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Abstract. We prove that solutions to linear wave equations in a subextremal Kerr—de Sitter space-
time have asymptotic expansions in quasinormal modes up to a decay order given by the normally
hyperbolic trapping, extending the result of the second named author (2013). The main novelties
are a different way of obtaining a Fredholm setup that defines the quasinormal modes and a new
analysis of the trapping of lightlike geodesics in the Kerr—de Sitter spacetime, both of which apply
in the full subextremal range. In particular, this reduces the question of decay for solutions to wave
equations to the question of mode stability.

Keywords: subextremal Kerr—de Sitter spacetime, resonances, quasinormal modes, radial points,
normally hyperbolic trapping.

1. Introduction

Kerr—de Sitter metrics are Lorentzian metrics (which we take of signature (—, 4, 4, +))
onR;, x (0,00), x S? solving Einstein’s equation Ric(g) = Ag with a cosmological con-
stant A > 0. They depend on three parameters: apart from the cosmological constant A,
these are the mass m > 0 and the angular momentum a € R of the black hole the metric
corresponds to. Here the ‘black hole’ nature corresponds to the presence of certain null-
hypersurfaces, called horizons, which for the Kerr—de Sitter metrics lie at certain values
of r. The metric is given in terms of a quartic polynomial p, and the three parameters
then have to satisfy an additional condition, namely that p has four distinct real roots; the
significance of this condition is due to the horizons lying at the roots of . Kerr—de Sitter
metrics corresponding to these parameters are called subextremal.

In [21], the wave equation on Kerr—de Sitter spacetimes was analyzed for a large but
not complete range of the parameters by showing that it fits into the Fredholm framework
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based on microlocal analysis developed there; the result was an expansion of solutions
of the wave equation into a finite number of terms, corresponding to quasinormal modes
described below in Section 1.2, modulo an exponentially decaying tail. That paper then
formed the basis of the approach to non-linear wave equations by Hintz and Vasy [12, 13]
which culminated in the proof of the stability of slowly rotating Kerr—de Sitter black holes
in [14]; the first black hole stability result without symmetry assumptions. The purpose
of this paper is to complete [21] by extending its results to the full subextremal range.
In particular, we show, in the full subextremal range, the expansion of solutions of the
wave equation into a finite number of terms, given by quasinormal modes, modulo an
exponentially decaying tail, see Theorem 1.6. While for linear equations the question
whether any of these quasinormal mode terms is non-decreasing is irrelevant, it becomes
highly relevant for non-linear wave equations, where the absence (perhaps apart from cer-
tain well-understood ones) of quasinormal modes corresponding to non-decaying terms
is called mode stability, see Section 1.2.

It turns out that the additional limitations of [21] had two separate origins. The basic
approach of [21] was to Fourier transform the wave operator along the Killing vector
field —d,, to obtain a family of operators, P, depending on the Fourier dual variable o.
These operators are non-elliptic, hence their analysis involves the Hamilton flow in the
characteristic set of the principal symbol. One of the additional assumptions in [21],
denoted by (6.13) there, was to ensure that for each o € C, P, satisfies a non-trapping
condition; it was shown there that indeed in the limiting case of (6.13), trapping appears.
It was shown that under this classical non-trapping condition the family P, is Fredholm
for each o with the analytic Fredholm theorem applicable. The other additional assump-
tion of [21] concerned the behavior of the family P, for o with large real part and bounded
imaginary part, namely in this large parameter (or as rescaled there, semiclassical) sense,
which is stronger than the fixed o consideration, the only trapping is normally hyperbolic
trapping; this corresponds to the photon sphere when a = 0. This semiclassical normally
hyperbolic trapping assumption was shown under the additional condition (6.27) in [21],
namely that |a| < ‘/Tgm We recall that, with a basic microlocal analysis background, the
analysis of [21] was self-contained apart from using the normally hyperbolic trapping
analytic results (estimates for a microlocalized at the trapping version of P; 1) of Wunsch
and Zworski [23]. Normally hyperbolic trapping has since been investigated in numerous
papers [6,7,11,18], giving a more precise version of [23], but for the present purposes [23]
still suffices.

In this paper, we remove these limitations in two steps. First, we change the Killing
vector field with respect to which we perform the Fourier transform. It turns out that for
an appropriate choice of the Killing vector field, the Fourier transformed operator Py is
classically non-trapping in the full subextremal range. Second, we show that in fact the
semiclassical normally hyperbolic trapping holds in the full subextremal range as well.
Since these were the only two additional limitations in [21] in the subextremal range,
this immediately implies that all of the results of [21] in fact hold in the full subextremal
range.
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While in this paper we focus on the scalar wave equation, the changes when turning
to tensorial wave equations in general are minor, as already shown earlier in [14], mainly
affecting certain threshold quantities. We will discuss this elsewhere.

As a comparison, we mention that it has been known for some time that the full subex-
tremal range for the vanishing cosmological constant (A = 0) Kerr spacetime, |a| < m,
behaves in the same way as for small ||, see [2, 3, 5, 8,20] and references therein, and
even mode stability is known there, see [1,20,22] and references therein.

1.1. Kerr—de Sitter spacetimes

We now describe the subextremal condition in more detail. The polynomial p is given by

w(r) = r?+ az)(l — ATrz) —2mr,

and the subextremality condition is that it has four distinct real roots
r— <rc <Te<Te,

which is equivalent to the discriminant condition
A 2.4 2 A 2 A 2.3
—(1+55) (5) +12(1- =5 )ae2 + (1-25) —oam? 0. (D)
3 m 3 3

It follows that there is a unique ry € (re, r¢), such that

W' (ro) = 0.

As we will see, rp will play a crucial role in choosing the Killing vector field for the
Fourier transform. The domain of outer communication M in the subextremal Kerr—
de Sitter spacetime is given (in Boyer-Lindquist coordinates) by the real analytic space-
time
. 2
M =Ry x (re,re)r X Ss.6

with real analytic metric

AL
) " @)

(adt — (r* 4 a®)d¢)?

g = (r2 + a? 0052(9))(

c(#) sin?(0)
b2(r2 + a2 cos?(0))
B n(r)
b2(r? 4 a2 cos2(0))

(dt — a sin?(0)dg)?,

where

Aa? Aa?
bi=1+ T“ c(0) =1+ Tacosz((?).

One easily verifies that this metric extends real analytically to the north and south poles
60 =0,mr.
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The Boyer-Lindquist coordinates are singular at the roots of w. We therefore extend
this metric real analytically over the future event horizon and the future cosmological
horizon, corresponding to the roots r = r, and r = r,, respectively. One way to do this is
by the following coordinate change:

e =1t — D), ¢u:i=¢—W(r),

where ® and W satisfy

P, W) = b= 1),

T == ()

where
fi(re—=68,rc+8) >R

is a real analytic function such that

flre) =—1, f(re) =1 (1.2)
The new form of the metric is

1= f(r)?
wn

_ % F(r)(dtx — asin(@)dgy)dr

B p(r)
b2(r? + a2 cos?(6))
c(0) sin?(6) 5 5 s
+ b2(r?2 + a? cos?(0)) (adty = (r” + a%)dgs)
de?

