuss Carter’s separation of variables, also see [0, 35].

6.1. Sufficiently integrable functions. We define the class of sufficiently integrable functions,
with the help of which we will make sense of Carter’s celebrated separation of variables of Section 6.5.

Definition 6.1. Let >0, (a, M) € B; and let p% > 0. Then, we say that a smooth function

(6.1) v:M-C
is sufficiently integrable if for every j > 1 we have
- 2
(6.2) sup / [ 1ol + > |Y7“6;2(Z*)13\IJ‘ sin fdfdpdt < oo.
re[ry,7y] YR s? 1<iy +ig+13<y

Note that if ¢ is sufficiently integrable then (Dga, Y /‘%(G) 1) is also sufficiently integrable.

Remark 6.1. Note that Definition 6.1 depends on fixzing ,uﬁ(G. Specifically, in the case of the wave
equation ji%q = 0, we do not include the zeroth order term SUDe[r, 7, ] Iz Js |¥[? on the right hand
side of (6.2), as opposed to [Definition 5.1.1, [17]] . Therefore, in particular, in the case p s =0,
constant functions belong to the space of sufficiently integrable functions as defined here.

6.2. The class of outgoing functions. We will use the following definition in Proposition 6.2.

Definition 6.2. Let >0 and (a, M) € B;. We say that a smooth function U is outgoing if there

exists an € >0 such that ¥ vanishes in {t* =7}n{ry <r<ry+e} andin {t* =7}n{Fy —e<r<r.}

for all T < -1,
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6.3. Time cutoffs. Let 2 <1+ 7 <7m. We choose smooth cut-offs that satisfy the following

1, {l+m<z<mn-1} R {z21+71}
Xr (2) =

0, {z<n}u{z2>mn}, 0, {z<7}

(6.3) Xri,m(2) = {

where the following hold dyXr, .7, = 0, dpXr, = 0 and moreover X, -, (s) = x(m1 + s), for

X (72 + s), for some x(s) independent

|(’T‘1,T1+1)
some x(s) independent of 71 and moreover X, r,| (ralira) =
of T2.

Note that for any n > 1 there exists a constant C'(n) > 0 such that for any 2 <1+ 7 <75 we have
that [-Loyr, 5l + L xn | < C.

We define the cut-offed functions respectively

(6.4) Yry = X1, (t*)w(t*a')7 Yr = Xry (t*)1/)(t*,~).

Remark 6.2. Let i : M — R be a smooth function. Then, we note that X, %, X~ ¥ are outgoing,
see Definition 6.2 and moreover we note that xr, % is sufficiently integrable, but x, v is not
necessarily sufficiently integrable.

6.4. The angular part of Carter’s separation, oblate spheroidal harmonics. We define the
following

Definition 6.3. Let f be a complex valued function such that f € H*(S?,C) and let £ € R. Then,
for p3.c >0 we define the L*(sin0dfdyp) self-adjoint operator

2

=21 a

1 = £2 =
P, = - ——0p(QApsinbOpf) - — D2 f —E>—cos®Of — 2iE — — cos? 60,
(6.5) e (§) f nd o (Agsin 00 f) Ay snZ0 o A, o f ZﬁAa 73 €08 o f
+ pkoa’sin® 0 - f,
where Ag =1+ ?—22 cos?f, E=1+ ‘l‘—j, see Definition 2.4.
By standard arguments for self-adjoint operators, see for example [35], we have the following

Proposition 6.1. Let 1 >0 and (a,M) € By and 3. >0 and let £ e R. Then, there exist countably
many real eigenvalues

(6.6) A& e e R

of the operator P, (&), see Definition 6.3, which are indexed by £ > |m)|.
Moreover, the eigenvalues (6.6) correspond to the oblate spheroidal harmonics

(6.7) SEVIIG (o5 0) ™
which form a complete orthonormal basis of L?(sin0dfdy).

For brevity we will drop the explicit reference on u%, i.e. we will denote A© qufg.

me)
We need the following.

Lemma 6.1. The eigenvalues /\7(72 of Proposition 6.1 satisfy the following inequalities. If m& > 0
then we have
2

(6.8) AN +E€22m?, A+ -2meE>0, A5 +¢ - 2m€% > 0.
If m& <0 then we have

2
(6.9) )\fsz +&2 - 2mEE > Z2m?, )\52 +£2 - ngﬂ > 222

Finally, for any (m, &) € Z x R we have that
(6.10) A8 22> =m?
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Proof. For simplicity, we prove the Lemma for u%(G = 0. Note that the same arguments work
for % > 0. For brevity define
(6.11) (5)(5,0059)6”7“"

and note that | f||z2(s2) > 0.
First, we have the following
(6.12)
=2

2,_ 1 : 2( E ) = m2 Ea
P f+&°f= Sine[“)g(Agsmeagf)+§ 1- Ae cos? 0 f+A9 70 f+2§mA e 2.

First, we study the case m& > 0. We obtain the first inequality of (6.8) from (6.12) since
(6.13)

L@+ = [ dolonrP

E =1 22
+—/S2 (§ (1_A9 cos 9) Agm 2§mA—l—Qcos 9)|f| f m?Z2|f|?
where we used that m > 1. To obtain the remaining inequalities of (6.8) we proceed as follows.

We rewrite the above (6.12) as
(6.14)
2

2
1 = = = 1
P 2f == 0p(Agsi \/1- — cos? -2 1—— 2
& fr+&f Sineag( 95111969]‘)4—(5 AQCOS 9) (\/_sm@ ) f-2tm cos 9\/_smt9f
+2§m£a—200$29f+2£m\/1—200829 L f
Ag 12 VAg sinf

and after some calculations we rewrite it again as

2
P(g)f+.£2f:—Sirlleae(AesiHQC%f)Jf(f A:e \/:A—esirllem) d

(6.15)

1 =
+26m=l1- —+ 1—— 20—
Em= ( A, cos 51n9)f

Now, it is straightforward to prove that

1 =
6.16 -—+ 1- —cos2—— >0.
( ) Ny COb VAgsinb

Therefore, from (6.15) and (6.12) it is easy to conclude the remaining inequalities of (6.8).

Now, we study the case m& < 0. We obtain (6.9) in a straightforard manner from (6.12), in view
of the fact that 7 < 4, see Lemma 3.2.

Now, we proceed to prove (6.10). We write (6.12) as follows
(6.17)

—_ 1a* 4
a? cos? 0 m?=2 1~ Z9rcos™ 0
[2 sin0 Ag sin? 0

(P(f)Jr*f )f= ——89(A951n989f)+— (awsm0+m
Ag

1—%‘;—4 cos? 6

e > 1 and that

In view of the fact that > 1 we conclude (6.10). O

&
We need the following definition

Definition 6.4. Let )\7(;;;) denote the eigenvalues of the angular operator P,,. of Definition 6.3,
and w denote the time frequency from Carter’s separation, see Proposition 6.1.
Then, we define the following

(6.18) Aaw) 2 3o 4 g20,2
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We will often drop the dependence of 5\57‘:;) on the frequencies and simply denote them as .

6.5. The radial part of Carter’s separation. We here discuss the radial part of Carter’s cel-
ebrated separation of variables. For the first proof of the separation of variables see the works
of Carter [6, 8, 9]. Also see [35] for Carter’s separation in the case of negative cosmological con-
stant A < 0.

We first define the Fourier transformations that will be used for the rest of the present Section

Definition 6.5. Let | > 0, (a,M) € B; and p% > 0. Moreover, let ¢ be a smooth sufficiently
integrable function, see Definition 6.1, where moreover the following holds O, , v — N%{GY/’ = F.
Then, for w +0 we define the Fourier transforms as follows

i = [ [ e e st (6) - (<iw) drvdadt,

F? = [ [ et teme s (6) - (<iw)™ o Pdodt,
with do = sin @dtdfdyp. For all m,{ the functions

(6.20) w“(Z*)”(\/Afne)) PO, ke, Cd’l(Z*)”(\/Afne)) Eyy”

extend to L?(dw) functions for any iy > 1, iy +i3 >0 and moreover we have
2
)dw < o0,

sup 3 i (umw(“”) sty (VA el

re r+ ’I"+ 1<11+12+’Lg<]

(6.19)

(6.21) ‘ )
sup Z / w(Z2r)r (\/ )\fzzj)) Fy(n?) dw < oo,
re[ry, 7y ] 0<11+12+13<j
for any j>1.

Remark 6.3. In the case of the wave equation M%(G =0 we note that wfs;) of Definition 6.5 is not
necessarily an L?(dw) function, in view of the requirement i; > 1 in (6.20).

Let ¥ be a sufficiently integrable function. We denote the Fourier transform with respect to the
Boyer—Lindquist coordinate ¢ as follows

27 i
(6.22) Fn(W)(t,7,6) = f IO (47,0, 0)dep.
0

Now we are ready to present Carter’s separation for the radial ode.

Proposition 6.2 (Carter’s separation, [0, 8, 9, 17]). Let 1 >0, (a,M) € B; and u3.5>0. Let ¢ be a
sufficiently integrable function, see Definition 6.1, that solves
(6.23) Ogonii ¥~ Hicgth = F

where for the operator Oy, ,,, see (1.7). Let w(aw) Frgfew) be the Fourier transforms of i, F' respec-
tively, see Definition 6.5.
Then, for almost all w the rescaled function

(6.24) ul®) (r) = V2 4 a2y ()

s smooth for all m,£ and all r € (ry,71) and moreover it satisfies Carter’s fized frequency radial ode

aw / aw aw aw aw A (aw)
6.25) [w% ()] + (W -V (r )l (1) = HE (1), HE = m( pF) (1),

with ' = d ~ see Section 2.5.
The potential V' can we written as

(6.26) V=V (1) = Var(r) + (Vo)L (1) + Vi (),
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where
2
Vi = (r? +a®) 72 ((;i*) (V72 +a2)
r
. 32 5 +3r2(1 - %) — 4M7 + o
=A (r2 +a2?)4 va (r2 +a?)3 ’
(6.27) vz A(Ag:f) +w?a?) - Z%a’m? - 2mwaZ(A - (r? + a?))
0" (r2 +a?)?
= \2
= A (/\(aw) +a*w? - 20mwE) + w? - [w - am=
(r2 +aq2)2""mt B r2+a?)’
A
Vike = M%GW’

Moreover, if ¢ is in addition assumed outgoing, see Definition 6.2, then the following boundary
conditions hold

(6.28) ;:* = —i(w - wym)u, c;lr* =i(w - w,m)u,
at r* = —o0, 1" = +00 respectively, in the sense:
(6.29) *lim (u'(r*) +i(w - wym)u(r*)) =0, lim (u'(r*) —i(w-@ym)u(r*)) =0,

where wy = 2+a2, Wy = Finally, we note that |ul?(£00) = lim«_ 100 [uf?>(r*) are well defined.

T.LZ
6.6. Parseval identities and inequalities. We have the following Parseval identities

Proposition 6.3. Let 1>0, (a, M) € B, and p3 5 > 0.
Let W be a sufficiently integrable function, see Definition 6.1. Then, we have the following iden-
tities

/S-Q./]R|8t\1}|2snl0d0d(pdt:\/RZWQ‘\IJ(GW)(TN do.)
(6.30) f /‘I’ Ysmﬂdﬂdgadt—fz\p(‘w) y(aw)d

fR ZA(W>|\1:<““>|2 f f (172 VU, | sinbdddpdt - a fg 2 fR 10, 0[2 cos? 0 sin 0dOdpdt,

where 192V s the covariant derivative of dosz and dosz is the standard metric of the unit sphere,
see Section 2.10. For /\52, with € = aw, see Proposition 6.1. In the second identity of (6.30) we also

assumed that the integrals are finite.
Furthermore, there exist constants c(a,M,l),C(a,M,l) > 0, such that if U is in addition an

outgoing function, see Definition 6.2, then for almost all w the radial functions |\II£SZJ)\2(ioo) are
well defined for all m, £, and we have the following identity

(6.31) f |8¢\I/|2(r+,0,<p,t)sin9d9d<pdt:fZ|m\115;1;)(—oo)|2dw.
R Js? R

Remark 6.4. We note that [q. [ |97 V\I'\Zggz sin@dfdedt ~ [ [ |VP|? sin0dOdpdt.
6.7. Energy identity for outgoing solutions u of (6.25). Note the following

Proposition 6.4. Let | > 0, (a,M) € B, and p3% s > 0. Let (w,m,l) € R x Upez ({m} x Zz|m‘).
Let w be a smooth solution of Carter’s radial ode (6.25) which moreover satisfies the boundary
conditions (6.28), in the sense of (6.29).
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Then, we have the following
amZ= amZ=
+ +

Proof. We multiply the radial ode (6.25) with u and after integration by parts we obtain the desired
result and the fact that we may rewrite the asymptotic formulas (6.28) as follows

. am= ) am=

(6.33) w=-ilw-—5—=|u u=i|lw-5—]u,
2 2 ’ 2 2
r2+a +a

at r* = —o0, +00 respectively. (]

6.8. The Wronskian and representation formulas for the inhomogeneous Carter radial

ode. Let [ >0, (a,M) € B, anduKGZO Let w # wym, w # w,m, Wherew+:m,w+:;

Moreover, let

(6.34) (wae)oe?s (uge)
simply denoted as uy+, ug+, be the solutions of the homogeneous radial ode
(6.35) u + (W? - V)u=0,
that satisfy respectively the outgoing asymptotics
(6.36) Upgr ~ (=) Uggs ~ (Fy — 1)1
where
i (w—wym i(w—wym
(6.37) N+ = —(2&7#)7 N+ = (2,{7;)7

=3 % (T+). For the existence of the

where note the surface gravities ky+ = 3 d

solutions (6.34) see the book of Olver [ ]

Definition 6.6. Let 1> 0, (a, M) € B, and p% 5 > 0. Moreover, let (w,m, ) € R x U,,ez{m} x Lsjm)s
where moreover w + w,m,w + w.m. We define the Wronskian associated to the homogeneous radial

ode (6.35) to be
(638) W(a/a M7 la HKG,W, M, f) = W[UH+ ) u’}:ﬁ](wa m, E) = U;:L+U7.[+ - u’}:L‘ru;-L+7
where we note that the RHS of (6.38) is independent of r*.

Let w e R, m € Z, £ € Ly, w # wym, w # wym. We have that a non-trivial real (w,m, ()
frequency mode solution of Carter’s radial ode (6.25) exists if and only if we have W{uy+, ugs |(w, m, £) =
0.

Remark 6.5. In our discussion above on real (w, m,l)-frequency mode solutions we have excluded
the case w = m = 0 where in fact trivial mode solutions do exist in the case pxg = 0, and they
correspond to constant solutions of the wave equation (1.7) (with pxe =0). These frequencies are
treated with the main estimate of Section 16.5.2, namely Proposition 16.4. Due to the ezistence of
these constant solutions we have that in Proposition 16.4 we do not control the zeroth order term
of the solution of Carter’s radial ode, but only control derivative terms of the solution of Carter’s
radial ode.

Moreover, in the definition of the Wronskain, see Definition 6.6, and in our discussion above on
real (w,m, ) frequency mode solutions we have, more generally, excluded the frequencies w = wym,
w = wym, since we did not uniquely define the solutions uy+, ugs+ for those frequency cases. Fur-
thermore, a benefit of excluding those frequencies is that in Proposition 6.5 we can prove that the
Wronskian is a continuous function in w in a straightforward manner. Finally, we prove energy es-
timates for the bounded frequency regimes {0 < |w —w,m| <€} U{0 < |w—-w,m| < e}, for a sufficiently
small € >0, see Proposition 16.6.



32 BOUNDEDNESS AND MORAWETZ ESTIMATES ON SUBEXTREMAL KERR-DE SITTER

We have the following proposition

Proposition 6.5. Let >0, (a,M) € B, and 3. > 0. Moreover, let (w,m,€) € RxU,,ez{m} X Lz
where moreover w + wym, w * wym. Then, the Wronskian W(a, M,l, uka,,m,l), see Defini-
tion 6.6, is a continuous function in R\ {wym,o,m}.

Proof. This follows easily since we have that for w # w,m and w # w,m the solutions wy+,usz+,
see (6.36), depend continuously on w in the desired domain. O

Note the following Lemma.
Lemma 6.2. Let >0, (a,M)€B; and p%s>0. Let (w,m, ) with w # w,m,w # &,m be such that
(6.39) W (w, m, 0)| < +oo

where for the Wronskian see Definition 6.6.

Then, for smooth solutions of Carter’s separation of variables, see Proposition 6.2, that moreover
satisfy the outgoing boundary conditions (6.28), in the sense of (6.29), we obtain the following
representation formula

(6.40)  u(r')=W'. (uw(r*) foo s (@) H (2" e + upe (1) f°° uH+(x*)H(x*)) ,

where the equality (6.40) holds pointwise; for uy+,usys see (6.36).

Proof. Follow verbatim the arguments of Shlapentokh-Rothman [[54], Section 3], which rely on a
classic variation of parameters argument. O

Moreover, we have the following on Schwarzschild—de Sitter

Proposition 6.6. Let [ >0, (0,M) € B, and p% 5 > 0. Then, for any w e R\ {0}, meZ, (e Ly
we have that W(w, m,{) # 0.

Proof. From Proposition 6.4 we have that
(6.41) wlul?(00) + wlul?(=00) = 0,

where u is a smooth solution of Carter’s homogeneous radial ode (6.25), from which it follows easily
that u = 0. g

6.9. The operator Pi,.qp. Let ¥ be a sufficiently integrable function, see Definition 6.1. We define
the following operator

7ﬁtm‘p

w9 (1) 5L (9) e imd gy,

(6.42) Prrap[ ¥ \/% f ’

where 74pqp(w,m,£) € (R™,R*) u{0} ¢ (r4,7,) U {0}, see already Theorem 1 and Theorem 8.3.
Furthermore, we have

Ttra
8tptrap \/— f ‘ frap

‘ Ttm,p

zw\I/(W)( )S(aw)(ﬂ)efim‘z’dw,

mel ml

(6.43)
w1y (S5 (0)e ™) dw|

ml

Y Prrap[ ¥
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We record a global Parseval identity and an estimate
(6.44)

Oy Prrap[ V]|? sin 0dOddr* dt = [trap \Iﬂ““” dr*dw,
s? P
2
fRfR S2|Y773tmp[‘1’]|2Sin9d9d<pdr*dtSBfRfR 26&(1—”%) 02
+B[ / Z /\(aw)( Ttrap) |W§:Z))|2d’l“*dw

also see the Section 6.6 on Parseval identities.
Since ¥ is sufficiently integrable we have that

(6.45) sup f L, (ummmp L2 _Wlazzﬂmp[qf]ﬁ) < co.
re[ry, 7] S 1<i1 +i2<)

6.10. The superradiant frequencies SF. We need the following

Definition 6.7. Let ! >0 and (a, M) € B;. We define the superradiant frequencies as
a’*m?= anQH)}

6.46 SF= : - =z "=
(6.46) {(w.m) amwe(,ﬁmz

or equivalently SF = {(w,m) : (w — amZ )(w — amZ ) <0}.

72 2 . 2
7++(l 7++a

In the Kerr limit (A = 0), in view of the fact that 7, (A =0) = oo, see Lemma 3.2, we obtain that
the superradiant frequencies are

2
(6.47) amw € |0, QGL , or equivalently w|w - 2a7m <0,
r? +a? r2 + a?

see [17].

6.11. The frequency set Fszc. Let [ >0 and (a,M) € B;. Let C > 0. We define the set
aw 1
(6.48) Fsrc= {(w,m, 0): |wle[Cch ), )\( ) <c, (wym) e SF, lw-wym|> =, |w—w,m|> E}

For the superradiant frequencies SF, see Definition 6.7. Moreover, for )\Ené see Definition 6.4.

6.12. The operator Psr . Let U be a sufficiently integrable function, see Definition 6.1. Given C >
0, we define the Fourier projection Psz ¢ on bounded non-stationary superradiant frequencies

1 —7,m aw aw
(6.49) Psrel¥]= [ Y 1rare e 250 () we,

where for Fsr ¢ see (6.48).
By using the Parseval identity (6.31) we also have that

[ 0.Psxclv)Pdg = [ [ 10,Psr ) sinododpat
:fRZl}-‘SﬁJm \Ilfgzd)|2(r*:—oo)dw

[ Zlfsyfc|\1j(aUJ)| (T -—oo) w
~ P, vl|“dg,
fH+| sF.c[V]]*dg

where the similarities above are with respect to constants C' = C(a, M,l, uxq).

(6.50)
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Again, since V is sufficiently integrable we have
(6.51) s [ [ ielPsrclW]P+ 3 1907 Psrcl¥]? | < oo,
re[ry, i ] JR IS 1<iy +i2<]

6.13. The set MS ... In the following definition we define various sets we need throughout the
paper and in particular in Proposition 6.7:

Definition 6.8. Let >0 and 3., > 0. We define the set

(6.52)
MSl,MKG = {(CLM) € Bl : V(w,m,@) € RXZXZz\nﬂ\{w =wim, W= a)+m}7 |W_1(a>M7l7M%{G7w7ma€)| < +OO}’
where w, = %,@ = %
We define the set
M?2 1
(6.53) Boi={(0,M)eB}={(0,M): O<l—2<2—7}.

By Proposition 6.6 we have that By c /’\713'1,#}(6,

Remark 6.6. Note that if (a, M) € MSy ..., then we have that (-a, M) € MS) ..., in view of the
fact that W(a, M, 1, u3.c,w,m,£) = W(-a, M, 1, 1%, ~w,m, ).

6.14. Quantitative mode stability as a flux bound. The main result of the present Section is
Proposition 6.7, which is a quantitative version of mode stability.

Proposition 6.7. Let 1> 0, u%. >0 and (a, M) € /’\Z/SWKG. Let ¢ be a sufficiently integrable and
outgoing solution of the Klein—-Gordon equation (1.7).

Then, for any C > 0 sufficiently large, there exists a constant C(a, M,l, pxa,C) >0 such that we
have the following estimate
(6.54) [ PszeCenf<C [ giwlnt,

H* {t*=71}

where 1 < 7.
Proof. Given that [ > 0, u%., >0, (a, M) € ./\’_/T:SZ,IAKG, we repeat the estimates of [[54], Section 3],

which we here only sketch. First, if ¥ is a smooth solution of the Klein Gordon equation (1.7) then
we have

(6.55) O(Xn¥) = F =2Vxr, - VY + 90X, -
Furthermore, we define u = Vr2 + GQ(XTI’(/J)EZZ)), and H = W(pQF)SZ“). We have the repre-

sentation formula
T‘* +o0o
(6.56) u(r™) = wt. (uH+ (r*) f up (") H (2 )dx™ + uy+ (r") [ UH+($*)H($*)) ,

from Lemma 6.2 which recall holds for w € R,m € Z,{ € Zy|,,| such that [W™"(w,m, )| < co and w #
wym,w # wym. Now, in view of the continuity of the Wronskian, see Proposition 6.5, we have that
for any C > 0 there exists a C(a, M,l, uxa,C) such that for (w,m,£) € Fsr ¢ (which is a compact
set) we have that

(6.57) W < C(a, M, 1, pxa,C).
For Fsr ¢ see (6.48). By using (6.57) then the representation formula (6.56), in view of Parseval
identities, see Section 6.6, implies the desired result. O

7. THE DETAILED VERSION OF THEOREM 1

In this Section we present our main theorem.
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7.1. Boundedness and Morawetz estimate: Theorem 1. First, we need the following definition
Definition 7.1. Let [ >0 and p% s > 0. We define the following set
(7.1) MSZ,/J.KG

to be the connected component of /\73;,% containing By, with the standard Euclidean topology,
where for the sets MSy .., Bo, see Definition 6.8.

The following Proposition follows immediately from Remark 6.6

Proposition 7.1. Let | > 0 and p%o > 0. Moreover, let (a,M) € MSi e Then, we have
that (—a, M) € MS; .-

The boundedness and Morawetz estimates read as follows
Theorem 1 (detailed version). Let [ >0, p% >0 and
(a, M) e MS; s
where for MSy . see (7.1).

