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Abstract

We study the Cauchy problem for the Maxwell equations in the exterior region of Kerr black hole
spacetimes. The equations are formulated for components of the Maxwell field relative to the alge-
braically special frame of Kerr, with the unknowns treated as tensorial quantities associated with a
non-integrable horizontal distribution. The extremal Maxwell components decouple into Teukolsky equa-
tions, whereas the middle Maxwell components form a coupled system of transport and elliptic equations.
Assuming control over the extremal components, we prove uniform boundedness (without loss of deriva-
tives) and decay estimates for the middle components in the full |a| < M range of spacetime parameters.
Our analysis relies on (i) deriving a decoupled system of transport and elliptic equations for two modified
middle Maxwell components and (ii) decomposing general solutions into a dynamical and stationary
part, the latter determined by two real (electric and magnetic) charges which are entirely read off from
the initial data at the event horizon.

In the sub-extremal |a| < M case, works of Shlapentokh-Rothman and the second author provide the
necessary control over the extremal components, yielding unconditional boundedness and decay results
for all the unknowns in the equations.

In the extremal |a| = M case, we formulate a conjectural boundedness and decay statement for the
extremal components, motivated by work of Casals, Gralla and Zimmerman on fixed azimuthal mode
solutions compactly supported away from the event horizon. Our boundedness and decay results for all
the unknowns in the equations remain, therefore, conditional. We show that the complicated dynamics
of the extremal components at the event horizon is inherited by the middle components; in particular,
we uncover novel conservation laws for the middle components of axisymmetric solutions.
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1 Introduction

The Kerr black hole family is, conjecturally, the unique family of regular stationary black hole solutions

to the Einstein vacuum equations
Ric(g) = 0. (1.1)
It is is parametrized by two real numbers, M > 0 and |a| < M. In this paper, we study the dynamics of
electromagnetic waves on any fixed member of this family. Concretely, we consider the Maxwell equations

dF =0, dxF =0, (1.2)

where d and x represent the exterior derivative and Hodge dual, respectively, and where F' is the Faraday
electromagnetic tensor, as a system of evolutionary PDEs on a fixed Kerr black hole background. Our first
result concerns the sub-extremal |a| < M Kerr sub-family:



Theorem 1.1. Fiz M > 0. For any |a| < M, solutions of the Mazwell equations (1.2) on the Kerr exterior
arising from suitably regular initial data

(a) remain uniformly bounded in time in terms of initial data and,
(b) decay in time along a suitable spacelike foliation, after subtracting a stationary solution itself deter-
mined by initial data.

The boundedness statement we obtain does not lose derivatives: we show that a coercive L2-based energy
flux of the Maxwell field through a suitable foliation of the Kerr exterior is controlled by an energy flux, at the
same level of differentiability, of the data. In that sense, our result contains not only a suitable asymptotic
stability statement in Theorem 1.1(b), but also the orbital stability for (1.2) in Theorem 1.1(a). Our results
were previously known for the Schwarzschild (e = 0) and very slowly rotating Kerr (|a| < M) sub-families
by work of other authors [Blu08, AB15, Pas19b], see also [Gha24]. In the full sub-extremal |a| < M range,
Theorem 1.1 contains, to our knowledge, the first orbital stability for (1.2). Prior to this, [Ma22] obtained
a uniform sharp decay result for the Maxwell equations (1.2) on Kerr in the full sub-extremal |a| < M
range, i.e. the fastest possible decay for nontrivial compactly supported initial data. The decay rates in
Theorem 1.1(b) are weaker than those of [Ma22] as, motivated by nonlinear applications, we allow for less
regular data.

As we shall describe in Section 1.1, our strategy to prove Theorem 1.1 relies on energy boundedness and
integrated local energy decay for the so-called spin +1 Teukolsky equations [Teu73]. The spin +1 Teukolsky
equations are wave-type equations for certain components of F', known as extremal components, which are
implied by (1.2) and decouple from the system of Maxwell equations. The analysis of the Teukolsky equations
has been recently carried out in the full sub-extremal range in [SRT20, SRT23|, and we shall make use of
those results here.! Indeed, as in the physics tradition (see e.g. [Cha83]), we interpret the Maxwell equations
(1.2) as transport equations for the non-extremal, or middle, Maxwell components with forcing terms given
by the extremal (Teukolsky) components. This should be contrasted with earlier works [Blu08, AB15] for
la| < M, which are based on the Fackerell-Ipser equations [FI72], and precede the introduction in [DHR19]
of the toolbox required to tackle the Teukolsky equations. We also mention an alternative approach in the
a = 0 case in [ABB16], based on a superenergy tensor.

Before turning to a careful description of the above strategy, let us remark that our analysis of the middle
Maxwell components is implemented so as to extend to the |a] = M extremal Kerr case. Indeed, we show:

Theorem 1.2. Fiz M > 0. For any |a| < M, solutions of the Mazwell equations on (1.2) on the Kerr
exterior arising from suitably regular initial data supported on a fixed azimuthal mode

(a) remain uniformly bounded in time, away from the event horizon, in terms of initial data and,
(b) decay in time, away from the event horizon, along a suitable spacelike foliation, after subtracting a
stationary solution itself determined by initial data,

assuming a conjectural statement for solutions of the spin +1 Teukolsky equations (see already Conjec-
ture 5.6).

The added emphasis allows one to easily compare the |a| < M case with the |a| < M case in the previous
Theorem 1.1; evidently, Theorem 1.2 is much weaker. Indeed, even though our approach in Theorem 1.1 to
deduce estimates for Maxwell (1.2) from estimates for Teukolsky fully generalizes to the entire Kerr black
hole family |a| < M, the approach of [SRT20, SRT23] to the Teukolsky equations does not: in view of
the growing body of work concerning waves on extremal Kerr black holes and their spherically symmetric
charged analogues, we expect the behavior of solutions to the Teukolsky equation to be far worse for |a| = M
than for |a| < M. The conjectured statement on which we rely in Theorem 1.2 is based on this literature,
in particular on the heuristics in [CGZ16, CZ19, GZ18] and on the rigorous results in [Gaj23]. We direct
the reader to Section 7.2 for further details and a more comprehensive comparison with the literature.

1.1 Overview of the proofs

Let us now turn to an overview of the main ideas involved in our proofs of Theorems 1.1 and 1.2. As
mentioned above, following the physics tradition, we base our analysis of the Maxwell equations (1.2) on a

11t should be noted that the earlier results of [Ma22] for the full sub-extremal range |a| < M are conditional on energy
boundedness and integrated local energy decay for the spin £1 Teukolsky equations. In the case |a| < M, the latter was shown
by the same author in [Ma20].



black-box understanding of the spin +1 Teukolsky equations. To do so, one would like to rewrite (1.2) in a
geometric formalism where the Teukolsky equations naturally emerge and can be directly exploited.

In [Ben20, Ben25], the first author develops a formalism for casting geometric equations, such as (1.1) or
(1.2), on 1 + 3-dimensional Lorentzian manifolds in terms of local frames N' = (ey, es, €3, e4) where (e3,e4)
are null vectors and the associated horizontal distribution D = (es, e4)*, for which (ey,es) form a local
basis, is allowed to be non-integrable. This is inspired by the mathematical literature, in particular the
seminal works [CK90, CK93], but also connects naturally to the physics literature. Indeed, non-integrable
local frames are often used in classical physics textbooks such as [Cha83] in the study of equations (1.1) or
(1.2) on black hole spacetimes. More specifically, the algebraically special frame N,s of Kerr, i.e. the choice
(e3,e4) = (5%, €3®) of principal null vectors, is traditionally used in the study of equations (1.1) (typically its
linearisation) and (1.2) on Kerr spacetimes and is well-known to yield a non-integrable horizontal distribution
Dy, = (€8, e3®)t. The complex s-spin-weighted functions arising in the Newman-Penrose and Geroch—
Held—Penrose formalism [NP62, GHP73] in which these works are formulated, see e.g. the seminal papers
[FI72, Teu73], are in 1-to-1 correspondence with the tensors over ® . introduced in [Ben20, Ben25].

The formalism of [Ben20, Ben25] showcases the remarkable hidden structure of (1.1) and (1.2) around
Kerr spacetimes which are displayed by classical physics works while rewriting them in the terms of modern
mathematical literature. The Maxwell equations (1.2) are cast into a system of first order partial differential
equations for 4 unknowns—two 1-tensors, o and «, and two scalar functions, p and o, on ®,_ —which
are frame components of the Faraday tensor F relative to the frame N, and make up the entirety of the
degrees of freedom of F'. We show that the 1-tensors e and a satisfy the tensorial analogue of the spin
41 Teukolsky equations, as well as the tensorial analogue of the so-called Teukolsky—Starobinsky identities;
schematically, we obtain

(1'2) == (Dg + 0)a =0, (Dg —0)a =0, aﬁull(O‘vQ) =2

angular (Q7 (X) .

We demonstrate that, after a very simple linear transformation (p,o) — (p, ), the Maxwell equations
are equivalent to the statement that all derivatives of the scalars (p, @) are decoupled from each other (as
opposed to those of the original quantities (p, o)) and are fully determined by « and a and their derivatives;

schematically, we have
(1.2) <= op=0~'a+05'a, 06 =0%"a+0a. (1.3)

These observations, with the input of [SRT20, SRT23] for |a| < M, and the conjectural statement for the
dynamics a and « for |a| = M, already imply boundedness and decay properties for (suitably weighted)
derivatives of F' as per Theorems 1.1 and 1.2.

The system of equations (1.2) admits stationary (thus non-decaying) solutions Fyi.¢. In general, one
expects that dynamical solutions to (1.2) converge to a stationary solution Fyat, and therefore decay to zero
of F' itself can only hold after subtracting a suitable Fy,;. Stationary solutions can be fully parametrized
by two topological charges?

1 1

qE *Fstat B qB stat

_4’/T §2 _4’/T S2

computed over (any) foliation S2-spheres, see e.g. [AB15, Section 3.1] and [Ma22] for a discussion and
use of these charges. For our system of equations (1.2), with unknowns (o, , p, &), stationary solutions
correspond to the family of solutions such that

Astat = 07 ADgiat — Oa //)\stat =1, a\'stat =02 (14)
on the entire Kerr exterior spacetime, where the real constants g1, q2 are interpreted as the two charges of
the stationary solution.

It is natural to choose the stationary charges qi, q2 so as to coincide with the zero modes

/Szﬁ, /Sza. (1.5)

However, contrary to the integrals of F and «F over the foliation S?-spheres, the integrals (1.5) are, for
la| > 0, dynamical quantities,® thus requiring a choice of sphere in (1.5) where the charges are computed.

2By standard topological arguments, for any (possibly dynamical) solution F' to (1.2), the integrals fsQ *F and fS2 F are

independent of the foliation S?-spheres on which are computed, and therefore always constant.
3The zero modes of p and & are constant for a = 0.



Given a general solution (a, a, p, &) arising from initial data prescribed on a spacelike (hyperboloidal)
hypersurface X, in order to subtract the non-zero constant to which the general p and & are converging
(i.e. proving decay to zero), one may compute the charges on the final horizon sphere, that is

g1 = lim pds, 42 = lim pdo,
T—00 Si,r+ T S,,z,,r+

where SE,T L= HT N X, for spacelike hyperboloidal foliation X,>0. Such a choice of stationary charges
immediately implies that the zero modes of (p — Pstat, & — OFstat) decay to zero along the event horizon,
and thus (P — Pstat, & — Tstat) themselves decay to zero along the event horizon in the full |a| < M range.
The a-priori control over p and & along the event horizon provided by our approach may be compared to
possibly different approaches to the analysis of the Maxwell equations on black hole spacetimes in which
control over the middle Maxwell components along the event horizon first requires control of these quantities
along hypersurfaces located far from the event horizon (see e.g. [Ma22] in the context of establishing sharp
decay rates for the Maxwell equations on Kerr spacetimes).

Let us pause to highlight an important byproduct of our choice to identify (Pstat, Ostat) at the event
horizon. In linear problems, one expects to be able to choose stationary charges entirely at the level of
initial data (as opposed to nonlinear problems, where modulation procedures are typically necessary). To
that end, we prove that our charges (q1, q2), originally identified teleologically, can actually be read off from
the initial data for the Maxwell system:

g1 = 1(0), 42 = Q2(0),
where we have introduced scalar functions Q1 2 : [0, 00) — R defined through
1 r2 —a?cos’0 _  2arycosf® . 1., 4 .
= - = 0) (¢ ds2
Qu(7) Iy s Js2 (ri Ta?cos20” 2 + a? cos? 0 775 (r} +a”cos™0) (¢, @) )
7',7‘+
1 r3 —a?cos? 0 _ 2arycosf 1, ., 5 ~
= - - 3“ 0)E A Q).
Qs(7) Lo Js2 (ri—ka?cos?ﬁo- ri+a2cos29p+ 2(r++a cos"O)EN &
Ty

Here I, p # 0 is a constant and € is an explicit D, one-form depending only a, M, and such that £ = 0
for a = 0; a is a SE,H tensor obtained as the projection of o over the S?”—spheres via the S?-projection
procedure of [Ben25]. Note that, for a = 0, Q; and Qs reduce to the zero modes of p and &. The a-posteriori
retracing of our charges to the initial data relies on two horizon conservation laws

6TQ1=0, 6—,—}32:0.

That these hold crucially depends on the enhanced properties of the algebraically special frame and S*-
projection procedure at the event horizon (see Sections 2.2 and 2.4 below): no such conservation laws hold
away from the event horizon.

In the sub-extremal |a| < M case, the horizon decay of p and & can be extended to decay off the horizon
by a standard integration of the transport equations (1.3) in the direction transversal to H*. This extension
exploits the decay of both o and a (and their derivatives) along H™. On the other hand, in the extremal
la| = M case, one does not expect decay of both o and « along H*. In particular, a is expected to grow
in time along H* (see e.g. [CGZ16, GZ18, Gaj23]), thus preventing one from extending decay of p and &
off H* via the standard integration procedure adopted for the |a| < M case.

To circumvent this obstruction, we develop a strategy to integrate the transport equations (1.3) which
only requires degenerate-at-the-horizon control of . The crucial observation is that the transport equations
(1.3) can be combined with the Teukolsky equations to obtain, schematically,

Or(p, o) = 0, + faster decaying terms, (1.6)

at the future event horizon H™ (see already Section 6.4.1 for the precise computation in a simpler setting)
and, for |a| = M, @ denotes the derivative of a along the null generator of H*. Note that, in view of the
work in [Arel5, LR12, Ape23] on conservation laws for axisymmetric solutions of the Teukolsky equations
along HT, this pointwise identity immediately implies

Proposition 1.3. For azisymmetric solutions of the Mazwell system on extremal Kerr (a = M ), there are
conservation laws for transversal derivatives of (p, o) along H™.



See Remark 6.5 for a precise statement. On the other hand, for general solutions, we recall from the
heuristics [CGZ16, GZ18] that while one expects 9, ® to grow along H', one expects ® to decay. Integrating
the pointwise identity (1.6), we deduce

(p,0) = (p,0)|1+ + ® + faster decaying terms.

Thus, decay of (p, o) along H' is propagated to the entire Kerr exterior manifold.

1.2 Related works and outlook

We conclude this introduction by making contact with related problems in the literature. We have briefly
mentioned applications of Theorems 1.1 and 1.2 to nonlinear problems. The simplest such problems are
nonlinear theories of electromagnetism, such as the Maxwell-Born—Infeld theory, on Kerr spacetimes. This
was previously considered by [Pas19a] in the a = 0 case.

A more challenging source of nonlinear problems comes from coupling electromagnetism to gravity
through the Einstein-Maxwell system

. 1
Ric(g) =2F - F* — _|F|3g,
dF =0, d«F=0.

Within the Einstein—-Maxwell system, Kerr black holes sit as the Q = 0 sub-family of the wider Kerr—
Newman family of black hole solutions, which is parametrized by (a, M, Q) with Q > 0 and a? + Q% < M?.
While it might be tempting to extrapolate from Theorems 1.1 and 1.2 consequences for the Einstein—-Maxwell
system (1.2), we caution the reader that the Maxwell equations (1.2) are not the linearisation of (1.2) around
Kerr(-Newmann). Indeed, by linearising around the Kerr-Newman family, one obtains an intricate system of
coupled gravitational and electromagnetic perturbations. In the a = 0 case, this linearised system has been
extensively studied in [Gio20] (|Q| < M) and [Ape23] (|Q| = M, dynamics of the extremal components).
For the nonlinear dynamics in the |Q| = M case under spherical symmetry—where, in view of the rigidity of
(1.2), one needs to add a scalar field to the system as an additional degree of freedom— a rather complete
picture has been obtained in [AKU24]; see also the earlier numerics [MRT13]. For a # 0, though much
less is known, we direct the reader to the works [Gio23, GW25] for substantial recent progress. In this
direction, we also mention the works [ST14, MTT17] which consider the Maxwell equations on more general
spacetimes motivated by perturbations of black holes.