+ (r* +a? cos%@))m, (1.3)

g« = (r? + a®cos*(9))

(dty — a sin®(0)de)?

which extends real analytically to
Ry, X (re =8,r¢ + 8); x S5
The two real analytic lightlike hypersurfaces
H =R x{re} x S5, 9. HF =Ry, x{re} x S5 4

are called the future event horizon and future cosmological horizon, respectively. Note that
the real analytic Killing vector fields d; and 94, in Boyer-Lindquist coordinates, extend
to real analytic Killing vector fields d;, and dg, over the horizons.

Remark 1.1. We claim that there is a real analytic choice of f, such that the constant 7,
hypersurfaces are everywhere spacelike. It is straightforward to check that this is equiva-
lent to

a’u(r)
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The left-hand side in (1.4) is indeed positive, since pu(r) < r? + a? for r > 0. Let
Jor (re—38,rc +8) > R
be any real analytic function satisfying (1.2) and write
fr) = for) + n(r) f1(r).
The function f satisfies (1.2) for any choice of real analytic function

f1: (re=8,rc +6) —> R.

__Jo(r) [ a’p(r)
f:l:(r) = M(”) + M(”) - (r2 + a2)2

for any r ¢ {r.,r.}. Note that f_ has a continuous extension on (r, — 8, r.) and f has
a continuous extension on (re, re + §), and

Define

lim f4(7) = 00 =~ lim /(7).

ryre

Condition (1.4) becomes

(f=(r), 00), r € (re—24,rel,
Sir) € 3 (f=(r), f+(r)), 1€ (re.re).
(=00, f+(r)), r€lre,re +9).

There are many real analytic functions f; satisfying this condition, making sure that the
constant 7, hypersurfaces are everywhere spacelike.

1.2. Main result

Assumption 1.2.

o Let (My, g«) be a subextremal Kerr—de Sitter spacetime, extended over the future
event horizon and the future cosmological horizon, where

My =Ry, X (re —8.7¢ +8)r X S§_ 4.
with § > 0 small enough so that the boundary hypersurfaces
Ry, X {re — 8} % Sq%*,(% Ry, x {r. + 38} x Sdf*,e
are spacelike and with f chosen as in Remark 1.1 so that the hypersurfaces
{te =c} x (re =81 +8)r x S5 4

are spacelike for all ¢ € R.
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e Let A be a smooth complex valued function on M, such that
04, A =0p,A=0.
We let P be the linear wave operator given by
P=0+A.

For any subset U C My, we use the notation C*°(U) and C*(U) for the smooth and
real analytic complex functions on U, respectively.

1.2.1. Quasinormal modes. One of the main novelties in this paper is a new definition
of quasinormal modes. More precisely, we define the quasinormal modes with respect to
a different Killing vector field than in previous literature. As mentioned above, there is
a unique rg € (re, rc) such that

W (ro) = 0.
Definition 1.3 (Quasinormal mode). A complex function
u e C>®(M,)
is called a quasinormal mode, with quasinormal mode frequency o € C, if

(.

— 0 )u:—iou and Pu =0.
ré +a? o

Quasinormal modes and mode frequencies are also called resonant states and resonances.

This certain choice of r is important in order to get a Fredholm theory for the induced
mode equation, which applies in the full subextremal range.

Remark 1.4. We can write any quasinormal mode as

u :e—l‘Ot*vo_’
where u
= *>v — 0.
( ! ré +a? o)

Our first main result is the following.

Theorem 1.5 (Discrete set of quasinormal modes). Let (M, g«) and P be as in Assump-
tion 1.2. Then there is a discrete set of quasinormal mode frequencies. More precisely,
there is a discrete set A C C such that

oecA
if and only if there is a quasinormal mode
u e C®(M,)

with frequency o. Moreover, for each o € A, the space of quasinormal modes is finite-
dimensional. If the coefficients of P are real analytic, then the quasinormal modes are
real analytic.
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The discrete set of quasinormal modes on the Kerr—de Sitter spacetime is analogous
to eigenfunctions of an elliptic operator on, e.g., a compact manifold without boundary.
The quasinormal mode frequencies are analogous to the corresponding eigenvalues. Just
as eigenvalues and eigenfunctions depend on the operator, i.e., generally change when the
coefficients change, the quasinormal modes and frequencies of course also depend on the
operator.

This theorem is proved in Section 2 by showing that o € + is equivalent to the lack
of invertibility of a certain Fredholm operator P,. Since P, depends analytically on o in
the appropriate sense, the analytic Fredholm theorem guarantees the discreteness of 4.

A difference between the eigenfunctions and eigenvalues of elliptic self-adjoint oper-
ators and the present case is that the meromorphic family P, ! can have higher-order
poles, though they are finite rank. These Laurent coefficients then give rise to generalized
quasinormal modes which play a role in the asymptotic expansion of solutions of wave
equations below.

While the Killing vector field in the definition of quasinormal modes may seem curi-
ous, and thus the condition on v, in Remark 1.4 odd, one way to think about this, and
indeed this is how the proof proceeds in Section 2, is to change coordinates, namely

replace ¢, by
a

= —_—1 N

while keeping 7, unchanged (but call it 7, = ¢, for clarity). In the new coordinates, the
quasinormal modes are functions of the new ‘spatial’ variables, r, 6, ¥, i.e., are annihi-
lated by d¢,. One can think of this step as a refinement of the earlier coordinate changes
(namely, the introduction of 7., ¢« in place of ¢, ¢) that were necessitated by the hori-
zons. While the metric is already well behaved after those coordinate changes, thus the
wave operator has smooth coefficients and is non-degenerate, the solvability theory for
non-elliptic operators is much more intricate than for elliptic operators, and this further
refinement plays a key role in the analysis.

1.2.2. Asymptotic expansion. Our second main result concerns the behavior of solutions
to the wave equation. For the statement of this, we use the standard Sobolev spaces based
on the cylindrical geometry of M., i.e., use the vector fields d;,, d, and vector fields on
the sphere. For instance, considering

(re—8.rc +8)r x S5 4, CR;
as spherical coordinates, for non-negative integers s, we simply have
2 A 2
elle = Y 197, 35017 2, .-
J+IBl=s

Here the bar over H corresponds to Hormander’s notation for extendible distributions,
see [15]. We remark that if one compactifies M, via replacing t, by Tx = e '+, adding
T« = 0 as an ideal boundary, then these spaces are Melrose’s b-Sobolev spaces, see [17],
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which is how the result was phrased in [21]. Changing to the variables (4, ¥«) leaves this
definition unchanged, up to equivalence of norms, i.e., we could equally well write, with
(re —68,rc + &)y X Sg we C ]Rg being spherical coordinates,

el = D 192, 05ull2 0, e
J+IBl=s
We then have the following.