Then, there exist constants
(7.2) C =C(a,M,l,pu3%g) >0, R (a,M,l,nkc) >0, R (a,M,l,prg) >0

where r, < R~ < R < 7,, such that if ¢ satisfies the Klein—Gordon equation (1.7) in D(71,00) then
we have the following estimates

I Lo el #1208 4 19 Prray i O + 100 Parap () + 3 (ool P )

(7.3)
<C Jn I3
- {t*=71} M[w]n,
.4 n H f n 1z f n /,1,_ f n /,L’
@4 oo R [ s [ e [ s
n 2 " " 9
(7:5) /;t*=72}Ju[1/’]+|¢| <C ) Jp[pInt + [y

for all 0 < 71 < 7o, where for Pirqp see (6.42), for ripqp € (R™, RT)U{0} see Theorem 8.3, and for F,,
see (6.22).

Proof. See Section 10. (]

Remark 7.1. It is easy to see that in Theorem 1 we can replace the cut-off x-, with a general cut-off
X : M = R with the property

(7.6) suppx Nn{t* <m}=2.
Specifically, in our companion [13] we will use the cut-off x = ng)xil 7472 Where
. 1, {m+T<t" <n-T} . 1, {t">T+7}
(1) XL - k . () = .
0, {t ST1}U{t ZTQ}, 0, {t STl},

for some T > 0. For notational ease Theorem 1 is proved with the cut-off xr, .

Remark 7.2. Given p%, > 0, suppose that mode stability on the real azis holds for all subez-
tremal black hole parameters, i.e. MSy 1, = Bi. Then, since B is connected, see Lemma 2.1, we
have MSy 1., = Bi and thus Theorem 1 would hold for all subextremal parameters.
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Remark 7.3. For fized (a, M,l), the constants in the RHS of the estimates (7.3), (7.4), blow up
in the limit pxgg — 0. Note, however, that uxc = 0 is indeed allowed in the theorem, i.e. the
constant for pxa =0 is finite. In contrast, the constants on the right hand side of the boundedness
estimate (7.5) can be chosen uniformly for sufficiently small ;L%(G > 0. Finally, it is clear from the
steps of the proof of our Theorem 1 that if we allow zeroth order terms |1|> i the hypersurface terms
of the right hand side of estimates (7.3), (7.4), then the constants of these estimates can also be
chosen uniformly for sufficiently small Klein—Gordon masses ji3 > 0.

Remark 7.4. As discussed in the introduction, the set MSy ., includes the very slowly rotating
black hole parameters |a| << M,l, where the smallness depends on ,u%(G. Moreover, the set MS; ¢
includes arbitrary black hole parameters |a| < M « 1, and u%(G =0, where the constant implicit in <
depends on the difference to extremality M —|al, in view of the recent work of Hintz [20].

Remark 7.5. The LHS of (7.3), in conjunction with the local estimates of Lemma 8.1, also controls
the spacetime integral

@8) [ [ skl |2 G (FU + 0e0)) $C [ e
where

RR'
(7.9) Ctrap(r) = (1 - L5 R+])(1— ;{ )

and for R* see Corollary 8.2.
Note that on a Schwarzschild—de Sitter background a =0 we have
- 3M\?
(7.10) R =R" =7A frac = 3M, Cirap(T) = (1 - 7) .

Moreover, if the solution of the Klein-Gordon equation (1.7) is axisymmetric Oy 1) = 0, then (7.8)
holds for (a, M) € B;, where we have R~ = R*.

By also utilizing the higher order redshift estimate of Proposition 5.2, applied in the extended
domain Dy, we obtain the following higher order Corollary, that also treats the inhomogeneous case

Corollary 1.1. Let the assumptions of Theorem 1 be satisfied, where ¢ is now a solution of the in-
homogeneous Klein—-Gordon equation Dgu.M.l,l/}_H’%(Gw = F', where F' is sufficiently regular. Then, for
any j > 1 there exists a sufficiently small §(a, M, 1, uxc,j) such that the following hold. Let {t* = 7'}
be the extended spacelike hypersurfaces, defined in the extended domain Ds(71,00), see Definition 2.8.
Then, there exists a constant

(7.11) C = C(j,a, M,1, i) >0,

such that we obtain
(7.12)

//D(n, WZ (9;+)" Ptmp(xz/] ffD(;(n,oo)\D(m | Z ‘|Wilaé2(Z*)i3w|2

o0) 1<11+12<j o0) 1<y +ig+iz<j

bY (PO P P 0) (2P

1<i1+ig+i3<j—1
sCf DA A LI Ly ff 084 - 81 F| 41002 92 F| + [N,
{t* =71} 4, fioris 1<i1<5 Ds(711,00)
(7.13)

L >, L[N, +L > ININ'G

*NDs(11,00) 0<i<j-1 *NDs(11,00) 0<izj—1

< Cﬁt*: Z |V11822(Z 23¢|2 Z f fD 5117/)'821_1F| n |a;1w,8:'0171F| i ‘Ni1—1F|2’

Tl} 1<i1+ig+i3 1<i1<3 ‘S(Tl’
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(7.14)
| > ozl
{t* =72} 1<, Fiotis
<cJ| I AR Ca R
{t* =71} 1<i, Fig+is

+ Z f L ( )5’|6Z1¢|2 + (6/)—1‘a§1—1F|2 " El|a:'01w|2 " (6,)_1|8;1_1F| " |Ni1_1F|2,
] §(71,00

1<i1<j

for any 1 <1+ 7 <7 and for any 0 < € <1, for some sufficiently small 6(j,a,M,l). Moreover, for
the redshift vector field N see Proposition 5.1.

Proof. We first discuss the estimates (7.12), (7.13). The case j = 1 follows immediately from the
consideration of the proof of Theorem 1, where we now keep track of the inhomogeneity. Specifi-
cally, note that Proposition 6.7 also holds for the inhomogeneous Klein—-Gordon equation, with the
additional term [ fDé(n’m) |F'|?> on the RHS of (6.54). To prove the cases j > 1 we proceed as fol-

lows. We commute the inhomogeneous Klein-Gordon equation Oy, ,, % - ;@(Gw = F with 0;,0,, N
appropriately many times and use elliptic estimates (see for example the lecture notes [16]), where
we also use the redshift Proposition 5.2 to control derivatives near the horizons.

Now, we discuss the boundedness estimate (7.14). Again, the j = 1 case follows from the con-
siderations of the proof of Theorem 1, where we keep track of the inhomogeneities. Specifically,
we use Young’s inequalities on the error terms on the RHS of estimate (7.12) and folllow the steps
of Section 11, where we will now have appropriate inhomogeneity on the RHS of the estimates of
Section 11. We can obtain the higher order estimates by commuting with 0,0, V. ]

7.2. Logic of the proof of Theorem 1. We here present the steps of the proof of Theorem 1, in
an order that further clarifies the logic of the proof.

The first step is to prove the desired Morawetz estimate for sufficiently integrable solutions of
the inhomogeneous Klein-Gordon equation, valid for all subextremal Kerr-de Sitter black hole
parameters (a,M) € B;, but with an additional horizon term on the RHS, see Theorem 8.1 in
Section 8. To prove Corollary 8.2 we use the fixed frequency estimate of Theorem 8.3, which is
proved in Section 16.

In the case where moreover (a, M) € MS Luxe, We use the quantitative mode stability in the form
of the flux bound of Proposition 6.7, to remove the additional horizon term on the RHS, and we obtain
Corollary 8.2 for ‘future integrable’ solutions of the homogeneous Klein-Gordon equation (1.7).

In the (a, M) e MS; ., We use a continuity argument, see Section 9, to prove that all solutions
of the Klein-Gordon equation (1.7) are in fact ‘future integrable’, see Theorem 9.1 in Section 9.

In Section 10 we combine Corollary 8.2 and Theorem 9.1 to conclude the proof of the Morawetz
estimate (7.3) of Theorem 1, for (a, M) € MS; ;1,cq;-

The remaining boundedness estimates (7.4), (7.5) are proved in Section 11, where note we follow
a similar approach to [17].

For the axisymmetric case of Theorem 1 we do not need a continuity argument, and in fact the
proofs are significantly simpler, see the proof in Section 12. Specifically, by using the boundedness
estimates for axisymmetric solutions of Proposition 5.3, we conclude that axisymmetric solutions of
the Klein-Gordon equation are in fact future integrable for all (a, M) € B; and therefore we can use
directly the Morawetz estimate of Theorem 8.1, which concludes the proof.

8. A MORAWETZ ESTIMATE FOR SUFFICIENTLY INTEGRABLE FUNCTIONS

The main result of this Section is Theorem 8.1. To obtain Theorem 8.1 we will sum the fixed
frequency ode estimate of Theorem 8.3, by using Proposition 6.2 and Proposition 6.3, and we will
also use the redshift estimates of Section 5. (The proof of Theorem 8.3 is deferred to Section 16.)
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8.1. Notation on constants. From this point onwards we use the constants

(8.1) b(a, M,l,pxa) >0, B(a,M,l,ukc) >0,

to denote respectively potentially small and potentially large positive constants both depending only
on the black hole parameters a, M, [, the Klein—-Gordon mass /‘%(G' Specifically, we note that for
certain inequalities the constants b, B will depend on the sufficiently large and sufficiently small pa-
rameters 7}, which will be determined later. Furthermore, for certain inequalities the constants b, B
will depend on a sufficiently large C > 0 constant. This dependence will be clearly denoted when

used.
Informally, we record the following algebra of constants

(8.2) B+B=B, B-B=B, b+b=b,  b-b=b.

Moreover, let f,g > 0. When we use f ~ g we mean bg < f < Bg.

8.2. The main Theorem 8.1. We have the following Theorem

Theorem 8.1. Let [ >0 and (a, M) € B; and p% > 0. Let C > 0 be sufficiently large. Let ¢ be a
sufficiently integrable and outgoing function, see Definitions 6.1, 6.2, satisfying the inhomogeneous
Klein-Gordon equation Og, ,, ¥ — pgcc = F.

Then, we have the following

I oo G 10000 1220 + 10 P[9P + ¥ P[9P + 2 Tyl Fon ()P
(83) | 2 " 2
<BE) [ IPsrc@)f+B©) [ [ 1o Fl+ o0 Fl <l FP,

where for Piyep, Psr.c see (6.42), (6.49) respectively, and for F,, see (6.22).

Proof. See Section 8.4. We will need first the fixed frequency ode estimate of Theorem 8.3, to be
proven in Section 8.3 below. ([l

8.3. The main fixed frequency ode estimate. In the proof of our main Theorem 8.1 we will
need to appeal to the following fixed frequency integrated estimate for smooth solutions of Carter’s
radial ode that satisfy outgoing boundary conditions.

Theorem 8.3. Let 1 >0 (a, M) € B, and p% > 0. Then, there exist constants

(8.4) E=E(a,M,l,uxc) >0, ry <R <R"<7,,

and a frequency dependent r-value

(8.5) Ttrap(w,m, ) € (R™, R") u {0},

such that for all r_ sufficiently close to ry and for all v, sufficiently close to 7., and for any
sufficiently large C > 0 there exists a constant B(C,Tie0), as in Section 8.1, such that for smooth

solutions

(8.6) u(w,m,l,r),
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of Carter’s inhomogeneous radial ode, see (6.25), that moreover satisfy the outgoing boundary con-
ditions (6.28) we have the following integrated estimate
(8.7)

e < Tirap |’
fr* (|\Il'|2+1{m>O}A|\I'|2+1{|m|>0}|u'|2+(w2+/\)(1—trp) |u|2+(M§<G+1{ml>0})|u|2)

—oo

gB(c,rm).1{m>0}/ - |u'H|+|w-uH|+\m-uH|+B(c,rm)-1{m>o}f W' H| + - uH| + |m - uH]|
L1
+B(C,7‘iw)/Rdr SIH?

am= _ am= _ x
+ E‘[]R ((w - M)Im(uH) + (w— M)Im(uH))dr

+ B(C, 7100 )1 Fsr o |w —wiml|w - @,mlul?(~o0),
where for Fsr ¢ see (6.48).
Proof. Immediate by inspecting Theorem 16.1. |

Remark 8.1. Note that the term in (8.7) that multiplies E in general does not have a sign. There-
fore, in what follows we cannot replace E by a larger constant.

Remark 8.2. We only control the terms [, 1(m50yAl¥|* on the left hand side of (8.7). The lack
of control of this term comes from the lack of control of the respective term in Proposition 16.4, for
the case p3 ¢ = 0.

Remark 8.3. We may replace the superradiant set SF in the definition of Fsrc on the RHS
of (8.7) with the smaller set found in [10], for which real frequency mode stability is still not known.

We obtain immediately the following Corollary
Corollary 8.1. Let!>0 and (a, M) € B}, u%s>0. Then, for any (w,m) € (SF)¢ and w # wym,w #

w,m and any € > |m| we have that
(8.8) W (a, M1, g, w,m,l)| < +oo.
Moreover, for
(8.9) (w,m, 0) € ({(w,m, 0): C" <|w| <C}n{(w,m,L): A< C})C “Aw=wym,w=a,m},
where C > 0 is sufficiently large, we have that (8.8) again holds.
Furthermore, for C >0 sufficiently large then for
(8.10) (w,m,€) € {0<|w-wym|<C'}u{0<|w-@.m|<C}
we again have that (8.8) holds.

Proof. Let (w,m) € (§F)° and w # wym,w # w,m. Then, in view of the energy estimate of Proposi-
tion 6.4 we conclude the desired result (8.8).

Now, let (w,m,£) € ({(w7m7é) s Cl < wl<Cyn {(w,m b)) A< C})C “Aw = wym,w = wym}, for
any sufficiently large C > 0. Then, in view of Theorem 8.3 we note that
r 2 .
(8.11) f (|u'|2+|u2+(1_7””“1’) ()\+w2)u2) _0,
T’ T

for H = 0, which immediately concludes that v = 0 for the desired frequencies, which in turn
concludes (8.8).
Now we study the frequencies

(8.12) {0<|w-wym|<C Y u{0<|w-w,m|<C}.
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For the frequencies (8.12) we can use Theorem 8.3 for solutions u of the homogeneous Carter’s
radial ode that satisfy the boundary conditions (6.28) and obtain the result (8.7) without the last
boundary term on the RHS (since Fsr n(8.12) = @) and without the inhomogeneities. Therefore,
we conclude that for the frequencies (8.12) we have [W™!| < co. O

8.4. Applying Parseval and summing in the redshift estimates: Proof of Theorem 8.1.
We are now ready to prove Theorem 8.1.

Proof of Theorem 8.1. We apply Carter’s separation of variables to the inhomogeneous pde

(813) Dga,M,zw - N%(Gw =F.

In view of the assumption of the present Theorem, specifically sufficient integrability and outgo-
ingness of 1, then Proposition 6.2 guarantees that for almost all w the function ugﬁf)(r) is smooth
for all m,¢ and r € (r,7,), and moreover the outgoing boundary conditions (6.28) are satisfied.
Therefore, we may apply the fixed frequency integrated result of Theorem 8.3, and then integrate
with [7 dw Y, to obtain

5 Ttrap )
[ dwzf (|\IJ'|2+(w2+)\)(1—tTp) |u|2+(u§m+1{|m>0})u|2)dr

mi
<B(C,ri00) f dwz ( / - 1{‘m|>0}(|u'H| +w-uH|+ |m-uH|)dr*
—00 ml — 00

+ f Lijmpsoy (Ju'H| + |w - uH| + |m - uH|))d7"*

+B(C, 7100 fde[ |H|*dr

m,{

+Ef de[(( am= )Im(uH)+( %)Im(uH))dr*

meé

+B(Cr) [ dwz1fsm|u|2(-oo),
mé

(8.14)

where in the above we used
A
(r2 + a2)3/2

(8.15) H = ()@ = (0*F)"“ ().

We begin by bounding the inhomogeneous terms on the RHS of (8.14). Specifically, let Cﬁff )
denote the inhomogeneous terms (the terms related to H) on the right hand side of inequality (8.14).
It is a direct consequence of Young’s inequalities and Parseval’s identities that we have the following
bound

A fdeC’f,ff)dr*

< B(C, 7100 ecutfdw > f w?lul® +m?[ul?) dr*

|m|>0,¢

(8.16) +B(C rioo)cht/dw >, [ (w?fuf* + m?[ul?) dr

|m|>0,£

el O 8-

N ) aZ aZ
E ;fRdt[Rdr fg2sm9d9d¢(atw-ﬂ—Maw-ﬂmtw-ﬂ—Maw-ﬂ)’,

*




BOUNDEDNESS AND MORAWETZ ESTIMATES ON SUBEXTREMAL KERR-DE SITTER 41

for a sufficiently small €.,+ > 0, where in the last line of (8.16) we used that H = W (sz).

Note that it is significant that in (8.14) that term multiplying E appears in that non-signed form.
n (8.16), in order to bound the term multiplying E, we used the second Parseval’s identity of (6.30).
Now, in view of the inequality

(8.17) S T ren el (0) < B [ Porc@)l,

where for the Fourier projection on bounded non-stationary superradiant frequencies Psr ¢ see (6.49),
we combine (8.14) and the bound of the cut-off terms (8.16) to obtain that

rr 2
oo ~ ¢
/7:* \/]R; dw Z (|\I/,|2 + 1|m‘>0|u'|2 + (w2 + )\) (1 - %) |U|2 + (M%G + 1{|m|>0}) |u|2) dr

<B(C Tiw)ecutfdw Z f 2|u|2+m2|u|2)dr*

|m[>0,¢

+ B(C, rioo)ecutfdw Z f 2|u|2+m2|u|2)dr*

(8.18) [m|>0,¢
B(C Tioo) f f (aw)
H
€cut Z A|

* . az =
E ;fRdt/Rdr fS2s1n0d0dg0(8tw~H—M8¢¢ﬁ.H+3t¢.H_22
+B(C7Ti00)"[?{+ |,PS.'F,C(/¢))|23

where for the sufficiently small constant e.,; see the estimate (8.16). In the second to last line
of (8.18) we used that H = 575 (p°F).

(r2+a2)3/2
Now, since V is sufficiently integrable and outgoing, we can use a pigeonhole argument and we
can find a sequence 7,, > —oco such that

)

C
8.19 f J Wk < =
(8.19) oy I LY

Tn

for some constant C(a, M,l,¥) (Also, see already Lemma 11.1 where we present a similar result,
for functions that vanish on the horizons.) We use the redshift estimate of Proposition 5.2 in the
spacetime domain D(7,,72) to obtain

(8.20)

TINF + f [ IN @] N
/‘L(Tn772)n{T<T++57ed} H D(Tn,T2){r27s—€rea}t H[ ]

<B J"
o LD

-5( [ . [ v
( D(7p,m2) 0 {rs+€rea<r<ri+2€rcat “ n D(7y,m2) {7+ —2€ca<T<Ty—€reat ”[w] )

+B( f f IFP? + f f )
D(‘rn772)ﬁ{r+srsr++2e7‘ed} D(7,m2)N{T+—2€req<r<7y}

Now, we sum (8.20) and (8.18), for 7_co < 7y + €red < T4 — €red < Troo, We take 7, - —oo, and we
conclude that the following holds

T o G ool 100 122 10 Pt L U1 + 19 Pl [ 0
2
(8.21) SB(C,rim)fH+ [PsF.c(¥)]
. . 2
+B(c,riw)/[D(_w) 0 - F| + 10,0 - F| +|FP2,
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after taking €, > 0 sufficiently small. For the operator Piqp, see (6.42).
‘We have concluded the result of Theorem 8.1. O

8.5. Finite in time energy estimates. Note the following Lemma

Lemma 8.1. Let1>0, (a,M) € B; and u%(G >0. Given 0 <7 < 7o < +00, there exists a constant
(822) C(TQ—Tl,a,M,l)>O

such that for any solution 1 of the inhomogeneous Klein—-Gordon equation Oy, ,, % - Waath = F,
where F' is a smooth function, then the following hold

n I _ n “w 2
©23) [ R sCe-mad(f it [f ),

8.24 f 2 < C(ry-71,0,M,1 (f 2 ] ff F2).
( ) {t*=T2}|1/)| (2 =110 ) {t*=71}|1/1| + /L[w]n + D(Tlﬂ)‘ |

Proof. This is a standard proof.

To prove (8.23) we use divergence theorem, see Proposition 4.1, with a W = 9, + ﬁ@w multiplier
in conjunction with an N-redshift multiplier, see Proposition 5.2. Then, we use Gronwall and
conclude.

To prove (8.24) we use Gronwall’s inequality in view of the direct application of fundamental
theorem of calculus

T2
(8.25) WP r27,0,0) <O =12) [ 0 (7,1, 0, 9)dr + (72, 7,0,)
T1
and conclude by also using (8.23). O

8.6. Corollary for future integrable homogeneous solutions for parameters in the set A’/TSWK o
In the following Corollary 8.2 we restrict the assumptions of Theorem 8.1, and study ‘future inte-
grable’ solutions of the homogeneous Klein-Gordon equation (1.7).

First, we define the ‘future integrable’ class of solutions:

Definition 8.1. Let I > 0 and (a, M) € B;. Moreover, assume that v is a smooth solution of the
Klein—Gordon equation (1.7) arising from smooth initial data on the hypersurface {t* = 0}. We
say that 1 is future integrable if for every T > 1 the function xr, v is sufficiently integrable, see
Definition 6.1. For the cut-off x,, see Section 6.3.

We have the following

Corollary 8.2. Let | >0, p%; >0 and (a,M) € ml,uxo Let 1 be a future integrable solution,
see Definition 8.1, of the Klein—Gordon equation (1.7) arising from smooth initial data on {t* = 0}.
Then, we have

(8.26)

T for gl 10008 + 12 0P + D Prray e 01 + ¥ Pur Dl < B [

for any 0 < 71, where for Pyqp see (6.42), and for x., see Section 6. For /\’—/leMKG see Definition 6.8.

T [Int + [l

Proof of Corollary 8.2. We cut off the solutions of the Klein—Gordon equation (1.7) as follows

(8'27) Uga ar, (XTl 1/1) - M%(G Xn ¥ =F

where F' =2Vxr, - Vi + "/}D(Xn )
The function ¢ is future integrable and therefore xr, ¢ sufficiently integrable and outgoing. We
use the result of Theorem 8.1 for x,, ¢ in the place of ¢ to obtain the following

I fo o b0 100 G )P 127 ()P + 106Prreg [ 0+ 1 P ]
) 00,400

(8.28
<B [ PsrcCnt)+B [ [ oy Fl+ e Fle | FP
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Now, by using the bound of Proposition 6.7, for the horizon term of (8.28), and the finite in time
energy estimates of Lemma 8.1, we obtain the desired result (8.26). (]

9. THE CONTINUITY ARGUMENT
The main result of this Section is the following

Theorem 9.1. Let >0 and %o 2 0. Then, if (a, M) € MS) e, see (7.1), then the solution v of
the Klein—Gordon equation (1.7) that arises from smooth initial data (1o,1) is future integrable,
see Definition 8.1.

Proof. See Section 9.5. ]

Remark 9.1. We will use Theorem 9.1 in the next Section 10. If the solution of the Klein—Gordon
equation (1.7) is axisymmetric Oy = 0 then we do not need the continuity argument of the present
Section.

We use the generic constants of Section 8.1, with the algebra of constants discussed there, but we
will also use the notation B(m) to denote that the constant B additionally depends on the azimuthal
frequency m.

Before presenting and proving our main results we need several preparatory Lemmata and Propo-
sitions regarding alternative trapping parameters for fixed azimuthal frequency m.

9.1. The causal vector field W,,,q. The Lemma of this Section will be used later in the fixed
azimuthal frequency Proposition 9.1.