1.3 Outline of the paper
We briefly outline the structure of the paper:

e Sections 2. We introduce the Kerr exterior manifold, the algebraically special frame and the differ-
entiable structures which will be useful for the sequel.

e Sections 3. We derive the Maxwell equations on a general spacetime. The equations are formulated
for components of the Maxwell field relative to a general (possibly non-integrable) null frame. We
then specialize the equations to the Kerr exterior manifold and discuss the notion of seed initial data
and prove well-posedness of the Cauchy problem.

e Section 4. We introduce the energy flux norms which will be used in the analysis.
e Section 5. We state the main theorems of the paper.

e Section 6. This is the core of the paper. We prove boundedness and decay estimates on the middle
Maxwell components in terms of suitable energy flux norms for the extremal Maxwell components.
We also derive a precise version of the identity (1.6) valid in the full |a| < M range. As a direct
application, we obtain conservation laws along the event horizon for axisymmetric solutions to the
Maxwell equations in the extremal |a| = M case.

e Section 7. We state the boundedness and decay estimates for the extremal Maxwell components. In
the |a| < M case, these are taken from [SRT20, SRT23] as a black box. In the |a| = M case, these
were previously formulated as a conjecture in Section 5 that we now motivate.



e Section 8. We combine the results of Sections 6—7 to obtain the proof of our main theorems stated
in Section 5.

e Appendix A. We derive several identities from the Maxwell equations, such as the tensorial
Teukolsky—Starobinsky identities, the tensorial Teukolsky equations and the tensorial Fackerell-Ipser
equations. We also rewrite the Maxwell equations for transformed spin-weighted quantities.
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2 The Kerr exterior manifold

In this section, we introduce the Kerr exterior manifold, its algebraically special frame and the spacetime
foliations which will be necessary in our analysis.

2.1 Definition

We define the manifold-with-boundary
M := (—00,00) x [0,00) x S? (2.1)

with coordinates ¢ € (—00,0), y € [0,00) and standard (local) spherical coordinates (6, ¢) € S%.. We define
the (future) event horizon as the boundary of M,

HT == 0M = {y =0},
and (future) null infinity as the formal hypersurface
It :={t=00}.
We define the vector fields
T := 0, Z =0y (2.2)
on M. We will denote by Z the smooth (degenerate) extension of Z to a global vector field on S2.
Given real parameters a and M, with |a| < M, we define the positive constants
e MA@
and a new coordinate ¥ = 7(y) such that
7:[0,00) = [r4,00),
with 7(3M) = y(3M). The refer to the coordinates
(t,7,0,9)
as Kerr coordinates. We note that Ht = {¥ = r; } in Kerr coordinates.
For fixed |a| < M, we define the smooth scalar functions
AF) = (F—rp)(F—r_), (7, 0) := 7% 4 a® cos? O
on M and define the Kerr family of metrics as the two-parameter family of Lorentzian metrics g, ps on M
such that
(72 +a?)? — Aa®sin? 0

> sin? 0 dp? (2.3)

2Mr\ _ _
Ja,M = — (1—;) At + 2dtdF + £ d6? +

4aMT

—2asin® 0drdg — sin? 0 dtdg.

The metric g, ps in (2.3) is manifestly smooth on M, including on H*. The event horizon H* can be checked
to be a null hypersurface relative to g, ar, whereas the level sets of r;. < ¥ < oo are timelike hypersurfaces.
The smooth Lorentzian manifold (M, g, a) will be referred to as the Kerr exterior manifold. One can check
that (M, gq,ar) solves the vacuum Einstein equations, i.e. g, as is Ricci-flat. In the sequel, the Kerr metric
will be denoted by g.



2.1.1 The Kerr-star and Boyer—Lindquist differentiable structures

For fixed |a| < M, we consider a smooth scalar function ¢ = ¢(7) such that
¢z [ry,00) = [0,1]

and
<r<
(r)= b e STSIIME (2.4)
0, 7>9M/4
with
-2 2 -2 2
! za —L(T)(r Za —1) >0,
M7\ (72 +a® (7 +a?
2—(1— E)( A —L(?“)( A —1)>>0.
We define Kerr-star coordinates® -
(t*,7,0,0%) (2.5)

on M such that

tr=1t— /T [(1 — (7)) Fz(tf)zz + L(f’)} dr’,

To
o = — F(1 — (7)) @7 mod2n
To A(’Fl) ’
with 7o = 9M /4. It follows that, for the vector fields introduced in (2.2), we have
T = 8t* 3 Z = 6¢* .

The Kerr-star coordinates (2.5) are global (modulo the usual degeneration of the angular coordinates
(0,¢*) € S?) coordinates on M, including on HT. We define the foliation Kerr-star two-spheres

St s = {t*, 7} x S%.
For any finite 7 € R, the hypersurface
S, ={t"=71} (2.6)
is a spacelike,® asymptotically flat hypersurface intersecting H*+. Future null infinity corresponds to the

formal hypersurface {t* = co} =Z%.
The Kerr-star coordinates (2.5) can be related to Boyer—Lindquist coordinates

(t,r,0,9)

on M\ HT by the coordinate transformation

T 12 2
% / r +a / —
pu— _1 -
t t+/rob(r)(A(r/) )dr, F=r,

Pr =0+ /7" (r') r?r’) dr' mod 2.

0=0,
In Boyer—Lindquist coordinates, the Kerr metric takes the familiar form
A by in? 0
g=—% (dt—asin®0dg)* + 5 dr’ + X df? + sz (adt — (r2 + a2) de)? . (2.7)

2.1.2 A hyperboloidal differentiable structure
Let C: [ry,00) — [0,1] is a smooth cut-off function which vanishes for » < 3M and is equal to 1 for

r > 4M. We define hyperboloidal Kerr-star coordinates®
(E*a T, 97 q;*)

4With a slight abuse of notation, we do not rename the coordinates (7, ).
5This property can be easily checked and it holds in view of the definition of the function ¢(7)

6With a slight abuse of notation, we do not rename the coordinates (r,0).



on M such that
t* _ t* o f(T’) , (E)* ¢*

for

p 3M?
f(r):=¢(r) (r—i—?Mlogr— )
T
In hyperboloidal Kerr-star coordinates, we have
T = O, Z = 0.
For future convenience, we define the vector field
X =0,

(E*,r,t‘),&*) ’ (28)

for which one can check that X = Or|(t,r,0,6) T %T for r > 9M /4. We also define the foliation hyperboloidal
two-spheres
Stg*’r = {t*,r} x S%.

For any finite 7 € R, the hypersurface
Y, ={t"=1} (2.9)

is a spacelike hypersurface intersecting H* which becomes asymptotically null as it approaches Z+.

Figure 1: X, are asymptotically null, smooth and foliate M.

2.2 The algebraically special horizontal distribution

2.2.1 The algebraically special frame

In Boyer—Lindquist coordinates, we define the algebraically special null vector fields

2 2
+ A
BZS:T Za 8t+§8r+%a¢a (210)
2 2
Jr
@:TAa@fa+%%. (2.11)

The vector fields e3° and e3® are regular and non-degenerate vector fields on the entire manifold M, including
on H*. We also define the induced (global, regular) horizontal distribution

D, )t

as

= (ef®, el
on M. One can complete the null vector fields (2.10)—(2.11) with a local orthonormal basis
(€1, e5°)
of Dy, to form the local null frame
Nas = (€%, €57, €57, €]°)
called the algebraically special frame of the Kerr exterior manifold (M, g).
The frame N,s is non-integrable for |a| > 0, with D, a non-integrable distribution, see for instance

[Ben25, Definition 4.7]. Along the event horizon H T, the frame N, has some noteworthy properties:

o We have ) )

rL+a a

—— T +27+7-+72, 2.12
S LS (2.12)

i.e. the vector field 3% is tangent to H™ and spanned by the Killing vector fields T' and Z.

e |lu+ =2



e We have
H+ C TH* )

DN
i.e. the arbitrary local frame (3%, €5%) of D, is tangent to H . Thus, the vector fields
(€f®, e1°, €5°)
form a local basis of the integrable distribution THT C T M.

For future convenience, we note a possible explicit choice of (3%, €3®) which reads

2 @2sinfcosf r acosf as arsinf acosf r
“ 7?at+§ae+25in98¢’ 2 =7y % = b 0+Zsin90¢ (2.13)
and we define
z A
L=——=¢é7 L=———¢€%. (2.14)

= € e
r2 a2 47 r2 £ q2 3

2.2.2 Induced metric and connection coefficients

The induced metric ¢ (together with its inverse g‘l and associated standard volume form ¢) over D,
and the connection coefficients of g relative to N, are defined as D ., tensors (see [Ben25, Definition 4.9]).
The D, tensors are defined globally on M and are regular quantities on the entire manifold M, including
on HT.

In Boyer-Lindquist coordinates, the induced metric reads”

2 2, .2 2 2)2
g= % sin20dt? — 209 G2garasxaet + 0 Gn2gag (2.15)
and the connection coefficients 7,  and ¢ of g relative to Nas read
alr ., a’?sin(20) ar(r’ +a?) .,
n=— 5 sin 0dt — 5 dé + o sin“6d¢, (2.16)
2 ; 2 .2
_ar o _a”sin(20) . ar(ri+a®) .,
1= sin 0 dt 5 do F sin® 6 do, (2.17)
¢=n (2.18)
The remaining connection coefficients of g relative to N, read
55 =0 ) X =0 )
2aA cos 6 2a cos 6
(- n) = 2220 (0= 22227,
2rA 2r
(trx) = 7 (trx) = )
and
. 2 (a*(M — ) cos? 0 + a*r — Mr?) N
W= — ) W= 0’
Y12

The Levi-Civita connection V of g induces a connection ¥ over D, (see [Ben25, Section 4.4.1] for its
rigorous definition). The induced connection W{% a is compatible with the induced metric ¢, however it fails
to be torsion-free (and thus Levi-Civita relative to ¢) because the distribution Dy, is non-integrable.

2.2.3 Tensor products and horizontal differential operators

In this section, we recall the definition of contractions and products of ® ., tensors and the differential
operators acting on D s, tensors. In our notation, the Latin capital letters are horizontal frame indices.

Given a D, one-form ¢ and D, two-tensor @, we introduce the notation ¢, 0% and 6% such that

A =g, 0" 5 = ¢ 0ca, 0% 5 = g0, .

"Strictly speaking, the quantities (2.15)—(2.18) below are canonical extensions of the induced metric and connection coeffi-
cients (see [Ben25, Definition 4.17]).
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We define the duality relations

Yoa=d"28cp, *Oap = G 050 .
By definition, we have **¢ = —.
Given the D, one-forms ¢ and ¢, we define the products
¢-¢=(5,¢) =¢"Pcusn, cAG=¢"Peucs.
The connection Y can be employed to introduce a set of differential operators acting on ® N,. tensors, as

follows. For any smooth scalar function f, ® s, one-form ¢ and D ., two-tensor 0, we define the divergence
operator

dive = ¢4 (Y 49) 5 , (div0)a = g“" (Y cb) an,
the curl operator

afrls = ¢45(V 49)
and the horizontal scalar and covariant Laplacian
Af=divyf, A = divYs.
The identities Af = —cfrl*Y f and A¢ = —cilrl* V< hold.

2.2.4 Notable geometric identities

In this section, we collect some geometric identities which will be useful for the sequel.

On H™, we have

W4F |H+ =0
for any connection coefficient I' of g relative to Ns. In particular,
Dly+r =0 when |a| = M. (2.19)

The identity (2.19) encodes the fact that the surface gravity of the extremal Kerr event horizon is zero.

On M, by using the explicit formulas of Section 2.2.2, we can compute

VE=%(n+n), V(r? — a®cos’ ) = —VX%, (2.20)
V4 (571YE) = — trx(n+n) + 5 ) 0+ ),
Virx=—¢-x)"n—n, Ytrx= W(étrx> (#-x)"(n—mn) —trx(n+n).

The Codazzi equations [Ben25, Eqgs. (96)—(97)] yield
Y(#-x)="V(=trx) = (¢ x)(2n—n) +trxn=trx"n— (¢
Y(¢-x)="V(=trx) = 3(¢ x)n —trx™n =trx'n— (¢ x)(2n+n). (2.22)
The transport equations [Ben25, Egs. (90

~~

, (91) and (93)] for 1 and 7 give

1 1 N
Va(n—n) = 5(trx)(=3n +1) = 5(# - ) (0 + 1),
1 1 N
Van = —gtex(n—n)+5(#-x)"(n—n),
from which we obtain by direct computation
Yin=-Yn+ Vi (S'VE) = —trxn— (¢ x)n=—-2x" 1.

The transport equations [Ben257 Egs. (84), (85), (88) and (89)] for trx, trx, (¢-x) and (¢ - x) yield
2aifrln = V(¢ - x) + 20c
2divy = Vstrx + %trxtrx* %(¢ ) - x) = 20 = 206,

where

2M 2M 560
ZST (3a® cos® 6 — r?), og = %(37”2 —a”cos?h)

PG =

11



are components of the Weyl tensor of g [Ben25, Section 5.4], and

all(n+1) = 5 [Vl ) + Valf - 0) +0( 1)) =

1 N
d,fv(n—g):i[W3trx—y74trx—wtrﬂ =0, (2.23)
where the final equality is obtained by direct computation. Finally, we note the identity
(m,m) — (n,m) =0,
which can be checked by direct computation.

For the vector field (2.8), an easy computation yields

- 1X 1 A 2
X:eas—(1—2> - Z(n—n)-Y (2.24)

d A
+(di—1> [;2 €3 +; —2%(77—77)-?7

for r > 9M /4.

2.3 Induced structure and norms over foliation spheres
In this section, we introduce angular operators and norms over the foliation spheres Sf*f and S%* .- We
take O to be a placeholder for (¢*,7) or (£*,r), particularizing to each case only when relevant.
We denote by (gSQ ,Wg?o ) the metric and associated Levi-Civita connection induced by the Kerr metric
o

and Levi-Civita connection (g, V) over the foliation spheres SQO. We associate the standard volume forms

Foo = fdet Iz, df do*, for, = \fdetds do o™

For later convenience, we also define the rescaled volume forms

;S?D = Area(S2 ) ¢S

For any S%) k-tensor ¢,® we define the pointwise norm
2 A1B ALB
|§|g32 g te g Y 1-ARSB1-By »

where the contracting indices are frame indices relative to an orthonormal (relative to g, ) frame of TS%,
o

and the L*(SZ)-norm
2 o
e (225)
SO @)

For any D, k-tensor w, we define the pointwise norm

— gAlBl ..

|w|§ : ~gA’“B’“wA1...Aka1...Bk ,

where the contracting indices are frame indices relative to an orthonormal (relative to ¢) frame of Dy,
and the L*(SZ,)-norm

2 L 2
Il = [ , 1l (2.20)

We note that the norms (2.25)—(2.26) do not introduce any additional (with respect to the pointwise norm
inside the integral) weight in 7,7 as 7,7 — oo. Indeed, if we let dQS2O denote the volume form induced

by the round metric over the spheres SQO once the round metric is rescaled by the inverse square of the
(area-)radius of the sphere (informally, consider dQS?) to be the volume form induced by the round metric

on the unit sphere), then there exist universal constants C, ¢ > 0 such that

2 < 2 < 2 .
C/SZO MgsngS?O > ||§HL2(820) < C/s‘é’o ‘g|~¢sédQSQO7 (2.27)

8The notion of a S? k-tensor is here understood in the sense of [CK93] (i.e. as a smooth section of ®j (T'S?)*).

12



2 < @l ) < 2 : :
o [, e <l <C [ =, (2.29)

In particular, we note that
Qe =sin 0 dodg¢*, dQg> = sin0dode*.
* 5 o
For later convenience, one can check that, at the event horizon, the identity
_ (2 2
¢S?*m+ =(ri+a )dQS?*’T+ (2.29)

holds. In what follows, we will often drop the subscripts from the pointwise norms and volume forms
whenever doing so does not cause ambiguity.

2.4 S’-projection on the event horizon

In the previous section, we introduced the metric and associated Levi-Civita connection (gSz , V2

t* r

)

induced by (g, V) over the foliation spheres St* = We now let g be the metric induced by ¢ over the fohatlon
spheres St* 7 via the projection procedure in [Ben25 Section 7], and denote by ¢ J its associated standard

volume form. We remark that

it g

on M. We denote the Levi-Civita connection of 5} by YV7 We quote from [Ben25, Section 7] the properties
of (51, Y¥) which will be exploited in our analysis:

Proposition 2.1 (S*-projection formulae). For any Dy;,, one-form s, let  be the associated S7. ;. one-form
such that

S(eith) = gl ei)e”, A={12},
with (€34, e3) an arbitrary local frame of S} . Then, < satisfies the property
g =Islg- (2.30)

Furthermore, along H*, we have

g="ge (2.31)

t*,rg

and the projection formulae
Vif =Vaf, Vsf=Vsf, Vf Wf"‘ (W4f)
for any smooth scalar function f and

N dive =divi+ = (?%g),

Ve=Vi+-tRV,s =

| =
o=

cfrl¢ = ch1€+ 3 14 A V4 <,
for any D, one-form g. Here, ¥ is a S?* = one-form such that

b)) = gl ei) A=A{12},
with (€39, €3Y) an arbitrary local frame of S}. . It can be checked that ¥ ,&[3+ = 0. One has € = 0 when
lal = 0.
We remark that, in view of the identity (2.31), one can replace the connection Yv7 with st* ~ (and

similarly for the associated angular operators) and the tensor products relative to gj with tensor products
relative to J» in the horizon projection formulae stated in Proposition 2.1. Combining the identities

t* r

(2.29) and (2.31), it also follows that
#ylur = (r} +a?)dQs2, . (2.32)

t*,ry

More complicated projection formulae hold off of H™T, see e.g. [Ben25, BT25]. On H™T, the properties of
Nas|w+ noted in Section 2.2.1 lead to the simpler formulae stated in Proposition 2.1.
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3 The Maxwell equations

In this section, we first derive the Maxwell equations on a general spacetime. We then specialise the
system of equations to the Kerr exterior manifold and discuss special classes of solutions, the notion of initial
data and its well-posedness.