Theorem 1.6 (The asymptotic expansion of waves). Let (My, g«) and P be as in As-
sumption 1.2 and let ty € R. There are C,§ > 0 such that for 0 < ¢ < C and

1 +B

s> - g,

2

where B is defined in (2.3), any solution to

Pu=Ff

with f € e~¢* H5148 (M) and with supp(u) U supp( f) C {tx > to} has an asymptotic
expansion

N k;
U — Z Z lice—wjt* Vjk € e Etx H%(M,),
j=1k=0
where 01, ...,0N are the (finitely many) quasinormal mode frequencies with

Imoj > —¢
and kj is their multiplicity, and where el
modes with frequency oj which are real analytic if the coefficients of P are such.

b vk are the C* (generalized) quasinormal

Theorem 1.6 implies that we always have decay apart from finitely many terms. More-
over, decay for all solutions u is equivalent to proving that

Im(o) <0

for all 0 € 4. On the other hand, decay for all solutions to the zero resonance amounts
to proving that for all o € 4 \ {0}, one has Im(c) < 0, and in addition ¢ = 0 is sim-
ple (with thus no generalized quasinormal modes). This is what is commonly known as
mode stability for the operator P, which in general will depend strongly on the lower-
order terms. For this, only the relatively simple case of small |a| is known, see Dyatlov’s
paper [4]: for the wave operator, if a = 0, this (in the second sense, corresponding to
decay to constants) can be shown explicitly, and if |a| is small, it follows by perturbation
stability of the Fredholm setup; for the Klein—Gordon operator of small positive mass
parameter the first (full decay) statement holds for small |a|. We remark that recently
mode stability was extended to a larger range of parameters by Casals and Texeira da
Costa [1].
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1.2.3. Quasilinear wave equations. In fact, our results immediately make the methods
of [13] on solving quasilinear equations applicable in the extended range of parameters.
That paper uses the compactification M, of M, by adding e~** as a boundary-defining
function, mentioned above, to define the b-Sobolev spaces (which we here write as H,
following the discussion above), and b-differential operators Diff,; here we merely state
a simplified result as an illustration. Using (Z«, y) as above, du = (d;,u, d,u), for each
p = (t+, y) we have an inner product g, (u(p),du(p)) on T, M, where g,:R & Ty M —
S ZTP* M depends smoothly, up to the boundaries r = r, — 6, r =r. + 8, 0n p via y
(or indeed via (z, e~ ™)), and we consider the quasilinear wave equation

Oe@ant = f + q(u, du)

for real-valued u, with ¢ being a polynomial in u, d,,u, d,u with vanishing zeroth and
first-order terms, and with real coefficients that are smooth functions of y (or again
(z,e7™)). The weighted version of the Sobolev spaces is simply H** given by u € H**
if e*™*y € H*. For instance, Theorem 4 of [13], in a simplified form (corresponding
to Theorems 1 and 2 there) but with an extended range of parameters, becomes the fol-
lowing.

Theorem 1.7 (cf. [13, Theorems 1 and 4]). Let (M, g«) be a subextremal Kerr—de Sitter
spacetime, and consider L gy gy)y = Ogqauy with g(0,0) = g«. Suppose further that
Lo = Lgo,0) is such that Lo has a simple resonance at 0 (i.e., the associated Fredholm
operator’s inverse has a simple pole), with resonant states spanned by constants, and no
other resonances in Imo > 0, i.e., that mode stability in the second sense holds. Suppose
that q(ug, dug) = 0 for a fixed constant ugy. Let s € R.

Then, with d = 12, for a > 0 sufficiently small: If f € H*% is real valued with
a sufficiently small H*®-norm (depending on s), then the equation Le@ant = f +
q(u, du) has a unique, smooth in My, real valued, global forward solution of the form
u =ug + i, where it € H%*, ug = cy, c is a constant and y € C®(My) is identically 1
for large t.

2. The Fredholm setup

The goal of this section is to prove Theorem 1.5. This generalizes [21] by removing the
assumption
Aa?*\3

(1- T) > 9Am?, @.1)
which was required in [21]. In fact, (2.1) was stated in [21, (6.13)] as the equivalent
condition

ro € (re.re).  W(ro) =0 = a* < u(ro).
i.e., that the maximum point of y in the domain of outer communication is larger than a?.
This will not be necessary in the analysis we present below. Vasy considered in [21] the
operator
ﬁou = Tl P(e—iot*u)’
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for o € C, where ¢4 is as above (or a slight modification with similar properties), and u
only depends on the remaining coordinates (¢, r, ). This corresponds to the condition

8,*24 =0.
One may therefore consider P, as a linear second-order differential operator
Po: C%®(Ly) — C™(Ly),

where
Ly:={ti =0} x (re — 6,7 +8), X szf*’e C M..

In [21], it was shown that ﬁa is a Fredholm operator between appropriate Sobolev spaces,
assuming (2.1). If (2.1) is violated, the Fredholm theory of [21] does not apply to 180.
The main reason for this is that there are trapped bicharacteristics of 1"3'\(7 inT*(Ls N M)
if a is too large. This is closely related to the fact that the ergoregions of the event horizon
and cosmological horizon intersect for large a. In order to avoid this, we will construct
another operator P,, which has similar properties in the full subextremal range as P, has
for a satisfying (2.1). For this, we first introduce a new coordinate system (tx, 1, ¥«, 6),

where
)= x 22
(w*)'_ PR 2.2)

with rg € (re, rc) being uniquely defined by

W (ro) = 0.
Note that

a
Do, = 0p, + ———— g, Dy, = g,
T t r§+a2¢ ¥ ¢

are both Killing vector fields since a and rq are constant. A better choice than ﬁg is to
consider the operator

Po'u = eior* P(e—iar*u) — eiat* P(e_iot*u),
where u only depends on coordinates (Y, r, 6), i.e.,

Dot = (Bt* + 8¢*)u — 0.

2 2
rg +a

Even though 7, = t., we get a quite different induced operator P, on the modes, assuming
dz,u = 0 instead of d,, u = 0. We conclude that

Py: C®°(Ly) — C®(Ly)
is a linear differential operator of second order, where we note that indeed

Le=1{te =0} x (re —8,7c +8), x S;*,e'
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The principal difference to 130 is that the there are no trapped bicharacteristics of Py in
T*(Ls N M) for any parameters in the subextremal range, see Lemma 2.4 below.

This will be used to prove that Py is a Fredholm operator between appropriate spaces,
which is the main step in proving Theorem 1.5. In order to formulate the Fredholm state-
ment, define B, 8. € R as

Aa?\ r? + a?
Bejc = :|:2<l + T) W

r=re/c

Since p/(re) > 0 and p'(r.) < 0, we note that B,/ > 0. For each s € R, we use the
notation
H® := H*(L.)

for the extendible Sobolev distributions on L, in the sense of Hormander [15]. We will
prove the following modification of [21, Theorem 1.1], which holds in the full subex-
tremal range.