Let €¢rap > 0 be sufficiently small, as chosen in Lemma 16.13. We now modify the timelike vector
field W of Lemma 2.2 to make it Killing in the sufficiently small region
(9.1) {TA,fmc = 2€trap ST STA frac + 25tmp}-
We state this result in the following Lemma

Lemma 9.1. Let!>0 and (a, M) € B;. Moreover, let €4, >0 of Lemma 16.13 be sufficiently small.
Then, there exists a causal vector field

(92) Wmod
such that
(9.3)
Wmod = VV, {7"+ <r< TA,frac — 3€t'rap} U {TA,frac + 3€trap <r< 'F+};

Wmod is timelike in {TA,f'rac - 3€trap <r< TA,frac — 2€t'rap} U {TA,frac + 2€trap <r< TA,frac + 36trap}7

Winod is Killing and timelike in {ra frac = 2€trap < T < TA frac + 2€trap }

where W = 0y + 5750, see Lemma 2.2. Moreover, we have the following pointwise estimate
(9-4) |KWm°d [w“ S A 1{r+5r5f+}\{rA, rac—2€trap<T<TA frac+2€trap ) (5|Z*¢|2 + 6((1*1#)2 + 5_1|8¢¢|2) )

5 5
for a sufficiently small € > 0, where A frac 15 the unique critical point of W, see Lemma 3.3.

Proof. The proof of (9.3) is straightforward by considering a vector field of the form
(95) Winod = O + fmod("")ﬁga;

where f0q(7) is constant in {7A_ frac = 2€rap <7 < TA frac + 2€1rap }-
To prove (9.4) we note that the following holds pointwise

(9.6) KWmed = 2§T(Vf7 99)[¥]

and conclude by using Young’s inequality. ]
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9.2. Morawetz estimate for fixed azimuthal frequency m. Note the following Proposition,
which does not assume future integrability.

Proposition 9.1. Let 1> 0, (a,M) € MS, .. and p% 20. For any j > 1 and |m|> 0 there exists
a constant

(97) B:B(mﬂjaa7M7l7:u§(G)>Oa
and there exists a smooth function
(98) 5trap(r)
with
ot 1a {T+ <r< TA,frac — 2€t'rap} u {TA,frac + 2€trap7 7:+}
(9.9) Ctrap(r) =
0, {TA,fmc — €trap ST STA frac T etmp}a

where for the sufficiently small €trqp > 0 see Lemma 9.1, such that for any smooth solution 1 of
Klein—Gordon equation (1.7) with fixed azimuthal frequency

(9.10) Im| >0

we obtain

(9.11)

/ / Ctrap Z |W“ (at* )i2(Z*)i3w|2
D(11,72) 1<i1+i2+i3Sj

LD YR A C O R A CAV I CAD

1<iy+ia+i3<j—1
< B(m, j) > N 0e)=(Z27) 9 + B() > P @e)(Z) P
{E"=T1} 0<iy +ig+is<j (=12} 1ciy 4ip+izsj
and

Joe S @) (2P

=T2} 1<iy +ig+is<yj

S Sy G X W @) (2

1<iq1+i2+i3<]

(0.12) Y @) (2P (P (0 ) (2P

1<y +ig+iz<j—1

<B(m.j) | >0 (2)

*_ i
tr=T1} 0<i1+i2+i3<]

+Bm,'fT2dT/ +/ )3 2
( j) T1 ( {t*:T}ﬂ['f’+,TA,fmc_QEtmp) {t*:T}O(TA,fr'ac"'Qetmp;f#—] | ¢w|

for all 2 <1+ 71 <19. The value TA frac 15 the unique critical point of ﬁ, see Lemma 3.3.
Moreover, in the case of future integrable solutions of the Klein—Gordon equation we can drop the
two last bulk terms from the RHS of (9.11).
Furthermore, for the azisymmetric case m =0 we replace (a, M) € MS; ..., with the entire subex-
tremal family (a, M) € B; and moreover inequality (9.11) holds without the two last bulk terms from
the RHS of (9.11).

Proof. ’First, we prove (9.11)‘ for a fixed azimuthal frequency |m| > 0. For any €yqp > 0

sufficiently small, we take whign (M, €trap), )\l_olw(etmp) of Lemma 16.13 sufficiently large and in view
of Lemma 9.1 we conclude

(913) supp Ctrap c (TA,frac — €traps A, frac t 6trap)~
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where (irqp is smooth and

(914) Et’!‘ap(r) — L {T"' ST ETA frac 26757‘(1]?} U {TA,fmc + 2€trapa 'F+}
) {ra frac = €trap ST <TA frac + €trap }-

Given 1 we now apply the cut-off

(9.15) Xr1,725

for 2 <1+ 7 <7, see Section 6.3, in the place of x,, and repeat the arguments from the proof of
Theorem 8.1, which note holds for the inhomogeneous Klein-Gordon equation Oy, ,, % — i gt = F.
Specifically, we fix the constant
Cla,M,l,uxc) >0,
see Theorem 8.1, and we obtain the following
(9.16)

/ /D<m><tmp noX V@) () + 12l

ll +i2 +i3=1

<BlmJ) > W)z ) R+ BOm.j) [ S P (2P

=71} 0<iy 4igtiz<l {t*=72} 0<iy +in+is<l

+B(m7j) ' ./;-ﬁ |P57:,C(X71,T2w)|2
< B(m.j) |, Y W@ Bmg) [ Y P (@) (27 P,

t=T1} 0<iy +ig+iz<l {t*=72} 4, 1ig+ig=1
for any 2 <1+ 7 < 79, where Psr ¢ is a Fourier projection to bounded non-stationary superradiant
frequencies, see (6.49). Note that to obtain the last estimate of (9.16) we used that

(9-17) m*[y[* = (9p1)*
for our fixed azimuthal frequency |m|> 0 in order to bound the future flux appropriately so that no
zeroth order terms appear.

By commuting appropriately many times with 0y, NV, and by using elliptic estimates, we obtain
the higher order statement

918
f f G X B (@)H(Z) P
D(71,72) 1<i1+i2+i3§j
+ > Y (9 )2(2* )2 2 + Y (9 )2 (Z7) 20
1<i1 +igtig<j—1
< B(m, j) > YN (0e)(Z27) ¢ + B(m,j) > @)= (Z2) el
{t*=71} 0<iy tin+is<s {t*=T2} 1<i tintis<y

which concludes (9.11) for solutions supported in the fixed azimuthal frequency |m/| > 0.

‘ Now, we prove (9.11) ‘for fixed azimuthal frequency |m| = 0, i.e. for axisymmetric solutions 9 of

the Klein—Gordon equation. By using Theorem 8.1 we have that for [ > 0 and (a, M) € B, (namely
the entire subextremal parameter family without assuming mode stability) and u%(G > 0 then for
axisymmetric solutions v of the Klein—-Gordon equation the following holds

(9.19)

I o (1 )R (2l 2P

r i1+iatiz=1
< B(j) > Y @e)2(27) ¢l + B()) > Y @e)2 (2P,
{t" =1} 0<iy +in+iz<l {t"=72} 0<iy +in+iz<l

where note we included the zero order terms on the future fluxes. Since 1 is axisymmetric we have

(9.20) Psrct =0,
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see (6.49) for the definition of the operator Psz ¢. Moreover, we note from the redshift Proposition
for axisymmetric solutions, see Proposition 5.3, that the following holds

(921) A R A (G

Therefore, by using the integrated estimate (9.19) and the bounds (9.21) we conclude that the
following holds for axisymmetric solutions

2
A, frac i1 io (7% \i3 *
[ L (=) @)z 120
D(11,72) r i1+ia+iz=1
(9.22) )
< B(j) > V@)= (2 Ryl
{t*=71} 0<i) fintiz<l

We have concluded (9.11) for m = 0.
‘Now, we proceed to prove (9.12) ‘ We use the W,,,q multiplier of Lemma 9.1, the redshift

vector field N, in conjunction with the integrated estimate (9.11) and the standard redshift argument
found in the lecture notes [16] to appropriately bound the H' future fluxes on the RHS of (9.11) as
follows

f{t*: Z |Y7i1(8t*)i2(Z*)i3w|2

T2} 1<iq iz +iz<y

(9.23) <BG) [ A C D RO L

N L
=T1} 1<iy +ig+is<j

T2
+ B(m,j [ dr / +[ 2
( ]) T1 ( {t*=7}0[r4,"A frac—2€trap) {t*=T}0(rA frac+2€trap,T+ ) |7f}|
forall2<1+7 <7

Therefore, we bound the RHS of the integrated estimate (9.11) by using the bound (9.23) on the
future fluxes to obtain the desired inequality (9.12).

Finally, we note that if the solution ¢ is future integrable, see Definition 8.1, then we can use the
cut-offed wave xr, 1, see Section 6.3, and repeat the arguments of the present proof to obtain the
estimate (9.11), without the future boundary term on the RHS. O

9.3. Reduction to fixed azimuthal frequency m. The main result Theorem 9.1 of the present
Section will follow as a Corollary from the following fixed azimuthal frequency Proposition, which
will be proved with a continuity argument.

Proposition 9.2. Let the assumptions of Theorem 9.1 hold, but moreover assume that ¥ = i,
where Py, is the m-th azimuthal mode. Then, v is future integrable, see Definition 8.1.

Proof. See Section 9.4. ]
Note the following Lemma

Lemma 9.2. Let [ > 0, u%(G > 0. Moreover, let a, M, 1, m be as in Proposition 9.2. Then, v is
future integrable if

(9.24) sup > (@) (Z2) Y < oo, Vi1

720 =T} 144, 4ig+ig<y
Proof. This is immediate in view of Proposition 9.1. ]
In the following definition, we define a set we need for the remainder of the present Section
Definition 9.1. Let [ >0 and p%o > 0. We define
MScem ={(a, M) e MSy 1, = (9.24) holds for all solutions v of (1.7) supported

9.25
( ) on the fized azimuthal frequency m with respect to ga nr}-
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For the set MS; see (7.1).

SHKG

9.4. Proof of Proposition 9.2. The proof of Proposition 9.2 will use a continuity argument.

Note that the original continuity argument of [17] was a continuity argument only in the rotation
parameter a for a fixed black hole mass M. In contrast to [17] the continuity argument of the present
Section needs to take place in the space of parameters
(9.26) MS e

which is by definition connected, see Section 7.1.
First, we prove the following Proposition

Proposition 9.3. Let 1 >0 and 3., > 0. Then, MS; ... is an open subset of B.

Proof. Now, let (a,M) € MS; .. We recall from Definition 7.1 that the set MS; . is the
connected component of the set By ; in the set

(9.27)

/’\;ITS';,,LKG ={(a, M) e By : V(w,m, L) € RXLxLiz|pn|, W # Wy, W # QDym, W (a, M,1,w,m,l)| < +oo}.

For e > 0 sufficiently small we obtain that if
(9.28) & —a|+ M- M|<e

then (é, M) € B;.
For both the sufficiently large frequencies

(9.29) {w? +m?+X>C),
and the frequencies
(9.30) {0<|w-wym|<C Y U{0<|w-@,m|<C}
we use Corollary 8.1 and we obtain
(9.31) W™ (é, M, 1,w,m,{)] < +oo.
For the remaining bounded frequencies
(9.32) {W+m?+ A <Chn({lw-wim| 2 u{lw-@.m|2C7}).

we use that the Wronskian is a continuous function, on a compact domain, and conclude that
indeed [W™(a, M,l,w, m,£)| < +o00 holds, for a sufficiently small € > 0.
We conclude (a, M) e MS; ;1.cq- O

Now, we are ready to prove Proposition 9.2

Proof of Proposition 9.2. Let [ > 0. In this Proposition we assume that
(9.33) 1 has fixed azimuthal frequency m.

Specifically, we assume that the solution ¢ of the Klein-Gordon equation (1.7) arises from initial
data

(9.34) (%o, v1)

of fixed azimuthal frequency m.

First, we observe that for m = 0 that indeed the solution ¢ of Klein—Gordon arising from (v, 1)
is future integrable, see Corollary 8.2 with Psz ¢ =0 and Lemma 9.2.

Therefore, in the rest of the proof we assume that |m|>0. We follow the analogous arguments
of [17].

First, we recall Lemma 9.2 where we proved that solutions 1 of the Klein-Gordon equation (1.7)
that satisfy

(9.35) sup S Y (0e)2(Z27) 5 < oo, V21,

720 J{t*=7} 1<ty +i2+13<]
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are future integrable. We will use this to show that the set MS;

subset of MS; ;.-
Now, we proceed with the clopen argument that will prove that

(936) MSZ,;LKg,m = MSI,,LLKGv

for the former see Definition 9.1 and for the latter see Definition 7.1.
‘To prove the non-emptyness | of the set MS; . m in the MS; . topology we note that

uxa,m is open and closed as a

for all p% o > 0 we have
(937) BO,I c MSl,uKG,ma

see Proposition 5.4 where we prove that for solutions of the Klein—Gordon equation in a Schwarzschild—
de Sitter background the following boundedness estimate holds

9.38 (f +f +[ )J” n* < B JI[W]n”.
( ) {t*=72} HinD(71,72) H*ND(71,72) H [w] {t*=71} B [1/}]

(Note that we do not need to use fixed azimuthal frequency.) For the set By ; see Definition 6.8.
‘To prove the closedness ‘ of the set MS; 1 ci,m in the MS; .o
arguments that proved an analogue result in [[17], Section 11, Proposition 11.3.1]. However, in the

present case we do not use a sequence of black hole rotations ay for a fixed black hole mass M, but
rather we consider a sequence

(9.39) (ak, M) € M8y m-

such that (ax, My) - (a,M) € MS; . (This is because the subextremal black hole parame-
ter space of Kerr—de Sitter pocesses one degree of freedom more than the subextremal black hole
parameter space of Kerr.)

Let 1 be a fixed m-solution of O, ,,,% — p 1 = 0. We define a sequence of functions

(9.40) ()

that solve the Klein—-Gordon equation (1.7) for the black hole parameters (ay, My,l) with the
same initial data as ¢, see (9.34). Note that thus i) are future integrable by Lemma 9.2, and
moreover 1) are fixed m-solutions for any & (which follows from the fact that the Killing vector
field d, does not depend on the black hole parameters (ay, My,1).)

By using Proposition 9.1 for future integrable solutions we obtain

.[ -/D('rl,'r2) é:tT(I,p(T) Z |y7h (at*)iQ(Z*)i3w(k)|2

1<%1+i2+13<j

(9.41) Y WO g P 1Y (00)2(27)

1<iq+ig+i3<j—1

<BG) S Y0 ) (27

=0} 0<iy +ig+iz<y

topology we follow the same

Now, by using an N energy based energy estimate and the result of Proposition 9.1 for a sufficiently

small €44, > 0 we follow the exact steps of [14] and obtain that
(9.42) sup > Y2 w < B > Y2
720 J{t* =T} 0<iy +ig+is<y {t7=0} 0<iy +ig+iz<j

Finally, we obtain

S X IWORZ)UE - Jim S 9Oz

=72} 0<iq+io+i3<] {tr="2} 0<iy+ig+iz<j

<B [, > Y@= (2P

*=0} 0<iy +iz+iz<)

(9.43)
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where the first equality follows from well-posedness of the Klein—-Gordon equation and the smooth
dependence of gq a7, on (a, M) and the fast that ¢y and 1 have the same initial data. The last
inequality follows from Fatou’s lemma. It follows from (9.42) that ¢ satisfies (9.24). Since ¢ was
arbitrary it follows that (a, M) € MS; ;1,c;,m- Thus MS; ., m is closed in the topology of MS; ;1.
where recall from Proposition 9.3 that MS; .. is an open subset of B;.

‘To prove the openess‘ of M8y uyq,m in the MS; ., topology we proceed as follows. We

first note that MS; ,,., is an open subset of B;, see Proposition 9.3. We follow similar arguments

that proved an analogous result in [[17], Section 11, Proposition 11.2.1]. Namely, we want to prove
that for

(9.44) (4, M) € MS1p1c6m

there exists an € > 0 sufficiently small and for any rotation parameter a such that

(9.45) la—a|+|M-M|<e

we also obtain (a, M) € MS; ,;o.m- One of the ‘key’ ingredients to be able to repeat the arguments
of [17] in the context of the present paper is the existence of the timelike vector field

(946) Wmod

see Lemma 9.1, which is Killing in the region where trapping happens for the fixed azimuthal
frequency m, see Proposition 9.1 and that that the hypersurface leaves {t* = ¢} are independent of
the black hole parameters a, M, [, see Remarks, 2.1, 2.2.

First, by using the divergence theorem with multiplier W,,,q and the fixed frequency Morawetz
estimate of Proposition 9.1 (for the inhomogeneous Klein—-Gordon with inhomogeneity F') we obtain
the following

[/’;(O’Tz)gtmp(r) S Y (0e) 2 (Z7) P + (Z279)?

i1+i2+i3=1

< B(j) - » Y7 (8, )72 (2% )|

=0} 0<i1+ig9+i3<1

(9.47)
T2
o [ar( ' Josr
(.7 ) 0 ( {t*=‘l’}ﬂ[7"+J’A,/mu—thmp) {t*=T}O(TA,/7'(Z(;+25t7‘n,p7f+] | S"w|
+ O - F|+ 0,0 - F| + |F2
f/D(o,@' - Fl+10p0 - Fl +|F|
where
~ ]., S S Tac_2 ra @] T‘ac+2 7‘0,,7
(948) Ctrap(r): {7'+ TSTAf €t p} {TA,f €trap 7'+}
? {7 frac = €trap ST STA frac + €trap}-

Now, suppose that dg > 0 is sufficiently small and define an interpolating metric
(9.49) Grs = Xr2 94 570 + (1 = Xr3)ga 0
where xr, = 0in the past of {t* = 72-do} and x = 1 in the future of {t* = 72}, where moreover 9, xr, =
0. We define 1, to be the intepolating solution of the wave equation
(9.50) Og,, ¥r, = 0

with the same initial data as ¢. We note that 0, is a Killing vector field for g,, and therefore the
intepolating solution will be supported on the same azimuthal frequency m as the original solution .
Hence, since (&, M, 1) € MS, iree.m and by (9.35) we obtain that 1), is future integrable with respect
to (&, M,1). We write

(9.51) Oy, v ra = (ngyl - m%)% =R
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and approximate as follows

(9.52) (Qoy e~ 0oy )0nlP < X | 05229,

1<iq1+ig4+13<2

2

by using the smooth dependence of g, a7 on a, M, where for € > 0 see (9.45). The angular deriva-
tive Y is with respect to the metric 9an1-

Keeping in mind that (9.51) is supported in the past of {t* = 72}, then we use the integrated
estimate (9.47) to obtain
(9.53)

T2
dr [ +[ )J” n* + 0,12
fo ( (=3[ A grac—26umap) =TI A fract 2€trap s ] (7i[v] 94
T2 . . .o~ )2
< B(m)é? f [ ¥ 02 (Z7)s 4, dT'+f
( 0 {t*=7"} 1gil+§+¢352 ‘ ’ {t*=m2-00} 1gi1+z'z;+igg2

BOm) [ i,

)

Y02 (27 ) 4y,

where we also used finite in time energy estimates, see Lemma 8.1, and an easy domain of dependence
argument.

Now, we note the integrated estimate (9.12) of Proposition 9.1 (the fixed azimuthal frequency
Morawetz and boundedness estimate) for j > 3

[{* > V0)(Z7)

=T2} 1<iy +ig+is<j

: [ ‘/D(O,Tz)étrap(r) Z |WZ1 (at*)iQ(Z*)iBQMQ

1<%y +i2+i3<j

(9.54) Y @) (2 P+ Y (0 ) (27) B

1<i1+ig+iz<j—1

SB(m,j) Z |y7“(6t*)“(Z*)"31/1|2

{t7=0} 0<iy +ig+iz<j

T2
+ B N ] f d f +f ) 2.
(m, ) 0 T( {t*=7In[r4,7 A frac—2€trap) {t*=T}ﬁ(m,fmc+2etmpf+]) | WM

We use the bound (9.53), to absorb the bulk terms on the RHS of (9.54) in the LHS of (9.54), for a
sufficiently small € > 0. We obtain that for solutions supported in the fixed azimuthal frequency |m/| >
0 the following holds

. . X 2
oo B
7/e[0,m2] Y= 1<iy Yintis<j
(9.55) ’ S o,

< B(j,m) { > yz“agz(z*)%| <oo, Vj>3

=0} 0<iy +ig+iz<j

for all 1 < 7. In view of (9.35) we conclude that MS; ;. ;,m is open.

We have concluded that the set MS; ;. m is non empty and clopen in the MS; ,, ., topology
and therefore (9.36) holds.

Therefore, we conclude that the solution 1 = 1, is future integrable. We conclude the proof of
the Proposition. O

9.5. Proof of Theorem 9.1. We are ready to prove our main result of the present Section.
Proof of Theorem 9.1. Note the azimuthal mode expansion

(9.56) Y= tm,

where two distinct azimuthal modes 1), are orthogonal in the /2 sense.
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Then, for v as in the assumptions of Theorem 9.1 we note from Proposition 9.2 that each .,
is future integrable. Therefore it follows from Corollary 8.2 that the energy estimates (7.3), (7.12)
hold for t),,,. Orthogonality of two distinct 1, immediately implies that (7.3), (7.12) hold for .

Thus, v is sufficiently integrable, as desired. O

10. PROOF OF THE MORAWETZ ESTIMATE OF THEOREM 1

Now we are ready to prove the Morawetz estimate (7.3) of Theorem 1. We note that we have
already proved Corollary 8.2 and Theorem 9.1 which will be used in the rest of the present Section.
We have the following

Proof of the Morawetz estimate of Theorem 1. We fix 7, > 0. Let ¢ be a solution of the
Klein-Gordon equation (1.7) that arises from smooth initial data on {t* = 0}. Then, in view of
Theorem 9.1, the result of Corollary 8.2 holds for .

To conclude the Morawetz estimate (7.3) of Theorem 1 we need to prove that the following holds
in addition
(10.1)
[ L 2 QalFav®)+ [ [ (200 @) 9P )< B [ i

D(r1,m2) ‘my D(71,72)

{t*:Tl}

where for the operator Py.qp see (6.42).
It suffices to prove the above after assuming the following:
(1) First, we make the assumption that the solution % is generated from smooth initial data on
the hypersurface {t* = 0}. This assumption is needed to appeal to Theorem 9.1. Tt suffices
to have this assumption in view of general density arguments.

(2) Second, for the case u%. = 0 we make the assumption that the mean associated with the
hypersurface {t* = 71 }, satisfies the following
1
(10.2) W(m) = =0
- {tr =m} Jer=m)
It suffices to make this assumption since if ¥ is a solution of the wave equation, see (1.7)
with p% 4 =0, then 9 + ¢ is also a solution, where c is any constant.

We use the main result of the continuity argument Section 9, see Theorem 9.1, and the result of
Corollary 8.2 to obtain that the following energy estimate holds

S Sy Skt [ 1270 +10Pra [ V) + 19 Prv D)

<B TulIn® + W,

{t*=T1}

(10.3)

for all 2< 1+ 7 <7 < oo, where for the operator Py, see (6.42). When M%{G > 0 we note that the
RHS of (10.3) is equivalent to [,.__, Jj[¢]n" with a constant that blows up in the limit e — 0.
For the wave equation case u% = 0 we use the assumption (10.2) and use the Poincare-Wirtinger
inequality of Lemma 4.3 to obtain (10.1).

We have concluded (11.1). O

11. PROOF OF THE BOUNDEDNESS ESTIMATES OF THEOREM 1
In this Section we prove the boundedness estimates (7.4), (7.5) of Theorem 1.

The proof of the boundedness estimates of Theorem 1. We fix 71 > 0. Let v be a solution
of the Klein-Gordon equation (1.7) that arises from smooth initial data on {¢* = 0}. It suffices to
have this assumption in view of general density arguments. Then, the results of Corollary 8.2 and
of Theorem 9.1 hold for .
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To conclude the boundedness estimates (7.4), (7.5) of Theorem 1 we need to prove that the
following hold in addition

11.1 f T Int < C T pInk,
(1L.1) Gl se [ e
n 2 n 2
(112) A0 R el A (6 T
11.3 f f ) JrIn < C TP Int.
( ) ( H*ND(71,72) " H*ND(71,72) i [w]n {t*=71} H [w]n

Again, it suffices to prove the above assuming the following:

(1) First, in the case p% = 0 we make the assumption that the mean associated with the
hypersurface {t* = 7, }, satisfies the following

.1 )
(11.4) o(m) = m[{*m}qﬁ_o.