3.1 The equations on a general spacetime

In this section, we derive the (source-free) Maxwell equations for the Maxwell field components relative
to a general null frame of a general Lorentzian manifold. In particular, the frame is not assumed to be
integrable. To derive the equations, we apply the formalism for non-integrable horizontal distributions from
[Ben25, Section 4]. Here, we adopt the boldface notation to denote both the unknowns and the background
quantities in the system of equations.

Let (M, g) be a (3 + 1)-dimensional, smooth, time-oriented Lorentzian manifold endowed with a local
null frame N = (e, ez, es3,e4), with associated horizontal distribution D r. We denote by V the Levi-
Civita connection of g on M. Let F' € A?(M). Consider the D s one-forms a, a and the smooth scalar
functions p, o on M defined by

afea) = Flea, ea) 3.1)
a(ea) :=F(ea,es),
p = %F(637 eq), (3.3)
o= %g,‘ABF(eA,eB) (3.4)

with A = {1, 2}, where ¢ is the standard volume form associated to the metric g induced by g over D r.
We note that, from (3.4), we have Fap = o¢ , 5. We will refer to o, a as the extremal Maxwell components
and to p, o as the middle Maxwell components.

Making use of the formulae in [Ben25, Section 4.6], we compute the following identities®
(VaF)ps= (Vac)B +CaaB — XaBp — *XBAT
(VaF)p3 = (YVa)B —CaQp + X, 5P — X547
(VaF)3a =2YV4p —2n%ca + 2%,
(V3F)az = —2V3p — 20" ay + 2§A01A )
(VaF)ag = (V40)¢ 45 +n, a8 —Ngoat+€aap —EBay,

(VsF)ap = (V30)f 45 + Nacdg — NBQ 4 +€,aB - € a,
1 1 1 1
(VaF)gc = (Va0)épc + 5 XABQG + 5 X4 gQAC ~ 5 XACQE ~ 5 X 4o OB »
(VaF)3a = —(V4)a — @y — 2n,p+2 *QAO"
(VsF)as = (Vsa)a + @aa —2nap —27nao,
(VaF)sqa =2V ap — x"Zap +x"Zagp,
where * denotes the horizontal Hodge dual as defined in [Ben25, Section 4.3]. We recall that Y is defined as
the connection induced by V over ® . In general, ¥ is not the Levi-Civita connection of ¢. Nonetheless,
one has ¥V x4 = Y x¢ = 0 for any X € I'(T'M). These metric compatibility properties have been used
repeatedly in the computations above.

We now assume that F' satisfies the (source-free) Maxwell equations
(ViF)jx + (VyF)kr + (VkF)r; =0, g7 *(ViF)k1 =0 (3.5)
on M, with I,J, K € {1,2,3,4}. We can expand the second set of equations in (3.5) as

9P (VAF) 51— 5 (VsF)ar — 5 (VaF)sr =0, (3.6)

91In our notation, the Latin capital letters are frame indices, with the first letters of the alphabet running over the horizontal
indices only. Note also that one needs to keep track of the order of the indices of the second fundamental forms, which are not
in general symmetric tensors.
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Taking I € {3,4} in (3.6), we obtain
1
0=g*B(VaF)ps— 3 (VaF)34,

0=g*B(VaF)ps — % (V3F)as,
which, noting that (tr*x) = (¢ - x) and (tr*x) = (¢ - x), can be written as
YVip+ (trx)p=diva+({+mn,0) = (§,a) - (£-X)o,
Vsp+ (trx)p=—diva+((—n.a)+ (& a) + (¢ - x)o.
We now consider the first set of equations in (3.5). Taking I = A, J = B and K € {3,4}, we obtain
0=(VaF)ap+ (VaF)ps — (VBF)aa,
0=(V3F)ap+(VaF)ps — (VBF)as,
which, noting that (¢ - *x) = (trx) and (¢ - *x) = (trx), can be rewritten as
Vo + (trx)o = —curla — (C+n) Aa—EAa+ (¢-x)p, (3.9)
V30 + (trx)o = —cdrla+ ((—n) Aa—-EAa—(¢-x)p. (3.10)

Finally, we consider the first set of equations in (3.5) with I =4, J = 3 and K = A and the second set of
equations in (3.5) with I = A to obtain

0=(VaF)34 — (VaF)sa+ (V3sF)aa,
1 1
0= gBC(VBF)CA + 5 (V3F)A4 — 5 (V4F)3A .

By summing these two equations, and repeating the procedure for the conjugate equations under the ex-
change of the frame indices 3 and 4, we obtain

1
0= QBC(VBF)CA —(VaF)3a + 3 (VaF)34,

1
0 :gBC(VBF)CA + (V3F)A4 — 5 (VAF)34,

which can be written as

Vsa+x”2-a-x'-atva=
The equations (3.7)—(3.12) constitute the system of Maxwell equations on (M, g) relative to N

3.2 The equations on the Kerr spacetime relative to the algebraically special
frame

In this section, we specialise the general system of Maxwell equations (3.7)—(3.12) derived in Section 3.1
by identifying (M, g) with the Kerr exterior manifold (M, g) and N with the algebraically special frame
Nas of (M, g) (see Section 2). In the notation, the unknowns in the equations remain boldfaced, whereas
the background quantities are now unbolded.

The equations (3.7)—(3.12) take the form

V3o + (trx)o = —carla — (¢ X)p, (3.13)

Yap+ (trx)p=—diva+ (¢ x)o, (3.14)

Vio+ (try)o =—cafrla—(n+n) Ao+ (¢ x)p, (3.15)
Yap + (trx)p =dive+ (n+n,a) = (¢ - x)o, (3.16)
Via+x? a=Yp+*Yo+2np+2* 0o, (3.17)
Yia+x? a+da=-Yp+*Yo—-2np+2*n0. (3.18)
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The equations (3.13)—(3.18) constitute the system of Maxwell equations on (M, g) relative to N,s. For
future convenience, we note that, in view of the identities of Section 2.2.4, the system can be rewritten in
the form

V3(30) = —airl(Za) + (n+n) A (Sa) — (¢ - x)Ep, (3.19)

V5(3p) = —div(Xa) + (n+ 1, Xa) + (¢ - x)Xo (3.20)

Yi(S0) = —ciil(Sa) + (7 ), (3.21)

Vi(Zp) = div(Za) — (¢ - x)Zo, (3.22)

S(Vsa+ X" - @) = Y(2p) + Y (S0) + (n—n)Sp+ *(n— S0, (3.23)
S(Vaa+x2 a+da)=-Y(Ep) +*V(So) + (n—n)Lp —*(n—n)Lo. (3.24)

3.2.1 The Teukolsky equations

From the Maxwell equations (3.13)—(3.18), one can show that the extremal Maxwell components a and
« each satisfy a decoupled wave equation:

Proposition 3.1 (Tensorial Teukolsky equations). We have the identities
2 (¥at g 507 ) (Yot g+ 3¢ 07 a
—(V +2n) div(Za) +*(V + 2n) cirl(Ze) = 0,
(9 Strx =07 ) (Vat g+ 50" +0) @
—(V +2n)diva +*(V + 2n) cilrlac = 0.

(3.25)

(3.26)

Equations (3.25)-(3.26) are henceforth known as the (tensorial) Teukolsky equations. We direct the
reader to Appendix A.2 for a detailed derivation.'® We remark that the decoupling of the extremal Maxwell
components is intimately tied to the fact that the frame components of the Maxwell field (i.e. the unknowns
of the Maxwell system) are defined relative to the algebraically special frame.

In the above, o and « are one-forms over the horizontal distribution D, hence (3.25)—(3.26) are
equations for smooth sections I'((Dar,.)*). In contrast, the original derivation of the Teukolsky equations,
due to Teukolsky [Teu73], in the Newman—Penrose formalism [NP62] yielded equations

[Dg L2ED 2D (a(r — M) cost ) 5

2 2 A sin? 4 (3.27)
2(:‘:1) J\4‘(7‘2 — a2) 1 2 [:l:l] '
+ w2 A —r —1tacosf 8t+§(:tlfcot 9) o =0

for complex-valued functions o such that A*'«l*1 are smooth, (4-1)—spin-weighted functions on M.

We denote this function space by T (M), and direct the reader to e.g. [SRT23, Section 3.1.1] for a precise
definition. In (3.27), O, denotes the covariant wave operator (i.e. the Laplace-Beltrami operator) for scalar
functions on the Kerr manifold (M, g).

Let
k(r,0) :=r —iacosf

be a smooth complex-valued function on M. The tensorial and spin-weighted quantities can be suitably
identified:

Lemma 3.2. The maps i T((Dp.)*) — S (M) given by

i1 b)) ) . :
a—r Axltl .= ) [a(el”) + iax(e5”)]
3.28
il=1 -1] 1 2 as . as ( )
a s ATl = ——K [Q(€1 ) - 12(32 )] )

V238

10 As in this paper we are not concerned with an in-depth analysis of the Teukolsky equations, either in tensorial or spinorial
form, this derivation is included only as a reference for the reader.
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where (e3%,€5%) are chosen to be given by the explicit formula (2.13), define an isomorphism between
T((Dpn.,.)*) and FE (M) with the properties

1 1
|AalH1|2 = §|Za|;, (72 + a2) V2 Aol Y2 = 5|(T,2 I a2)1/2g|;.

The isomorphisms i=1 descend to isomorphisms between the space of solutions to the tensorial Teukolsky
equations (3.25)—(3.26) and, respectively, the space of solutions to the (£1)-spin-weighted Teukolsky equations
(3.27).
Proof. Tt is not hard to check that, for o, € T'((D.)*), the expressions

a(e]’) +io(es’), a(ef’) —ia(es’)
with (3%, e5%) given in (2.13) indeed define, respectively, smooth (£1)-spin-weighted functions on M as
defined in e.g. [SRT23, Section 3.1.1]. Furthermore, the maps (3. 28) are clearly invertible:

ReOCH_l]EOE
1] _ _

and similarly for the spin —1 and « case. O

3.2.2 The modified Maxwell equations

We introduce the modified quantities

pi=1ol(r ) — (¢ X1 5p + 55(¢ - Y)(trx) T (3:29)
& = —52(¢ )(ry) Do+ {Sl(ry)? -~ (¢ )] T, (3.30)
which, in Boyer—Lindquist coordinates, read
p=(r*—a*cos’0) p—2arcosbo, o = 2arcosf p+ (r* —a*cos? ) o
We note the identity
PP+’ =(Zp)?+ (Xo)?. (3.31)

In this section, we will show:

Proposition 3.3 (Modified Maxwell equations). We have the identities

V5 — %22@ ) (trx) diver - 322[(%)2 — (¢ Y ala, (3.32)

Vap = — {l(trx)” — (7)) div e~ S22 () el a, (3.33)

Y6 = — 55 )i x) div(Sa) — {5[(rx)? — (7~ x)?] bl (Se) (3.34)

¥4 = 5l 0)” — (- X)) div(Se) — J5(7 - ) (trx) cirl(Se) (3.35)

Yo =- %w X)(trx) (F(a) — () - izktrw —(#x)"1 (F(e) + ")), (3.36)

Y5 =l 0)? — (¢ 7] (3(e) ~ Tle)) ~ 53¢ ) (r) (*Tlew) +*Ta), (37)

where we have set

T(a) = % S(Vaa+x* - a), T(a) = % S(Vaa+ X" a+oa). (3.38)

The equations (3.32)—(3.37) constitute the modified system of Mazwell equations. Crucially, in this
system, the equations (3.33), (3.35) and (3.37) for p are decoupled from the equations (3.32), (3.34) and
(3.36) for &.
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Remark 3.4. The modified system of Maxwell equations (3.32)—(3.37) has an analogue in the language
of the spin-weighted functions introduced in the previous section. Indeed, with a/*! as defined in (3.28),
where we have fixed (€3, €5°) to be given by (2.13), and letting

vl = —5+ic (3.39)

be a smooth complex-valued function on M, the Maxwell equations can be written in the form

1 3
72(6%5 +ie3®) (L) = ;—Eegs (;(1 Aod“l), (3.40)
1 z 1
72(6?5 Z6%5)(1)[0]) ;A64 ( Lyl 1]) ’ (3.41)
= ’ oas -
ZBZS (V) = \% (k(e]® —ied®) + cot 0) (K 1oc[+1]) , (3.42)
A

as K —/ _as . as — —
o5 €3 (U[O]) = oD (R(ef® + ie5’) + cot 0) (/i Lal 1]) , (3.43)

which can be found from the usual Newman—Penrose formalism for the Kerr metric, see e.g. the classical
textbook [Cha83, Section 69, eq. (11)].

Proof of Proposition 3.3. We start by deriving the equations (3.32)—(3.33) and (3.34)—(3.35). We compute
V36 = — (2acos 0 + 2ar cos (tr x) + (r* — a® cos® 0)(¢ - x))p
+ (—2r + 2arcos0(¢ - x) — (r* — a®cos® 0)(trx))o
— 2arcosfdiva — (r* — a? cos? 0) cyirl
and
V3p = (2acos 6 + 2ar cos O(tr x) + (r* — a® cos® 0)(¢ - x))o
+ (—=2r + 2arcosO(¢ - x) — (r® — a® cos® ) (tr x)) p
+ 2arcosfcrl o — (r2 — a2 cos? 0)diva,

where we used the equations (3.13)—(3.14). Using Section 2.2.4, both the brackets multiplying p and o can
be checked to identically vanish, i.e.

2acos 0 + 2ar cos (tr x) + (r® — a® cos® 0)(¢ - x
% cos® 0)(trx) =

\9‘\\

—2r +2arcosO(¢ - x) — (r* —a

Similarly, we compute

A
V.0 = (EQa cos ) — 2ar cosO(trx) + (r* — a? cos® 0)(# - X)) p

+ <§2r —2arcosf(¢ - x) — (r* — a® cos 9)(trx)> o

+ 2ar cos O(div e + (1 + N, ) — (r? — a®cos? 0) (cylrl e + (1 +1) A )

and

A
Vip= — <22a cos ) — 2ar cos O(tr x) + (r* — a® cos® 0) (¢ - X)) o

+ (éQr —2arcosO(¢ - x) — (r* — a? cos? 9)(trx)) p

+2arcos€(c1,{rla+(T]—i—??)/\a)—i—(?“ — a® cos 6)(d,1va+(77+77, )

where we used the equations (3.15)—(3.16). To conclude, we use the fact that, in view of the identities of
Section 2.2.4, we have

A
§2a cos ) — 2ar cosO(tr x) + (r? —a?cos?0)(¢ - x) =0,

A
527“ —2arcosf(¢ - x) — (r* — a® cos® ) (try) = 0.
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We now derive the equations (3.36)—(3.37). By summing and subtracting the equations (3.23) and (3.24)
(and taking horizontal Hodge duals), we obtain

Y (3o) —2p*(n -

n) =—"%a) - "Ia), (3.44)
Y(2p) + o™ (n —n) = Ta) - Z(a). (3.45)

We then compute

2 2 0a2
V& = Y (r® — a®cos® §)No %OSGW(EU) +(r? —a?cos? )V (21T

)
+Y@rS(-x)p+r(# - x)V(Ep) +r(#- )V (EHEp

=(=n+nE—(r*—a’cos’O)(n+n) —r(¢-x)" (n—n)X)o

r? —a?cos? 6
a (2*(” —mE = V(rE(F- ) +r(# - 080+ 77)> P

r2 — a2 cos?6

(¢ ) (E(@) ~ Sa) - LT (T (0) + ")

and

2 2. 2
Vp = V(T — a® cos G)Ep—i— wv(zp) + (r2 — a2 cos? H)V(E_I)Z‘p

—Y(E(#- X))o —r#- )V(Se) —r(#- )Y (E)Se
=(—(+n)E—(*—a*cos®0)(n+n) —r(¢- )" (n—n)T)p

# (-TEE - R - VOB ) R+ ) o

r2 — a?cos? 6

(- 00 T(@) +*a) + (T () - Tla)),

where we used (2.20) and the identities (3.44)—(3.45). Both the brackets multiplying p and o can be checked
to identically vanish, i.e.