Theorem 2.1. Define
B := max(Be, Bc) > 0 (2.3)

1 .
and let s > 5. The family of operators
Py:{ue HS | Pbu e H ') — HS!

is an analytic family of Fredholm operators of index 0 for all ¢ € C such that
1—-2s
2

Imo >

Moreover, Py is invertible for Imo > 1.

The proof of this theorem follows from the Fredholm framework for non-elliptic
operators, developed in [21], once we have established the necessary results for the bichar-
acteristics, described above. We begin by studying the bicharacteristics in the domain of
outer communication M and it will be convenient to do the computations in a modifi-
cation of the Boyer-Lindquist coordinates (z, r, ¢, 8). We define these new coordinates

analogous to (2.2) as
= a .
v ¢ - rg+a2t

a a
0y =0 + ——=0 =<8 —0 )
T t+r§+a2¢ t*+rg+a2 O« M

Since
= ar* |M s

we may identify the restriction of P, to L. N M with the operator
e—iorP(eioru)

where u € C°° (M), such that
d.u = 0.
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We may therefore identify Py |1, s With the linear second-order differential operator
Py: C®(L) — C*°(L),
where
L:={t =0} X (re.1c)r X S7 4.
In the new coordinates, the dual metric G is given by
(r* 4+ a*cos?*(0))G = u(r)d? + c(9)8§
b? rZ + a? cos?(6) 2
+ —(asin2 0)d, + L——— 79 )
c(0) sin?(0) ©)9: ré +a?
b? 2 2 rg —r? 2
———((r?> +a®0, + a2 0 ) .
ey (07 e

The principal symbol p, of Py is thus given by
(r? + a® cos®(0))ps () = p(r)&; + c(0)&;
b2 ((rg + a? cos?(6))? 22 (r2 - rz)z)gz .
2+ a22\ c(6)sin(8) u(ry )7

Since the bicharacteristic flow is invariant under conformal rescaling, it suffices to con-
sider

Qo 1= (r? 4+ a?cos?(0))ps.
Lemma 2.2 (No characteristic set at rg). We have
Char(Py) C {r # ro}.
Proof. Assume that there is a point in the characteristic set with r = ry. Then

b2 (rg + a?cos?(0))?

0= —ro = W(ro)&> + c(0)E7 + Z,
qG‘(S)lr ro lu( O)Er ( )s@ (rg + a2)2 C(Q) sin2(9) Ex//
and since p(rg) > 0, this is a sum of positive terms and hence
& =& = é-‘v, = 0.
This proves the lemma. u

Remark 2.3 (Ergoregions). One way of interpreting the above lemma is that d is timelike
at ro. Hence the ergoregions of the event horizon and cosmological horizon, with respect
to d., are disjoint. It is easy to see that this is not the case for d, in general; the ergoregions
may well intersect in that case.

Lemma 2.4 (No trapping). For each ¢ > 0, all bicharacteristics of Py in L leave the
region
(re + e, 1 _8)r X S,?,,g

both to the future and the past.



Wave equations in the Kerr—de Sitter spacetime: The full subextremal range 3509

Proof. The Hamiltonian vector field is given by

3

Hy, =) (0¢,0)9; — (3;40)0s; -

j=1
We claim that

0 0 = H2 <0 ifr. <r <y, 2.4)
r= r .
o do >0 ifro<r<re

in the characteristic set. Assume therefore that

0 =Hg,7r = 0¢,q0 = 2& u(r).

Since p(r) > 0 for all r € (r., r.), we conclude that £ = 0. At such points, the second
derivative is given by

HZ rle,=0 = 2(Hg, &rlg,=0)it(r) = =2(3,q0 |e,=0) (1)
=2 b a? r (rg _ r2)2 55,
(r§ +a?)? p(r)
0 ()8, = ) — W) (2 = 1)

2
07 +ay W2 a4
Now, with our choice of ry, we note that
, >0, re<r<ry, 5 22 ] <0, re<r <o,
w'(r) and 0,(rg —r°)
<0, ro<r<re >0, ro<r<re.

Finally, (rZ —r?)? > O for r € (re,rc)\{ro} and u(r) > 0 forall r € (re,r¢), proving (2.4).

We may use this to define an escape function
€= eC(’_’O)qu r
for any C > 0 and note that
Hy, € = eClr=ro? (2C(r —ro)(Hg, 1) + Héa r).

Since the characteristic set is disjoint from {r = ro} and by (2.4), we can choose C
large enough so that Hy, € is everywhere non-vanishing and has the same sign as r — ry.
Hence & gives an escape function for the bicharacteristics of qs in L, which finishes the
proof. ]

We now improve on Lemma 2.4 by including the precise behavior at and beyond the
horizons. By Assumption 1.2, the hypersurface L. is spacelike, which means that dt, is
a future pointing timelike one-form everywhere along L. All elements of the character-
istic set of P are lightlike, so we can use this fact to divide the characteristic set of P into
two disjoint sets. Moreover, since there is a natural embedding

Char(Py) C Char(P),
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we may divide the characteristic set of P, as
Char(Py) = X4 U X_,

where
Yy = {§ € Char(Py) | £G«(dix, §) > 0},

where G is the dual metric induced by g, defined in (1.3). Note that indeed
E+ nNx_ = @,
hence ¥ and ¥_ are invariant under the bicharacteristic flow.

Lemma 2.5. The conormal bundles N*{r = r.} and N*{r = r.} are contained in the
characteristic set of Py and the bicharacteristic flow at these is radial in the generalized
sense as in [21]. All other bicharacteristics of Py in ¥4 either starts at fiber infinity of

N*{r =re} N {& > 0}
and ends at r = r, — § or starts at the fiber infinity of
N*r =rep N{g <0}
and ends at v = r. + 8. The reverse behavior holds for ¥_. Moreover, the fiber infinity of
N*{r =r.yN{L& >0 and N*{r =r.} N{FE >0}

are generalized normal source/sink manifolds of the bicharacteristic flow, respectively, in
the sense of [21].

Proof. This actually follows from the semiclassical considerations in [21]; here we con-
sider a large parameter framework; the relationship between these is discussed in Sec-
tion 2.1 therein. Indeed, in the large parameter sense, our new choice of ¥, amounts to
anew choice of the ‘classical hyperplane’ ¢ =0 relatlve to the choice in [21] (the classical
hyperplane in [21] corresponds to the choice o + 2 a2 &y, = 0 in the notation of this
paper), but at the normal source/sink manifolds, 51,,* = 0, so these lie at the same location,
and the normal source/sink manifold being such even in the large parameter sense for the
old choice (which is equivalent to the semiclassical considerations there) implies the same
property for our new choice. However, for the convenience of the reader we give a direct
argument.