It suffices to make this assumption since if ¥ is a solution of the wave equation, see (1.7)
with /L%(-G =0, then 9 + ¢ is also a solution, where ¢ is any constant.

(2) Second, we make the assumption that ¢ = 0, where 1) = 1o + Xjnje0 Pm, and ¥y, is the
m-th azimuthal mode. It suffices to make this assumption since in view of Proposition 5.3 it
is easy to obtain the desired boundedness estimates (11.1), (11.2), (11.3) for axisymmetric
solutions. Moreover, this assumption will allow us to bound zeroth order bulk terms from
data, see already (11.6).

Extending the solution

For reasons that will become apparent in what follows we extend the solution v from {t* > 0}
to a solution of (1.7), that we will again denote by 1, on M uUH~ uH~ uB, where H~,H™,B are
respectively the past event horizon, the past cosmological horizon and the bifurcation spheres. We
note that by a domain of dependence argument and by finite in time energy estimates we can extend
the solution in such a way so that it satisfies the following two properties:

First, the extended solution satisfies

11.5 f T[]t < B T ]n*
(115) [l <B [ T
where ¥ is the image of {t* =0} under the Boyer-Lindquist coordinate defined map ¢ — —t.

Second, our extension of 1 satisfies inequality (11.5) for any spacelike hypersurface in the set J* (20)U
J~({t* =0}), in the place of Xy.

Integrated local energy decay for the extended solution

We note that the Boyer—Lindquist defined map t — -t and a — —a is an isometry. Therefore, the
result of Corollary 8.2 holds if one goes to the past instead of the future, also see Proposition 7.1
for the reflection symmetry of the set MS; ., with respect to the map a — —a. Namely we
replace {t* = 7} with ¥, and by keeping in mind (11.5) we obtain

(o) [ [ WP 10 Gy () (B0 [90P) < B [ Tl

where for (irqp see Remark 7.5. Note that the derivatives 0+, 0, ¥ are regular on MUH™ U H uUB.
Although inequality (11.6) is useful, we need a slightly different integrated energy decay estimate
with a more detailed degeneration at trapping, see already (11.14). Again, note that we include the
zeroth order term in the bulk on the RHS of (11.6) in view of the third assumption above and of
Theorem 8.3.
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We choose Ag, A1 >0 and 6 > 0 such that
(11.7) r. <Ag<Ag+0<Ag+20 <7y +€req Fo—€od <A1 —20< A1 -0 < A1 < Ty,

where for €,..q4 > 0 see the redshift Proposition 5.1. Now, we smoothly cut-off the solution ¢ of the
Klein—Gordon equation as follows

(11.8) Y =1 X[Ag,44]
where
1, re[Ag+9d,A; - 4]

11.9 =

( ) X[AO’AI] {07 ’I"¢ [A07A1]-
where § > 0 is sufficiently small. We note that

(11.10) 00 - phgth = F i= OxX{a0,4,1% +2VX - VY,
where it is easy to see that

1111 [T s [T [ 24 10,-0?) < B T[]
(1.11) o esE [T (wPeioeoR)<B [ ]

where in the last inequality we used the integrated estimate (11.6).
We now apply Carter’s separation of variables, see Proposition 6.2, to equation (11.10) to obtain

(11.12) "+ (w?-V)a=H

where @ is the frequency localization of V72 + a2y, and the support of ¢ is inherited by @. Specif-
ically, we note that |ii|*(-~c0) = 0. Moreover, the RHS of all frequency localized multipliers, see
Definition 14.1 are O(H), and therefore are supported in [Ag, Ag + 0] U[A; — 8, A1]. Therefore, we
apply ode estimates of Section 16 to conclude the following

11.13

(11.13)
b[ f b2 87'*~2 0, ra b ra b —[ f 2 Jn " ’
—oo J{t*=r} (|w| " | w| ! | P pw| i |Y7Pt p'(/)| ) : —oo J{t*=}n([Ag,Ao+5]U[A1-5,A1]) (|,(/)| i [w]n )

where for the operator Py.qp see (6.42).
Now, for the wave equation case u% = 0 we use (11.6) and the assumption (11.4) on the vanishing
of the mean to obtain

@iy b [ (P 10U 0PI (9P ) < B [ T

{tr=r} M

A decomposition

In what follows we will use the integrated estimate (11.14) to prove the desired boundedness
estimates. In short, we will decompose TZJ into pieces 1[)1 that experience trapping in sufficiently small
regions of r.

First, we need the following definition

Definition 11.1. Let €pqrt > 0 be sufficiently small and

(11.15) k= k(epart) = [k (R = BO)]
where for R* see Theorem 8.3.
We denote
(11.16) a1 =R, by = R*,
and we define the intervals P; = [a;,b;) fori=1,...,k where P;nP; =@ if i # j to be such that
k(epart)
(11.17) U P=[R,R")

i=1
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where
(1118) |Pz| = €part

foralli=1,... k.
Finally, we define

Co = {(w,m, :\) :rtmp(w,m,j\) =0}
Ci = {(w,m, ) : ripep(w,m,0) € P;}

foralli=1,...k, where for ripqp see Theorem 16.1.

(11.19)

Remark 11.1. In view of the definition of riyqp, see Theorem 16.1, we note that each (w,m, ) lies
in exactly one C;.

We take €pqrt > 0 of Definition 11.1 sufficiently small. We can easily construct ¢, invariant
timelike vector fields

(11.20) Vi

with ¢ = 1,...k, which are Killing in the regions [a; — 2a*,b; + 2], i = 1,..., k, for a sufficiently

small €44 > 0, where recall that P; = [a;,b;), b; — a; = €pre and 74 < a; < b; < 7, for all 4.
We note that

~ k) ~
(11.21) Y= i,
=0
for
7. 1 +eo —iw zm (aw) (aw)
(11.22) wi:—[ S 1g e teime gL law) g
\/271' e

where for the number k = k(€pqrt) and for C; see Definition 11.1. Note that the equality (11.22) is
to be understood in an H' sense if % > 0 and in an H' sense if p% = 0. Furthermore, we have
that

(11.23) 0v; — pieati = Fi,

where F; = Ox[a0,4,]* ¥i + 2VX[40,4,] * V.
The following lemma is btralghtforward to prove with a pigeonhole principle argument

Lemma 11.1. Let | > 0, (a,M) € B, and p%g > 0. Let € > 0 be sufficiently small. Let ¥ be
sufficiently integrable, see Definition 6.1, and let W =0 in {r<ry+efu{r>7, —¢}.

Then, there exists a constant C = C(\I/) >0 and a dyadic sequence {T,}o, such that 1, - —oc0
asn — oo and
(11.24) f gt < €

. {t*=mn} . N Tn.

Now, we note that ¥ and 1; are sufficiently integrable, see Definition 6.1. Since ¢; is sufficiently
integrable and supported in {Ag < r < Ay} for any ¢ = 0,...,k we note from Lemma 11.1 that for
any ¢ = 0,...,k there exists a constant C; and a dyadic sequence T, ( ) such that for Y; as in (11.21)
we obtam

(11.25) f{t* o T [i]n*

where 7'( 2 R
We apply the energy identity asssociated with the vector field V; and v; between the hyper-

C;

|7'

o’
— —00 as 1 —> o0,

surfaces {t* = 1, )} {t* = m}. By recalhng that the vector field V; is Killing in the region [a; —

€part €part part €part
rert,bi+ 22t ], and that in the region [a; — 2855, b; + 225 ]¢ and for the frequencies (w,m, £) € C; we
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have |r = 7irap| = b(€part), see also the definition (6.42) of Pyq, and the decomposition (11.22), we
obtain the following

esa f2 S
—/{‘t*:TQ} d] n (i) {t*=s}n[a P!”t Jbs +€Pa'“f] 'u’ [1/} ]n + {t**‘r(o} /J, [/(/)]

~ BC.

n M ¢

(11.26) <Bf /*:T}m part b+€part] J# [’Ptrapwz]n + TT(Li)
BC;
<B JHYnt + —
—— 7]

for 71 < 72, where we also used (11.25) and the already proven integrated decay estimate (11.14).
Now, by taking n — oo we conclude that

11.27 [ s Jn
(11.27) L Twess [
after summing over i = 0,...,k. Therefore, we have proved the boundedness for ¢ away from the

horizons H*, H*.
Now, it is an easy application of the redshift estimate, see Proposition 5.2 and of the already
proven Morawetz estimate (10.1) to prove that

s [ et +B [Cas [ Tl
[{t*:Tz}ﬁ[T+,Ao+5] H[w]n {t*=11} M[d}]n ’ T1 ’ {tr=s}n[Ao+6,A0+26] ﬂhﬂ]n
<B T TeIn,

{tr=ry "
in view of the fact that Jlﬂv[w]n” ~ J[¢]n* in the region {r, <r < Ag+0}. We proceed similarly
to prove
11.29 |/ J[$]n* < B Jr
(11.29) o T [ e

tr=71} K

Therefore, in view of (11.27) and (11.28), (11.29) we conclude (11.1).

For the case u2% > 0 we conclude (11.2) from (11.1). For the case u% = 0, in view of the assump-
tion (11.4) and the Poincare-Wirtinger inequality of Lemma 4.3, we conclude (11.2) from (11.1).

Finally, in order to obtain the boundedness of the horizon fluxes (11.3) we appeal to the redshift
estimate of Proposition 5.2 and the integrated estimate (11.14).

(11.28)

O

12. THE AXISYMMETRIC CASE

We prove the Morawetz and boundedness estimates of Theorem 1, for axisymmetric solutions of
the Klein-Gordon equation (1.7). Note that we do not appeal to a continuity argument.

Proof. First, the boundedness estimates

f{ AT T[]k

{tr=r} M

f{*ZT AL el A (L T

tr=

(12.1)

follow immediately from Proposition 5.3.
Second, we prove the Morawetz estimate (10.1). In the case u2%., = 0 it suffices to make the
assumption

1
12.2 P(r) = ———— P=0
( ) R |{t* - 7-1}| {t*="1}
It suffices to make this assumption since if 4 is a solution of the wave equation, see (1.7) with u%{G =0,
then ¢ + ¢ is also a solution, where ¢ is any constant.
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Now, in view of Lemma 9.2 and the now established boundedness estimates (7.4), (7.5) we have
that v is future integrable. Therefore, we can now use the result of Theorem 8.1 and obtain

f fD(ﬁ Tz)uic\wlz +10m ) + | Z7 WP + Corap(r) (1000 + |V )

<B TRl It + (o],
{t*=71}

(12.3)

where Cirap(r) = (1 i )2 )
In the case p3 > 0 we conclude the desired Morawetz estimate from (12.3). In the case u% =0,
in view of the assumption (12.2) and the Poincare-Wirtinger inequality of Lemma 4.3 we obtain

I fon el + 100 12708 + G (r) (100087 + 90)

<B J" i
o) i [W]n

(12.4)

and we conclude the desired Morawetz estimate as well.
Now, in view of the Morawetz estimate (12.4), the redshift estimate of Proposition 5.2 and the
estimates (12.1) we obtain the boundedness estimates (7.4), (7.5). O

13. THE CRITICAL POINTS OF THE POTENTIAL Vj

The rest of this paper is dedicated to the formulation and proof of Theorem 8.3, of Section 8. We
will need the present preliminary Section as well as Sections 14, 15 as well. Theorem 8.3 will then
be proven in Section 16 as a Corollary of Theorem 16.1.

The main result of the present Section is Lemma 13.1. Specifically, we study the properties of
the potential Vp, see (6.27), for fixed frequencies (w,m,f), and prove that (r? + a2)3% attains at
most one critical point in [r,, 7 ].

Lemma 13.1. Let >0 and (a, M) € B;. Then, the function
(13.1) (r2+a2)3 20
dr

where Vy is the potential from equation (6.27), attains at most one critical point in the inter-
val [ry, 7], which is moreover a local maximum. Furthermore, if the local mazimum exists, then we
also have

(132) i ((T2 + a2)3%) (TVg,max) <0.
dr dr

Finally, the potential
(13.3) Vo
attains at most two critical points in [ry,T4] that satisfy
(13.4) T+ TV min < T'Vo,maz < T+,

which are respectively a local minimum and a local maximum.

Proof. First, note the following
(13.5)
2

d dV; ~ - -
— ((7=2 + a2)3—d 0 ) =62 ()\ - Qmwaclg) r2+ 12M (X - 2mwaZ)r — 20\ + (QamE)2 +
r

4a®mZw
dr '

12
The polynomial of equation (13.5) enjoys the same roots as the polynomial

~ ~ 5 =
2 2M(A - 2mwaZ) 20*\E - (2amE)? - 1ep=

13.6 = T =
(13.6) E()\—mea‘l‘—;) 65(A—2mwa‘l‘—j)
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The roots of the polynomial (13.6) are

(137) TO,i =

- - 2 N -
MA-2mwaZ) | (MQA-2mwaZ) " _ 20°E\ - (20m=)? - daPmS
E(X—?mwa‘l‘—;) E(S\—2mwa?—j) 6= (5\—2mwa‘ll—22)
Recall from Lemma 6.1 that the following hold

2
~ ~ a
(13.8) A= 2mwaZ > 0, A- 2mwotl—2 > 0.
For the case amw > 0 we obtain that since ‘;—22 < = then we have

2 A= 2mwa=

(13.9) A - Qm(,uaa—2 >A-2mweE — ————— <1,
l A - 2mwa s
which implies
M
(13.10) Re(ro-) < = <M <y,

which concludes that (13.1) attains at most one critical point for the case amw > 0 since then the
only potential root in [ry,7,] is 7o 4.
For the case amw < 0 we proceed as follows. First, we write ry _ in the following manner

\ = = = a®mZw ) = (Y a2
(13.11) o = M= 2mwas) () _\l | (20°2A - (2am=)? - 27522 =2 (A - 2mwaty)

E(X—?mwa%) 6M?2 (S\—QmwaEf
‘We have
2

(2@255\ - (2am=)% - 4“517’25“) = (5\ - 2mwa‘l‘—§) a?=? (5\ - 2m2E - Ml’#) P 2mwa‘ll—2)
2

~ 2
2 — =
(13.12) 3M2 (X - 2mwaZ)

By recalling the bounds

a®> 1 Jal_ 12
13.13 — <= —| < —
(13.13) VU Vi BTy
from Lemma 3.2, and that (13.8) hold we obtain

a’=z? 3
13.14 <3
( ) 3M?2 " 4
and
N _ 20 2a®mw N a?

(13.15) ()\ 2m = E ) ()\ 2mwa s )

= = <
()\ - meaE) ()\ - QmwaE)
Therefore, we bound the right hand side of (13.12) as follows

(13.16) RHS of (13.12) < Z
Now, we note the inequality
(13.17) 1—x21—§x, forOSxS%,
where the equality holds for
3

(13.18) z=0, x=-.
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Now that we have established the bound (13.16), we use inequality (13.17) to obtain the following
bound

2(125;\—(2@7713)2— 74“75"“’5 2(L25\E—(2a'rn5)2—74"’0;;’“3

65(X—2mwa‘;—22) B z GE(:\—mea‘;—g)

M(X - 2mwaZE) 2
TOF < — (X a2 g 2 3 ~
= (A - 2mwats) ( M(-2mwa=) ) ’ M(A-2mwaZ)

E(X—2mwa‘;—22) 5(5‘_27’”‘”“%)

~ 3
(13.19) ~ 2&2 AE —2m2=2 - 2 MW=
9M A - 2mwa=

2 g2 2\ - 2‘;—22(1me
<77~—
O9M )\-2mwaZ
4 a? 4 (12\?

V' (E) M<M<r,

ASYERERE)

- 2
2A-24% - amwZ=
where we used that ——X——

T 5——=— <2, which concludes that (13.1) attains at most one critical point
for the case amw < 0 since the only potential root in [ry,7,] is ¢ .
Now, in view of the already proven

(13.20) 70, <T4 <T0+

we conclude that

(13.21) i((r2+a2)3%) (r=ro+) <0,
dr dr

and therefore g, is a local maximum for the function
dV
(13.22) (r? +a%)? =2,
dr
Finally, to conclude that indeed Vj attains at most two critical points in [r,7,] which satisfy
(1323) T+ STV, min < TVo,maz < T+

we inspect the form of the function
d 2 213 dVO )
13.24 — —
(13.24) dr((r +a) dr )’
see (13.5), and also use that

sV

(13.25) (r*+a®)’ =

attains at most one critical point in [r,,7,]. We conclude (13.2) from (13.21).
We conclude the Lemma. ]

14. THE CURRENTS AND THE FREQUENCY LOCALIZED MULTIPLIERS

We use the notation
(14.1) = —

see Section 2.5 for the tortoise coordinate.
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14.1. The currents for u. We define the following

Definition 14.1. Let V be the potential of Carter’s separation of variables, see Proposition 6.2.
We define the currents

Q"[u] = hRe(u'm) - H]ul?,
(14.2) QT =y(u' + (@ = V),
Q' [u] = F('P + (* - v>|u|2> + JRe(u'a) - o f"luf?

Note that for the last current of (14.2) we chose h = * and y = f and summed the first two currents
of (14.2).

Lemma 14.1. Let u be a smooth solution of Carter’s radial ode (6.25). The derivatives of the
currents of Definition 14.1 are

(Q"[u])’ = bl + (A(V =) = JH")Jaf? + hRe(u ),
" @Q[ul) =yl + (v (- V) =gV )ul* + 29 Re_(u'm
=yl + (WP - <yv>')|u|2 +2yRe(u' ),
(QT[u]) = 2 ' + ( V- "')|u|2+Re(2fHu+ f'Hu).

14.2. The currents for ¥. We study the ode for ¥ instead of the ode for u = V72 +a2¥. The
currents of the present Section will be used in Section 16.5.

Lemma 14.2. Let u be a smooth solution of Carter’s radial ode (6.25). Then, the function ¥,
where u =12 + a2V, satisfies the following ode

glaw)
2rA ~
14.4 T DS v W Vi
(14.4) (12 + a2)2 (w ) Vr2 +a2
where
- ()\(aw) +a’w? - 2mwa=) A r? +a? 5 amZ \?
(14.5) V=Vt Vi = (12 + a2)2 + A”KGW w (w T r24q? ) ’

where for Vi, V., see (6.27).
Proof. This is straightforward from equation (6.25). |
We define the following

Definition 14.2. The modified currents that correspond to the new form of the equation are
h . -, rA
U]=hRe(YV') + ———
(146) Stat[ :| e( ) (TQ + a2)2
gtat[q/] = y|\II,|2 + y(wz - V)|\IJ|25
Lemma 14.3. Let U be a smooth solution of (14.4). The derivatives of the currents of Defini-
tion 14.2 are

1
B[ - S h P,
2

A o 1 2whH )

l:h\IjI2 T h hV— 2 —*h,” ‘112 R mi

(@) =10 (et ) + 007 =)= 50 o o e 2

(14.7)
, 4rA > > yw'HS)
y 72 reo 2 _ U 2 mé

(@] = (v - Vom s e C12)2)|\1/| (v (@ = V) V)] +Re( |
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By adding the two currents, after taking f =y and h = %, we obtain a third current

QW) = (2f’ _ 4A”f) W ((A()f) L fV’) P

(r2 +a?)? (r2 +a?)? 2
(14.8) — —
20 /1) o' )
Re 7f mt 1+ Re 7f mt

Vr? +a? V2 +a?

14.3. The currents Q% [u], Q% [u], Q" [u]. We define the following currents

Definition 14.3. We define the currents

(14.9)
Q%[u] = wIm(u'a), QK+ [u] = (w - T;T;) Im(u'a), QR+ [u] = (w - fgn:z?) Im(u'@).

Lemma 14.4. Let u be a smooth solutions of Carter’s radial ode (6.25). The derivatives of the
currents of Definition 14.3 are respectively

(14.10)
amz " amz

(@ 1) =wtmtn,(Q1) - (- 525 JmGrn), Q1) = (-

2
¢ +a

)Im(Hu).

15. THE FREQUENCY REGIMES

15.1. The de Sitter frequencies. We define the ‘de Sitter frequencies’ as follows

(15.1) DSF = {(w,m): |w| e [o, "””E]}

72 + a2

and note that they are disjoint from the set of superradiant frequencies, see Definition 6.7.

For high angular frequencies, we define the ‘high de Sitter frequency regime’ Fyg, see the next Sec-
tion 15.2, which note that, for certain black hole parameters will correspond to a trapped frequency
regime, also see Proposition 16.1.

Note that the interior of the set (15.1) is not empty, in contrast with the Kerr case where 7, = oo,
see Lemma 3.2.

15.2. The frequency regimes. To ease the comparison with [17], we retain the notation for the
frequency regimes introduced there, while note that we here introduce the frequency regime Fg.

Definition 15.1 (Definition of the frequency regimes). Let
(152) Wiow Whigh )\lowa a>0

be sufficiently small, sufficiently large, sufficiently small and sufficiently small positive real parame-
ters respectively. We choose these parameters later, see already Section 16.9.
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Then, we cover the frequency space R x U,z ({m} X Zz|m‘) by the following (potentially overlap-
ping) frequency regimes:
The high de Sitter frequency regime:
Fas = {(w,m,€) + X>whign} N {(w,m) e DSF, amw >0},
which will be further split into a trapped and non-trapped case.
The enlarged high superradiant frequency regime:
2,2 2, 2o

a‘m°E a*m =
2
+

2

" + |a|a)\)}

Fi = {(w,m,f) : 5\ > ( +a) whigh} al {amw € (

_ i
2 +a? r?+a?

The bounded frequency regime:
fb = {(wvmag) : |w| < Whigh, |:\| < AZolqz;wiigh}

(15.3) The A—dominated frequency regime:

N N 2 25 N
Fy={(w,m, L) + A2 )\l_olww,%igh, A> )\l_olw(w2 + a2m2)} n {amw#[O, azmiz + |a|a)\)}
2 +a

+

The high w ~ X\ frequency regime:

_ . ) Y 2 2 9 -1 3 a-m Y
Fiy = {(w,m, £) : |w| > whighs AowA Sw™ +am* < A, A} N {amw¢[0, T + |a|a)\)}
which will be further split into a trapped and non-trapped case.
The w dominated frequency regime:
3 2 2 9 a®*m?E Y
Fy={(w,m, ) + |w| 2 Whigh, [N < Aow(w” +a"m?)} n {amwy‘é[O7 o) + |a|a|)\|)}.
+
By inspecting (15.3) we have that
(15.4) Fas VF UF,UFR0F 0 F =Rx | ({m} x Zypm) -
meZ
Remark 15.1. Note that in the A =0 Kerr case we obtain Fas = @, see [17], since 7, (A = 0) = oo.

Moreover, note that in the Schwarzschild-de Sitter case we also obtain Fus = &.

For certain black hole parameters the frequency regimes Fgqs admits trapping, see already Sec-
tion 16.3, even for frequencies w sufficiently close to 0. This corresponds to the existence of Oy
orthogonal trapped null geodesics in the background manifold M of Kerr—de Sitter, see Section B.

Note the following lemma

Remark 15.2. Letl >0 and (a, M) € B;. Let the parameters Xjouw(a, M, 1), whigh(a, M, 1), a(a, M,1) >
0 be arbitrary positive real numbers. Then, the only frequency regime intersections that are not empty
are

(15.5) FynFl, Fyn Fas.
To prove this we note that for |w| > whign and amw € (O, ‘fz":;a + |a|a5\), we obtain

a’*m?= 5 a’= ~ a’Z -
15.6 0<amw< 2= 4 jajad < [ -2 +jala | A = Jawhign] < | ——— + [ala | A
(15.6) amew <53 lala a2 lalo lawhign| i lalo

where we used that for amw > 0 we have /\55;?’) > Z2m?, from Lemma 6.1, and that |m| > 1. We
readily obtain

_ -1
(157) 5\ 2 ( 2|a|_ + O{) Whigh-

We conclude that the only frequency regimes interesections that are not empty are F, nFt, FyonFas.
Now, we have that (15.7) implies that A > Whign in view of the fact that —¢— <1,a<1.
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16. FIXED FREQUENCY ANALYSIS: PROOF OF THEOREM 8.3

The main result of this Section is Theorem 16.1. Theorem 8.3 is a direct Corollary.
16.1. Notation. For convenience we use the notation on the primed derivatives ' = d‘:* and on the
constants b, B already discussed in the beginning of Section 8.