—(+n)E—(r?=ad®cos®O)(n+n) —r(¢-x) (- =0,
—(r? — a? cos? 0)*(n — n) —rX(trx) n+r3(¢-x)n =0,

where we used the geometric relation (2.21) and the identities of Section 2.2.4. O

3.2.3 Notation for solutions

In the sequel, it will be useful to have some notation to distinguish solutions to the original and modified
Maxwell system. We let
S, = (&, a[&,], p[S.], 7[S.))
be a solution to the system of Maxwell equations (3.13)—(3.18). We denote by

the corresponding modified solution (i.e. solution to the modified system of Maxwell equations (3.32)—(3.37)),
with

a[6] = a[&,], a[6] = a[&,], P& = pl&.], o[6] = o[&.].

3.3 Special solutions

In this section, we present two classes of special solutions to the system of Maxwell equations.

3.3.1 Stationary solutions

Let q1,92 € R, to be interpreted as electromagnetic charges. We define the two-parameter family of
stationary (smooth) solutions &g, 4, such that

a[60Q1,Q2] =0,
Q[GOCIhqz] =0,
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1 r? — a? cos? 0 ar cos 6
p[60q17q2] = ) q1 5 q2 D) )
1 arcos 6 r?2 —a?cos® 0
U[GOCM,CD] = 5 <2 175 + a2 D) ) )
which induces the two-parameter family of modified stationary (smooth) solutions &g, 4, such that
a[6m7q2] =0, Q[G‘hﬂz] =0,
ﬁ[eqhqz] =41, &[6111&2] =42

Using the modified system of Maxwell equations (3.32)—(3.37), it is immediate to check that, if a[&S] =
a[6] =0 for a given modified solution &, then & is a modified stationary solution.

3.3.2 Solutions supported on a fixed azimuthal mode

Let m € Z. We say that a solution &, of the system of Maxwell equations is supported on the fixed
azimuthal mode m if

Z(oc[il]) = im ol F,
where ATLal#1 ¢ FF (M) are the image of a[S,] and a[S,], respectively, under the invertible maps
i1 (see Lemma 3.2), and if
Z(pl&.]) = im p[6S], Z(0]&.)) = imo[&.],

after promoting (p[&,], 0[S,]) to complex-valued functions on M. This induces a modified solution &
supported on the fixed azimuthal mode m, which is such that

Z(oF ) = im oF1 Z(p[S)) = im p[&], Z(o[®)) = ima (6],

where A1q#1] ¢ 7F (M) are the image of a[&] = a[S,] and a[S]
invertible maps il*!.

[&,], respectively, under the

3.4 Initial data and well-posedness

The Maxwell equations (3.13)—(3.18) form an overdetermined system of equations. As a result, the initial
data for the system have to satisfy a set of constraint equations. In this section, we discuss how initial data are
to be prescribed and briefly comment on the (global) well-posedness of the Maxwell equations (3.13)—(3.18).
In fact, it will be convenient to present our discussion in terms of the modified Maxwell equations (3.32)—
(3.37) and modified solutions &,. Through the identities (3.29)-(3.30), our statements will immediately
imply analogous statements for the original Maxwell equations (3.13)—(3.18) and solutions &.

In this section, as well as in the remainder of the paper, we always consider smooth solutions to the
Mazwell equations.

3.4.1 Seed initial data

The initial data for the modified Maxwell equations (3.32)—(3.37) are prescribed on the hyperboloidal
hypersurface ¥ (recall definition (2.9)). The initial data quantities which can be freely prescribed will be
referred to as seed initial data. Since Dy, ¢ T3, formulating a notion of seed initial data for a system
of equations for D, tensors, starting from a suitable prescription of quantities on (and intrinsic to) X, is
slightly subtle.

As a preliminary step, it is useful to relate ® ;. one-forms to spacetime one-forms. The former admit
canonical extensions to smooth sections

Lo((TM)") :={s e T((TM)"): 6(e5°) = s(ef7) = 0},

i.e. spacetime one-forms which identically vanish when evaluated on €3 and e3° (see e.g. [Ben25, Section 7.2]).
By employing the hyperboloidal differentiable structure of Section 2.1.2, a more explicit characterization of
the canonical extension of D/, one-forms is as follows:

Lemma 3.5. There exist smooth scalar functions c1,2(r) such that the following holds true: ¢ € T'o((TM)*)
if and only if there exists S, € D((TS3. ,)*) such that

s=lar(r) s, (Z)dE* +lea(r)sea (Z)dr+sza,
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and therefore there exists an isomorphism between T'o((TM)*) and T((TSZ, )*).

Proof. For any ¢ € I'c((TM)*), we have
s = 6(0p)dE" + (9, )dr + (9p)db + (9. )dd" .
The conditions ¢(e5®) = ¢(e§°) = 0 are equivalent to the constraining identities
$(0r) = e1(r) s(0;.). $(0,) = ex(r) (0.)
for some smooth scalar functions ¢ 2(r). By defining
Ssz, = <(09)df + s(0z.)de"

one can write ¢ as in the lemma. O

Remark 3.6. One has ¢1,2(r) — 0 as r — oo and ¢; 2(r) identically vanishing for |a| = 0.
We now state the definition of seed initial data for the modified Maxwell equations (3.32)—(3.37). We
recall that, by standard Hodge decomposition on S?, any S2, , one-form ¢g2 is uniquely represented as
s £
sst., = Ve f+"Vs R,
with f and h smooth scalar functions.

Definition 3.7 (Seed initial data). Let
(f.1,5,b) (3.46)

be smooth scalar functions on g and
(t,5) (3.47)

be smooth scalar functions on ngu = Yo NHT. We refer to the scalars (3.46)—(3.47) as seed quantities on
0. We define seed initial data on ¥y for the modified Maxwell equations (3.32)—(3.37) as the (canonical
extensions of) D, one-forms

als, =lei(r) - (=Vez f+Vsz 0I(2)]dE" + [e2(r) - (—Vsz f+ Vsz b)(Z)]dr
- WS%)TT + *WS&T[} ’

als, =lei(r) - (~Ver T+ Ve D)(Z)dE + [ea(r) - (~Vez T+ Vez h)(2))dr (3.48)
Ve f+ Vs b
on Yo and smooth scalar functions
ﬁ|§2 =T, & |S2 — (3.49)

0,74 0,74

on the horizon sphere 7, .

Remark 3.8. The family of modified stationary solutions arises from seed quantities
(.1,6,0) =0, (v,8) = (q1,92)

on Xy and S(%,T+ respectively.

Remark 3.9. Modified solutions supported on a fixed azimuthal number m € Z arise from seed quantities
satisfying

Z(f)fab?ﬁ):im(faiabah)y Z(t,5):im(t,5).

on Y and S(%,T+ respectively. We refer to these as seed initial data supported on the fized azimuthal number
m € 7.

Remark 3.10. In view of Lemma 3.5, the space of seed quantities on g is isomorphic to the space of seed
initial data on Y.
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3.4.2 'Well-posedness
We have the following well-posedness statement for the modified Maxwell equations (3.32)—(3.37).

Proposition 3.11 (Well-posedness). For any suitable!! seed initial data on X, there exists a unique smooth
solution to the modified Mazwell equations (3.32)—(3.37) on J(Xo) N M which agrees with the seed initial
data on Xg.

Proof. From any prescription of seed initial data on X, one can determine all the unknowns of the modified
Maxwell equations (3.32)—(3.37) along X,. This fact is more easily seen by exploiting the Maxwell equations
(3.40)—(3.43). Indeed, by taking the linear combination

. AR? . AR A 2%

1a S1n GWK . (340) —+ 1a s1n amﬁ . (341) =+ m . (342) — m . (343)

one can eliminate the 9;.-derivatives of all the unknowns and obtain a first order ODE for v in a

direction tangent to Yy (and transversal to the spheres foliating ¥). The seed initial data for p and &
prescribed on H™ N Xg provides the initial datum for the ODE, whereas the seed initial data for a and «
prescribed on ¥y completely determine the right hand side of the ODE on the entire 3. The ODE can then
be integrated along ¢ so as to uniquely determine smooth v[% (and therefore p and &) on the entire Y.

Once all the unknowns are determined on Xy, the modified Maxwell equations (3.32)—(3.37) determine
the first order normal (to ¥g) covariant derivative of all the unknowns along Xg.

The fact that @ and « decouple into Teukolsky equations, together with the standard well-posedness
theory (in the smooth class) for the Cauchy problem for the Teukolsky equations (in light of Lemma 3.2,
see e.g. [SRT23, Proposition 4.12]), guarantee that one can then uniquely determine smooth e and a on
JT(X0) N M. Knowing a and a on J*(3g) N M, one applies the equations to uniquely determine smooth
p and & on JT(Xy) N M. One can check that the first order ODE originally used to determine p and & on
Yg is automatically satisfied on any ¥, C JT(2g) N M with 7 > 0 (i.e. propagation of constraints). O

4 Energy norms

In this section, we define energy norms for both extremal and middle Maxwell components. The energy
norms are defined over the hyperboloidal hypersurfaces 3, defined in (2.9) (see also Figure (1)).

4.1 Extremal Maxwell components

Let o and a be Dy, one-forms, and let p € [0,2). We define the second order energy fluxes

E,[r?a)(r) = / (rp‘772(7"2a)’2 + TP‘WW4(T2Q)‘2 + rp‘Wi(TQa)F) drdQ

b

4 / <rp“|v4v3<r2a>|2 + %\W?(ﬂa)ﬁ + 12| VY s(r20) | + |W3<r2a>l2) drdS2
+ /2, (r”|W4(r2a)|2 + |Y7(r2a)|2 + 7‘72|7’2a|2> drdS),

Eialn) = [ (190 + el + olpiee))
s,
+ / (Tp+2‘W4Y73(7“20£)|2 + ‘Vg(TQa)’2 + TZ‘WV:s(TQa)‘z + |773(7"20‘)|2) drds

s,

+ /ET (TP‘W4(T20)’2 + ’W(rza)’2 + 7“_2‘7“26!‘2) drd2,

for av and

El[ra](7) = /Z A ( p|y72(rg)|2 + 773 (r — M)2|Y73Y7(7“g)|2 +r0(r — M)4|Y7§(Tg)’2> drdS)

r2
-

HThe proof of the proposition relies on solving a constraint (transport) equation along Y. The seed initial data are to be
prescribed so that this equation admits a global solution. For the main results of this work, we consider initial data whose
finite energy norm implies that the constraint (transport) equation can indeed be integrated globally along X¢.
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+ [ (vt + Svsta)l’ + [9Ire) + 2 isra) ) o
s,

+ [ (o= aPalvata) = M ([P0l + 172 af’) ) dras.

E [ra)(r) == /z (rp‘W2(rg)‘2 + r_llvvg(rg)f + r_zlvg(rg)F) drdQ
- / (rp“Wi(rg)f +|YsYa(ra)) + Y Y. re)| + r2|Y74(Tg)!2) drd§)
)

.

+/2 (T_2’W3(TQ)‘2 + ’W(TQ)F + T_Q‘TQF) drdQ

for a (recall definitions (3.38)). We note that what distinguishes E, from E,, is the degeneracy of the former
norms at the event horizon (i.e. at r = ry). We will also consider corresponding higher order energy fluxes

B = Y EL[( - M) YRy (o),

Ji+J2+J3<T
=J+1 S Y R
E, 6= Y E,|¥i'ViV ()
Ji+J2+J3<J
for J > 0 and ¢ = {r?a,ra}. By convention, we write E/*! = EJ ! and B’ = EOJH Finally, it will be

useful to introduce notation for the degenerate (first order) energy flux of a through H™*,

By [r2a] (11, 72) / / (Fal? + 1Y (Pa)? + [Y4(re)2) dOdF*

t* ST

for any 71 < 75 < 00, and for the non-degenerate (second order) energy fluxes of @ and a through H™T,

EHJr [r2a(T1,72) / / (IYZ(r?a) > + |V, T(r*a) > + |T(r’a)|?) dQdt*

/ /S2 (Y a)|? + |Vi(r’a)® + [rPaf?) dQdE*,

g

]E;_ﬁ ral(r, T2) / / (IYZ(ra)? + |V, E(ra) > + |Z(ra)|?) dQdt*

/ / (Y (ra)? + |Va(ra)|® + [ral?) dQdt

for any 7 < 5 < o0.

4.1.1 Relation with spin-weighted energy norms

In the |a|] < M case, the energy norms above can be compared to those introduced in [SRT23] for
spin-weighted quantities.

Let ol be the (£1)—spin-weighted functions obtained from (e, a) through the isomorphism of
Lemma 3.2. We define

(1] _ A~ [£1] (4.1)
= o , .
0 1/

the rescalings

Lot o
b= Vi +a2of U = Attalt = -~ palel +ies),

- 2 2
Cu,_ Tt ta EU— 2 2atalt = B

A
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and the so-called transformed quantities

as r? +a?)1/? a’rsin?f as . . as
ol .— (r? + a®)ed’( Erl]) = (\/Q) [S(a) + (M — ia cos 6’) a} (el + ie3’),
(4.2)
24 2 20,2 4 ,2)1/2 A [ a2rsin 0
1] 7Aoo -1 :I{(T +a?) A (a®rsin . as . as
ol —x el (dy ) — T(a) + s\ 2 e +iacosl | af (e —ied).

By applying Lemma 3.2, one can obtain pointwise estimates (whose implicit constants depend only on M)
relating the absolute value of the above complex scalars with the pointwise norms of the tensorial quantities
(er, @). For instance, from the definitions (3.28), one can compute

1

1]

‘¢[+ ‘ |A(X[+1]‘2:§|za|;,

=112 1o 1, _ 1

[B5[F =102 + a3 2A7 ol = S| 252 (2 4 0?) 20} = (2 + a?) 2,
_ 2

@ ~ [Tl + lral;

and other similar relations. We note that the computations leading to such relations make use of the
particular choice of frame vectors (2.13), but eventually yield relations which are independent of any such
choice.

With the above relations in mind, the degenerate energy norms introduced in [SRT23] can be shown to
satisfy (recall definition (2.14))

- - 1, - -
B[] = | QWM¢?”f+jSM¢?1|+w~ﬂW¢H1\ 7*ﬂ¢y”2>md9

r

o [ (P9 ST T 2ol ) dras,

E, [#](r) = / (#’\Lqﬂ“] *+ %y@[ﬂ] 2 2|y P 4 2 gl |2) drdQ
>

.

o (el s IR 9 (Vs ardo
5.

+Ep [d)gﬂ]] (7)
for spin +1 and
- 1, -1 o 1]~ A1
E,[§) " (rpchb + Lo+ YR 2 ”F) drdQ

-
J

~ . (rp|y74(7“0¢)’ + %|V3(7"Q)‘2 + ‘W(TQ)’2 + r_2‘ra’2> drds2,

.

E,[@ Y] (r) ::/ (rp;m[”|2+ Lol 4 r 2|y el P 4 2 al Y| )drdQ

.

~ / <TP|Y74‘I(m)|2 + 7,—4|Y7;>,§(rg)|2 +|YIora)| + 7’2|T(7’a)|2) drdQ

+E, [ 1] ()

for spin —1. Here, Yo7[i1] is the spinorial gradient defined in e.g. [SRT23, Section 3]. By adding up, for each
spin sign, the two energy norms, one obtains almost every term in the energy norms introduced in Section
4.1 for the tensorial quantities (c, @), i.e. almost every term in E,[r?a] and E,[ra). The missing terms
are obtained by elliptic estimates, as explained in [SRT23, Section 4]. To obtain the non-degenerate energy
norms Ep [ ] and E plral, one follows a similar procedure: one considers the spin-weighted energy norms
E,[¢*] and E,[®F!] in [SRT23], and then revisit the elliptic estimates there accordingly.

Remark 4.1. The reader familiar with the standard definitions of energy norms for wave equations may
be surprised to find zeroth order terms in the energy norms above. However, we recall from [SRT23, Section
3] that, by the properties of the spinorial gradient, one has

/Z (r_2|§7[s]c1>[8]‘2 LM |<I>[S]|2) drd2 > /Z <r‘2|Y°7[S]<I>[S]|2 +r72 <s2 +° ;2M> |<I’[S]Vz> drd€y

T T

24



for any s-spin-weighted function ®!*!, with s € %Z.

4.2 Middle Maxwell components
Let f = {p,o}. We define the first order energy fluxes

E[f](r) = / [F4F12 + Ar4(¥af P + ¥ £P] drd2,
Blf)r) = [ Va2 9af P+ (V4] drag,

where the overline indicates the non-degeneracy of the energy norm at the event horizon (i.e. at r = ry),
and corresponding higher order energy fluxes

Ef)n = Y B[(a-MrTYe) " YV (),
Ji+J2+J3<J
> E[vYeYts] o

Ji+J2+J3<J

E[£)(r)

for J > 0. We note that E° = E and E’ = E. The dot indicates that the energy norm does not contain a
zeroth order term. It will also be convenient to define the energy fluxes

EY[£)(r) := B [£](r) + / v f2drds,

5,

B [f)(r) = B [](r) + / r2| f2drd,

-

which contain a zeroth order term.