In order to study the characteristic set of P, near the horizons, we need to work in the
coordinate system (x, 1, ¥«, 6), defined in (2.2). The dual metric in these coordinates is
given by

72 _ 2
(r2+ a? cos*(0)) G = ju(r)d* = 2bf(r) ((r2 +a%)d,, + ar(2)+—(128¢* ) dr
0

b? r2+ a? cos?(9) 2
02+ — " (asin?(8)d,, + 0Ly
Te@%+ o) (asin’ @25, + 12 + a2 )

1— f(r)? r2 —p2 2
2 2 2 0
vy (02 a0 +alsa)
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The principal symbol p, of Py is thus given by
(r* + a? cos®(0))po (£)

2
= j(r)? = 2abf(r) 5

T a zéw*ér+c(9)sg
0

b’ rg +a’cos?(0)\2 1= f(r)? (1§ —r’ 2\
("(Q)Sinz(@)( rg +a? I u(r) (ar§+a2) J&.. @9

As before, since the bicharacteristic flow is invariant under conformal rescaling, it suffices
to consider

= (r? + a®cos?(0))ps.

By Lemma 2.2, there are no bicharacteristics crossing r = ry. In this proof, we therefore
only study the bicharacteristics where r < r¢, as the case r > rg is similar. Since

G«(dr,dr)|;=r, =0 and dt, = drs,

we have
G*(dt*,dr)|r=rg = G*(df*yd"’)|r=re = b(rez + a2) > 0.

This means in particular that —dr|,—,, is a future pointing lightlike one-form, so it can
be used to characterize ¥+ N {r = r.}. For any £ € Char(P,) N {r = r.}, it follows that
£ e Xy N{r=r}ifand only if

G (dt, §)|r=r, > 0,

which is equivalent to
Gy (—dr, §)|r=r, > 0

or
%_|r=re = érdr|r=rg,

with £&,|,=,, > 0. We now compute the Hamiltonian vector field applied to the func-
tion r at the event horizon

3
Hy, " lr=r, = Z((agqu)aj - (8qu)3§j)7)r=r

j=1
r2—r2
= 2ab 2 ¥a ZSI/I* . —G(—=dr, )|r=r, . (2.6)

We conclude that all bicharacteristics in X4 crossing the event horizon enter the black
hole region, where r < r., and all bicharacteristics in X_ crossing the event horizon enter
the domain of outer communication, where r € (r,, rc). In particular, no bicharacteris-
tic can pass the event horizon twice. On the other hand, Lemma 2.4 implies that each
bicharacteristic in X4 in the domain of outer communication turns in the past/future and
approaches the event horizon r = r,.
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It remains to show that the fiber infinity of
N*{r =roy N {£E > 0}

is a generalized normal source/sink of the bicharacteristic flow, in the sense of [21]. Let
us first check that N *{r = r,} is the largest subset of

Char(Py) N{r = re},

which is invariant under the bicharacteristic flow. Indeed, equation (2.6) shows that the
Hamiltonian vector field is transversal unless &y, = 0. Butif &, = 0, then equation (2.5)
implies that £ = 0 and hence

Ee N*{r =r.}.

Restricting the Hamiltonian vector field to the conormal bundle, we get

— r2 — }’2
Sr IHQJlN*{r=re} = zabr(z)_i_—aza\//* - /'L/(rE)EraEr'
0

Since p'(r.) > 0, this shows that the fiber infinity of
N*{r =re} N{%& > 0}

is a generalized source/sink of the bicharacteristic flow, in the sense of [21]. We finally
need to check that it indeed is a normal source/sink in the generalized sense of [21].
This is to say that for a suitable (local) quadratic defining function pg for N*{r = r,}
in the characteristic set of Py, modulo cubically vanishing terms at N *{r = r.}, there is
a function 81 > 0 such that

& "Hy, po — B1po = 0

near N*{r = r.}. We can, for example, take po to be a multiple of the (modified) Carter
constant, i.e.,

b? (r§+azcosz(9))2éi*)_

g2 2
o= 7 (c0)8] + cO)sin’0)\ 2t

Note that

Hy, €700 = {40, &7 po}

_ r2—r2 1—f(r)?; rd—r2\2
= {n(E? —2abf (1) e (a e =) 6
b? r2 + a?cos?(6)\2
2 0 2
«®%+ 25 sin2(9)( e +a? ) &)

+{&7po-£7po} = 0

since the second Poisson bracket vanishes trivially and the first Poisson bracket vanishes
because the first factor only depends on (r, &,, &y, ) and the second factor only depends

on (97 %‘9’ EI/I*)
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We deduce that
§7 "Ha, po = §rpoHa, &% = =267 (Hy, &) po.
so f1 = —2&,2(Hy, &r). At N*{r = r.}, we have
B1 = 24/ (re),
which is positive as desired. We have thus shown that the fiber infinity in
N*{r =re} N {+§ > 0}

is a normal source/sink in the generalized sense of [21]. This concludes the proof, since
the behavior near r = r, is studied analogously. ]

Proof of Theorem 2.1. By Lemma 2.5, the dynamics of the bicharacteristics at and be-
yond the horizons J¢;” N L, and ;" N L are precisely the same as in [21, Section 6.1],
i.e., the analysis for P in our setup is similar to the analysis for ﬁo there. The proof of
Theorem 2.1 therefore follows the same lines as the proof of [21, Theorem 1.4]. [

Proof of Theorem 1.5. Since P; is invertible for Im o > 1, analytic Fredholm theory
implies that P, has a meromorphic extension to the open set

Qg 1= {Imo > 1_2S}.

In particular, P, is invertible everywhere in 2 apart form a discrete set. Moreover,
since P, has index zero, Py is invertible if and only if the kernel of Py is trivial. Since

c={]Ja.

seR

we conclude that ker( Py ) is non-trivial precisely on a discrete set A C C. Following the
arguments in the proof of [19, Theorem 1.2] line by line, using Theorem 2.1 in place
of [21, Theorem 1.1], it follows that smooth elements in ker(Py) are real analytic if the
coefficients of P are real analytic. ]

Remark 2.6. We recall that [19] proves the real analyticity of the quasinormal modes
by using yet another Killing vector field, or rather two, one each for the two horizons,
with respect to which the Fourier transformed wave operator is of Keldysh type, so has
a similar structure to that of the Schwarzschild—de Sitter spacetime relative to the stan-
dard 9;, . (The Killing vector fields we use are lightlike at the horizon under study.) Hence,
after this reduction, the real analyticity result of Galkowski and Zworski [9] can be used
in a local manner at each horizon. Then the mode analyticity with respect to any other
Killing vector field which gives rise to a global Fredholm theory, such as ours presently,
is deduced by decomposing the quasinormal modes into eigenmodes relative to the vector
field 0y, , each of which is a quasinormal mode relative to the horizon Killing vector fields
as well.
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3. Normally hyperbolic trapping

The goal of this section is to prove Theorem 1.6. This generalizes [21] by removing the
assumption

lal < \?m (3.1

which was required in [21, (6.27)]. In the previous section, we studied the mode operator
and showed in particular that the bicharacteristics of that operator are non-trapped. As is
well known, there are trapped bicharacteristics for the full wave operator, i.e., trapped
lightlike geodesics.