Throughout this Section we use the notation introduced in Definition 6.4, namely that

(16.1) X =A%) 4 (aw)?.
16.2. The fixed frequency Theorem 16.1. We have the following fixed frequency ode result
Theorem 16.1. Let 1> 0 (a, M) € B, and u3.; > 0. Then, there exist parameters
(16.2) E>0, a™t>0, (Mow) ™ >0, (Wiow) ™ >0, Whigh > 0,
r. <R <R <7y,
and an
(163) Tt7'ap(w7m7€) € (R_a R+) U {O}

such that for all r_o, sufficiently close to r, and all r,. sufficiently close to T, and for any sufficiently
large C > 0 there exists a constant B(C,rl.), as in Section 16.1, such that for smooth solutions

(16.4) w(w,m, €,7)

of Carter’s inhomogeneous radial ode, see (6.25), where recall the rescaling uw = V12 + a2V, that
moreover satisfy the outgoing boundary conditions (6.28), we have the following integrated estimate

1{an{m=0}} ./H\{ A (|‘I”|2 + (w2 + ;\ + ,u%(G)|\Il|2) dr™ + 1{‘m|>0} . /7:* - (|u|2 + u%(G|u|2) dr”

2
+1(x)e /R A (|u'|2 +|u? + (1 - r"ﬂ) (A +w?) |u|2) dr*
T
SB~1fm{m:0}fR(|wIm(@H)‘+‘wIm(\i/H)|+|H|2+|\II'H|)dr*
(16.5) # Blinpo [ ([Re(ul)|+ [Re(uf])| + [Re(u'H)]) dr*

|Im(aH )|+

am= amZ= _ *
+a2 w—m |Im(uH)|)dT‘

+ B 1rurumur fR (‘w T2 ia
¥ ¥

amZ _ amZ _ x

+ 17:5}',c |w - W+m||w - w+m||u|2(_°°)v

where for the definition of the frequency regimes F*, Fy, Fus, Fy, Fy see Section 15, and for FsFc
see (6.48).

We recall from (15.4) that we cover the entire frequency space

(16.6) Fas UF UF, UF0F uFy =Rx | {m} x Zyy,
meZ
The parameters whigh,wl_olw, >‘l_01w7 E, o will be constrained to some largeness, where the largeness
restriction only depends on the black hole parameters a, M,[l. Until the parameters are fixed then
the constants b, B, discussed previously, will depend on these parameters. We will fix the parameters
at the end of the present Section, see already Section 16.9.
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16.3. Multipliers for the high de Sitter frequency regime Fys. This frequency regime is non
existent in the A = 0 Kerr case, since 7, (A = 0) = oo see Lemma 3.2.
This frequency regime is non-superradiant and when

A
(16.7) max — <1, |a|#0

re[ry, 7y ] 2

holds, then it is subject to trapping. This is related to the presence of trapped null geodesics
orthogonal to 0y, see Section B.
The main Proposition of this Section is the following

Proposition 16.1. Let >0, (a, M) € By, u% > 0. For any
(168) Whigh > 0, E>0

both sufficiently large, then for (w,m,l) € Fqs(whign) there exist smooth multipliers f, h, y, satis-
fying the uniform bounds

(16.9) LI+ 1T+ LT+ 17T+ B+ R+ IR+ IR + [yl + '] < B,
and there exists an
(16.10) Ttrap(w, M, £) € (T4 + €qways T+ — €away) YU {0},

where €quay(a, M,1) >0, such that for all smooth solutions u of Carter’s radial ode (6.25) satisfying
the outgoing boundary conditions (6.28), we have
(16.11)

Ttrap ? 2, 3N 2 " 7 I
b/A(|u 2 5 Juf? + ( T) (1+w?+ ))]ul )dr ngR(|fRe(uH)|+\2fRe(u ))) dr
+B fR (IhRe(uH)| + |f Re(ui)| + [2f Re(u' H)]) dr

+B f [2y Re(u'H)|dr*

+Ef( am= )Im(uH)dr

+Ef( )Im(uH)dr .

Proof of Proposition 16.1. We have that
A ~ amZ \?
2 _ = [
(16.12) Vo-w” = CEYOE ()\—Qmwa_)—(w— r2+a2)

and we compute

vy d A < _y  4amEr (w(a® +1?) —am=)
(1613) W = am()\—2mwau)— (a2+r2)3 s

which we also write as
dVo 1 3 3= 27 152
W = m(r (40/ m:w—Qa A—2>\l )
(16.14) +72 (6A2M - 12al*mMEw)
r (4a5me —2a* X = 2a° 0% + 4a2l2m252) +4a*PmM=w - 2a25\l2M).
First, in view of Lemma 6.1 we have that

~ 22 2
(16.15) )\—2mwa5252m2—2272m2 2(1—2a)52m22bm2.
+a
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for any (w,m,£) € Fgs. A similar argument also shows that

~ ~ ~ ~ 2 ~
(1616) A= 2mwaZ = €2>\ + (1 - 62))\ - 2mwaz= > 62)\ + (1 — €2 — 22(12) E2m2 > b(€2)>\,
2 +a
for some sufficiently small es(a, M, 1) > 0 which we now fix.
Since
2, 2= 22—
(16.17) amw< 2= L=

72 +a?2 r?+a?
we have that for (w,m,¢) € Fys(wnign) the following holds

(16.18) %(n) > bA.
dr

for any sufficiently large wpign > 0.
Now, let €4rqp > 0 be sufficiently small and let wpign > 0 be sufficiently large. We study the two
cases
(Trap) = {(w,m,£) € Fgs: | max Vp —w2| < Gt'rapj\}7

re[ry,ry

(Not Trap) = {(w,m,f) € Fgs: | max Vy-w?|> etm,,S\}.

re[ry, 7]

(16.19)

We study the first case of (16.19). For the sake of contradiction, suppose that the maximum of V;
is attained at the cosmological horizon 7,. Then, we would have that

2
amz ~
(1620) (w - M) < etrap)\'
Then, we use (16.20) for €qp > 0 sufficiently small and we compute
d ~
(16.21) &(h) < —bA.
dr

Therefore, in view of Lemma 13.1 we obtain a contradiction. We have also concluded that (16.21)
holds for the first case of (16.19).

Now, in view of Lemma 13.1 we have that for any €,way > 0 sufficiently small the critical
point 7y, mae is attamed at (7. — €qway, 7+ ] (the critical point cannot be attained at [r., 7+ + €qway ]
since (16.18) holds).

In view of (16.18), (16.21) and Lemma 13.1 we can now rewrite % as follows
d‘/b 172 2,3 —_
(16.22) ok (2)\l +2a°(\ - 2amw:)) (7 = vy, maz ) S(1),
r

see (16.14) for the calculation of %, where the function s(r) satisfies s(r) > b for all r € [r,, 7, ].
Now, recall from Proposition 6.2 that V' = Vi + Vgr + V)., where Vsr, V), are frequency
independent. Therefore, it is an immediate consequence of (16.22) that for wpsgn > 0 sufficiently

large and for €quway(a, M, 1, pre) > 0 sufficiently small we have that

d ~
l > b, re [7‘+, Vo, max — 2€away]
(16.23) dr
v - .
df < —b>\, Tre [T\/O,mam + 2€awaya 7‘+],
r

in Fgs. In view of (16.22) we have that for a sufficiently large wpign > 0 and for a sufficiently
small €qupay > 0

d*V;
dr?

(16.24)

< =bA, e [TVO,maac - 2€away7 TVo,maz + 2€au1ay:|~



BOUNDEDNESS AND MORAWETZ ESTIMATES ON SUBEXTREMAL KERR-DE SITTER 65

Therefore, for a sufficiently large whign > 0 and a sufficiently small €quqy We have that

d*v <
(1625) W < =bA, e [Tvo,mam - 2€awaya TVy,maz T 2€away:|;
where the constant b of (16.25) differs from the relevant constant of (16.24). Moreover, it is evident
from (16.23), (16.25), that the potential V attains a unique critical point rv mae € (T+ + €qway, T+ —

€away ), & Maximum, where we also have

(16.26) —(r = rvimaz)V' > bA(r - TVimaz) A\, re[ry, 7]
We define
(1627) Ttrap = TV,max-

For a sufficiently small €444y (a, M, 1, pxc) > 0 it is straightforward to solve the following ode

(16.28) _%fm _A,

in the neighborhood (7irap — €away: Tirap + €away) Of Tirap, With initial conditions
(16.29) friap) =0, f'(rorap) =1, " (Ptrap) = 0.

Then, we smoothly extend f in the [r;,7,] such that

(16.30) frt=eo) =1, f(rt=-eo)=-1,  D(r)>brefrr]
(1631 [ AR L T AP R Y S

Therefore, by integrating the energy identity of Lemma 14.1, associated to Qf, and by tak-
ing wpgn > 0 sufficiently large such that

(16.32) —-fV' - % T 2 b(r = Tirap) *AA + DA

we obtain for (w,m, ) € Fys(whign) the following holds
2
[a (|u'|2 euf + (1-72) (1ot >\)|u|2)dr*
r

SQf(oo)—Qf(—oo)+BfR(\2fRe(u'ﬁ)|+|fRe(uH)|)dr*
(16.33)

amz

2 2
< Bf(eo) (w— 72 +a2) [ul*(r* = 00) + B(~f(~0)) (UJ— TZT;Q) [uf? (r* = —o0)

+B fR (12f Re(u' H)| + |f Re(uT)|) dr*,

where we also used (16.15) to generate all of the derivatives on the LHS.

In order to bound the boundary terms at +oo on the right hand side of (16.33) we use that the
high de Sitter frequency regime Fgg is non-superradiant. Specifically, for any sufficiently large and
independent of the frequencies

(16.34) E>0,

we integrate the formula of Lemma 14.4 associated with the current

(16.35) -EQX" - EQX”,

to obtain

(16.36) —~BEQX () - EQK" (1) : - E fR (w - wym) Im(Ha)dr* ~ B fR (w - @,m) Im(Hid)dr™,
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which we rewrite as follows

(16.37)
— \2 — \2
E (w - r?f;?) [uf?(—00)+E (w - F;T;Z ) [uf?(+00) = —E [R (w—wym)Im(Ha)dr*-F [R(w—@rm) Im(Ha)dr",

We add (16.37) equation (16.33) and conclude the desired result (16.11) (with A = 0), in view of
Proposition 6.4.

We now fix €ipqp(a, M, 1, prc) > 0.

We study the second case of (16.19). For frequencies (w,m,¢) € (Not Trap) we define

(16.38) Tirap(w,m, £) = 0.

Let € > 0 be sufficiently small. We split the set (Not Trap) = {|max;[,, r,] Vo - w?| > €trap\} as
follows

2
{(w,m,@efds:(w— “m“) <Ay n{] max Vo -w?|2 craph),

77_% +a? re[ry, 7y
am=z 2
(16.39) {(w,m, ) € Fgs : (w - 2H2) >eAbn{ max Vp —w?> EtrapA},
ry+a re[ry, 7y ]

— 2
{(w,m, ) € Fys : (w - amHQ) >EX n{w? - max Vo> €paph).
a X

77_% + re[ry, 7y

o2 o~
We discuss the first case of (16.39). In view of (16.13) and of the condition (w - 20 ) <€ we

Ff+a2
compute
d d A - 4am?Z=r, (w(a® + 72) = am=
ﬁ(ﬂ):—(ﬁ)(/\—QmwaE)— (o ;) )
(16.40) dr dr \r*+a (a2 +72)
d A ~ _ ~
< % (m) (A - 2mwa:) + \/EA

Therefore, in view of (16.16) and of the inequality Z*m? < )\, see Lemma 6.1, we have that

dVo
dr
for any € > 0 sufficiently small. Therefore, in view of (16.41), (16.18), Lemma 13.1, we have that
the potential Vj attains a unique critical point v, maz € (T+ + €qway, T+ — €away), LOF ANY €guway > 0
sufficiently small. Therefore, by following similar arguments presented earlier we have that for
any wnign > 0 sufficiently large we obtain that the potential V' attains a unique critical point 7v max €
(7+ + €away, T+ — €away ), fOr ANy €quay > 0 sufficiently small.
We construct a smooth f multiplier by solving the ode

(16.41) (7)) < —bA

1
(16.42) —§f"' =A
in a neighborhood of 7y e, With initial conditions
(1643) f(rVo,maz) = 07 f,(rvo,maa:) = ]-7 f”(TVO,max) = 07
and then we smoothly extend it such that
d

(16.44) flrr=00)=1, f(r* =-00)=-1, d—{n>b, e[, 7y,

d d? d3
(16.45) sol 1L e e

dr d dr
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We integrate the energy identity of Lemma 14.1 associated with the current @ and obtain the
following energy estimate

2 ~
fRA(|u’|2+|u|2+(1—TV’m”) (1+w2+)\)|u|2)dr*

r

(16.46) SBf<°°>(W‘TZTiz) (0" = 00) B p oo (- 572 ) P = o0

B [R (12f Re(u' )| + |f Re(uH)|) dr*.

Now, for any €' > 0 sufficiently small we construct a smooth h multiplier with the following properties

(16.47) - {17 r e (Fmas — ¢ Pymas + £ ¢')

07 re [7"+777+:| N\ (TV,maz - %Elyrv,mam + %5,)~

In view of the non trapping property (Not Trap) we have that

5 1 1
(1648) ‘/0 - WQ 2 Gtrap)‘v (S (TV,ma:c - EGI, TV,maz t EEI)

for any € > 0 both sufficiently small. Now, we integrate the energy identity of Lemma 14.1 associated
with the current Q" and obtain

1
f hluf?dr* + / , , (h(V —w?) - 7h”) luf2dr*
R ("V,maz=15:"V,maz+355)* 2

10

1 _
+ / , , (h(V —w?) - fh") lu>dr* = - f hRe(uH )dr*.
RN(TV,maz— 5557V, max + 55 )* 2 R

Therefore, in view of the non trapping condition (16.48) we take wpign > 0 sufficiently large and
conclude

(16.49)

[h|u|2dr*+f , C MAuffdr
R ("v,maz=1g TV,maz+15)*
1 _
+f , , (h(V—wQ)—fh”) |u|2dr*gB\the(uH)|dr*.
RN(TV,maz={5,7V.maz+15)* 2 R

Then, we sum the above (16.50) to the energy estimate (16.46) to obtain the following
(16.51)

[AQuE P+ (1 ? s D) drt
R

(16.50)

am= am=

2 2
) [P (r* = 00) - Bf(~00) (w ) —

+BfR(|2fRe(u'ﬁ)|+|fRe(uﬁ)|)dr*+BfR(|hRe(uf1)|+|fRe(uf1)|+2|fRe(u'f1)|)dr*.

SBf(oo)(w—

73 +a? r2 + a2

Similarly to the argument presented before, see (16.37), we integrate the energy identity of
Lemma 14.1 associated with the current —EQK+ - EQK+, for a sufficiently large E > 0, we sum
it to the above (16.51) and we conclude the desired result (16.11).

We now fix €' (a, M, 1, uxg) > 0.

We discuss the second case of (16.39). We note that the maximum of Vj cannot be attained at 7.

am=

2 .
since then we would have — (w - m) > €trapA > 0. Therefore, for any whign > 0 sufficiently large

and for any €quqy > 0 sufficiently small we have that 7v.mee € [T+ + €qway, T+ — €away -
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We fix €qway(a, M, 1, ixa) > 0. We construct an f multiplier that satisfies exactly the proper-
ties (16.42), (16.43), (16.44). We construct a smooth h multiplier that satisfies

3 €
1a e (TV,maw - 171)7 rV;maw + ﬁ)

(16.52) h= {

Oa e [T+a77+] N (TV,mam - %arV,maw + %)7

for some sufficiently small ¢1(a, M,l,uxg) > 0. Now, we integrate the energy identities of Lem-
mata 14.1, 14.4, associated with the current

(16.53) Q' +Q" - BQY - EQX,

for a sufficiently large E > 0, and we conclude the desired energy estimate (16.11).
We discuss the third case of (16.39). This last case is the easiest since the non trapping condi-
2

tion w* — max,¢[, 7,1 Vo 2 etmpjx implies immediately that

(16.54) W =V > €raph
for any r € [r,,7,]. We construct a y multiplier of the form
(16.55) y(r) = eCraroe

where Ciqrge > 0 will be chosen sufficiently large. We now integrate the energy identity of Lemma 14.1
associated with the current QY to obtain

r*=+00

(16.56) /R (W' + (' (@ = V) =gV ) uf?) dr* = QY [r"]

[R 2y Re(u'H)dr*.

+
r*=—o00

Now, we take Cjqrge > 0 sufficiently large and we conclude

~ r*=+o00
(16.57) fR(A|u'|2+A)\|u|2)dr* §B|Qy[r*] |+|fR2yRe(u'H)|dr*.
r*=—o00

We fix Cigrge > 0. Now, we integrate the energy identities of Lemma 14.4 associated with the

current —EQK+ - EQR+, for a sufficiently large E > 0 we sum it to (16.57), in order to absorb the
boundary terms, and obtain the desired energy estimate (16.11).
|

We have the following remarks

Remark 16.1. We claim that for a sufficiently small 0 < a << M, 1 the set (Trap), see (16.19), would
be empty, for any €irap > 0 sufficiently small. To prove our claim we note that for (w,m,{) € Fqs we

lam|= lam|=
have 0 < |wl| < raZ S 74a?

we have that %(m) > b\ and %(h) < =bX\ and therefore, in view of Lemma 13.1, we have that
maX,e[,, 1 Vo - w? > b\, where the constant b is independent of €trap- 1Therefore, for any €irqp > 0
sufficiently small the set (Trap) is empty in the slowly rotating case 0 < |a| < M, 1.

for any r € [ry,7,]. Therefore, for any 0 < |a| < M, sufficiently small

Remark 16.2. When the condition max,[,, r,) a% <1 holds, see Section B, then we have that (Trap) #
@. Specifically, there exists a sequence of frequencies (Wn, My, Ly ) € Fas such that

2
w, — max Vo(r,a, M,l,wn, mp,l,) =0, wn, = 0.
re[ry, 74 ]

Namely, there exists a trapped null geodesic which is orthogonal to O;.
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16.4. Multipliers for the enlarged high superradiant frequency regime F!. This frequency
regime is superradiant and ‘quantitatively’ non-trapped, where for the later see already Lemma 16.2.
The main Proposition of this Section is the following

Proposition 16.2. Let >0, (a,M) € B, u%(G >0. For any
(16.58) >0, wWhigh>0

both sufficiently large, then for (w,m,l) € F¥(whign, ), there exist smooth functions f,h,x1,xz2,
satisfying the uniform bound

(16.59) L+ LT+ LT 7T IR IR+ IR Dl + [xel + X3+ IXo| < B,

such that for all smooth solutions u of Carter’s radial ode (6.25) satisfying the outgoing boundary
conditions (6.28), we have
(16.60)

A "2 1 2 /\(aw)
La(wr e (ew? X)) dr

<Bf(|2fRe(u H)| |(f +h Re(uH)| +|x2(w -

v (w - ra )Im(uH)‘)

First, note the following lemma

Lemma 16.1. Let >0, (a, M) € B; and /‘%(G >0. Let whign > 0. For any sufficiently large

(16.61) al>0
then for (w,m, ) € F¥(a,wpign) we have
(16.62) A = 2awmZ > bA > 0.
Proof. We use the following bound
=)2 N
(16.63) ~2amw= > -2 (C‘Qm“)z - 2aZal,
ri+a

which follows immediately from the definition of the enlarged high superradiant frequency regime F*,
see Section 15, to obtain

(amZ)?

r2 + a2

(16.64) A= 2amwE > A -2 - 2aZa.

In view of the inequality 72 > a2,

e(a, M,1l) <1 we obtain

see Lemma 3.2, we conclude that for a sufficiently small 0 <

2a?

r2 + g2

(16.65) <1-e(a, M,1).

Therefore, from (16.65), (16.64) in conjunction with the inequality Al
0, see Lemma 6.1, we obtain

ml +(aw) >H 2m? for amw >

(16.66)

A- (Tf””’:)Q > X+ E2m? (e(a, M, 1) - 1) > ( E(“’é‘“))he(a’é”’l)ﬂ—a%ﬂ(1—e(a,M,z))
( (a, M, l)) -(1-e(a,M,1))52m2+L’;‘“)x
> b3,

for a sufficiently small ¢(a, M,1) > 0.
Finally, by using equations (16.64), (16.66), we take o > 0 sufficiently small and conclude. O
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The following lemma is a quantitative manifestation of the fact that the high (enlarged) superra-
diant frequencies are not trapped.

Lemma 16.2. Let >0, (a,M) € B; and %o > 0. Then, for any
(16.67) a >0,  whign>0

both sufficiently large, then for (w,m,£) € F4(a,whign) there exists a unique global mazimum 1y, pay €
(ry,7+) of V, where we have

(16.68) V(rv.maz) —w® > DA,

Proof. We study the following cases

a’m?E a?*m?= < a’m?=Z a’m?=
(16.69) amw €| 5——, ——— +|alar], amwe| 5—— 55— .
réi+a’’ ' r+a H+a® ri+a

In this proof, we use

(1670) Vo, mazs TV, mazx

to denote respectively the locations of the unique global maximums of the potentials Vg, V.
‘ For the first case of (16.69) ‘we use Lemma 16.1, in view of the that %(u) >0, %(h) < —bA
and conclude that if we take « > 0 sufficiently small, then

(16.71) Vo(vy.maz) —w? > bA,

for rv; maz € (7+,7+). Therefore, by taking wp;qn > 0 sufficiently large we obtain the desired result
for V.
‘ For the second case of (16.69) ‘, namely

22— 22—
(16.72) amwe(m m~)

72 +a2 r2 +a?

we proceed as follows. There exists av rs(w,m) € (ry, 74 ) such that
(16.73) amw = ——

We use Lemma 16.1 and obtain w? — Vy(rs) < —=bA which implies
(16.74) Vo(rs) —w? > b

and therefore we trivially obtain

(16.75) Vo(rvy.maz) —w?* > DA

Therefore, in all the cases of (16.69) we have concluded that for any a > 0 sufficiently small there
exist a global maximum ry; ez, of Vo, such that

(16.76) Vo(rvy,maz) — w? 2 bA.
Then, for a sufficiently large wp;gn, > 0 we obtain
(16.77) V(rv,mas) —w” 2 bA,

where 1y o0 € (74,74 ) is the value of the global maximum of V.
We conclude the proof. O

Moreover, note the following lemma.
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Lemma 16.3. Let >0 and (a, M) € B, and 3% > 0. Then, for any

(16.78) at>0, Whigh > 0, s t>o,

all sufficiently large, then for (w,m,€) € F(whign, ) the following hold
V(r)- w? > bA, 7 € ("V.maz — 0, TV,maz + 0)

(16.79) )
- (T - TV,maw)% 2 b)\(?" - rV,maz)27 e [7’+,f+].

Proof. The first inequality of (16.79), follows readily from Lemma 16.2 by the continuity of V, after
taking ¢ > 0 sufficiently small.
For the second inequality of equation (16.79) we proceed as follows. We compute the derivative

dVy d A . am=z= am=z=
16.80 =—|—=](1-2 Z)-2|w- 2
( ) dr() dr((r2+a2)2)( awms) (w 1"2+c12)(r(7“2+a2)2)7
and we note that, in view of Lemma 16.1, the following hold

(16.81) d%( +)_(A)(r+)(5\—2awm5)—2(w— am= )(2 am= )(r+)>b)\>0

(r? + a2)? r2 + g2 (r? + a2)?