5 Statement of the main theorems

In this section, we provide a precise statement of our main theorems. All results are stated for the
modified Maxwell equations (3.32)—(3.37). The reader can easily retrieve analogous statements for the
original Maxwell equations (3.13)—(3.18).

The first theorem proven in the present paper concerns energy boundedness and decay for the Maxwell
components in the sub-extremal |a| < M case. As we shall explain in Section 7, the energy boundedness
and decay statements for the extremal Maxwell components stated in Theorem 5.1 are a direct translation
of the results obtained in [SRT20, SRT23].

Theorem 5.1 (Sub-extremal case). Fix M > 0 and ag € [0,M). Let J > 1 and n € (0,1). Then, there
exists a uniform constant C' = C(ag, M, J,n) > 0 such that, for any |a|] < ag and any solution

S = (a[6],a[&], p[6], (&)

to the modified Mazwell equations (3.32)—(3.37) arising from seed initial data prescribed on X, the following
energy estimates hold.

o Non-degenerate energy boundedness: if J > 3, then
E'[?a(6]](r) < CE [2a(s]](0),
E'[ra[&]|(7) < CE’ [ra[6]](0),
E'[ple)](r) + E (18] (7) < C(I1p[& 723, + 1518 [72e5, )
+C (B, [r2al&]](0) + B [r2al6]] (0) + E [ral6]](0))
for all T > 0.

o Non-degenerate energy decay (extremal Mazwell components): we have

C —J+2

E’ [rPal6]](r) < WEQ—’I] [r*a[e]](0),
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[ra(&]](0)
for all T > 0.

o Non-degenerate energy decay (middle Mazwell components): there exist finite q1,qs € R, which can be
read off from the seed initial data, such that the normalised solution & = & — &, 4, satisfies

a[8)(r) = a[&](7), a[8](r) = a[&](r)
and
E' [p[&]](r) +E'[3[&]](r) < (14_(;)1—77 (B2, [alS])0) + By, [ral&]] (0))
for all 7 > 0.

Remark 5.2. The energy norms appearing on the left hand side of the energy estimates in Theorem 5.1
are non-degenerate at the event horizon (i.e. at r = ry).

Remark 5.3. In Theorem 5.1, the energy boundedness statement does not lose derivatives. In that sense,
it provides a true orbital stability statement, comparable to those obtained for |a| < M in [AB15, Blu08,
Pas19b).

Remark 5.4. The energy decay statement of Theorem 5.1 can be improved, provided that higher regularity
and stronger r-decay are assumed on the initial data. Sharp decay estimates in this form are obtained in
[Ma22].

Remark 5.5. We expect the loss in r-weights of Theorem 5.1 to be suboptimal. Treating the middle
Maxwell components as solutions to a wave equation (see Appendix A.3) would lead to improved r-weights.

In Theorem 5.1, we have C'(ag) — oo as ag — M, and thus the energy boundedness and decay statements
break down towards extremality. As we shall explain in Section 7, such a breakdown emerges from the
breakdown of energy boundedness and decay statements for the extremal Maxwell components. Nevertheless,
it is expected that energy boundedness and (weaker) decay for the extremal Maxwell components still hold
in the nearly extremal |a| = M case, at least under some additional assumptions on the initial data. More
precisely, one may conjecture:

Conjecture 5.6 (Sub-extremal and extremal cases). Fix M > 0. Let n € (0,1) and m € Z. Then, there
exist Jo, J3 > J1 > Jmin > 1 and a uniform constant C = C(m, M, Jy, Jo, J3,1) > 0 such that, for any
la| < M and any solution

to the modified Mazwell equations (3.32)—(3.37) arising from seed initial data supported on a fized azimuthal
mode m prescribed on Xq, the following energy estimates hold.

e Degenerate energy boundedness: we have
E” [r?a[S]] (1) < C DA, [r*al6]](0),
E” [ra[6]](r) < CDyi, [ralS]](0)
for all T > 0.

e Degenerate energy decay: we have

B! [Pal8])(r) < gy Dk [P ele])0),
B [ral]] (1) < s D [ral S]] (0)

for all T > 0.

e Decay at the event horizon: we have
C D’
(1 =+ ,7_)2777 dec
C

[ (9302 + 5(%a)?) d2 < G DR [P ale]]0),

Eoy+ [7‘204[6]] (r,00) < [7"2a[6]] (0),

T4
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C o

Ay Ddec [ra[&]](0),

/2 (IYZra)l® +[E(re)?) d2 <

S
for all T > 0.

In the above, ]D)gdd and Dgec are J-th order energy quantities depending only on the seed initial data. We
also recall definition (3.38).

Remark 5.7. The energy norms appearing on the left hand side of the energy estimates in Conjecture 5.6
are degenerate at the event horizon (i.e. at r =r).

Remark 5.8. We note that Conjecture 5.6 is a uniform-in-a statement in the full |a|] < M range. Very
few such results exist in the literature at the present time. To the best of our knowledge, the only uniform-
in-a statements in the full |a|] < M range were shown in [SRT20] for the radial ODE obtained from the
Teukolsky equation (3.27) by (spacetime) frequency decomposition, but only in the case where the frequency
parameters are sufficiently far from the so-called superradiant threshold. A lot of work in the physics and
mathematics literature from recent years has focused on the ezactly extremal |a| = M case. Conjecture 5.6
is formulated based on this literature, which we briefly review in Section 7.2.

The second theorem proven in the present paper concerns energy boundedness and decay for the middle
Maxwell components in the full |a| < M black hole parameter range and assumes Conjecture 5.6. The
energy estimates for the extremal Maxwell components of Conjecture 5.6 are embedded in the statement
below and play a crucial role in the proof of the energy estimates for the middle Maxwell components.

Theorem 5.9 (Sub-extremal and extremal cases). Fizx M > 0. Let n € (0,1) and m € Z. Assume
that Conjecture 5.6 holds. Then, there exist Jo,Jz3 > Ji > Jnin > 1 and a uniform constant C' =

C(m, M, Jy, J2, J3,n) > 0 such that, for any |a| < M and any solution
S = (a[6],a[6], p[&], 7[&])

to the modified Mazwell equations (3.32)—(3.37) arising from seed initial data supported on a fized azimuthal
mode m prescribed on X, the following energy estimates hold.

e Degenerate energy boundedness: we have
E [r2al6]] (1) < D3y [ral&]](0),
E [ra[S]] (1) < OD%, [ra ] (0),

E” [pl6]](7) + B [(&]](7) < C(I1pl& ]HW o+ IS, )
+C (Dfz, [r2al6])(0) + DLz, [rPa(6])(0)
+C (D [ral®]] (0) + D, [ral6]] (0)
for all T > 0.

o Degenerate energy decay (extremal Mazwell components): we have

C

EN [rPal8]](r) < ar D, [r*al&]](0),
E/1 [rg[é]] (1) < (1+€)1n D [ra[S]](0)

for all T > 0.

o Degenerate energy decay (middle Mazwell components): there exist finite q1,qs € R, which can be read
off from the seed initial data, such that the normalised solution & = & — &, 4, satisfies

a[8](r) = a[&](r), a[8](7) = a[&](7)
and
E” [p[&]](r) + E" [¢[8]](7) < (HC) (D2 [12al&]](0) + D3, [rPal&]] (0)
+ gy (D bal&) ) + Dl [rale]] 0)
for all T > 0.
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In the above, Dy, and DI . are the J-th order energy quantities introduced in Conjecture 5.6.

Remark 5.10. As for Conjecture 5.6, and contrary to Theorem 5.1, the energy norms appearing on the
left hand side of the energy estimates in Theorem 5.9 are degenerate at the event horizon (i.e. at r = ry).
Moreover, we note that Theorem 5.9 is a uniform-in-a statement in the full |a] < M range.

The proof of Theorems 5.1 and 5.9 is carried out in Section 8 and relies on the separate analysis of the
middle and extremal Maxwell components, which is presented in Sections 6 and 7 respectively.

6 Analysis of the middle Maxwell components

In this section, we prove energy estimates for the middle Maxwell components in terms of energy norms
of the extremal Maxwell components. The ones proven in this section are standalone statements. Once
combined with the statements for the extremal Maxwell components of Section 7, the energy estimates
proven in this section establish energy boundedness and decay for the middle Maxwell components (hence the
terminology “boundedness” and “decay” already appearing in Theorems 6.1 and 6.2 below and throughout
the section). The energy estimates for the middle Maxwell components are obtained in a unified fashion for
the full |a| < M range.

We state the first theorem of the section, which concerns non-degenerate-at-H™ energy norms.
Theorem 6.1. Fiz M > 0. Let J > 1 and p, > 0. Assume that, for any |a| < M and any solution

to the modified Mazwell equations (3.32)—~(3.37) arising from seed initial data prescribed on o, the qualitative
statement

lim (e S])d2 =0

and the quantitative estimate
D[r?a[&]](0)
(14 7)Hpa

hold, where D is an energy quantity depending only on the seed initial data. Then, there exists a uniform
constant C = C(M, J,po) > 0 such that the following energy estimates hold.

Ey+ [P alS]](1,00) <

e Non-degenerate energy boundedness: we have

E'[ple)(n) +E'Ele)(n) < ¢ (nﬁ[enmg”) + 3[6]“%2(83”))
+C (DirPale])(0) + E™" 2ol (r) + B frafe)) ()
for all T > 0.

o Non-degenerate energy decay: there exist finite qi,q2 € R, which can be read off from the seed initial
data, such that the normalised solution & = & — &, 4, satisfies

a[8](r) = a[&](r). o[8](7) = a[&](7)
and
~ = ~ 7"2(1 —max{J,1 —max{J,1
E' A1) + B 618 < TSl o (B paler) + B rale)

for all T > 0.

We state the second theorem of the section, which concerns degenerate-at-H ™ energy norms.
Theorem 6.2. Fiz M > 0. Let J > 1 and p, > 0. Assume that, for any |a| < M and any solution
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to the modified Mazwell equations (3.32)—~(3.37) arising from seed initial data prescribed on X, the qualitative
statement

lim (e S])]d2 =0

and the quantitative estimate
D[r?a[&]](0)
(14 7)t+pa

hold, where D is an energy quantity depending only on the seed initial data. Then, there exists a uniform
constant C = C(M, J,po) > 0 such that the following energy estimates hold.

By [P alS]](1,00) <

« Degenerate energy boundedness: we have
IWW%Mﬂ+EﬂﬂGMﬂSCOW@M§@”yHE@M$@”O
+C /S - (IVE(al&)]® + [Z(al&))?) d2 + C B> 2 [ra[&])(r)
+ O D[r?al8])(0) + CE™> U [r2a[&)|(7)

for all T > 0.

o Degenerate energy decay: there exist finite q1,q2 € R, which can be read off from the seed initial data,
such that the normalised solution & = & — &, 4, satisfies

o[8)(7) = a[&](7), a[&|(1) = a[&](7)
and
B/ pE)() +EE(SI( <C [ (VT(al®)F + S(ale]) ) 2 + OB rals](r
CD[r*a[S]](0) max{J,
—Tﬁjﬁf—+CE U2 a(6]) (1)
for all T > 0.

Although both theorems are stated for the full |a| < M range, we note that, once combined with the
statements for the extremal Maxwell components of Section 7, Theorem 6.1 will lead to (non-degenerate)
energy boundedness and decay for all Maxwell components in the sub-extremal |a| < M case (i.e. The-
orem 5.1), whereas Theorem 6.2 will lead to (degenerate) energy boundedness and decay for all Maxwell
components in the full |a| < M black hole parameter range (i.e. Theorem 5.9).

Sections 6.1-6.4 below contain the proof of Theorems 6.1 and 6.2, which is divided as follows:

+ Section 6.1: We prove estimates for the zeroth order energy flux (i.e. L2(%,)-norm) of the middle
Maxwell components. These estimates are achieved in Proposition 6.9. To this end, one needs control
over the zero mode of the middle Maxwell components (see Lemmas 6.3 and 6.6), which is obtained
by applying the S2-projection procedure of Section 2.4 and exploiting the enhanced structure of the
algebraically special frame at the event horizon.

o Section 6.2: We establish estimates for first (and higher) order energy fluxes of the middle Maxwell
components. These estimates are immediately read off from the Maxwell equations (3.32)—(3.37).

e Section 6.3: We combine the estimates of Sections 6.1-6.2 to prove Theorem 6.1. The reader interested
only in the sub-extremal |a| < M case need not read beyond this section.

e Section 6.4: We prove Theorem 6.2 by combining the estimates of Sections 6.1-6.2 with an additional
pointwise identity (in the spin-weighted formalism) for transversal derivatives of the middle Maxwell
components. As a warm-up, the additional identity is first derived in the Schwarzschild (and Reissner—
Nordstrom) case (see Section 6.4.1). The derivation of the identity in the Kerr case is carried out in a
sequence of three lemmas in Section 6.4.2 (see the final Lemma 6.15 for a statement of the identity).
In Section 6.4.3, we employ the identity to prove Theorem 6.2.
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Additionally, we have:

e Section 6.5: Besides yielding a proof of Theorem 6.2, the additional identity derived in Section
6.4 allows one to establish novel conservation laws along the event horizon for the middle Maxwell
components under axisymmetry in the extremal |a| = M case.

6.1 Control over the zeroth order flux

By exploiting the Maxwell equations (3.19)—(3.24), we can derive conservation laws which control the
zero mode of the middle Maxwell components Y p and Yo along the event horizon, thereby obtaining the
following lemma.

Lemma 6.3. Fiz M > 0. Then, there ezists a uniform constant C = C(M) > 0 such that, for any |a|] < M
and any solution

S, = (&, a[&,], p[S.], 7[S.))

to the Mazwell equations (3.19)—(3.24) arising from seed initial data prescribed on X, the following estimates
hold.

e Horizon boundedness of zero modes: we have

2
/ Spl&.]d0| +
S2

T4

/S - vole.]ao

T,
<0 (Ispl&les, )+ IEolS )+ P alEdlags + IPal® ) )
for all T > 0.

o Horizon decay of zero modes: there ewist finite q1,q2 € R, which can be read off from the seed initial
data, such that the normalised solution &, = &, — &,q, q, Satisfies
2

< CHTQQ[Go]HQm(sz”)

2
+

/S 2p[S.]dQ

2
T,

é Yo [S.]dQ

'2r,7'+
for all T > 0.
Proof. We start from the Maxwell equations (3.21)—(3.22). Restricted to H ™, these take the form
Y.(Zp) = div(Za), Vi(Xo) = —cirl (Za) . (6.1)
We recall that, for |a| # 0, the differential operators on the right hand side of equations (6.1) are defined

relative to the (non-integrable) distribution D . By applying the S?-projection formulae of Proposition 2.1,
we project equations (6.1) over the horizon foliation spheres Sz’r . and obtain

- 1 ~ v 1 v - VP
Vo (5o g (5@) ) = Fuse) - (7 (08), = div(53).
- 1 _ v 1 v - v ~
Y, (EU + 3 EAG Eoz) = V4(Zo) + 3 Eng Vi (Za) = —cafl (Za),
where we used the identity YV74E|H+ = 0 (see Proposition 2.1). We note that the differential operators d}v

and cyfr]l are now angular operators on Sim—spheres acting on S?”—tensors. One can therefore integrate
over the S2 r,-spheres to obtain the conservation laws

%VS? <2p;(e,za)§)¢4—o, %MQ <20+;EA§Z&)¢4—0 (6.2)

T, T,

or, equivalently, the identities

/§2 zp%:/%‘ (Ep—;(?,z&)sv?)g‘s}—ké/gz (£,5&), 7.

6.3
% = % 1?/\v2~ ! A Yo o
o 7T, ot )ity ) (eny2a) 4.
T, Ty T T4
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By using the identity (2.32), we can replace ;{54 by dQSgJ‘+ in identities (6.2)—(6.3). We can then estimate
the last term of each of the identities (6.3) as follows
2
<[ laiae- |
52, d s2

2
/ (t,24), 0 /
s2 s 2

T,T+
where we estimated supy,+ || J < 1 depending only on the spacetime parameters and used the property

(2.30) in the last equality. On the other hand, the first term on the right hand side of identities (6.3) is
determined by initial data. In particular, by setting

1 1 - 1
0 = Sp-j (Za)) a2, a= |
Ia,M S2 2 g Ia,l\/[ S2
0,r 4 0,y

1—(a/ry)?cos®6 2arctan(a/r4)
Ionr = dQ=4r [ —/—=~1 1),
M /s 1+ (a/ry)?cos® 0 " (a/r+)

those terms vanish for the renormalised solution &, = &, — &, 1,42+ O

+ (E A, 2&) a0

g

2
T+

2
T4

1 ~
(ZU + 3 ¢ /\é Za) s, (6.4)

2
0,ry

Remark 6.4. By expressing the Maxwell tensor F in terms of (¢, @, p, o), one can check that the conserved
(along H™1) quantities in (6.2) correspond to the (everywhere) conserved topological charges

F, /s *F (6.5)

2 2
ST,T‘ T,

when the latter integrals are computed at H™.
Remark 6.5. For |a| = 0, it follows from equations (3.21)—(3.22) that one has the conservation laws

Y. / YpdQ / Yo d)
S S

2 2
T, T, T

207 W4 =0

for any r € [2M, o). Indeed, the differential operators on the right hand side of equations (3.21)—(3.22) are
now angular operators on the foliation spheres, thus giving rise to vanishing integrals over the spheres.