In order to apply the semiclassical or high energy estimates from [21], we need to
prove certain properties of the trapping in the domain of outer communication. More pre-
cisely, we need to show that the trapping is normally hyperbolic. This was done in [21]
assuming (3.1). In this section, we prove that the analogous results hold for the full subex-
tremal range. Since we only work in the domain of outer communication, it is convenient
to work in Boyer-Lindquist coordinates (¢, r, ¢, 8) with dual variables (&;, &-, &g, §9).
We let p denote the principal symbol of the wave operator P.

Remark 3.1. Since d; and d4 are Killing vector fields, it follows that &; and &4 are con-
stant along the Hamiltonian flow with respect to p.

Theorem 3.2 (Trapping in the subextremal Kerr—de Sitter spacetimes). For any (§;,&4) €
R2\{(0,0)}, define the function

Fr) = %((r2 + D)t + aty).

(a) Either

e F vanishes atr = r, or ro and F and has no critical point in (re,r.), or

o F has precisely one critical point rg, g, € (re,7c) and F"(rg, £,) > 0.
(b) F is positive on the characteristic set in M.
(¢c) The trapped setin M is

I'= U Fé'u% ’
(61,£4)€R2\{(0,0)}
where
Te e, :=1& = 0,1 =rg, g, ) N Char(P).

(d) T is a smooth connected 5-dimensional submanifold of T* M, with defining func-

tions &, r —rg, £, and p.

(e) The linearization of the bicharacteristic flow at T is given by

H (r—rs,,g¢) _ 1 ( 0 zwg,@)) (r—rst,ap)
b &r rgl’&b + a2 cos2(9) \b*F"(re, ¢,) 0 £,

+O((r —re,6,)* + ).
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In particular, the trapping in the domain of outer communication in any subextremal
Kerr—de Sitter spacetime is normally hyperbolic trapping in the sense of [23]. The stable
(s, —) and unstable (u, +) manifolds are the smooth manifolds given by

/s = {Er = L sgn(r —rg, ¢,)b \/W} N Char(P).

The main computation in the proof is the following.
Proposition 3.3. We have
h(r) :=2ud, (rp” — 4p) — p'(ri” — 4p) <0
forallr € (re,rc).

We postpone the proof of Proposition 3.3 as it will take up a significant amount of this
section.

Proof of Theorem 3.2, assuming Proposition 3.3. First we prove claim (a). If & = 0, then
the claim is clearly true with r¢, ¢, = ro, we may therefore assume that §; # 0. We now
consider critical points of F in (re, ). Defining

F(r) = ((r* + a®)& + akyp)' — 4rép,
we note that

(r* + a®)& + aky

F'(r)=- 2 f(r),
which vanishes if either
(r* +a®)E +aky =0 (3.2)
or
f(r)=0 (3.3)

for some r € (re, 7). We claim that all critical points of F in (re, r.) are local strict
minima. Note first that since

—4réu(r) # 0

for all r € (re, r¢), there is no critical point of F satisfying both (3.2) and (3.3) simulta-
neously. Any critical point r € (r,, r.) of F, satisfying (3.2), satisfies

2 22
P art) =8 >
m /L

and is therefore a local strict minima. It thus remains to study case (3.3), which is equiv-
alent to

F'(r) = —

0»

drpé,

’ ’

(r* +a?)é +aky =
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since u’ # 0 at the roots of f as —4&;u # 0. At such points, we compute that
f1r) = @' ()2 + a®)r + akp) + 2ri ()€ — 4 ()€ — 4 ()&

" 4rM(r) !/
= Et(ll (V)W —4p(r) =2rp ("))
25;

= — = rp(r)p (r) = 2 () (r) = ri' (r)?)
w(r)

= 2RO 1 ) = 4) = W) = 4
2

= h(r),
w"

where i was defined in Proposition 3.3. It follows that all critical points of F, satisfy-
ing (3.3), satisfy

F//(r) — _(rZ + az)fl‘ + ag¢ f/(r) — _8r gtzlzh(r) >0
M M
by Proposition 3.3. We conclude that all critical points r € (re, r.) of F are local strict
minima. Now, if (2 + a?)&, + a&, vanishes precisely at r = r, or r., then F — oo at
the other end point of [r,, r.] and it follows that F' cannot have critical points for they
would all be local strict minima. In the remaining case, F — oo as r — r, and r,, and
we conclude that there is a unique strict minimum re, ¢ s € (re,rc). This proves claim (a).
We continue by proving claim (b), i.e., that

(r* +a*)& +aky #0

in the characteristic set. The principal symbol p of P is given by

2

(r® +a? cos*())p(§) = u(r)&; + c(0)&; + . (asin®(0)& + &)

(6) sin2(0)

((r* + a®)& + agy)”.

2

)
Assume there is a point in the characteristic set satisfying (r* + a®)&, + a&4 = 0, then
asin®(0)& + & = 0
and we get a solution to the linear equation
(it ()
asin?(9) 1) \& ’
and the determinant of the matrix is
r2 + a?cos?(6) > 0.

This implies that §; = §; = 0, which in turn implies that §, = § = 0.
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Let us now prove claim (c). For this, recall first that Char(P) is invariant under H,,.
Since the bicharacteristic flow is invariant under conformal changes, let us for simplicity
study

a(§) = (r* + a® cos*(9))p(¢)

b2
2 2 .2 2
= +c0))+ ——— )& +
p(r)g; +c(0)& (@) s (@) (asin®(0)§; + &4)
2
- ((r* + a®)& + aty)>.
Ty 07 et aty)
Since Heé; = Hy€p = 0, it follows that Hyrg, ¢, = 0, and we use this to compute
Hy(r — réz,$¢) =2u(r)&, (3.4)

b2
p(r)

Evaluating these at I', both expressions vanish and it follows that I" is invariant under Hy.
We claim that

Hgr = =0, (167 — —— (0 + @)t + ay)?) = —WE2+ B2F/(1). (3.5)

x ¢ T Hy(r —re, 6,)°x =0 = (H)*(r —rg, ¢,)%|x > 0. (3.6)
To prove this, assume that
0 =Hq(r — rs,,g¢)2|x = 2(r — rg, g, ) Hgr |x,
which implies that either r = rg, ¢, or Hyr = 0 at x. We compute
Hy)*(r = rg6,)%1x = 2(Hgr)?|x 4 2(r — rg, 5,) (H)r |
Now, if r|x = rg, g, we see that
(H)*(r = rg6,)%1x = 2(Hgr)?|x = 0

and it vanishes if and only if Hyr |y = 0, in which case £, |, = 0 and hence x € I". Similarly,
if instead Hyr|x = 0, then &,|x = 0 and we conclude that

(H)*(r = rg8,)%1x = 2(r — 1, 6, ) (H)*r|x = 4(r — re, £, ) (r)b> F' ().