A s =y-9 (0 am= am= ;
(+)‘((T2a2)2)(7“+)()\—2awm~) 2( r2+a2)(2 (r2 + 2)2)( ) < ~bA <0,

a’m?E o®m’E
72+a? ' r2+a?

(16.82) 4V

where we used inequality (16.62) and that amw € ( + |a|a)\) for a > 0 sufficiently small.

We claim that the potential Vg attains exactly one critical point 7y, mag € (74,74 ). To prove this
note that if the potential V; attained more than one critical points, then it would have to attain at
least three critical points, because of the behaviour of the derivatives (16.81), (16.82). But then the
functions % and (r? + a2)3% would have to change sign at least three times. This implies that

dV
(16.83) (r?+a%)? =2
would attain at least 2 local extrema in [r,,7,]. This is a contradiction to Lemma 13.1. Therefore,
the potential Vp attains exactly one critical point 7y, € [y, 71 ].

Again, in view of Lemma 13.1, and specifically in view of the fact that the function (r%+a
is strictly negative, and therefore for wpiqn > 0 sufficiently large the function

2)3 dVo

(16.84) (r? +a?)? dV
.

is strictly negative. Therefore, we obtain the second inequality of (16.79).
Now, we prove the first inequality of (16.79) which is a quantitative manifestation of that the
enlarged high superradiant frequencies are not trapped For the superradiant frequencies SF we use

that there exists a 7, € (r,,7) such that amw = 22 7ia =. We easily conclude that

(16.85) V(rs) —w? > bA

and therefore

(16.86) I(nax )V(r) w? 2 bA.
re(ry,my

Therefore, for § > 0 sufficiently small and wp;gp, > 0 sufficiently large the inequalities (16.79) hold.
Now, we prove the first inequality of (16.79) for the enlarged superradiant frequencies
2, 2= 2 2=
a*m°E a*m°= ~
(1687) amw € (m, m + |a|a/\)
a’m?E d*m?=E
r2+a? ) r2+a?

Specifically, for amw € ( + |a|a)\) we proceed as follows.
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We have that

2
A am=
16.88 % — A-2 H-lw-——————
(16.88) (e + Vo) - " Tt a2 b a g T 2R (“’ (ry +Ja)2 + a2)
Now, we note that as a — 0 we have that
(16.89)
A _ < — am= ? ~ 9
Tt a2 her +\F()\ - 2mwaZ) ~ /a(A - 2mwaZ), w- (TN Sa(lalh+ (am)?)
Therefore, we immediately obtain that
(16.90) Vo(ry + V) —w? > bla)\.
We may now easily conclude the desired result. O

Now, we are ready to prove Proposition 16.2.

Proof of Proposition 16.2. Let § > 0 be sufficiently small (also see Lemma 16.3). We define a
smooth multiplier function h, such that

4 s
(1691) - {17 re (TV,maz ~ 55 TV,maz + 5)

07 re (TV,maa: - 5, TV, max + 6)C
We define a smooth multiplier function f, such that

(16.92) f=0=rvima)f

where f, Z—{ > ¢q > 0, for some strictly positive constant ¢; = ¢1(a, M, 1, uxa) > 0.

Therefore, we integrate the energy identity of Lemma 14.1 associated to @ + Q". by summing
the two currents Q", Q/ we obtain the identity
(16.93)

S (2l e (mv =) = 307 177 = 27 )l ) e = Qf (0) = Qf (-o0)
+—/R(—hRe(u]_{)—Re(2fﬁu'+f’Hu))dr

which, by using Lemmata 16.2, 16.3 and by taking wp;gn > 0 sufficiently large, we obtain

beA (|u'\2 + (1 +w?+ )\fszj)) |u|2) dr*

SQf(oo)—Qf(—oo)+/(—hRe(uﬂ)—Re(2fﬁu’+f’ﬁu))dr
(16.94)

am= amZz

=) o)

+

< o) (- 27 ) o) 00
+[R(—hRe(uH)—Re(2fHu'+f'FIu))dr*.

Now, we will absorb the boundary terms on the right hand side of equation (16.94). We choose
smooth cut-off functions x1, x2 such that

{1, 7€ [T, TV, maz — 0] 0 )
X1 =

16.95 s SU, e TVimaz ~ 55"V,maz + = )5
(16.95) 0. 1€ [ryman t 6.74] pp(x1) < (rv, 5V, 5)

Oa e [’r+7 TV, mazx — 5] / 0 1)
_ ) SUPp(XQ) c (TV,mam — =>TV,maz t *)~
1a e [TV,max + 67 T+:| 2 2

(1696) X2 = {
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By using the fundamental theorem of calculus the following inequality holds
(16.97)

E TV,77Law+5/2 amE am
WP (w— 2 ul?| (r SE‘f 'w—ilmu'ﬂdr‘JrEf w—
(10 + o= 5t )y < B [ o g ]+ By [ o 5

—_
—
—

) Im(Hau)dr
where we also have the bound

rvyynaz+6/2 E T'V,7naz+6/2

Eo‘ / X (w - ZLQ) Im(u'ﬁ)dr‘ < Epo! f (Ju']? + (w? + m?)[ul?) dr
7'V.m,aa:_6/2 r+ +a TV,m,a:z_‘;/Q

(16.98) 7"V,mmz'*"s/Q

«a [ (W' + (2 + m?)[uf?) dr,

V,?naa:_(;/2

where we choose Fod~! « %%w,%igh and A = %Ewiigh. Of course, a similar estimate holds for ys.
Finally, we integrate the energy identity of Lemma 14.4 associated with the current

(16.99) ~Epx1Q% - Egx2Q",

for a sufficiently large Ey > 0, such that in view of Proposition 6.4 we bound the boundary terms
of (16.94) in view of (16.97) and by using the quantitative non trapping inequality that holds for
the enlarged high superradiant frequencies, see the first inequality of (16.79).

We conclude the Proposition 16.2. O

16.5. Multipliers for the bounded frequency regime F,. We split the bounded frequency
regime F,, see Section 15, into the following near stationary cases

o {|w| < wiow} N {Im| >0} and la| < ag
(16.100) o {lw| < wiow} N {Im| =0}
o {|w| <wiow} N {Im| >0} and la| > ag

and the non-stationary case

(16.101) {|lw| > wiow}
where
(16.102) ao, Wiow > 0,

are both sufficiently small, and are chosen in Propositions 16.3, 16.5 respectively.

16.5.1. Near stationary case {|w| < wipw} N{|m|>1} and {|a| < ag}. The main Proposition of this
Section is the following

Proposition 16.3. Let >0, (a, M) € By, u3.c 2 0. Let Njow, Whigh > 0 be arbitrary. Then, for any
(16.103) ao(M,l,uxe) >0, Wiow > 0,

both sufficiently small we have that if

(16.104) la] < ag

then for (w,m,l) € Fy(Whigh, Mow) N {|w| < wiow} N {|m| > 0}, there exist sufficiently reqular func-
tions h,y, where y is piecewise C*, satisfying the uniform bound

(16.105) [l + B[+ R + |yl + |y'| < B,
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such that for all smooth solutions u of Carter’s radial ode (6.25) satisfying the outgoing boundary
conditions (6.28), we have

fRA(|\I/'|2 +(1+w?+ /\1(;2”))|\I!|2)dr*

<B (w— am= )Im(\i/H)

(16.106) = R(

+

amz -
- —— | Im(VH
(w r2 + a2) m( )‘
)dr*.

(/\iszd) +a’w? - 2mwaZ)A A2 M e (w am= )2
(r2 +a2)2 KG (r2 +a2)2

Re( QWhiT ) . Re( ' )

We recall from Lemma 14.2 that

16.1 = __am=
(16.107) Vv 24 a2

Note the following Lemma on the behaviour of V in a neighborhood of the infinities.
Lemma 16.4. Let 1 >0, (a,M) e B, and u%(G >0. Then, for any
(16.108) agt >0,  wp,>0,  R*>0
all sufficiently large, then if |a| < ag then for (w,m,£) € Fy N {Jw| < wiow} N {|m| >0} we have

(16.109) V' <=bAX, 1" € (R*,0),  V'>bAX, r*e(-o0,-R").

(16.110) V] < AN+ (agm)? + Wi, 7 € (R*, ),

where for the potential V see (16.107).
Moreover, we have that

(aw)
(16.111) Alaw) s

N | =

Proof. From Lemma 6.1 we note that |m| > 0 implies that )\7(7;1;)) > 1 for ag > 0 sufficiently small
For wj,,, sufficiently small Lemma 6.1 implies the following

(16.112) A - 2mwaZ > b > 0.

Therefore, again it is immediate that for any R* sufficiently large, we differentiate the potential V,
see (16.107), and obtain the desired result (16.109), for ag, wie, > 0 sufficiently small.

Then, it is easy to see that for wj,, > 0 sufficiently small we obtain inequality (16.110) by
inspecting (16.107).

We conclude the proof of the Lemma. O

Now, we proceed to construct the multipliers h,y of Proposition 16.3. For a graphic representation
see Figure 3, where note that the (red) graph that vanishes at the horizons corresponds to the
function h and the green graph corresponds to y.

First, we construct a piecewise C'* multiplier 3 in (-R* + 1, R* — 1) and employ a Q
see Definition 14.2.

Y

stqr Current,

Lemma 16.5. Let R* > 0 be sufficiently large and let Ajgrge > 0. Then, there exists a piecewise ct
multiplier y such that the following hold.
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F1GURE 3. The red graph is h, the green graph is y
Forr*e(-R*+1,R* - 1) we have
@ =(("57) +) et
(16.113) + (47"(7“2 + a2)r2$a2 (W?-V)- ((r2 +a?)? - ((nr;rﬂ)? + a2)2) f/') ||

yU'H )
+Re| — ],
( V12 +a?
where for the current QY,,, see Definition 14.2.
Forr*e(-o0,-R*+1)U(R* —1,00) we have
dy 4r

16.114 — — Ajaroe
(16 ) dr r2+a2y targe > 0.

Proof. Let Ajgrge > 0 be any positive number and let R* > 0 be sufficiently large. In the region r* ¢
(-R*+1,R* - 1) we define the multiplier

(16.115) y:(r2+a2)2—((7”;77*)2+a2) ,

which satisfies (16.113).
In the regions r* € (—oo,—R* + 1) and r* € (R* - 1,00) we define respectively
_dar
ra (r2+a2)?’

06116 0700 = (s ) ()7 40 ¢ A+ )’

2 4 CL2)2

(16.117) y(r*(r)) = ((2+2)2)(7‘1)(T + %)% + Alarge(r* + a?)? f ma
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where 11, r9 are such that r*(ry) = —R*-1, r*(r1) = R*—1 where note that for both (16.116), (16.117)
the equation (16.114) holds. O

We construct a multiplier A in order to employ a Q%,,, current, see Definition 14.2.

Lemma 16.6. Let | >0 and (a,M) € B, and u3. > 0. Let R* >0 be any sufficiently large positive
number, and let the multiplier y be as in Lemma 16.5. Then, for any

(16.118) ao(M,l,uxa) >0, Wiow > 0,

both sufficiently small such that if |a| < ag then for (w,m,?) € Fy n{|w| < wiow} N {lm| > 0} and for
any sufficiently large constant

(16.119) Clrarge(a, a0, M, 1, jirc G, Yl (-r*+1,R*~1), Wiow) > 0

there exists a smooth h multiplier, satisfying the uniform bound

(16.120) [R|+|R| + 1] € B(wiow, ao),

for all v* € R and h =0 in neighborhoods of oo, and we have
(16.121)

rAh

A ro2 v Loy , * 2 X ’ 4rA
= A —(yV) == . V-w?) > -
h Clwger2+a2’ y'w =(yV) 2h +((r2+a2)2) +h( ) > bA, Y

7(73 S a2)zy+h > bA,
forr*e(-R*+1,R*-1).
Proof. Consider a

1

(16122) h = Cla’rgeAm

multiplier, where Cjgrye > 0, and note

1 1 rA '
16.123 — ——¢g"+|——-g]| =0.
( ) 9= 5% 59+ ((T2 +a2)29)

Therefore, for any ag(M,1, pxa) > 0, wiew(ag, M, 1, uxa) > 0 both sufficiently small, we obtain the

following
1 rah Y ~ 9
_2h"+((r2+a2)2) +h(V—w )
=C )\ V-
(16.124) targer 2 (V=)

1 - A . _ am= \?
= Clarge 2+a2)\((7‘ T a0)? ()\—2mwaa)—(w—7r2+a2) )
2 Clargeb/\a

for r* € (-R*+1,R* - 1), where Ciarge > 0 is a frequency independent constant. In the last inequality
of (16.124) we used Lemma 16.4 and also t00k wiyy, ag > 0 sufficiently small.

Therefore if we add the current Q¥ and take Cjgrge > 0 sufficiently large we conclude the first
inequality of (16.121). We also readily obtain the last inequality of (16.121) by recalling the con-
struction of y in Lemma 16.5.

We extend h in (—oo,—R* + 1) U (R* — 1, 00) such that h =0 in open neighborhoods of +oco, with

(16.125) |n| + k'] + |R"| < B,
for all * in a straightforward manner. O

We need the following Lemma
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Lemma 16.7. Let the constants Ciarge, Aiarge > 0 be both sufficiently large, where moreover Ajarge >
02

large*

Then, the following hold

~ ~ 1 rAh ! ~ 4rA
(16.126) y'w? = (yV) + h(V -w?) - 5h" + ((7"2+a2)2) > bAN, y - VT h > DA,
forr* e (-o0,-R* -1) U (R* -1, 00).

Proof. First, we note from Lemma 16.6, that the multiplier h satisfies

7 1 TAh ' * * * * *
(16.127) h(V - w?) - §h”+ ((r2+a2)2) >0, r*e(-R*+1,-R*)u(R"-1,R"),
(16.128) |h|+|W|+|h"|<B, r*€eR.

We prove the first inequality of (16.126) in (R*,00). Similar estimates also conclude the first
inequality of (16.126) in (—oco,—R").

We compute
(16.129)

- ~ 1 rA !
/2 / ! 2 ”
Yy w —yV—yV +h(V—(A})—§h +(mh)
__A (dy 2 dyy @_li(iﬁ) B By A _dh
S r24a2 \dr ar  Var " 2dr rivadr’ r2ea? dr* (r? +a?)? (r2 +a?)2 dr

+h(V -w?).

In view of the construction of the multiplier y, see Lemma 16.5 and of the properties of the poten-
tial V', see Lemma 16.4, we note that
(16.130) .
d dv  dy -
Y22 Yy

drw Y dr dr

4r 2 Y 2, 232 2, 2v2 [T dr av  dy -
=(r2+a2y)w _(((T2+a2)2)(7“1)(7“ +a”)" + Alarge(r” +a”) r (12 +a2)2 %_%V

2 bAlarge)\v

for r* € (R*,+00]. In the last inequality of (16.130) we took ag,wije, > 0 both sufficiently small.
Therefore, we obtain

rAh
(r2 +a?)?
in (R*, c0], where we take Ajgrge(Clarge) > 0 larger if needed.

We conclude that after taking ag,wiow both sufficiently small, and Ajgrge(Clarge) sufficiently larger
if needed, we obtain that

(16.131) yw? = (V) +h(V -w?) - %h" + ( ) > b(e) AN,

- - 1 rAh ~
/2 ! 2 "
(16132) Yy w —(yV) +h(V—w )— §h +((r2+aQ)2) ZbA)\,
for r* € (R*, ), and conclude the first inequality of (16.126). We also readily conclude the second
inequality of (16.126). O

The currents y, h have now been constructed.

Proof of Proposition 16.3. By combining the Lemmata 16.5, 16.6, 16.7 we integrate the energy
identity of Lemma 14.3 associated with the current

(16.133) QUi + Qs
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and obtain

.
L AIWE+ A2 A + DR + [ Clamge (AW + A+ AG 02 ar

< QU[W](+00) - Q[ W](- oo>+B[( (j@)la(jﬂ))d

amz am=

< mytee) (s 2 ) 0 o) - Bt (- 225} o)

+Bf(‘ ( Zidic ) ) ; Re(yq’ a ) )dr*,

VrZ+a? V2 +a?
where we utilized that h(r*) = 0 in open neighborhoods of —oco, 0o respectively, see Lemma 16.6.
Moreover, we used that )\537) + (aw)? > % from Lemma 16.4.

Now, we need to absorb the boundary terms on the right hand side of inequality (16.134).
Let x(r*) be a smooth function such that y = 1 in (-c0,-R*) and x = 0 in (R*,00). Moreover,
let ¥(r*) be a smooth function such that ¥(r*) =0 in (-co,—R*) and x(r*) =1 in (R*,00). Now, in
view of Proposition 6.4, we integrate the energy identity of Lemma 14.4 associated with the current

(16.135) ~Eox(r)Q" [u] - Box(r") Q" [u]

for a sufficiently large Ey, and the we sum it in inequality (16.134). By taking ao > 0 sufficiently
small and wyy,, > 0 sufficiently small (if necessary) we obtain

(16.134)

.
[R(mmhA(w?+Ag§;’>)|q/|2)dr*+[R Clarge (A2 + A(w? + A ) W [2) dr*
R’( + o+
(16.136) <B-Bo [ (W@ [ull+IXQ  Tu))dr

2UhH U'H
+B[( ( )+Re(y ))dr*.
V2 +a? Vr?+a?
Then, to absorb the terms generated at (-R*, R*), generated by the cut-offs x, ¥, namely
B rAK* rAK* * B 1 2 | =2 *
(16.137) EOfR (@ [u] + V@ [u]] ) dr gB-EOfR ((1+:)|\If| | )dr ,
— * —_ * 6

for a sufficiently small € > 0, we take the constant Ciarge > 0 sufficiently larger if needed, see
Lemma 16.6, and absorb them.
Thus the proof of Proposition 16.3 is complete. O

16.5.2. Near stationary case {|w| < wiow} N {Jm| = 0}. In view of the definition of the frequency
regimes, see Definition 15.1, this frequency regime is manifestly non-superradiant.

Remark 16.3. Note that Proposition 16./ is the only main Proposition of Section 16 where in fact
the LHS of (16.140) does not control the lower order terms |¥|? in the bulk of the left hand side in
the case p2% =0.

The main Proposition of this Section is the following
Proposition 16.4. Let >0, (a,M) € B, u%(G >0. Let Mjow,Whigh > 0 be arbitrary. For any
(16.138) Wiow > 0

sufficiently small, then for (w,m,£) € Fy(Xow,Whigh ) N{|w| < wiow} N{|m| = 0}, there exist sufficiently
reqular functions h,y satisfying the uniform bound

(16.139) [l + W[+ W + |yl + |y'| < B,
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where y is piecewise C*, such that for all smooth solutions u of Carter’s radial ode (6.25) satisfying
Re () + |Re (y )

the outgoing boundary conditions (6.28), we have
dr”.
V12 +a? Vr? +a?

LA+ @ NGO+ 0 dr
R

First, we note that following lemma that for the case of axisymmetry m = 0 the potential V', see
Lemma 14.2, can be written as

< B[R ( |wIm(\I/H)| + |wIm(\i/H)| + G

AA , ri+a?

16.141 Vs = AR
(16.141) v (7“2+a2)2+ 'uKG(r2+a2)2

We are ready to prove the main Proposition

Proof of Proposition 16.4. First, we discuss the case u3., >0. We note that we may apply the
same multipliers that we used in the previous Section 16.5.1, where recall that we treated the near
stationary regime {|w| € wiow} N {|m| > 0} and |a| < ag, and conclude the desired result (16.140) for
any Wyeyw > 0 sufficiently small.

Now, we continue with the more elaborate case ,u%(G =0. Let ¢ >0 be a sufficiently small real
number. First, it is immediate from Lemma 6.1 that A >0 for m = 0. We consider the three cases

(1) 2\ < €w?
(2) A> &wQ
(3) €w?<A< 50.)2.
In the first case we proceed as follows. We define the multiplier
(16.142) y=(r*+ad?)?

and we calculate

(16.143) ard - =2r(r? +a®)A 2 DA,

/
4 y(r2 +a?)

We integrate the energy identity of Lemma 14.3, associated to QY,,,, and obtain that for any € >0

sufficiently small the following holds

o’ )
Re Y¥

V12 +a?

In view of the fact that this frequency regime is axisymmetric and thus non-superradiant, we integrate
the energy estimate of Lemma 14.4, associated with the current —EoQ¥ [u] - EoQ% [u] for a
sufficiently large Eo > 0, in view of Proposition 6.4, and then we sum it in (16.144), and conclude
the desired (16.140).

In the second case we can again use the same multipliers that we used in the previous Sec-
tion 16.5.1, for any sufficiently small €' > 0, wjo, > 0. Specifically, see Lemmata 16.5, 16.6 , 16.7 for
the construction of the multipliers. To ease the comparison, recall that in Section 16.5.1 we used
that A > w? to construct the multipliers h, 7. The same arguments can be carried over to the present
proof with the assumption of axisymmetry m = 0, instead of slow rotation a¢ « 1.

At this point we fix the ¢ > 0.

In the third case we proceed as follows. Again we define

(16.144) /(A|\If’|2+Aw2|\I/|2)dr*sB|/(Qi’tat[\If])’dr*|+/ dr*.
R R R

(16.145) y=(r*+a?)>.



80 BOUNDEDNESS AND MORAWETZ ESTIMATES ON SUBEXTREMAL KERR-DE SITTER

We integrate the energy identity of Lemma 14.3, associated to Q¥,,, to write
(16.146)

~awy
/R((y'—waiiy)mfﬁ (yw - (yv) )|\11|2)dr = f(QSmt 1) dr fRe yV'H .

V2 +a?

By integration by parts and by using that V(r,) = V() = 0 we obtain
(16.147)

1 -
b [ (AR 4y W W) dr < QU [W)(+00) + Q[ (-00) w ¢ [ Aw'Part+ = [ AXYwPdr
€

H(a‘*’) )
[re D),
T2 +a?
where we also used a Young’s ineqality. By taking € > 0, wjo, > 0 both sufficiently small, since A2 ~ w?,
we obtain the result

IH(GW)
2 2 2 * *
(16.148) b [ (AWP + 5w W) dr* < QU [W](+00) + Qliuy[W](-00) = [ Re|? T |ar

Finally, in view of the fact that this frequency regime is axisymmetric and thus non-superradiant,
we integrate the energy identities of Lemmata 14.3, 14.4 associated with the following current

(16.149) Yl V] = EoQ" [u] - EoQ™ [ul,
in view of Proposition 6.4, for a sufficiently large Fy > 0, and conclude
() )
— || |dr”.
72 + a2
We conclude the result of the Proposition. O

(16.150) fRA(|\I/’|2+(w2+/\é‘;“))|\lf|2)dr* SB/R(|wIm(\T/H)|+ Re

16.5.3. Near stationary case {|w| < wiow} N{|lm| > 1} and {|a| > ap}. In view of the definition of
the frequency regimes, see Definition 15.1, this frequency regime is manifestly non-superradiant for
a sufficiently small wj,q, > 0.

The main Proposition of this Section is the following

Proposition 16.5. Let >0, (a, M) € B;, u3. 2 0. Let whigh, Niow > 0. Let |a| > ag. Then, for
(16.151) —00 <1l <0< T < +00

sufficiently small (and negative) and sufficiently large (and positive) respectively, and for any
(16.152) Wiow > 0,

sufficiently small, then for (w,m,£) € Fy(Whighs Mow) N {|w| < wiow} there exists a multiplier y satis-
fying the uniform bound

(16153) |y| + |y/| < B(Alow,whigh)

such that for all smooth solutions u of Carter’s radial ode (6.25) satisfying the outgoing boundary
conditions (6.28), we have

(16.154) / TP (A ) dr < B /R (12y Re(vw' H)| + Im(aH)|) dr*.