The Maxwell equations (3.19)—(3.24) are coupled equations for derivatives of ¥p and Yo. For the
remainder of the analysis, it will be more convenient to work with the modified Maxwell equations (3.32)—
(3.37), which are decoupled equations for derivatives of p and &. To this end, we next show that the previous
Lemma 6.3 yields control over the zero mode of the modified middle Maxwell components p and & along
the event horizon.

Lemma 6.6. Fiz M > 0 and let p, > 0. Assume that, for any |a| < M and any solution
S = (a[6],a[&], p[6],7[6])

to the modified Mazwell equations (3.32)—(3.37) arising from seed initial data prescribed on X, the qualitative
statement

lim (1T(al&]))? + [T(a&)[?) d2 = 0
T o0 Sz

E
and the quantitative estimate

D[r2a[&]](0
BrclFeleiron < 2SO

hold, where D is an energy quantity depending only on the seed initial data. Then, there exists a uniform
constant C' = C(M,ps) > 0 such that the following estimates hold.

e Horizon boundedness of zero modes: we have

/Sz ﬁ[@]d92 /S &[e]mQ

T,)"+ T,’)"+
for all T > 0.

+

T

<0 (1P, + 151811, + DIalel0))
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e Horizon decay of zero modes: there exist finite q1,q2 € R, which can be read off from the seed initial
data, such that the normalised solution & = & — &, 4, satisfies
2 2

~ ~ D[r2
/ pl&lda| + / &[S d SCM
S2 s2 (]. _|_7-)p.1
N L
for all T > 0.
Proof. Let v := Ti We note
1—~%cos?6 2 arctan «y / cos 0 dS)
dQ =4n [ 2520 7 o
/ 1+’y 1442 cos?6 W( ol >7é0’ §3T+1+’}/QCOSQQ

Let f,, fo: [0,00) = R such that
fo(T) = /s? pdY, fo(T) ::/ odf).
7"7‘+ 7',7‘+

By the fundamental theorem of calculus and equation (3.35), we have

|fo(T) — // V. pdQdr’ <// (Y| + ||) d2dr’
< EH+[a](O,1)+/1 /§ (|Y7a|+|a|)de7-’. (6.6)

To control the second term in (6.6), we consider the dyadic sequence {7; = 21}°, and obtain

oo oo Tit1
/ / (Jo| + [Ye|) ddr = Z/ / (|| + |Ye|) ddr
1 SE,T+ i=0 Ti S?—,r+

Tit1 1/2
SZ\/TiJrl_Ti(/ /S2 (Jo®> +|Yeal?) deT)
=0 Ti ry
SZ\/E(EHJJCV](T“ 1/2<Z\F\/T VD[r2a](0). (6.7)

i=0
Combining (6.7) with (6.6), we deduce

[fo(MI S 1PlL2 sz, ) + vDIr?al(0), [fe(MI S F1lL2 sz, ) + VD2 (0),

where the latter estimate is derived by an analogous argument. This concludes the proof of the first bullet
point in the lemma. For the second bullet point in the lemma, we rely on the previous Lemma 6.3. In view
of (3.29)—(3.30), we have

. 1
/ pdQ = I— YpdQ
S?’ f‘+ Sg’l+
1 1—92%cos?6 , 27 cosf

- — ——————(p—f,)d+ — —————— (6 — f,)dQ,
I, Js2  1+~2cos?0 (P = fp)d2+ I, Js2  14~2cos?6 (6= fo)
T,’V‘+ T,’I‘+

/ od)= l/ Yo df)
s2 I s2

£ 2y
1 1—~2cos?6 , 2 cosd .
- S eS Bs pyda— 2L Y (5 f,)d0
IV/SQ +1+’}/2COS29(U fo) I, Sgr+1+72c0829(p To)

By using equations (3.37)—(3.36), we can estimate the last two terms on the right hand side by

1—~2 00520 cos 0
ip)d9| ’/ e
‘/S’z “1+cos?6 (P - * s2 1+'y 00529(
— +2 cos? cos B ‘2
‘/§z7 1—|—c0529 (- dQ’ ‘/Sz 1+fy 00529(p Tp) 2
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S| G-+ @-rlaes [ (Ve +IvaP)ans [ (S@P +[3@)) do.
S'r Sy ST,T«}» T4
By the assumptions on the dynamics of (e, &) in the statement of the lemma, we deduce that
~ 1 ~ 1
lim pdQ = — lim YpdQ, lim odQ)= — lim Yodf). (6.8)

T—00 2 T—00 2 T—00 2 T—00 2
s2,. g 82, s2,. g s2

By Lemma 6.3, we deduce 7-decay (without a rate) of f, and f, for the normalised solution S,
ie. lim, o f,(7) = lim; ;o fo(7) = 0. By the fundamental theorem of calculus, the normalised solu-

tion & satisfies
o0
/ / W4a' deT’
T Sf_, y

By applying the same strategy as in the boundedness argument, one considers the sequence {Ti = 2iro}z0
with 79 = 147 and uses the assumptions on the dynamics of (a, @) in the statement of the lemma to obtain

LoD + 1o ()P S Egr o] (.70 (Zf rffiﬁ) SH(DFﬁ})Q),

1£,(7) / wdndf a0 S

which concludes the proof of the lemma. O

Remark 6.7. In the proof of Lemma 6.6, we obtain the boundedness part of the statement by relying solely
on the modified Maxwell equations. In contrast, the decay argument relies on the prior choice of charges
and decay estimates of Lemma 6.3 for the original middle Maxwell components Xp and Xo. However, we
point out that, once the boundedness part of Lemma 6.6 is established, one may choose finite charges on
the final horizon sphere such that

qi := lim pdQY, g2 := lim o dQ) (6.9)
T—r00 S2 T—00 SQ
e T

and directly prove the decay part of Lemma 6.6 for the modified middle Maxwell components p and & by
subtracting the modified stationary solution &g, 4,. This alternative decay argument would only employ
the modified Maxwell equations (3.34)—(3.35), thus producing a full proof of Lemma 6.6 which never invokes
Lemma 6.3 nor the original system of Maxwell equations. The teleological choice of charges (6.9) and
alternative decay argument would moreover allow one to dispense with any projection procedure over spheres.
Note, however, that, in view of (6.8), (6.2) and (6.4), invoking the projection procedure over spheres a
posteriori would allow us to deduce that the teleological charges can be read off from the initial data: in
other words, the choices (6.4) and (6.9) turn out to be the same.

Remark 6.8. Once combined with the modified Maxwell equations for derivatives of p and &, Lemma, 6.6
immediately provides a-priori control over the L2 (Sf’r)—norm of p and & along the event horizon.

Lemma 6.6 can be applied to establish control over the L?(X,)-norm of the modified middle Maxwell
components p and &, as stated in the following proposition. We remark that, in the estimates stated in
the proposition, all future energy norms of the extremal Maxwell components appearing on the right hand
side are degenerate at H™. We also note that the estimates possess near-horizon integrals of transversal
derivatives of p and & on the right hand side. These terms will be treated in the sequel (see Sections
6.3-6.4).

Proposition 6.9. Let ¢ > 0. Under the assumptions of Lemma 6.6, there exists a uniform constant
C =C(M,pqa,€) >0 such that the following estimates hold.

o L*(X;)-boundedness: we have
2

[ 0pie + o) andr < 0 e

-

T+e€ 2 Ty+e€
/ V135(S] dQdr / V6 (S| dQdr
T S2y T S2y

+C (D[r*a[6))(0) + E'[r?a[S]|(7) + E! [ra[S])(1))

for all T > 0.
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o L2(X,)-decay: there exist finite q1,q2 € R, which can be read off from the seed initial data, such that

the normalised solution & = & — &, 4, satisfies
2

[ 681 + 58]0 < ¢ ‘e

T

T4 +€
/ V.5 (&) dQdr
T4+ §2

T4

T4+€ 2
/ V2518 dvdr
T4+ SE_ e

v (PSI0) | gparer)  Bralein))

TPa

for all T > 0.

Proof. The proof can be divided into two steps: in the first step we control the relevant fluxes for large
r > R > ry, whereas in the second step we control the relevant fluxes in the bounded-r region up to H*.
We present the proof of the estimates for p. The case of & follows by the same arguments.

Step 1: the large-r region. We integrate the identity
A 2
—1) 42 2 _ fowy o
Ya(r ' 1pl*) + 55 lp” = ~PVap

over the hypersurface X, and obtain

A 1, 2 o o~
/ —=|p*dQdr = 7/ Y, <|p|2) dQdr +/ ZpYapdQdr
.n{r>R} T by =,.N{r>R} r .n{r>R} T
1 . - 1,
<5 \p\2d9+/ (X —Y4) (Ipl2> dSddr
$2 o S-n{r>R} r
2 o o~
+ / ~pY4pdQdr,
s.n{r>R} T
where we introduced the vector field X defined in (2.8) and dropped lim,_, fs2 ‘—%|ﬁ|2dQ < 0. Bya

Cauchy—Schwarz inequality applied to the last two terms, we get

/ r2|p2dQdr < / |p|2d$2 +/ ‘ (X —Yy) (ril)‘|ﬁ|2der (6.10)
s.n{r>R} 2 . S.N{r>R}

+ / (V.51 + | (X — V) 5] ddr.
S.n{r>R}

By direct inspection of definition (2.8), we have
(X =Va) (DI S 72,

and therefore the second term on the right hand side of (6.10) can be absorbed into the left hand side for
R sufficiently large, which we fix accordingly. Then, using the modified Maxwell equations, we observe

[ IViAP 41 (X = 2) 5] dedr S Er2al(r) + E'fral().
S-n{r>R}
Putting everything together, we conclude that

/ r=2|p2d0dr < / P20 + EN[r2a(7) + Elfra] (7).
S.n{r>R} §2 .

Step 2: the bounded-r region. Let

fr= [ pao

2
T

and note the Poincaré inequality

[, P st [ ve plae,

We can integrate the above inequality over the hypersurface ¥, and obtain (note that, since we are inte-
grating in a bounded-r region, the r-weights in the following estimates are in fact irrelevant)

R
/ r2|p|dQdr < / 2| f(r, 7“)|2 dr +/ |Vsz pl2dQdr
£, n{r<R} r

T4 2-n{r<R}
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R
S / r2 | f ()P dr + B rPa)(7) + B ral(r) (6.11)

T4

where we have used the modified Maxwell equations in the second inequality. We remark that the inequality
~ 2 2 2
[ e s | (194" + |aYa6]" + V5] dor
s, n{r<R} ’ 2, n{r<R}

and the structure of the equations are, in particular, used to conclude that inequality (6.11) can in fact be
written in terms of degenerate-at-H T energy norms of a and a. For the first term in (6.11), we observe

R
/ r*2|f(7',r)\2dr§ sup Tr|/ *er<— sup |f(7',r)|2.

T4 relryR] "+ relry R

We then apply the fundamental theorem of calculus and obtain

R 2
/ O f (1, r)dr

/ VgﬁdeT
Sn{r<ri+e}
2
2 |AL
+/ <|Y74P’ + ’ZW:sP
S.n{r<R}

/ V.5 dQdr
Son{r<ri+e}

for any € > 0, where we used the modified Maxwell equations in the last inequality. We remark that the
equations do not allow to estimate the second term in the last inequality in terms of the degenerate-at-H*
energy norm E![ra](7).

sup | f(r,7)[* < [f(mrp)]” +
relry,R]

2
56 ‘f(7—7 T+)|2 +

+ |Wﬁ|2> dQdr
2

Se lf(rr)l” + +E'[r*a)(r) + E'[re](r)

Putting everything together, we obtain
2

2
/ 2| p%dQdr <, / pdQ| + / VspdQdr| +EMrlal(r) + Elra)(r).
S.n{r<R} Sf_,r+ Son{r<ry+e}
By combining with the previous step and with Lemma 6.6, we conclude the proof of the proposition. O

6.2 Control over higher order fluxes

Control over first (and higher) order energy fluxes of the modified middle Maxwell components p and &
can be immediately read off from the modified Maxwell equations (3.32)—(3.37).

Proposition 6.10. Fiz M > 0 and let J > 0. Then, there exists a uniform constant C = C(M,J) > 0
such that, for any |a| < M and any solution

S = (a[&],a[&], p[6],7[&])
to the modified Mazwell equations (3.32)—(3.37), the energy estimates
&/ [ple]] () + &7 [5[6]](7) < € (E"<U1) [2ae]] (r) + B0 [ral@]) (7)) |
E' [ple])(r) + E' [gle))(r) < ¢ (™ [2al&]) (1) + B [rale]) ()
hold for all T € R.

6.3 Proof of Theorem 6.1
By combining the results of Sections 6.1-6.2, one obtains:

Proof of Theorem 6.1. By the modified Maxwell equations (3.32)—(3.33), we have

T4 +e€ 2 T4 +€ 2
/ V.pd0dr| + / V.5 ddr
T+ 872.’7. T+ Sg—,r

T4 +€ o
< / / (IVel? +|af) ddr < B fre(r).
’I‘+ S2

T,
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where the implicit constants are independent of €. By combining the above inequality with Propositions 6.9
and 6.10, we conclude the proof of the theorem. O

We recall that the reader interested only in the analysis for the full sub-extremal |a| < M case can now
skip ahead to Section 7. The reader interested also in the nearly extremal (Ja| ~ M) and exactly extremal
(la| = M) cases should continue to the next sections.

6.4 Proof of Theorem 6.2

The aim of this section is to prove Theorem 6.2 by combining Propositions 6.9 and 6.10. This requires
one to control the first two terms on the right hand side of the estimates in Proposition 6.9 in terms of
degenerate-at-H™ energy norms of the extremal Maxwell components o and a.

To this end, we recall the notation introduced in Sections 3.2 and 4.1 and the quantities
v =546
and

T +1] :AOC[Jrl] _ —LE(X eas_|_ieas
0 \/5 ( 1 2 )7

=vVr2+a2A ol = fE(T +a®) 2 —ied),

2 2
+a
ot — r
A

ei (¢ ).
ol = (12 4 a?)es (o))
We will also employ the scalar function

A
w(r) = m )

It will be useful to keep in mind Lemma 3.2 and Remark 3.4 (see also Appendix A.4) throughout this section.

The core of the section is to derive a suitable estimate for the quantity

Ty+e€ 2
/ W3ﬁd9d’r
Ty sz,

with € > 0 to be fixed.

T4 +e

2
- v dQdr (6.12)

T4 +e€
/ Wg 5’ dQdr
Ty S

S2

6.4.1 Warm-up: from Schwarzschild to extremal Reissner—Nordstrom

To illustrate our approach, we first consider the Schwarzschild |a| = 0 case. The following proposition
and its proof will serve as a guide for the more intricate calculations in the |a| # 0 case.

Proposition 6.11 (An identity on Schwarzschild). Fiz M > 0 and let |a| = 0. For L > |s|, let
SPloe) = > ShLO)em?
max{|m|,|s|}<L

be the s spin-weighted spherical harmonics, which form a complete orthonormal basis of L*(sin 0df), see for
instance [SRT23, Section 3.1.2] for a rigorous definition. Then, by writing

o= /Szv[olsf]dﬁ, L>0, ol .= /S ol-Usga L >1

9

we have the pointwise identity

exs (@) . (6.13)
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Proof. We divide the proof into three steps.

Step 1: an identity from the Teukolsky equation. From the spin —1 Teukolsky equation (3.27), using (4.1),
we deduce the constraint identity

(B = (4 0,

where ZA[*” is the (—1)-spin-weighted Laplacian. See already Lemma 6.12 below for an explicit formula
and more detail regarding the derivation of this identity.

Step 2: inverting an angular operator. The spin-weighted spherical harmonics are eigenfunctions for the
angular operator 4A[_1] +1, and

(4177 +1) sE6.0) = Lz + 1S, 60,0).

. —1
Since L > 1, we have L(L + 1) > 2, and hence we can define the inverse operator (4&[_1] + 1) on
L?(sin 0df). Indeed, we can explicitly write

(A1) 80.0) = ot

ms[{u (0,9).

Step 3: an identity from the Mazwell equations. From the Maxwell equation (3.43), we have

i 1]
(69 + Sin98¢ + cot 9) by .

as ., [0] _
e vl =

1
V212
Conclusion. By combining the previous steps, we have

1 i o
as. [0] _ [-1] —1 as(g[—1]
e vl = o (89 + sin98¢ + cot 0> (AT 4+ 1) eyt ().