Recalling that r — rg, g, and F ’(r) have the same sign, we conclude that this is positive
unless r = r¢, g, , in which case x € I'. This proves claim (3.6). For any C > 0, we define
the function X

&= ec(r_rét’gd’) Hq(r — rgt,%)z.

We get
HE = Clr—rg; £4)7 C(H.(r — 22 L (H)2(r — 2
& = ¢ (C(Hq(r —rg,.£,)7)" + (Ho)™(r =g, £,)°),

which by (3.6) is positive precisely away from I" if C is large enough. Thus & pro-
vides a globally defined escape function which grows along each bicharacteristic not in I"
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and vanishes identically at I". Note that & is also an escape function in the case when
(r? 4+ a®)§; + a&, vanishes at r, or r., by substituting re, ¢ ,» in the expression for & with
that point. This proves in particular that I' is precisely the trapped set in M, which is
claim (c).

For claim (d), we need to prove that

d(r —rg g,), d& and dp
are linearly independent at I". This follows by noting that
ad ap 1
ap()| = 50| = s wE - F)| =o.
PUar)ir T arle = 12 + a2 cos?(6) e ) r

Finally, the linearization claim in (e) follows immediately from (3.4) and (3.5) by

Taylor expanding F around r = r, ¢, .

The full stable and unstable submanifolds then are given as in Dyatlov’s paper [5,
Proposition 3.5]. By equation (3.5), we note that

Hy(ug} — b*(F — F(rg, £,))) = 0,
which shows that the flow of Hy leaves '*/$ invariant. Moreover, note that
r=r*nre.

The defining functions for I'*/$ are

F(r) — F(rgt,gd))
2!

& Fsgn(r — ”Ez,8¢)b\/ and p,

and since dp(9¢, )| = 0, it follows that T"*/$ are smooth submanifolds of Char(P) near T".
A simple rewriting taking into account the eigenvectors of the linearization, or indeed the

sign of the escape function &, namely negative on the stable (so sgn§, = —sgn(r —r¢, ¢, )
there), positive on the unstable manifold (so sgn§, = sgn(r — r¢, ¢,) there), gives the
conclusion. ]

In order to prove Proposition 3.3, we need the following two lemmas. The first one
gives three useful ways of rewriting /.

Lemma 3.4. We have

h(r) = —%(m’ —4p)? - 4,u(3m - 43—2) 3.7)
— 4Amr* — 4b%r3 + 12m(1 — AT"Z)rz —12m?r + 4ma® (3.8)
= (3= 20 (- ) (- - _’”ATEZY

am( - —5z) (3.9)

3
forallr € R.
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Remark 3.5. Note that the discriminant condition (1.1) ensures that

Aa?
1-— >0,
3

hence the expressions in the lemma make sense.

Proof. Note that

A 2
ru —4p = —2(1 - Ta)rz + 6mr — 4a?,

Aa2 2
3

2 8
3,(r,u,’—4u)=—4<1— )r+6m = —(ru’—4,u)—6m+i.
r r

Inserting this gives
i / ! 2 ! 8a2 ’ !
200, (rp” — 4p) — p'(rp” — 4p) = 2#(;0# —4p) —6m + 7) — W (rp' —4p)
4 4a2
(rp’ — 4#)(—“ - M’) - 4M(3m - i)
r r
1 4a?
= ——(rp/ —4p)® - 4M<3m = i)
r r

proving identity (3.7). Identity (3.8) now follows by

1 4q?
— (i — 4p)? — 4M(3m - —)
r r

- _%<_2(1 . ATaz)rz +6mr —4a2)2
—4(— ATr“ + (1 — ATaz)rz—Zmr +a2)(3m— 4ri2)

2 16a* Ad?
= —4(1- 25 ) P = 36mr - = 4 2am(1- 25 )2
3 r 3

Aa? Aa?
— 16(1 — Ta)azr + 48ma® + 4AAmr* — 12m(1 — Ta)r2

6Aa?

1 Ad? 16a*
+ 24m?r — 12ma® — 3 16(1 - T”)a2r —32ma? + L
B
Aa?\2 Ad?
= 4Amr* — 4(1 + Ta) 3+ 12m(1 — Ta)rz — 12m?r + 4mad?,

as claimed. Finally, identity (3.9) follows by
Aa?*\2 Aa?
4Amr* — 4(1 + Ta> r®+ 12m<1 — Ta>r2 —12m?r + 4ma?
Aa?\2 Aa®\2 Aa?\2
=anmrt—4(1+ 25) P 1 a(1- 25 ) P —a(1-25) 2
3 3 3
2 3

Aa?y , ) 4m 5[ a? 1
+12m(1—T>r —12m r+1_—AL2+4m <W_1_A_az)
3 3

-4 o 2o 4

m o \3 54 1
2z) (ﬁ‘—l_mz)-'
3

3

3
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Lemma 3.6. Given a € R and m > 0, there is a (potentially empty) interval (Ao, A1)
such that a, m and A > 0 satisfy the discriminant condition (1.1) if and only if

A € (Ao, A1),

in which case we have
C 3.10
m? "~ 8]_ A2 (3-10)
3

If la| > m, then Ay > 0.

Proof. Writing y := AT", the discriminant condition (1.1) becomes

a? m?
—(1+ y)4ﬁ +36(1—p)y +(1—y)° — 27y >0.

VV € intl’OduCe
V m
V. .

Ta-yr YT ea—y
Multiplying with ’:—22 and using that

2 2
U+ ==y +47 = 5 485 1162,

we note that (1.1) is equivalent to

2
Y (—1—8v— 1612 + 36var + & — 27va?) > 0,
V

which in turn is equivalent to
—16v2 + (=270% 4+ 360 —8)v — 1 + > 0.

Since this is a quadratic expression in v and since (0, 1) > y > v is injective, this proves
the first assertion by Remark 3.5. The discriminant of the quadratic expression in v is
a(9a — 8)3, which is positive if and only if (3.10) is satisfied. Finally, in case |a| > m,
equation (1.1) implies that A = 0 is not allowed, proving the last assertion. ]

Remark 3.7. The case of Reissner—Nordstrom—de Sitter spacetimes gives rise to a very
similar subextremality condition, which was explicitly analyzed in [10, Proposition 3.2],
following [16].

Proof of Proposition 3.3.

Step 1: The case when r € (ﬁ re) N (re,rc). This is immediate from (3.7), by noting

—
that
2

4a
3m——>0, u(r)>0,
r

in the interval.