First, note the following Lemma

Lemma 16.8. Let the assumptions of Proposition 16.5 hold. Then the following hold

= \2
(16.155) (w— ZT“Q) SHmf2, W -V(r) 2 bmP, W -V(r) > bmf.
T a
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Proof. This is straightforward. O
Now we are ready to prove Proposition 16.5.

Proof of Proposition 16.5. For simplicity, we define the potential V such that
N2
am= -
16.156 2 Valw-—5—=]| -V
( ) @ (w r2 +q2 )

We integrate the energy identity of Lemma 14.1, associated to QY, to get

/ (y'|u'|2+y' (v 5= |u|2)dr* - Q[u)(0) - Q'[ul(~c0)

T2+

(16.157)
+ fR ((yf/)’ [ul? + 2y Re(u’ﬁ)) dr

Consider the multiplier

(16.158) y=—exp(—C/T xr;),

such that x,. satisfies the following
1 ifre(ri,reo—1)
16.159 -~ =
( ) Xm(r) {0 lfT‘E( oo7’F+)7

for 72, sufficiently large.
We note the following straightforward computation

2
(16.160) [R(yV),|u|2dr*Se-/Ry'|u'|2dr*+Be_10_2 (w am= ) fy ( am= ) ul?dr*.

r2 +a?

Therefore, from (16.157), (16.160) we obtain

N2
be (yl|ul|2 +y (W - T?T;z) |u|2) dr* < Q[u](r* = —00) — A2y Re(u' H)dr

16.161 *
(16.161) < y(-00) (ju/* + (w2 = V)) (1" = =)
- [ 2y Re(u H)dr*.
R
As noted earlier, for |a| > ag, the present frequency regime
(16.162) {|w] € wiow} N {|m| > 1}
is non-superradiant, namely for ag > 0 as in Proposition 16.3 and for a sufficiently small
(16163) Wlow(avMala;u'KG)
we obtain
am= amz
16.164 -7 | - 0.
(16164 (o) (o)

Therefore, in view of Proposition 6.4, we integrate the energy identity of Lemma 14.4 associated
with the current

(16.165) ~EoQ" - EoQ®”

for a sufficiently large Ep, we sum it in (16.161) and we obtain the result. O
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16.5.4. Non stationary case {|w| > wjy}. The main Proposition of this Section is the following
Proposition 16.6. Let [ >0 (a, M) € B, u3g 0. Let
(16166) Wiow > 0, Alow > 0, Whigh > 0

be any positive real numbers and let C > 1 be sufficiently large. Then, for (w,m, ) € Fy(Wiow, Whigh, Now )N
{|lw| = wiew} and for any

(16.167) —o0 <1l <0<, <400

sufficiently small (and negative) and sufficiently large (and positive) respectively, there exists a mul-
tiplier y satisfying the uniform bound

(16.168) |y| + |y,| < B(Alounwhighac)

such that for all smooth solutions u of Carter’s radial ode (6.25) satisfying the outgoing boundary
conditions (6.28), we have the following:

If in addition (w,m,f) e F,nSF n ({|w —wym| 2 C Y u{|lw-woym| > C‘l}) then we have
(16.169)

L7 P+ G + ot ul)ar < B, ©)( [ (29 Re(u' ) + [im(atD)) dr

mi
am= am=z 9 )
w————||w-————=1|||ul*(-
( r3+a2)( r%+a2) (=),

and if in addition (w,m,?) € Fyn ({lw-w,m| <C 1} u{lw-w,m|<C T} USF®) then we have

—oo

—+

*

(16.170) f*m(|u’|2+(1+/\1(52“)+w2)|u|2)dr*sB(r;w,C)[R(|2yRe(u'H)\+|Im(12H)|)dr*.

—oo

Proof. We integrate the energy identity of Lemma 14.1, associated to QY, to get

(16171 [ (/' +ywul?) dr* = Q[ul (o) - Q[ul(=00) + [ ((uV)'luf® + 2y Re(u'H)) di".
Let € > 0 be sufficiently small. Consider the multiplier

(16.172) y= —exp(—C [; xr;),

such that x,- satisfies the following

(16.173) Xﬁxr):{é iZEE::;i;ED

for ry, > 0 sufficiently large. By using the definition of the multiplier y, in equation (16.172), we
note the following
(16.174)

[(yV)'|u|2dr* = [yV|u|2]oo —ny(uﬂ'+u'ﬁ)dr*
R — JRr

< (yV]uP) (" = 00) = (yV|ul2) (+* = —00) - fR yV |(ud’ + u'a)dr*

SB(wQ—(w e )2)(y|u|2)<oo>—3(w2—(w ‘””5)2)@|u|2)<—oo>

73 +a? 2 + a2

* 1 V2 *
+efy'|u'|2dr + = fyz—, Jul*dr*.
R eJr” y

Observe now that ¥y’ > 0. So, the first bulk term on the on the right hand side of the inequal-
ity (16.174) will be absorbed, in the left hand side of equation (16.171), by taking € > 0 sufficiently
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small. The last bulk term on the right hand side of (16.174), will be absorbed, in the left hand side
of equation (16.171), by taking C' > 0 sufficiently large. We thus obtain the energy estimate

fR y (/2 + (1 + A 4 w?)uf?)dr*
< BQY(00) - BQ"(~o0)

(16.175) +B(w2—(w— am= )2)(yIUI2)(°°)—B(w2—(w—WE)Q)(MUF)(—W)

T3 +a? T%+a2

+f2yRe(u’H)dr*.
R

Remark 16.4. Note that the intersection Fyn{amw € (‘1;2":225, %)} 18 in general not empty, see

Remark 15.2, and therefore the boundary terms on the right hand side of (16.175), in general, have
different signs.
We proceed as follows. In the superradiant frequencies
(16.176) (wym, ) e F{,nSF
we integrate the energy identity of Lemma 14.4 associated with the current ~-EQX "~ EQX", where

E is sufficiently large. We sum it to we use estimate (16.175), and take E sufficiently large so that
we do absorb the boundary term Q¥ (o0) and we conclude the following

amz amz
w-———|lw-———
r? +a? T2 +a?

B fR (12y Re(u'H)| + [Tm(aH)|) dr™.

Ly (XS s ) ul?)dr < B [ul? (=o0)

(16.177)

In the non superradiant frequencies
(16.178) (w,m,?) e F,nSF°¢

we can remove the boundary term of (16.177) by summing in (16.175) an energy identity associates
with a current of the form EoQ¥" + FoQX" and obtain

(16.179) fR y (0 + (1 + 2% L ) |uf?)dr < B fR (|2y Re(vw'H)| + [Im(aH)|) dr*.
Now, assume that
(16.180) (w,m,0) e Fyn ({lw-wem| <C U {jw-@,m|<CT'}USF)

for a sufficiently large C > 0. In what follows we only discuss the case |w — w,m| < C71, since the
case |w —w,m|<C~! admits an almost identical treatment. Let y be a smooth function with

1, re[ry,2r ]

0, 7€ [3r_co, Ty ]

(16.181) X = {

Let QK+ be the currents of Definition 14.3. By using the fundamental theorem of calculus for -
1\w—w+m|gC*1 QK+ we obtain

(16.182)
37‘700 37“;
|w — wymljw - @ym[uf* (~o0) < [ lw = wyml|x" Tm(u'@)|dr* + [ Ix|lw = wym|| Tm( H)|dr*.
2r¥ ., —oo
Now, by taking C sufficiently large, we use (16.182) in (16.177) and obtain the desired result
(16.183) fRy’(|u’|2 + (1A% L)) drt < B fR (I2y Re(v'H)| + [Im(aH)|) dr*.

Therefore, from (16.183), (16.179), (16.177) we conclude (16.169), (16.170) and the proof.
We conclude the proof. O
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16.6. Multipliers for the A\ dominated frequency regime Fj. In view of the definition of the
frequency regimes, see Definition 15.1, this frequency regime is manifestly non-superradiant.
The main Proposition of this Section is the following

Proposition 16.7. Let >0, (a, M) € B;, u3 >0. For
(16.184) a'>0,  wWhign>0, A, >0

all sufficiently large, where moreover Ao < o2, then for (w,m,f) € Fo(Mow,Whigh, ) there exist
sufficiently reqular functions f,h satisfying the uniform bounds

(16.185) L1+ LT+ 177 1L+ R+ 1RT] < B(Aiow, Whigh)

such that for all smooth solutions u of Carter’s radial ode (6.25) satisfying the outgoing boundary
conditions (6.28), we have
(16.186)

AA(|u'|2+A(1+A537)+w2)|u|2)dr*SBfR(

+[2f Re(u' )| + (|f'] + h]) |Re(fw)| )dr*.

+

amZ _
((AJ - M) Im(uH)

amZ _

+

Note the following lemma for the potential V.
Lemma 16.9. Let >0 and (a, M) € B; and p% > 0.
(16.187) Whigh>0, A, >0,  a'>0

be sufficiently large, where Ao < . Then, for (w,m, () € Fs(Mow, Whigh, @) the potential V attains
a unique critical point, a maximum, at a value

(16188) TV, mazx € (T+777+)'

and moreover there exist r*, < 0 < ri. sufficiently negative and sufficiently positive respectively,
such that

BAN<V' < BAX, r*<ri,

AN < -V' < BAX, 71r*>7

oo

(16.189)

Finally, the following holds
(16.190) | max V —-w? 2 b

re[ry, 7y ]
Proof. First, by recalling the definition of the potential V', see (6.26), we note that
v _dvp N dVsy, dV,

16.191 - = )
( ) dr  dr ar
where
dVp d A < amZ= 2r
02 =) (3 - 2mwaE) - 2w - =
dr  dr ((r2 +a2)2)( mewaZ) (w r2 +a2) (r2+a2)2am
(16.192) j A ) )
— X = r = r =)2
- ((r2 )2 ) (A - 2mwaZ) - 7+ ) (amwE) + CEYIE (amZ)“.
Note that for a sufficiently small a(a, M,1) >0 and for (w,m, /) € F; we may assume
(16.193) amw < 0.

Suppose the opposite, namely that amw > 0. Then, we have
a*m?=? 3 1,2 1
(16.194) amw > a2t lalaA > |a|lad,,w® = |m|>a),,|w|
+
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On the other hand the following holds

2, 20
= < A

(16.195) amw > GQL +lalad = |w| > a— > aZ|m],
r2 +a? |m|

where we also used (6.8) from Lemma 6.1. Combining (16.194), (16.195) we obtain
(16.196) lw| > AL ElW]. = Aiow 2 @°E.

Therefore, for a sufficiently small a > 0 if we take Aoy () ~ @ > 0 sufficiently small we obtain a
contradiction. Therefore, we conclude that amw < 0.
Now, since amw < 0, then from (16.192) we obtain

(16.197) %(m) b3 — (r2+a2)3%(r:r+) S b
T T

which immediately implies that %(m) > b\, by taking A, sufficiently large.
Therefore, by taking \;. sufficiently large, and in view of the fact that 2> N, (wW? + a?m?) we
obtain that indeed V attains a unique maximum 7y, 4, and moreover (16.189), (16.190) hold. O

Proof of Proposition 16.7. We integrate the energy identity of Lemma 14.1, associated to Qf +
Q", to get

1 1
2/ h /2d* /(h _ 2_7h//_ r_ = ///) Qd*
[erempfar+ [ (a(v-w?) =0 = v/ = 2" ) ufdr
(16.198) = Q7 (00) = Q' (~00) + Q" (c0) ~ Q" (~00)
- fR (2fRe(u'H) + f'Re(uH) + hRe(uH)) dr".
Specifically, for a sufficiently small p > 0 we consider the following regions

1 -1
(16.199) —oo<el rl <ri <0<r],<el 1l <oo,

[}

*

where r* <0< 1}, are from Lemma 16.9.
First, we construct the multiplier

2
(16.200) f = —arctan(r — rv,maz)
™
for all r € [r,,7.]. Note that & >0 in [r,,7,] and
(16.201) —fV" > AT = Tvma)? (A;ﬁ;’) + a%ﬂ) e [re, 7l

Now, to deal with the region away from the horizons, we construct the multiplier ~ such that

(16.202) h:{o, rre(-o0,e? ri ) u(el i, Ty)

1, 77 €(TocoyTroo),

and h(r) >0 for r € [ry, 7y ].
Now, the integrand in the left hand side of (16.198) satisfies the following

1 1
(16.203) V' + W(V -w?) - ih" - if'" > bA ()\fsf) +aw? +w?+ 1) , T E[re, Ty,
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by requiring A, smaller if needed, in view of Lemma 16.9. Moreover, note h(+oo) = 0, therefore we
obtain

fR A(|u’|2 (1A 202 w2)|u|2)dr*
< BQ'(00) - BQY () + B fR (2fRe(u'H) + (f' + h)Re(Hu)) dr

(16.204)
amz

=) o)1 (-2

+B fR (2fRe(u'H) + (f' + h)Re(Hu)) dr*.

am=z

<Bf<oo)( ) uf(~o0)

Finally, in view of the fact that the A-dominated frequency regime Jj is non-superradiant, see Sec-
tion 15, then, in view of Proposition 6.4, we integrate the energy identity of Lemma 14.4 associated
with the current

(16.205) ~EyQF" - E,QF”
and sum it to inequality (16.204) to conclude the desired result. O

16.7. Multipliers for the high w ~ A\ frequency regime Fj. In view of the definition of the
frequency regimes, see Definition 15.1, this frequency regime is manifestly non-superradiant.
The main Proposition of this Section is the following

Proposition 16.8. Let >0 (a,M) € B, p% >0. Let a>0. For any
(16.206) N >0, Whign > 0, E>0

all sufficiently large, then for (w,m,£) € Fy(Whigh, Mow, @) there exist smooth multipliers f(w,m, A7), h(w,m, \,r)
and there exists a piecewise C multiplier y(w, m, \, ) that satisfy the uniform bound

(16.207) R+ R+ 107+ [yl + [y + L F+ 1T 7T+ L+ R+ R+ R < B,
and there exitsts an
(16.208) Ttrap(wW, M, £) € (T4 + €qways T+ — €away) YU {0}

where €qupay(a, M, 1) > 0 is any sufficiently small real number, such that for all smooth solutions u
of Carter’s radial ode (6.25) satisfying the outgoing boundary conditions (6.28), we have

[A(|u|2 u? + ( ”’"‘”’) (w2+5\)|u|2)dr*

(16.209) <B /R (|2f Re(u'H)| +|f' Re(Hu)| + |y Re(u'H)| + |hRe(uH)| + |2y Re(u'H)|) dr

am= i amz _ *

Remark 16.5. If the solution ¢ of the Klein-Gordon equation (1.7) is azisymmetric Oy, = 0 then
we note that in Proposition 16.8, we have Tyqap = TA trap, Where TA frac is the value of the unique
local mazimum of ﬁ, see Lemma 3.3.

We note that for the present frequency regime (w,m, \) € Fy the following hold:

e if amw <0 then dVo 2 (ry) > bA,

am_

o if amw > et aa|X then d‘::” (7)) < =bA.
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Therefore, in view of Lemma 13.1, it would be convenient to keep in mind that the potential Vj
satisfies only one of the following
(16.210)

(Vo case 1) There exists a unique critical point of Vj that satisfies 7, < 7y, maz < T+

(Vo case 2) There exist exist two critical points of Vp that satisfy ri < v, min < vy, maz < 7+

(Vo case 3) There exist exist two critical points of Vp that satisfy ri < 7y, min < Vg, maz = 7+
dV A%
(Vo case 4) 70 >0 or d—o <0 for allre (ry,7y).
T T

For a graphic representation of the above cases see Figure 4. Note that in the (Potential case 3)
we do not exclude that Vj attains a critical point at 7,.

]

FIGURE 4. The cases of (16.210) respectively.

Now, we construct the Qf,QY, Q" currents, see Definition 14.1.
Lemma 16.10. Let [ >0 and (a, M) € B, and p% > 0. Let a>0. For any
(16.211) Whigh > 0, (Now) >0, el >0

away
all sufficiently large then for (w,m,£) € Fy(Whigh, Mow, ¢v) there exists a trapping parameter
(16.212) Tirap(w,m, £) € [Ty + €qway, T+ — €away ] Y {0},

where €qway > 0, such that the following hold.
There exist smooth multiplier f = f(w,m,£),h = h(w,m,f) and there exists a piecewise C* multi-
plier y = y(w, m,t) such that the following uniform bound holds piecewise

(16.213) |+ 1R+ IR+ f+ LT T+ LT+ Lyl + 1] < B(whighs Atow)s
and we have

(16.214)

(Pl) f(rtmp) = 07

(P2) h+y +2f >bA, re(ry,7y)

(P3) (—fv' _ %f) P W2V -V + (h(V _u?) - %h) S BA - (1= Forap)? (A + w2) + DA, 7€ (ry, 7).

Proof. We note that
— \2 — \2
9 _ amz= ~ 9 N amz ~
(16215) w —V(T+) = (W—M) Zb)\, w —V(T+) = (W_W) Zb)\

where in the inequalities above we used that (w,m, () € Fy for sufficiently large wpign > 0.
Let €4rqp > 0 be sufficiently small. In view of the definition of the high w ~ A frequency regime Fy,
see Definition 15.1, we separate the frequency space (w,m, /) € Fy in the following sets

(1) |max,p, 7V ~ w?| < etmpj\, amw <0



88 BOUNDEDNESS AND MORAWETZ ESTIMATES ON SUBEXTREMAL KERR-DE SITTER

2

(2) |maxre[r+,ﬁ.] V- UJ2| < 6t’ra;n)\7 amw > a’,r T ; + a|a|5\
(3) |max,r, 7,1V — w?|> etrapj\y amw < 0
(4) |maxre[r+,f+] V- w2| > etmpj\, amw > azm = 4 a|a|)\

As will become apparent below, the first two sets above are subject to trapping, namely 745 # 0.
e We begin with the first case (1). In this case we define the multipliers y, h = 0. First, we note
that because amw < 0 we obtain

dVo

(16.216) —(ry) > bA.
r
Moreover, we easily conclude that
d -
(16.217) Do 7y < b,
dr

in view of the fact that | max;.[,, 7,] V-w?| < etmpj\ and therefore the maximum value of V; cannot be
attained at the cosmological horizon 7., also see the graphs of Figure 4. Now, in view of Lemma 13.1,
on the critical points of the potential Vj, we conclude that indeed there exists a unique critical
point T‘VO maz € (ry + €away> T+ — anay) of Vy which is a maximum and moreover the following

holds d VO (r) < —bX for r € (Tviy = €away, Vo + €away). Now, we take whign, > 0 sufficiently large
and anay > 0 sufficiently small to conclude that

dv
o > b, re[re,ry - 2_16away]
(16.218)
dV -1 -
d— < b)\ e [TVO +2 €awayvr+]
r

[rvo — Tlﬁawayﬂ“vo + 2_16away]. Therefore, we obtain that the
potential V' attains a unique maximum at 7y, maz € (7+ + €qway, T+ — €away)- 11 this case we define

(16.219) Ttrap = TV,maz-
In view of the above, we construct a multiplier f as follows
1
(16220) _ifm = A, f(rtrap) = 07 f,(rtrap) = ]-7 f”(rtrap) =0,

in a neighborghood of 7¢,4,. We extend f smoothly in the entire interval [r,, 7, ] such that we have
1 -
(16.221) f2bA, —fV' - 5f”’ > DAA(T = Tirap)? + DA

and conclude (16.214).
e We continue with the second case (2). We first define the multiplier & = 0. Since amw > ¢ 2: +

a|a|5\ then we obtain % (74) < —bA. Moreover, in view of (16.215) we can find an rs(wpgh, /\low, etmp)
[ry,7+] such that

(16.222) W=V b\, relr,rs]

It is an easy consequence of the trapping condition |max,.[,, .1V —w?| < EtmpS\ and of Lemma 13.1,
on the critical points of Vj, that for any whigh,)\l_olw > 0 sufficiently large and for any e;qp > 0
sufficiently small we can have

dVo

(16.223) ()2 bA,

the reader should also look at the second Flgure 4.
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It is obvious now that, for sufficiently positive wpign, the critical point ry, q. is attained inside
the interval [r3,7,]. We define

(16224) Ttrap = TV,max

Moreover, for sufficiently small €r4p, €qway; Mow > 0 we conclude that ryqp € [T+ + €qways T+ — €away )
and of course r3 < 7y — €qway-

In view of the above, we will now construct two multipliers y, f. First, our multiplier y will satisfy
the following

Y= 1- eCl(”ge(TS_T)a e [7’+7’]"3],

(16.225) _
y=0, re[rs, 7],

where Ciarge > 0 will be chosen sufficiently large later. Note that
A -
(16.226) Y (W -V)-yV'= mclargeeszge(Tsfr)(MQ ~V) =gV 2 b(Crarge) A

in the interval (r,,73) ,where in the last inequality we used that w? ~ X and we took Clarge(Whighs Mow) >
0 sufficiently large.

We construct the multiplier f again by solving the initial value problem (16.220). We choose Cjgyge
sufficiently positive to obtain the following

2f" +y > bA,

(16.227) 1

(' (@ -V)-yV')+ (—fV’ - if") 2 DA(r = Tirap) " A + bA,

which concludes (16.214).
e We continue with the third case (3). In this case we set

(16.228) Tirap = 0.

We first define y = 0. We note argue similarly to case (1). Specifically, since amw < 0 we have that
d ~

(16.229) ﬂ(7“+) > bA.
dr

Therefore, by Lemma 13.1, we take wpign > 0 sufficiently large and we find that there exists a
maximum of the potential V', which we here call 7y 44 Such that vy, s € (74,71 ]. Note that 7vmaeq
is not necessarily a critical point and that it can be the case that rv ez = 74

We define a multiplier f by solving the initial value problem

1 " ’ 7
(16230) _if = Av f(TV,ma:v) = 07 f (TV,maaz) = ]-v f (TV,maz) = 07

in a neighborhood of 7y ;4. Recall that we do not exclude the case v ez = 7. We extend f
smoothly in the entire interval [r,,7,] such that

(16.231) Y N v %f > BA(T = T4rap) > A + DA

after taking wnign > 0 sufficiently large.
We use the non trapping condition | max, V' —w2| > €4rapA 5O that we can construct a multiplier i
such that for sufficiently large whign, )\l‘olw and sufficiently small €;4, > 0 we find that

(16.232) (h(V _u?) - %h) . (—fV’ _ %f) > AR,

which concludes (16.214).
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e Finally, we study that fourth case (4). We split the frequency space of case (4) into the two
frequency regimes
{w?- max V> etmp;\}
re[ry,7y]

{ max V- w? > EtrapA}-
re[ry, 7]

(16.233)

For the first case of (16.233) we note that w? — V(1) > €irap for all 7 € [r,,7,]. We define h, f =0
and we define a multiplier of the form y = e“terse”. For a sufficiently large Clarge > 0 we obtain that

(16.234) Y (w-V)—yV’ > bAN
We fix the Cjgrge > 0.
We now study the second case of (16.233). First, we note that since amw > ‘ZT;E “;T;E

and amw > afa| then we have that
v
dr

We note that the maximum value of V) cannot be attained at the event horizon since then we would

(16.235) (7)) < =bA.

am=
r2+a?
sufficiently large we have that the potential V' attaines a maximim

2 -
have — (w - ) > €trqpA. Therefore, for any sufficiently small €444y > 0 and for any wpign > 0

(16.236) TV,maz € ('+ + €away: T+ — €away )-

Now, for any €; > 0 sufficiently small we have that %(TVo,maz —€1) > b(el)S\. We define r3 =
TV, maz — €1- We fix €7.