The conclusion follows by a computation, and using the orthogonality of the spin-weighted spherical har-
monics. It will be useful to use the identity

- (39 + gl T cot 9) S,10,0) = VLIL+1)5(0,0), L>1,

as the differential operator on the left hand side is the spin-raising operator. O

Proposition 6.11 does not exploit the sub-extremality, or positive surface gravity, of the Schwarzschild
solution. In fact, the pointwise identity (6.13) continues to hold if one replaces the Schwarzschild solution
(M, go,ar) with any Reissner-Nordstrom solution (M, ge ar) with |e] < M. Indeed, the identities

1 i ==
as (,,[0]\ _ [—1]
e (L) = o (89 + 50 + cot 0) o

b o _ 1 gl
(- 53%) " = 7

still hold for the Maxwell equations on Reissner-Nordstrom spacetimes, where one can check that equations
(3.40)—(3.43) hold on Reissner-Nordstrém after replacing A with 72 —2Mr + €2 and then setting |a| = 0 (see
[Cha83, Chapter 44, eq. (200)—(203)]). For |e|] = M, We remark that the relation e§® (U[LO]) ~p L €5 (<I>[L_1])
for L > 1 implies that v[% inherits the dynamics of the transversal derivatives of ®[~1) along H*, and in
particular the conservation laws for transversal derivatives of ®[= which can be derived for example by
adapting [Ape23, Section 6]. This would provide information on the nature of the Maxwell horizon hair

formed in the evolution of the Maxwell equations on extremal Reissner-Nordstrom spacetimes!?.

12We again emphasize that the evolution problem for the Maxwell equations on extremal Reissner-Nordstrém black holes is
distinct from the evolution problem for the (linearised) Einstein—Maxwell system around extremal Reissner—Nordstrém. It is
the latter (not the former) which is the object of study in [Ape23].
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6.4.2 Three key lemmas

We now consider the |a| # 0 case. The aim of the section is to generalise the three steps in the proof of
Proposition 6.11 to the full |a| < M range. First, we use the spin —1 Teukolsky equation (3.27) to deduce

a useful identity for ®[~1 and &)E_l]. In the remainder of the section, we adopt the notation f/ = ﬁ% f
for any scalar function f.

Lemma 6.12. Fiz M > 0 and let |a| < M. For oY gnd cf)gfl] as above, we have the pointwise identity

prop = el
1 9 . o Yefs a Aef? w’ , 1
——|a%sin?0 - Z v Z 6)| @l
+ 72 4+ q? [a St (4(7"2 +a?) r?+a? + 2(r2 4+ a?) 4w +al(Z +icost)

1 . s A a aXx . s A ~[—1
+ <4a2 sin? fed (1"2 > 35) + = +a2ze§s +2acos€e§> (7’2+a2 E ])

a’rsin? 6 (r*+a®) ] z-1
—l—aw[a— 7 a2 Z + 7 Z} 0
a? r?—r% a®sin? 0 r? —r2 o
z o — 1———* 7)| z¢IY 14
Mry 2 + a2 { + 8008 OMr, < 2(r?2 4+ a?) )] bo (6.14)

where, letting ZA[_ I denote the —1 spin-weighted spherical Laplacian

=1 . 1 g 0 1 72 _9i(_1 COSHZ 102 ot .
A <sm939> ey i(=1) 52 + (1) cot?, (6.15)

we write 4&51] for the related operator

AP A (1 Grg) 2y
H ]\473r 4M7"+

MZ (ry +iacos0) Z. (6.16)
Remark 6.13. We note that, schematically, identity (6.14) has the form
BB el

where the ellipses represent either terms in which (H;l] and its (e3°, €3°, e3%)-derivatives are multiplied by
functions of (r,0) which, if |a| = M, vanish at least linearly as r — 7, or terms proportional to ®!~'I and
its ((r? + a?) "1 Aeds, e85, e2%)-derivatives.

Proof of Lemma 6.12. As a preliminary step, we rewrite T-derivatives of d)([)_l] in terms of the vector fields
e§® and e%®, or, to make contact with [SRT23], in terms of L and L (recall definition (2.14)). Making use of
(4.1), we have

-y _ (L+L  a 1 _ -1 =
T —( 5 T >d>0 <2L T2+a2 )d) 2 wd! =Y, (6.17)

We can repeat this calculation to obtain a formula for T2-derivatives as follows

_ 1
25 LTd)[ U ZT 5 iwm[*”

2+2

1 a 1 _ 1 L+L a
—(p-—% 7 -1 — Zol) + 2 -2 7)Y
(2 2 +a? )( Loy T3 r2+ I A 2 +a?

= L5 4 | (wLel ) —wal ) - m Z (Lo + rwel ™)

CL2

aw aw
" el 722 Lol _ 27  zel-1
202 + a?) T Ty b5+ 4w( +L) 202 + a?)
1 aw a?
= ~wLol - zoll g 272l
1" r2 + a? * (r2 +a?)?
awr [-1]

1 1 1 -
+ §wL<I>[_1] - Zu/(l)[_l] + 1@% -

a 1]
o ZLldy - (6.18)

r24q2° 70
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We now consider the spin —1 Teukolsky equation (3.27). From (4.1), we deduce that it can be written as
the constraint equation, cf. [SRT23, Equation (3.19)],

2ar

Lol = —(A T+ el - 2 + a2 2o+ a*wof Y, (6.19)
where, following [SRT23, Equation (3.13)], we have defined
A = A0 62 5in® 0TT — 2aTZ — 2ia cos OT. (6.20)

Using the computations in (6.17)-(6.18), we obtain that the angular operator (6.20) acts on d)([)_l] via

AFpll KUl
— (a®sin® 0T T + 24T Z + 2ia cos eT) by

1 w’
=w |a®sin®6 | L — _ v ; 1]
w{a sin 9<4L r2+ Z+2L 4w)+a(Z+lcos¢9)}<I>
2a? a? o ] 1)
S r2+4a? [(1_ msm 9) Z+zcos9} Zdyg

1 s _ 3 o 29 B
+ <4a sin HL—I— Ca Z+za0059> Ld){) 1] _% E) 1

We can plug the above into (6.19) to obtain

a /

1 1 1
easpl-1l = - [aQ sin 0 (4L - ——Z+-L— “’) + a(Z + icos 9)] Pl

72 4+ 2 2= 4w
;2
~71_1 arsin® 0 ~1_1
) |1 S 2] 0l

1 : as az as N as
+ (4@2 sin? fed L + mZe3 + ta cos fel ) (r2 py

2 2 :
Ay 2a B a 9 2 2a(r+iacosf) | +-1
[% toa <1 207 1 ) sin 9) Z°+ BRI AR,

Finally, we add and subtract the last line with the differential operator evaluated at r = r.. O

Second, we show that the operator on the left hand side of (6.14) is invertible for the full |a| < M range.

Lemma 6.14. Fixz M > 0 and let |a| < M. Then, the operator 4&5”: L2(dY) — L*(dQ) is invertible and
its norm is bounded in terms of an explicitly computable constant that depends only on M.

Proof. The proof is similar to the proof of the analogous statement for the spin-weighted Laplac1an 4A[ sl
see e.g. [SRT23, Section 3.1.2]. We apply Sturm-Liouville theory to deduce that the operator 4AH admits
a countable family of eigenfunctions of the form eime” Sr[nzl] (6), normalized to have unit L?(df2)-norm, with

1]

corresponding (complex) eigenvalues 5\[74 , with £ € Z>ax{|m|,1} being our choice of parameter to index

the family. To show the desired invertibility, it is enough to show that |)\ | is bounded below uniformly
in (m,¢) and with respect to the black hole parameters.

For m = 0 or |a|] = 0, we have ;\([)21] =/{({+1) >2>0and S[ 4 (0) = S[[)Zl] (0) are the usual spin-weighted
spherical harmonics. For |a| # 0 and m # 0, we have

ReAl ) = / (10552 + V2% |Z[2) sin 06,
0

iR

where = = cg’gj] (6) for some constant ¢ chosen so that the normalization condition [ Z|?sinfdf = 1
holds, and where

- (mcosf®—1)2 1 o a? a? 1., 9
ang _ \/PVPRY T ) © _ _ _Z
Ve g + 1 Sin Om - mcosf + |1 - 1 7 sin 0)m

We divide the analysis into three cases:
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o Case |m| > 3: We have

—1)2 2
Vang(9) > inf (WCOSM + %sin2 Om? — Z\; mcos 9)

6€(0,m) sin? § T4
. (meosf—1)2 1 ., o a2 1
= f —_—+ - Om* — 0)>=
oe(lonw/z) ( sin? 0 + g Mry Imlcosd | = 2
and hence Re)\ > 5> 0.
o Case |m|=1,2 and |a| > $M: We have |Im5\£;€1]| > 1
o Case |m| =1,2 and |a| < $M: We obtain
~ ~ 2a? 1
Vang inf Vang 0) = Vang 0)=1-— >
(0) = 96(0;?‘m| 1 () 0) Mr, =2’
VinE(6) > inf ;;ng(a) = inf Vi8(0) > 2
9€(0,m), \m| 2,lal< 0€(0,7/2),la|=3 M

by an explicit computation, and thus Re )\[ 1] 2 > 0.

We deduce that, for all m € Z, £ € Z>max{|m|,1} and a € [0, M], we have the uniform bound |)\ | >1 5 > 0.
This concludes the proof. O

As the third, and final step, we use the Maxwell equation (3.43) to derive a useful identity relating vl
with g and @11,

Lemma 6.15. Fiz M > 0 and let |a| < M. For v, &= and cf)g_l] as above, we have the pointwise
identity

6?’31)[0] _ # [~ ”d) w =1
8 2(r2 + a?) 0 2\/5(7“2 + a2)3/2
tasin K s A L ark 1% — (7" ) [ 1]
_mh T Deas (T R 6.21
- 2(r2 + a?) [263 (T2 Fa2% ) o e a2 Zés " H(T+) o2

where we have introduced the notation

o [-1] iX(ry) iasin 0
= Z — .
WH (69 + 2Mr, sin6 K(ry) +cotd

Remark 6.16. We note that, schematically, identity (6.21) has the form
1
o[~ ]d)o

K

= T

where the ellipses represent either terms in which (I)([)_l] and its (e8®, €8®, e5®)-derivatives are multiplied by
functions of (r,0) which, if |a| = M, vanish at least linearly as r — 7, or terms proportional to ®[~1],

Proof of Lemma 6.15. We recall identity (6.17) and the notation from the proof of Lemma 6.12. By using
the spin-weighted Maxwell equation (3.43), we obtain

2 . N/ )
[0 — r ! asi VT az -]
Lv Va0 1 ) <89 + sinQZ + da sin T + cot 0> ( - g
B K (6 N 2 P ia sin 0 +cot 9> cb[,l] N ia sin Ok <Ld>[71] N wq)[_l])
2(r2 +a?) " (24 a?)sing K 0 2,207 +a?) \" " -

To conclude, we simply compare the operator acting on the first term on the right hand side with Wg_? 1]. O
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6.4.3 Combining the key lemmas

We now combine the three key lemmas of Section 6.4.2 to estimate the quantity (6.12), thus extending
Proposition 6.11 to the full |a| < M range.

Proposition 6.17. Fix M > 0 and let0 < e < %M. Then, there exists a uniform constant C = C(M,e) > 0
such that, for any |a| < M, the estimate

2
T4 +€
o)) CK(ry) gl y
Sl drdQ — AL dQ
5 T
<c / 0l 2drd0 + / xbL I 2dran | (6.22)
Z Son{r<ri+e} Z Son{r<ri+e} 0

xefX X vy xe{Xo,Xo Vi)

holds, where (4&521])71 and Y%;l] are defined above in Lemmas 6.14 and 6.15 respectively and Xo, X1 denote
the collections of vector fields

Xy ={Aed, €8, 2,1},
= {A2 (e5° ) ; Aef® ,(T—T+)2Z2,(T—T+)Z, (r—M)}.

Proof. Throughout the proof, we assume r < 9M /4. In view of Lemma 6.14, we let (4&51])71: L2(dY) —
L?(dQ) be the inverse of the differential operator 4&5 Y. From Lemma 6.12, we readily derive the identity

Tl as( x[— -1 7
= e (o
1 1
( Lrll]) [a sin? @ (4 ® 74 L ) —i—a(Z—i—zcose)] —1]

r2 4+ g2 r2 4+ g2 4w

o r_qv—1 (1 ; )Y ;
+ ( g_[l]) 1<4azsin29625L+ ﬂcliazZegbﬁﬁacosﬂe >< —|—a2 H)

2. i 2
s [=1]y—1 a*rsin® 6 (r? +a)
+aw(py ) [a— a2 Z+ U d)o
a? =71 L]y —1 a?sin? 6 r? —r? ~11
Z +icos) — 1- 7| Z2d5 M. 6.23
+Mr+r2+a2( ) [( +icosf) 2Mry ( 2(r? 4 a?) )} o (6:23)
By combining the identities (6.21) and (6.23), we obtain
easU[O] — B K H[—1] ¢ & [—1] 71(1)[—1]
e
ak isinf __ 2 [=1] /5 [—1]y—1 ) 1 a 1 w’
-4y ( ) asin®@ ( ~L - ———Z+ -L— —
+ \/§(r2+a2)3/2{ 2 H H 4 r2 4 g2 2= 4w
+(Z +icosf) — (a—&-wﬁcos&)] } ol
aK ising .o S -1], 3 =1\ —1 (1 b
s 4y —asin® fed bL—i— Ze
ez s I (G =

an(r —r.) {isine[a(r+r+)z+ Mr, ]

. as A T [—1]
+ i cos e )} <r2 +a2¢0
_l’_
Mri\/2(r? + a?)

a(r +74) Gl-1) 5 -1y -1 gy Gsin?0 (ot i1
+ Y (4&7{ ) (Z +icosf) N 1 2(r2+a2)Z Z ¢ b

r2 4+ a?
2. i 2 2., 2
aKkw S (-1 s[—1\—1[  a’rsin 9Z (r —|—a)Z 1] 6.94
- 2(r2+a2)vﬂ (#57) {a Zra M o (6:24)
where we used the commutation relations [e3®, i 51])71] =0 = [ef ,WH ] holding for r» < 9M/4 (see

Section 2.1.1). By integrating identity (6.24) over SZ-spheres and over the interval r € [ry,ry + €], we
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deduce that, for e < M/4, we have
r4+e 2
vl drdQ — MV (ﬁ[ 1]) Lol-140

82 S2 \/4M7’+

< M 3 / A2|egsae¢>[—”|2 + legxel U2 + [ Zx0l12) | drdo
XG{W i) poj ﬁ{r<r++e}

|a| Z / [AALI( as) xd)([) 1]‘ +A2| gsx(b([) 1]| }d?‘dQ
}:e{v id} Son{r<ri+e}
a == ~_
+ % > [(r —r)NZ222O 2 4 (r = r )2 220 ”ﬂ drdQ
XG{Y} id} Son{r<ri+e}
+ o / KM' +(r— M)Q) EX M(r - M)2|3€&>([)‘1]|2] drdQ,
SN{r<ri+e} M M
XE{W id}

as claimed. In the estimates, the implicit constants depend on the norm of the inverse operator (4&5 1])7
obtained in Lemma 6.14. O

We now return to our original tensorial notation to control the first two terms on the right hand side
of the estimates in Proposition 6.9 in terms of degenerate-at-H* energy norms of the extremal Maxwell
components a and a and conclude the proof of Theorem 6.2.

Proof of Theorem 6.2. We combine Propositions 6.9 and 6.10 with Proposition 6.17. By appealing to the
isomorphism of Lemma 3.2, one can express Proposition 6.17 in our original tensorial notation. O

6.5 Horizon conservation laws in the |a| = M case

In the extremal |a| = M case, Lemmas 6.12 and 6.15 allow one to derive conservation laws for the middle
Maxwell components along the event horizon (i.e. at r = r, = |a| = M).

We consider an axisymmetric Teukolsky field oc[’l] i.e. such that Zal= = 0, and introduce the notation

Ll /
Yo \/ 47 sz,

b1 = / oisi-Naa, el = / oFug a0, L1,
S2 ’ S 5
20

2
T T

where S}Z (0 ,gﬁ*) denote the s-spin-weighted spherical harmonics already introduced in Proposition 6.11.
From identity (6. 21), we have

1 2iasin 0 ) = (M cos@ —ia)sinf __
ol ey _ [-1] [—1]
( ) 2M <80 M —iacosf ot 0> ((M i cos 0) g ) + 8M? @
along H ', which yields
as (10 1 1] _ gl-1] (VI6+1) -
€3 (vo) 4\ﬁM< Voo — @, )+M NG 4301
(2L +1) (2L +1) -1
2 AL(L +1 d’“ Z AL(L +1 )‘b 0L (6.25)

Le2N M &Fa
On the other hand, from identity (6.14), we have

iacosf iy

(@[_1] + 1) (13([)71} = —ef® <<I>[_1]> + 1i6 sin? (1 + cos? 0)ey’ (@[_1]> + 512 ol

along H*, from which we obtain

T _ as 1 (1] 1 as (gl-1]
bo = —¢3 <L(L+1)(I)L )+40L(L+1)e4 ((I)L ) (6.26)
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1 2L+1)(2L" +1 ! ! s _
+*Z\/( +1) ( +){\@<L L 4><L L 4)625(@[”1])
2 A= L(L+1) 105\0 0 0/\-1 +1 0
1 /L L 2 L L' 2\ .(xl-1]
1 (0 0 0) (—1 +1 0) e (ok")
_da (L L1 L L' 1 o1
M2\0 0 0)\-1 +1 0/ F
for any L € N, where we used the standard notation
o J2 s
—s1 —S3 —S3

to denote the so-called 3j-symbol. Inserting (6.26) into (6.25), we deduce that the evolution of the spherical
mean of v along the event horizon is completely determined by ®{=1 in an explicitly computable fashion.