Wave equations in the Kerr—de Sitter spacetime: The full subextremal range

3521

1 a? .
T = Since

Step 2: The case when

a
3

Aa?

A 2(1 - T)r —om,

W)= -

we know that
uw'(r) <0 forallr e [0,

m
Aa? ]

1_3

Since we know that
r.<0<rc<re<re and u(0)=a’*>0,

it follows that
m
Te > —1 -
3

The proof in this case is completed by combining this with (3.9) and step 1.
Step 3: The remaining case. We are left with proving the statement when
2

1 a 442
—1_AT£12 <W, re(re,g].

The assertion in Proposition 3.3 is the negativity of

h(r) :=2uf" = p'f,

where 5
A
f(r)=ru —4p = —2((1 — Ta>r2 —3mr + 2a2).

By Lemma 3.6, we need to check the condition in an interval A € (Ag, A1), where Ag > 0.
2
We first claim that 4(r) decreases with increasing A for all r € (7, 43Lm). Differentiating h

with respect to A, using equation (3.8), gives

0 8 2 242
a_Ah(r) =dmr* — gazbr3 —4ma*r? = 4m3r2<(n%) pr

which is negative for all r € (r1, r2), where

ria  a’b a*h? a2

m  3m? om* | m2’
The claim is proven if we can show that (rq, r3) C (re, r¢). Since

r<0<re,

it remains to show that
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which is equivalent to

a* Aa®\2 a? _ 4a®—a%b 3—AT“2 )
Vo1 20 4 2 =5

’

m2 = 3m? 3m?
which in turn is equivalent to

2 Ad2\2 Ad2 2\ at Ad2s at
w2 (C-5) -+ 5) ) =80- 5 )gm
m?2 3 3 9m* 3 /9m*

This inequality is equivalent to (3.10), so the proof of the claim is complete.
4a

It therefore suffices to prove the negativity of 4(r) for all r € (e, 3—;], in the limit
when A = Ay. By definition of Ag, u has at least a double root when A = Ay. Since
1(0) = a? > 0, independent of A, there is still a simple negative root r_ < 0. Since
decreases with A, the case r¢ < r, = r. is excluded for A = Ay, for it would contradict
that u has four distinct real roots for any A > Ag. Similarly, the case r¢ = r, = r. can
be excluded, since also u’ decreases with A and would in that case not have three distinct
real roots for any A > Ag. We conclude that r— < r¢ = r, < r. when A = Ay. In this

case, u(re) = (' (re) = 0 and we note that r, satisfies the equation

1\()(,12
3

0 = rop(re) — 4pa(re) = —2((1 — )re2 —3mr, + 2a2). 3.11)

Since
i — A = r2,(r )

and since r—* W has two positive zeros r¢ = r, and r., we conclude that r, coincides with
the smaller root of (3.11):

3 2 Aoa?
e Jos (1 Aoy,
2(1 - 49y 21— £9%) m 3

The idea is now to estimate the Taylor expansion at r, for r > r,. We write

4
(r— re)k
h(r) = kX:(:)h(k)(re)T.

It is immediate from (3.8) that

h® (re)
4!

= 4A0m.
Using that
p(re) = ' (re) = f(re) =0,
one computes that
h(re) = h/(re) = h”(re) =0,
B (re) = 3u" (re) f" (re) — 1" (re) f(re).
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‘We note that )

oy =—4(1- A";‘ ) 6m = rn(r) = 3'(r)

and hence

[\()LZ2
3

e = 2”"\/9‘ 85722(1 - ) = rept (re).

Moreover,
f”(re) = reﬂ///("e) - zﬂ//(re)'

Inserting this, we get

hm(re) = _6M//(re)2 + zreﬂ//(re)/"///(re) = Zf/(re)l"///(re)

a? Aoa?
— _32Agmrey/9— 8—2<1 — ) (3.12)
m 3
Using that
> m
e = —1 ~ Aga®’
3

the Taylor expansion at r = r, can be estimated as

h(r) 16 Agm? \/ a? Aoa?
mf—?]_%az 9—8ﬁ<1— 3 >+4A0m(r—re)

for r > r,. Now, the above bound is increasing with r, it therefore suffices to check the
negativity at
3m - 3842 _ 4q?

T 2(1_A0Ta2)_§§;_ 3m’

We get
h(r 16 Aom? 2 Aoa?
,\LS—— Omz\/9—80—(l— Oa)
(F —re)3 31— ATII m? 3
Aom? a? Aga?
+2—1_A0_[12\/9—8W(1— : )<o.
3
We have in particular shown that h(r) < 0 when r € (r, %], A = Ay. It follows that

h < 0 on this interval for all A € (Ag, A1). The proof is completed by applying step 1. =

Remark 3.8. We also present a somewhat different approach to proving (3.12), which
was the key computation above. By (3.8), we have, with A = Ay, r = re,

H(r) = 24(4Amr — (1 + 7)),

/ 8
h"(re) < —96Are4/1 — —, (3.13)
9

and want to prove that
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where, as in Lemma 3.6, ¢ = — Ad? and o € [g, 1]. Also,

2
m
2=y T T3

3 8
=505 (-1 55)

Thus,
6Am? 8
" _ _ R T 2
h(rg)_24(1_y(1 J1-55) - +972).
and 5 5
Aa m
Am?> =3——————(1—y) =3ay(l —y), 3.14
m 3 a2(1—y)( y) =3ay(l—vy) (3.14)
o)

h" (re 8
2(4 ) = 18ay(1—,/1—@)—(1+y)2.

On the other hand, the right-hand side of (3.13) divided by 24 is

3Am? 8 8
—4—(1— 1——) 1——,
2(1—vy) 9 9

which is, using expression (3.14) for Am?2,

—1805)/(1—\/1—%)\/1—%.

Subtracting this from 4"’ (re)/24, one wants to show that it < 0. But this is

180{)/(1 —4/1- %)(1 +4/1- %) —(1+yp)>

which simplifies to

8
18ya(1 1+ —) —(1+p)? =16y — (1 + ),
9«

which is exactly the negative of the quadratic polynomial one gets in the discriminant
when one wants to assure that i’ — ;o = r2(r~' )’ has distinct real roots, as is the case
in the subextremal range, namely one each in (r¢, ) and in (7, ) corresponding to the
critical points of r1 W there, i.e., v has to be such that the negative of this is > 0, so it is
indeed < 0.

Finally, we combine Theorem 3.2 with the results of [21] in the proof of Theorem 1.6.
Proof of Theorem 1.6. We again consider the operator
Py:{ue H | Pobue H '} - H!

from Theorem 2.1. The semiclassical trapping is corresponding to the trapping of bichar-
acteristics of the full wave operator P. Given that Theorem 3.2 implies that the trapping is
normally hyperbolic, the proof of the semiclassical estimates and consequently the proof
of Theorem 1.6 proceeds completely analogous to the proof of [21, Theorem 1.4]. ]
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