We now construct three multipliers y, f,h as follows. First, we define y to be the following
piecewise smooth function

(16.237) 4 :{ 1-eRt, refrym)

0, re[rs, 7],
for some C > 0 that will be chosen sufficiently large later. We define a multiplier f by solving the
initial value problem
1
(16238) _ifm = A7 f(rvo,maz) = 07 f,(rVo,mam) = ]-7 f”(TVo,maa:) = 0,

in a neighborhood of 7y 4. We extend f smoothly in the entire interval [r,, 7] such that
1 -
(16.239) f'>bA, —-fV' - 5f’" > DA(r = 1V maz ) 2\

We define the smooth multiplier A such that it satisfies the following

(16 240) h= { 1, e [TV,max - 261arV,max + 261]

07 e [7"+,77’+:| N [rv,mam - 2617TV,maz + 261]'

Therefore, for a sufficiently large C; > 0 then in view of the non trapping condition max Vp — w? >
€trapA We obtain that for any wp,gn > 0 sufficiently large the following hold

y +2f +h>bA

(16.241) o 1., / 1oy N
MV -w )_ih +y'(w*-V)-yV +fV—§f > bAN.

‘We conclude Lemma 16.10. O
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Proof of Proposition 16.8. We integrate the energy identity of Lemma 14.1 associated to the
current

(16.242) QM +QV+Q"

see Definition 14.1, and use the construction of the f,y multipliers of Lemma 16.10 to obtain the
energy inequality
(16.243)

fRA(|u’|2+|u|2 (= P20 + 0% +.0%) ) [uf? ) dr
SQf(oo)—Qf(—oo)—Bf QfRe(u'FI)Jrf'Re(ﬁu))dr*+Qy(oo)—Qy(—oo)+B[R(2yRe(u'H))dr

gB(w—F;‘”f“Z) lu (oo)+B( r“m“ ) lu|?(~o0)

+B fR (|2f Re(w H)| +|f' Re(Hu)| + |2y Re(u’ H| + |2y Re(u'H)| + |h Re(uT)|) dr*.

Finally, since the high w ~ X\ frequency regime is non-superradiant, see Section 15, then, in view
of Proposition 6.4, we integrate the energy identity of Lemma 14.4 associated with the current

(16.244) ~BoQN" - BN
where Ej > 0 is a sufficiently large constant, and then we sum in equation (16.243) to conclude the
proof of Proposition 16.8. O

16.8. Multipliers for the w dominated frequency regime Fjy. In view of the definition of the
frequency regimes, see Definition 15.1, this frequency regime is manifestly non-superradiant.
The main Proposition of this Section is the following

Proposition 16.9. Let >0 (a,M) € B, u3. > 0. Let a>0. For any
(16.245) N >0, wWhign >0

both sufficiently large, then for (w,m,£) € Fy(whigh, Miow, ) there exists a sufficiently reqular func-
tion y(r*) that satisfies the uniform bound

(16.246) lyl + 1y < B(Whighs AMtow)

such that for all smooth solutions u of Carter’s radial ode (6.25) satisfying the outgoing boundary
conditions (6.28), we have

(|u 2+ (A 4?4 1)|u|2)dr

mé
< B / (

(w - zm) Im(Hu)| +
We need the following Lemma

Lemma 16.11. Let 1> 0 and (a,M) € B, and p3 > 0. Let a > 0. For any

(16.247)

amZ _

+

)dr*+fR|2yRe(u'H)|dr*).

(16.248) N >0, Whign >0
both sufficiently large, then for (w,m,{) € Fy we have
(16.249) W-V(r)2b?,  relry, ]
Proof. The potential V, of (6.26) can be written as
V:A(r3$A—2r2A+a2r$A+ Aa?® +)\(W)+a w? . r? +a? )
(16.250) (r2 + a2)* (r2 + a2)* (2 + a2)2 KG™ (72 1 2)2
22a?m? + 2mwaZ(A - (r? + a?))

(r2 +a?)?
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We consider the term

Aa? 9
16.251

( ) (r2 + az)zw

of (16.250) and we note
(16.252) Aa? _ a’ __ 2Mr o a’r? _ a? _ 2Mr i <1
' (r2+a?)?2 r2+a? (r2+a?)? 2(r2+a?) r2+a? r2+a? 2 ’

Therefore, we obtain

Aa? 9 9

By utilizing (16.253) that w? + (am)? > A;L |\, and (6.10) from Lemma 6.1, we conclude that

for Ajow > 0 sufficiently small and wp;gn > 0 sufficiently large we obtain
(16.254) w? -V > bw?
We conclude the result. O

(16.253) w? -

We employ a @Y current, see Definition 14.1.
Lemma 16.12. Let >0, (a,M) e B, and pxe >0. Let o> 0. For any
(16.255) N >0, Whign >0

both sufficiently large, then for (w,m,€) € Fy(Mow,Whigh, ) we obtain the following.
There exists a smooth bounded function y that satisfies

(16.256) y' 2N, Y (W -V)—yV 2 bAW, re[r, T

Proof. Let ¢; > 0 be an arbitrary strictly positive real number. We choose a bounded smooth
function y such that

d
y(r) = (r—ra frac) - —y(rAJWC) +0O(r - rAﬂcmc)Q, in a small neightborhood of ra frac
(16.257) dr |

el >e1>0, re[ry, 7],
dr

where 7A frqc is the unique critical point of W. Now, by utilizing the multiplier y constructed
in (16.257), we obtain
v 1)y = 2 (L -v) D)
(16.258) > r?iﬁ (%(buﬂ) y%)
> ﬁ ( 1hw? - y%) )

where we used Lemma 16.11. Finally, note that for the last term of equation (16.258), the following
holds

(16.259)
av d A () 2 2 _ amZ \?
— %:—ya (VSL+(7,2+aQ)2(AmE +a w —Qmwa:)—(w—m) +V,u

dVs, d A (aw) | 2 2 - d ( am= )2 AViree

- —y— =]\ — 2mwaZ) - y— (w - -
Yar ydr((r2+a2)2 (A" a7 = 2mecaZ) Yar \“ e dr

L Wsr d(w_amE)Q
o Var r2+a2)’
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where in the last inequality we used that y changes sign at the maximum of ﬁ. For Vs, V,

see Section 6. Therefore, note that for /\l_olw,whigh > 0 sufficiently large we obtain

dv d amZ \?
2 2 2
(16260) clbw - yﬂ 2 clbw - ya (LL) - m) > bw s
after appropriate Young’s inequalities.
We conclude the proof of the Lemma. |

Proof of Proposition 16.9. We integrate the energy identity of Lemma 14.1, associated to QY
current, to get

(16.261) fRdr* ('[P + (' (W = V) = yV') [uf?)
| :Qy(‘x’)—Qy(—OO)+-/RZyRe(u'H)dr*_

Now, we use (16.261), in conjunction with the construction of the y multiplier, see Lemma 16.12, to
obtain

(16.262) [RA(|u'|2 + ()\7(7?2‘}) +w?+ 1)|u|2)dr* <B ./]R (QyRe(u'H))dr* +QY(00) - QY(~00).

Finally, in inequality (16.262), in view of Proposition 6.4, we integrate the energy identity of
Lemma 14.4 associated with the current

(16.263) —EQX" - QX"

where Ej is a sufficiently large constant, and we sum it in (16.262) to conclude the desired result. O

16.9. The choices of whigh, Wiow, Aiow, @, 2. We will now fix the constants
(16.264) E>0, a >0,  wrgn>0,  wih>0 AL, >0

so that all of the Propositions 16.1, 16.2, 16.3, 16.4, 16.5, 16.6, 16.7, 16.8, 16.9 hold.

Specifically: First we fix I/ so that Propositions 16.8, 16.1 hold. Then, we fix wpisn so that
Propositions 16.1, 16.2, 16.7, 16.8, 16.9 hold, and note that the remaining Propositions hold for
any whigh > 0. We fix wjoy so that Propositions 16.3, 16.4, 16.5, 16.6 hold and note that the remaining
Propositions hold for any wj,, > 0. Finally, we fix Ay, @ from Propositions 16.2 16.7, 16.8 16.9,
and note that the remaining Propositions hold for any Ay, @ > 0.

16.10. Proof of Theorem 16.1. Now, it is immediate to prove the following

Proof of Theorem 16.1. We use the results of Propositions 16.1, 16.2, 16.3, 16.4, 16.5, 16.6, 16.7,
16.8, 16.9 and choose any C > 0 such that

(16.265) C 2 ApuWhigh:
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and obtain
(16.266)

Lwmogmnmeonurasory [ AP+ (1w +3) ) dr

*

~ roo
#1gngmeon [ AW+ @+ NP dr* + [ Yo (lul? + eclul?) dr

2 :
+ ].}‘dsuj:h /RA (|u’|2 + |u|2 + (1 - rtﬂ) (:\ +w2) |u|2) dr*
r
< Blnpo [, ([Re(ull)|+ [Re(ui])| +[Re(u'2)]) dr*

+B'1fm{m=0}fR(|wIm(\i’H)|+|wIm(\i'H)|+|H|2+|\IJ'H|2)dr*
¥

am= _ am= _ N

+ Blfsr,c |w - w+m||w - ('D+m||u|2(_°°)v

amz T (H)| + o amz

a2 |Im(ﬂH)|) dr

where for the set Fsx ¢ see (6.48). We conclude the proof. O

16.11. Trapping parameters for fixed azimuthal frequency m. The following lemma is used in
the fixed azimuthal frequency Proposition 9.1. Note that in the following lemma we study trapping
for a fixed azimuthal number m.

We emphasize that the parameters wpign, Ao that will be displayed in the following lemma are
different from the choices of Section 16.9.

Lemma 16.13. Let [ >0, (a,M) € B; and p% > 0. Let the azimuthal frequency

(16.267) |m| >0
be fized.
Then, we obtain that for any
(16.268) Aow > 0, €trap > 0

both sufficiently small there exists an

(16.269) Whigh (M €traps Aiow) > 0
sufficiently large such that the following holds

(16.270) TA frac = €trap < Ttrap(W, M, £) STA frac + €trap,

where TA frac 15 the value of the unique mazimum of

A

(r2 +a2)?’

Proof. Recall that trapping can only occur in the frequency regimes

(16.271)

-1
- la|= a’*m?=
Fas ={(w,m,?) : /\2(T3+a2 ta whigh}m{amwe(o’ﬁiz)}’

(16.272) T

- - 2 QE B
Fiy = {(w,m, ) : |w| > Whigh, AiowA < w2+ (am)2 < )\l_olw)\} n {amw¢[0, % + |a|a)\)},
2 +a

+

where the above frequency regimes where first defined in Section 15.
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Moreover, recall that r4.,, is the maximum (when it is not 0) of the potential V' in the frequency
regimes Fgs, Fy respectively. The derivative of the potential is
av.dVsp dV#KC N dVy

16.2 — =
(16.273) dr dr dr dr

avp _ d A (:\—Qmwa:)— dram= (w— am= )
dr — dr\(r2 +a2)? ) (r2+a?)?

d A (1 B 2mwa5) B l 4ram= (w B am= )
dr (r2 +a?)? 2 2 (12 +a2)? r2 + g2

and the derivative terms d:l/;% + dV;frm do not depend on the frequencies (w, m,¢).
Therefore, for fixed azimuthal frequency m and for any sufficiently small
(16275) €trap > 0,
we note that by taking
(16276) whigh(m7 €traps )\low) >0
sufficiently large then the equation
d A 2mwa= 1 4ram= am=z
16.277 — 1-——= -= - =
( ) d ((r2+a2)2)( A ) )\(r2+a2)2(w r2+a2)
A

attains a unique solution in the interval (ra, frac = €trap: TA, frac + Etmp) Therefore, the function rm
attains a unique zero in the desired interval. O

with

(16.274)

y:

APPENDIX A. CONNECTEDNESS OF THE BLACK HOLE PARAMETER SPACE B5;
We restate here the lemma we prove in the present Section
Lemma 2.1. Let [ >0. Then, the set By, see Definition 2.2, is connected.

Proof. We fix | > 0. The necessary and sufficient condition for the quartic polynomial A to attain
four distinct real roots can be inferred from [19] to be the following two

6 et a2 2 M242 a2
“0()-s(5) (- %) () (- %)

(&) M*  a? a?\' M2 a?\’
(A.2) la| <1, M >0.

We rewrite (A.1) as follows
(A.3)

a®> M?\. M2\* M2 a? a? a?\’ a® a’ A a
() () - (- 8) - (- 8) ) ol) o (5) () - (-

We write

a2 M? g2
Bi={(a,M) eRxR>o: 0< 5 <1}n{(a,M) eRxRso: P, 55) >0}

2a2

={(a, M) eRxRog: P(75, 77) >0,

(A4)

where the last equality in (A 4) is proved as follows. Suppose that 122 > 1. It is immediate that for
any 12 > 0 we have P( T 12 ) <0, since the second term of P(%, %2) is strictly negative. This

concludes the last equality of (A.4).
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2
Since P ((_l“z) ,Af—;) =P (‘l‘—j, A{I—;) we conclude that the set B; is symmetric with respect to the

line {a = 0}. Therefore, in order to prove that B; is connected it suffices to prove that the set

~ a? M?
(A.5) Br = {(a, M) € Rap x Roo s P77, =) > 0}

is connected. The reader is refered to the following Figure 5

S

7

M 5
A=\ [(-3+2/3)%

FIGURE 5. The shaded region is B;

The remaining of the proof focuses on proving that the set B; is connected. In view of the
identifications

M2 a2
(A6) y= 1_27 L= l_2
we write
(A.7) P(x,y) = -2Ty* +y (36x(1-z)+(1- a:)3) ~162° - 822(1 - z)? — z(1 - z)*.

We have that for z =0 and 0 < y < 2—17 then P(y,0) > 0.
Before proving that the set (A.5) is connected we need a preliminary result for the polyno-
mial P(z,y) for z,y € R. In the radial directions

(A.8) y=re
for fixed r the polynomial P(x,y) can be written as

P.(z) = P(rz,z) = ro - 27(rx)? + (=1 + 33rz)z + (-4 - 33rz)2? + (=6 — ra)z® — 42 - 2°

(A.9) =x(r-1+(-4+33r-27r")z + (-6 - 33r)2” + (-4 - )2’ - 2*)
2P, (z).
Now, we will prove that for
1
(A.10) re (0, 36(-3 +2V3)]

we have that P.(z) <0 for any z € R, and for any

(A11) r> %(-3+2\/§)
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the polynomial Isr(x) attains exactly two distinct real roots and two complex conjugate roots
and P.(z) >0 in between the real roots.

We study the discriminant of the quartic polynomial P, (z), see [19], which we compute it to be
(A.12) disc = —4r% (=256 + 9r(32 + 3r))> .
We directly calculate that for
(A.13) re (0,19—6(—3+2\/§))
then disc > 0 and for
(A.14) re(?(—3+2\/§)7+oo)

then disc < 0. We have that 0 < 1—96(—3 +2v/3) < 1.
Moreover we have the following auxilliary functions

(A.15)

P=8(-1)(-6-33r) —3(4+1)% = =3(4 + (58 + 7)r)

D =64(-1)*(r —=1) =16(-1)*(=6 — 337)* + 16(~1) (=4 - 7)*(=6 — 337) = 16(~1)*(~4 — ) (=4 + 331 - 27r%) = 3(4 + r)*
=71(4096 — 3r(4864 + (=16 + r)1))

We immediately calculate that P, D cannot both be negative for r € (0,1).
By the conditions for the nature of the roots of quartic polynomials, see [19], we note that for

(A.16) re (0,19—6(—3+2\/§))

since disc > 0 and that one of P, D is positive then P,(z) < 0. For r = 1—96(—3 +2/3) the polyno-

mial Pr(w) attains a double real root and two complex conjugate roots and pr(x) <0 for all z e R.
Now for

(A.17) e (%(—3+2\/§),+oo)

since disc < 0 then the polynomial Pr(x) attains two distinct real roots and two complex conjugate
roots. Therefore, since P, (x) is a polynomial of degree 4 then we conclude that P.(z) > 0 in between
these two real roots.

Therefore, we have proved that for

16
(A.18) re (0,5 (=3+ 2V/3)]
the following holds P,(z) <0 for all = and for
16
(A.19) r> 5(—3 +2V/3)

the polynomial P,(x) attains exactly two real roots

(A.20) x1(r) <0 <aa(r)

and it is positive between the roots. Note that z1(1) = 0. It is necessary that the following
holds z1(r) < 0 because otherwise no neighborhood of (0,0) belongs in the subextremal set B;.

Now, we are ready to prove that the set (A.5) is connected. A preliminary observation that will
help is that part of the boundary of the set (A.5) is the following

(A.21) B = image(72)
where

(A.22) Yo [%(—3 +2v/3),+00) > R?

r > (raa(r),za(r)).
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The set B is connected because the curve 7, is uniformly continuous.
Now, we consider the following (nonempty) cylinder around the set B and inside B,

(A.23) B.={(a,M) €Rso xRy : d((x,y),B) <e}nB.

Since the boundary B is connected then for a sufficiently small € the set B, is also connected.
Now, take two points

(A.24) (a1, M), (az, M) € {(a,M) e Ryg x Ryg: P(z,y) >0}
which we rewrite respectively as
(A.25) (r1b1,01), (r2b2,b2)
for two r1,79 > 0. Necessarily we have that
(A.26) x1(r1) <by <xa(r1), x1(re) < bo < o (1)
Let €(€) > 0 be sufficiently small. The line connecting
(A.27) (r1b1,01),
to
(A.28) (r1-(z2(r1) - €),22(r1) — €) € Be
lies entirely in B;. Furthermore, the line connecting
(A.29) (roba, ba)
to
(A.30) (ro - (x2(re) — €),22(r2) — €) € B
lies entirely in B;. Since the set B, is connected we conclude that the set B}, see (A.5), is connected
which, as discussed previously, concludes that the set 5; is connected. (]

APPENDIX B. GEODESIC FLOW OF KERR-DE SITTER AND 0;~-ORTHOGONAL TRAPPED NULL
GEODESICS

The purpose of this Section is to prove Proposition B.1, which has no analogue in the asymptot-
ically flat A =0 Kerr case.
We define trapped null geodesics as follows

Definition B.1. Let I > 0 and (a, M) € B;. Moreover, let (t,r,0,¢) be the Boyer—Lindquist coor-
dinates, see Section 2.3. Then, a geodesic v(v), parametrized by an affine time v, is called trapped
null if it satisfies g(7,7) =0 and moreover

(B.1) Tim r(7(v)) € (r1. 7).
Note the following proposition

Proposition B.1. Let I > 0 and (a,M) € B, be subextremal Kerr—de Sitter black hole parameters
such that

A
(B.2) max — <1, la|#0.
re[ry,74] @

Then, there exists a trapped null geodesic

(B’?’) 7(”) = (t(v)arA,maz7907¢(v))

with g(4,0;) = 0, for some Oy € [0,7], where ra maez € (r+,7+) is the unique mazimum of A, see
Lemma 3.4.

Finally, if (B.2) does not hold, then there exists no Oy orthogonal trapped null geodesic in the
Kerr—de Sitter background M.
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Remark B.1. Note that if (B.2) holds, then the ergoregion is connected, see Section 2.4.

Note that in the asympotically flat Kerr case there exists no trapped null geodesic with zero Oy
energy, see [17]. This non-existence of a Oy orthogonal trapped null geodesic, in the A = 0 Kerr
exterior, was crucial in the proof of rigidity of Kerr in a neighborhood of Kerr, see [1].

First, note the following Lemma for the null geodesic flow of Kerr—de Sitter

Lemma B.1. A curve v = (t,r,0,$) on the Kerr—de Sitter background, parametrized by a parame-
ter v, is a null geodesic if and only if it satisfies

—_ 2 2 — 2 2
,0275 = CLA:: (Ea sin? 6 — EE) + =2 (r+a’) (HEZ_ (r"+a )8)
. a=2Easin®0-=L _,a(ELa-(r*+a?)E)
(B.4) R VR = A
(EE - a€ sin® 9)2

p(0)% = AgK - =2

sin? 0
p*(7)? = 22 ((12 + a®)€ - a2L)” - AK,
with p? =r? +a%cos?6, Ag=1+ ?—j cos? @ see Definition 2.4, where note we have not fully decoupled

the geodesic equations. The constant K is Carter’s constant of motion, and note the conserved
quantities

. OMr\. 2Mrasin®0 .
£-g(.00--(1- =) i- 2O,
p p

2M7"asin29t. . 20(7’2+a2)2—a2sin29A .
—————{-sin

(B.5) £==9(3,05) = — p é,
9=y (9)2 + izfz ~a?FE?cos? 0,
K=2%(Q+a’6” - 2aELEE).
Proof. This proof can be inferred from [8] or [25]. O
Now we are ready for
Proof of Proposition B.1. We substitute
(B.6) £=0
in the geodesic equations (B.4) and obtain
I aAE: (-2L) + 22 (r? + al) (ELa) ’
D2 = aAE2 —Ef L =20 (Eﬁa)’
(B.7) 6 sin”9 o A
o0y = 0(0) 200z = LT
sin” 6
p*(#)? = R(r) =22 (—aEL)? - AE?Q = a?Z?=22L% - AE?Q = o2 (5%2 - %Q) :

Let 7A maqz be the value where A attains its unique maximum and choose £, Q such that

A(TA maz)
=2 p2 _ ,maz
(B.S) — £ - TQ.
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We first solve the #-equation of motion. By taking

A(TA,maz)

(B.9) 0< >

<1,
a

the #-equation of motion can be solved globally

) 1 [ Agsin? g — 2ramn)

B.10 g L 5 o
(B.10) (6) T ( — 0
where Ag =1+ %: cos? f, since there exists a 0 € (0,7) such that

A max
(B.ll) Aao Sin200_ # o,
a

Therefore, for the rest of the proof we assume that 8(v) = 6y for all v € R, where v is the affine time.
Second, we solve the r-equation of motion. We find the value of r that the trapped null geodesics
will asymptote to. The r equations of motion read

A ) _ (A(M’W) -A dR(r)

_ 2=2(=2p2 A _ =
(B.12)  R(r)=a’= (Hc =0 s )Q 0, o

dA
2

==9-=o.
dr Q

From the latter equation of (B.12) we obtain

(B.13) el

= ()7
T=T'A, maz
where 7'A mag € (74, 74+). Then, we solve the first equation of (B.12). From the known well posedness
theorem, the r-equation of motion can be solved locally

A(TA,maa:)

' = A . p*dr
(B.14) p'(7)? = a®Z? (a2 - (12) Q, or equivalently

=2 (A(ra,ma) A
(12:2(7,12' 2 Q

= +dv,

with initial conditions 7(0) = A maz, 7(0) = 79. By (B.8) we note that A mqs is a root of multiplic-
ity 2 of the following
A A maz) — A
(B.15) ?ﬁ—79?£57l—g
a a

and therefore the affine parameter v takes values up to infinity since we can write

fT(v) (7"2 +a? cos 90) dr
v =1y =
N 0]

for all v in a small interval around vg. Therefore, if the curve

(B.16) ~v(v)

is a trapped null geodesic, it needs to be complete.

The t, ¢ equations of motions, namely the first and second equations of respectively (B.7), can be
solved easily since they are linear.

Therefore, if (B.9) holds, then the trapped null geodesic equations (B.7) correspond to a complete
trapped null geodesic

(Bl?) Y= (t(v)7TA,mam7905¢(v))
where for 0y see (B.11) with
(B.18) 9(3,0,) =0,

Lastly, from the last two equations of motion of (B.7) we note that if maxp,, 7 % > 1 then there
exists no J¢ orthogonal trapped null geodesic, in view of the fact that the r coordinate of the geodesic
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needs to be ra maz. We proceed to prove this by first noting that if the contrary holds, then from
the last equation of motion of (B.7) we obtain

A(TA,mam)

Q=0 = E2L7> Q.
a

(B.19) 22,7 -

Now, we combine (B.19) with the second to last equation of motion of (B.7) and arrive at a contra-
diction, since we obtain (#)? < 0.
We conclude the proof. |

Note the following Remark
Remark B.2. We note that if we formally identify

(B.20) E>w,  Lom, Q-

then the geodesic equation for the motion of 7, see Lemma B.1, can be written in the familiar form
4

(B.21) L (1)? =€ -Vy(Q,L,E,r)

22(r2 + a2)?

where Vg s the potential appearing in Carter’s separation of variables, see Proposition 6.2.
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