These formulas allow one to prove conservation laws (and thus, non-decay) for transversal derivatives of
vg)] along H™' provided transversal derivatives of &)E_Ll] and <I>[L_1] themselves satisfy suitable conservation

laws. Indeed, work [LR12] obtains conservation laws for c])([fll] and <I>[171]; it is expected, see e.g. [AAG20],

that conservation laws for &D([lel] and <I>[171] with L > 2 can also be derived.

7 Analysis of the extremal Maxwell components

In this section, we state energy boundedness and decay for the extremal Maxwell components.

7.1 The |a| < M case after [SRT23]

Works [SRT20, SRT23] obtain energy boundedness and decay for general solutions to the Teukolsky
equations (3.27). Using Lemma 3.2, one can translate those statements into energy boundedness and decay
for the extremal Maxwell components.

Theorem 7.1 ([SRT20, SRT23]). Fiz M >0 and ag € [0, M). Let J > 1, p € [0,2) and n € (0,1). Then,
there exists a uniform constant C = C(ag, M, J,p,n) > 0 such that, for any |a| < ag and any solution

S = (a[8],a[6], p[6], 5[6))

to the modified Mazwell equations (3.32)(3.37) arising from seed initial data prescribed on X, the following
energy estimates hold.

e Non-degenerate energy boundedness: we have

for all T > 0.
e Non-degenerate energy decay: we have

B [r2al6]](r) < ———

for all T > 0.

e Energy decay at the event horizon: we have

IN

Eiﬁ [rQa[GH (1,00)

E;-ﬁ [TQ[GH (r,00) < ———

for all T > 0.
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Remark 7.2. The proof of Theorem 7.1 in [SRT20, SRT23] makes use of the spin-weighted version of the
Teukolsky equation (3.27), rather than the tensorial version of Proposition 3.1, in the analysis. We direct
the reader to [SRT23, Theorem 5.1] for (energy) boundedness estimates and [SRT23, Corollary 5.2 and
Theorem 9.3] for (energy) decay estimates in the spin-weighted notation, and to Section 4.1.1 for a quick
summary of how to translate between the tensorial and spin-weighted notations.

7.2 The |a| ® M case: a conjectural statement for bounded azimuthal number

In Theorem 7.1, we have C(ag) — oo as ag — M, and thus the energy boundedness and decay statements
for the extremal Maxwell components break down towards extremality. As already noted in Section 5, it is
nonetheless expected that boundedness and (weaker) decay for the extremal Maxwell components still hold
in the nearly extremal |a| = M case. The formulation of this expectation is the content of Conjecture 5.6.
In this section, we shall review recent literature concerning scalar fields on Kerr spacetimes in the (nearly)
extremal case and comment on the results motivating the formulation of Conjecture 5.6.

A simpler toy problem for understanding the Teukolsky equation (3.27) is the scalar wave equation. The
first results on the behavior of scalar waves on extremal black holes are due to Aretakis. They showed that
there are conservation laws for certain transverse derivatives of axisymmetric scalar field along H* [Arel5]
but that, though these conservation laws may lead to a slower decay rate for the axisymmetric scalar field
itself, it does decay [Arel2]. Indeed, for initial data compactly supported away from r = r, axisymmetric
scalar waves are expected to decay at a rate (14 7)~2 along H* and faster (on constant r hypersurfaces)
away from it [AAG20, CGZ16].

Outside of axisymmetry, Casals, Gralla and Zimmerman [CGZ16] used a heuristic argument (based on
the assumption that the worse behavior is related to the so-called superradiant threshold, cf. Remark 5.8
above) to compute the expected sharp decay rates for scalar fields supported on a fixed, but not necessarily
zero, azimuthal mode m. They found that, even with compactly initial data supported away from r = r, the
leading order trace of the scalar field on H* at late-times had a significantly slower decay rate, (14 7)~1/2,
if m # 0. Very recently, these heuristics were made rigorous in a remarkable work of Gajic [Gaj23], which
not only confirms that (1 + T)’l/ 2 is the fastest decay one can hope for along H* for general scalar fields
on extremal Kerr but moreover obtains'® a precise, explicit, pointwise form for the late-time leading order
contribution to the scalar field along H*.

In two follow-up works [GZ18, CZ19], Casals, Gralla and Zimmerman extended their analysis to the
Teukolsky equation (3.27). They found that, along H*, one has a ~ (1 +7)7%/2 but a ~ (1 + 7)'/2, i.e.
growth for a! Their work again suggests an explicit form for the late-time, near-horizon, «*': for instance,
using Lemma 3.2 to convert to tensorial notation, they propose

(r—M)ya~1+7)7%, (r—MYa~@0+7)"%, (r—MP>*Via~1, Viat+oda~(1+7)77,

for initial data supported on a fixed azimuthal mode and compactly supported away from horizon. Note
that these rates are consistent with the boundedness and decay estimates in Conjecture 5.6. In view of the
previous paragraph, it seems likely that these claims, and thus Conjecture 5.6, can be made rigorous by
following the techniques introduced by [Gaj23].

Remark 7.3. As discussed above, most of the literature on extremal Kerr, |a| = M, or nearly extremal
Kerr |a| & M, deals with the case of solutions to the fixed azimuthal mode, m, solutions to the Teukolsky
and scalar wave equations. Understanding how to deal with the limit m — oo, and thus with general initial
data, is a major open problem already for scalar wave equations. Therefore, we purposely exclude this
regime from Conjecture 5.6.

8 Proof of the main theorems

In this section, we combine the analysis of the middle Maxwell components of Section 6 with that of the
extremal Maxwell components of Section 7 to prove the two main theorems of the paper.

13Strictly speaking, this is conditional on global, qualitative integrability assumptions for the scalar field, see [Gaj23, Remark
1.1].
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Proof of Theorem 5.1. In view of Theorem 7.1, both the qualitative assumption for o and the quantitative

assumption for e in Theorem 6.1 hold true, where one identifies D[r?a](0) = ngn[TZa](O) and po, =1—1.

Combining Theorem 7.1 with Theorem 6.1 yields the conclusion. O

Proof of Theorem 5.9. In view of Conjecture 5.6, both the qualitative assumption for a and the quantita-
tive assumption for a in Theorem 6.2 hold true. Combining Conjecture 5.6 with Theorem 6.2 yields the
conclusion. O

A Further equations and identities from the Maxwell system

In this appendix, we derive several identities which are used in the paper. The identities are derived
starting from the Maxwell equations.

For later convenience, we recall the commutation identities

. as . 1
[e5°, %) = MZel — x* Ll = MZef — 5 trxely - *(;f NEa"es (A1)
1
[e%, €] = MZey — X e + (n+m)ach” = Miey — 5 trxely — *(¢ X)Ea e + (n+maei®,  (A2)

which are obtained by specialising the general commutation formulae of [Ben25, Section 4.6] under the
identification of (M, g) with the Kerr exterior manifold (M, g) and ® ar with the algebraically special hor-
izontal distribution ® x;_ (see, in particular, [Ben25, Equations (74)—(75)]). We also recall the commutation
identities

[Vs,d/fV]cz—%trxdivw S(# - x) el = (F - x)n A,
[V, cyrl]s = —%trxcy{rlg - 5(;{ x)dive

for any ® . one-form ¢ (see [Ben25, Equation (142)]).

A.1 The tensorial Teukolsky—Starobinsky identities

In the following proposition, we show that the extremal Maxwell components & and a are related by
differential identities akin to the Weyl identities for linearized gravity, see e.g. [SO97], or the Teukolsky—
Starobinsky identities [SC74, TP74] in the spin-weighted formalism.

Proposition A.1 (Teukolsky—Starobinsky). For any solution to the Mazwell equations (3.13)—(3.18), the
identities

(Vg+1trx+ (#-x) )[ <V3+;trx+ (#-x) ) }
= —(V +2n) diva — *(V + 2n) ailrl a,
(W4+1trx+ (#-x) )[ (V4+w+;trx+ #-X) ) }
— (V +2n) div(Zer) — * (V + 2n) cirl(Zex)

(A.3)

hold.

Proof. We start by taking a Ys-derivative of equation (3.23). By using the commutation identity (A.1), we
compute

Vi [E(Vsa +Xﬁ2 o))
=Y+ n-—nVs3(Zp) + (Y + n—n)V3(Zo) + [V3,. V](Ep) + [V3, " V](Z0o)
+ V3(n—n)(Zp) + V3('n—*n) (o)

=Y+ n-n) [-div(Za) + (n+n,2a)] +*(V + 1 —1n) [-cltl(Za) + (n+ 1) A ()]
—["V(#-x) - Vstn—n) +* ( (- x)] (Ep) + [V )+ Vs(n—"n)+ -0 x] (Zo)
+[Vs, YI(Zp) + V3, VI(Ea) — (¢ 1) [V (Ep) +*V(20)]

=Y+ n—n) [-dv(Za) + (n +1, Ea)] +5 (Y + n—n) [-alrl(Za) + (n+ 1) A (Ea)]
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¢ 0T (Vaat X @)~ 5 xS (Vaat 1 @),
where we also applied the geometric identities of Section 2.2.4. We thus obtain
(773 + %UX-F ;(;f “X) *) [E (Wg + %tr&—i— %(¢ “X) *) a}
=(V+n—n) [-div(Sa) + (1 +n,Z)] +*(V + n—n) [~ clil(Se) + (0 + 1) A (Za)] .
To conclude the proof of (A.3), we note
—div(Za) + (n+n,3a) = -Xdiva, —altl(Za) + (n+n) A (Za) = —Safrla,
(V+n-n)(Ea) =%V +n-na+¥(Ea) =3V +2)a.

To derive the identity (A.4), we take a Y 4-derivative of equation (3.24). By using the commutation identity
(A.2) and the geometric identities of Section 2.2.4, we obtain

Vi [S(Yia+x"2 - a+da)]
= —(V+2)V4(Ep) +*(V + 2)V4(E0) = ([V4, V] = (0 + 1) V4) (Ep)
+ (V0. * Y] = *(n+n)Va) (Be) + Yaln — n)(Ep) — YVa(*'n — *n)(So)
= —(V +2n)V, div(Ze) — *(V + 21) cirl(Zex)
+ [V(#-x) = Valn="n) +2(¢-x)n] (Ep) + V(- x) + Valn —n) +2(¢ - )] (o)
— (V& Y] =+ n)Va) (o) + ([Va, VI ="+ 0)V4) (Bo) = (¢ - )" [-V(Ep) + "V (Zo)]
= —(V 42V, div(Za) = *(V + 21) crl(Zar)

3 1
=5 0N (Yaa+x™ - a+oa) - S rxS(Yia+x* - a+oa),
from which the identity (A.4) follows. O

A.2 The tensorial Teukolsky equations

In Proposition 3.1, we stated that, for any solution to the Maxwell equations, the extremal Maxwell
components « and « each satisfy a decoupled wave equation akin to the spin-weighted Teukolsky equations

(3.27) [Teu73]. In this section, we prove Proposition 3.1, i.e. we derive the tensorial Teukolsky equations
(3.25)(3.26).

Proof of Proposition 3.1. By using the Maxwell equations (3.13)—(3.18) and the geometric identities of Sec-
tion 2.2.4, we compute

Vi(Vio+ Xﬁz )
= V4, Ylp+* Vi, Yio + (Y +20)Vap + *(V + 20) V40 + 2V np + 2V, (") o
= (Y+3n+0)Vap+*(V +3n+n0)Vs0 +2V4mp + 2V 4("n)o
+ {[%7?7] —(n +ﬂ)V4}p+*{[W4,Y7} - (77+Q)Y74}U
= (Y +3n+n)(dva+ (n+n) a)=*(V+3n+n)(chla+ (n+n)Aa)
+ 2Van = (Y +3n+n)tex +*(V+3n+n0)(#-x)] p

+ [2V4(n) = (Y +3n+n)trx — (Y +3n+n)(¢-x)] o — % Btrx —(¢-x)]1 (Vp+*Yo)

=(Y+3n+n)(diva+(n+n) - -a)=*(V+3n+n)(ahla+ (n+n)Aa)
— gtrx— %(¢x)* (Yp+*Vo +2np+ 2" no)

and
Vs(Via+x*2 - a+da)

=—[V3.Ylp+ V3 Vo — (Y +20)Vsp + *(V +20)V30 — 2V 3np + 2V;3("n)o
= (Y +2n)diva —*(V +2n) cbrla — % [Btrx = (¢-x)] (-Yp+ Vo)
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+[2Van+ (Y +2p)trx = (V+20)(# - )] p+ [2V3(n) = (Y +2n) trx — (V+20)(¢ - )] o

{19091+ G x+ ¢ 0O fo+ {190V + S lrx + (- 0))V o

= (Y +2n)diva —*(Y + 2n) cirla — B tryx — ;(ilX)*] (-Vp+*Vo —2np+2'n0) .

To conclude the proof, we note
diva+ (n+ 7, Q) = »! div(Za) , efrla + (n + nAa= »! afrl(Ca) ,
(V+3n+n)E'a) =271V +3n+na - 27Y(Za) = 1Y + 2n)a

and similarly for a. O

A.3 The tensorial Fackerell-Ipser equations

Similarly to the extremal Maxwell components a and a, the middle Maxwell components p and o satisfy
(now coupled) wave equations.

Proposition A.2. For any solution to the Mazwell equations (3.13)—(3.18), the identities
[VaVu— 4= —n)- Y] (Zp) = —x (n® (Be)) = [(# X)V3 +"(n —n) - ¥ — 20¢] (Zo),
[VaVa—= L= (—n) V] (o) =xA(0& (Ze)) + [(£ - 0)Vs— “(n—1n)- ¥ — 206] (Ep)

hold. We recall the definition of o from Section 2.2.4.

Proof. We take a Y s-derivative of equation (3.22) and obtain

V3V 4(Xp) = [V3, div](Ze) + div V5 (Sa) — V3 ((ﬁf 'K)(EP))

= —% trxd/fv(Ea) + %(¢ “X) afrl(Xa) — (¢ - x)nN(Ba) + %d,fv (tera — (¢ ~K)*(Ea))

+div (Y(Ep) +*V(20)) + div (n — n)Ep+*(n —n)Se)
- W3(¢ X)(Ep) — (¢ 'X)W?,(ZU)

= (701 A () + 5(Viry) - (Sa) — SV (F-x) A (Sa)
+AEp) + (=) [V(Ep) = *V(Zo)] + (2ally — V(£ - x))(Eo) — (#- X)Vs(Xo)
=-x-(1® (Za)) + L(Ep) + (n—n) - [Y(Ep) ="V (20)] + 20630 — (¢ x)V3(X0).
Similarly, we have
V3Vi(Eo) = x A(n® (Ba)) + £(Xa) —*(n—n) - [V(Ep) = *V(20)] - 2065p + (¢ - X)V3(Ep),
which concludes the proof. O

It was shown by Fackerell and Ipser [FI72] that, in the Newman—Penrose formalism, the middle Maxwell
components satisfy a decoupled wave equation with a complex potential. By introducing v[% as defined in
(3.39), one obtains the following.

Proposition A.3 (Fackerell-Ipser equation). For any solution to the Mazwell equations (3.40)—(3.43), the
identity
2M

(r —iacosf)? (v =0 (A.5)

O (k™00 +

holds.

A.4 The Maxwell equations for transformed spin-weighted quantities

In light of the definitions (4.1)—(4.2) (originally introduced in [SRT20, SRT23]), it is convenient to recast
the Maxwell equations (3.40)—(3.43) as

_ ' 0)  [+1
5 [0] K ((I)[H] a(a + ir cos [+ ]> A
V2rm () = 72(7“2 ) + I bo ) (A.6)
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= gy Mlatircosd) i)
\/imm(v ) = 302 1 a) ((I) - do ’ (A.7)
. K2 V12 +a?
_~  ase,0)y - ™M G Vre4a? g A
72+ q2 (™) V302 + a?) (V2K + cot 6) ( - bo ) ; (A.8)

A as 0 HQ __ \/T2+a2 [—1]
m@B (’U[ ]) — m(\/ﬁﬁm‘i_cot 9) (/{ 0 , (Ag)

where m = %(e*{s + i€5®) for the choice of (3%, €5%) given in (2.13).
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