arXiv:1807.09883v2 [gr-qc] 10 Oct 2018

Canonical Energy and Hertz Potentials for Perturbations of Schwarzschild Spacetime

Kartik Prabhu^{1, ∗} and Robert M. Wald^{2, †} 1Cornell Laboratory for Accelerator-based Sciences and Education (CLASSE), Cornell University, Ithaca, NY 14853, USA 2Enrico Fermi Institute and Department of Physics, The University of Chicago, Chicago, IL 60637, USA

Abstract

Canonical energy is a valuable tool for analyzing the linear stability of black hole spacetimes; positivity of canonical energy for all perturbations implies mode stability, whereas the failure of positivity for any perturbation implies instability. Nevertheless, even in the case of 4-dimensional Schwarzschild spacetime — which is known to be stable — manifest positivity of the canonical energy is difficult to establish, due to the presence of constraints on the initial data as well as the gauge dependence of the canonical energy integrand. Consideration of perturbations generated by a Hertz potential would appear to be a promising way to improve this situation, since the constraints and gauge dependence are eliminated when the canonical energy is expressed in terms of the Hertz potential. We prove that the canonical energy of a metric perturbation of Schwarzschild that is generated by a Hertz potential is positive. We relate the energy quantity arising in the linear stability proof of Dafermos, Holzegel and Rodnianski (DHR) to the canonical energy of an associated metric perturbation generated by a Hertz potential. We also relate the Regge-Wheeler variable of DHR to the ordinary Regge-Wheeler and twist potential variables of the associated perturbation. Since the Hertz potential formalism can be generalized to a Kerr black hole, our results may be useful for the analysis of the linear stability of Kerr.

∗ kartikprabhu@cornell.edu † rmwa@uchicago.edu

CONTENTS

1. Introduction 2

2. Schwarzschild background spacetime in the Carter frame 5

3. Hertz potentials for gravitational perturbations 8 1. Teukolsky equation, adjoints, and Hertz potentials 8 2. Generation of metric perturbations by Hertz potentials 10

4. Positivity of the canonical energy for metric perturbations obtained from a hertz potential 17

5. Relationship of the energy in the DHR analysis to the canonical energy of an associated perturbation 23

6. Relation of the DHR variable to the Regge-Wheeler and twist potential variables of the associated perturbation 25

Acknowledgements 27

A. Electromagnetic perturbations on Schwarzschild background 27

References 31

1. INTRODUCTION

Determining the stability of black hole solutions to Einstein equation is a long-standing problem in general relativity. In the past few years, considerable progress has been made in the analysis of the stability of Schwarzschild and Kerr black holes. A complete proof of linear stability, including decay, of gravitational perturbations of a 4-dimensional Schwarzschild black hole has been given by Dafermos, Holzegel and Rodnianski (DHR) [1]. The method of [1] relied on finding a tensorial variable constructed out of the perturbed Weyl tensor satisfying a Regge-Wheeler-type equation for which boundedness and decay could be shown by adapting methods [2] used for scalar fields. The analysis of [1] was recently generalised to obtain decay results for perturbed Weyl tensor components for Kerr spacetimes [3–5]. Recently, the non-linear stability of Schwarzschild for perturbations with a hypersurface orthogonal axial Killing field was shown by Klainerman and Szeftel [6].

Nevertheless, the general stability problem remains open, and it is of interest to develop methods that may yield insights into the analysis of black hole stability. A general approach to analyze linear stability to axisymmetric^1 perturbations is given by the canonical energy method of Hollands and Wald [7]. Positivity of canonical energy immediately implies mode stability [7], whereas failure of positivity implies that there exist perturbations that grow exponentially in time [8]. However, the expression for the canonical energy of gravitational perturbations is quite complicated, and it is not straightforward to analyze its positivity even in spacetimes as simple as Schwarzschild.

To see the difficulty in analyzing positivity more explicitly, let Σ be a Cauchy surface for the black hole exterior that is invariant under the t-ϕ reflection isometry [9]. Let q_{ab} denote the perturbed induced metric on Σ and let p_{ab} denote the perturbed canonical momentum. The general expression for the canonical energy E in terms of (p_{ab}, q_{ab}) can be found in Eq. 86 of [7]; this expression occupies half of a journal page. However, this expression simplifies considerably in the case of a static black hole. We obtain,

E = K + U . (1.1)

Here the kinetic energy K is given by

K =^1_{16π} � Σ 2N � p_{ab}p^{ab} −^1_2 p^2 � (1.2)

where the natural background volume element is understood in the integration over Σ. The potential energy U is given by^2

U = −^1_{16π} � Σ N �_1

2 D_cq_{ab}D^cq^{ab} − D_cq_{ab}D^aq^{cb} −^3_2 D_aqD^aq + 2D^bqD^aq_{ab} � (1.3)

Note that Eq. 1.3 has an overall negative sign (as compared to the formulas found in [7, 8, 10]) because we work with a negative-definite spatial metric, since we will be using the Newman- Penrose (NP) and Geroch-Held-Penrose (GHP) formalisms, for which the (+, −, −, −) signature is standard. (This sign change of the spatial metric affects the sign of all terms with an odd total number of metric contractions.) The perturbed initial data (p_{ab}, q_{ab}) appearing in Eqs. 1.2 and 1.3 are not free but must satisfy the linearized constraint equations

D^ap_{ab} = 0 (1.4a) D^aD_aq − D^aD^bq_{ab} + R^{(3)}_{ab} q^{ab} = 0 (1.4b)

where R^{(3)}_{ab} the Ricci tensor on Σ.

We have previously shown that the kinetic energy is positive-definite, i.e., K ≥ 0 with equality only when p_{ab} is pure gauge (Theorem 1 [8]); indeed, this positivity result for kinetic energy can be generalized to the general, stationary-axisymmetric case. However, we have

1The restriction to axisymmetric perturbations applies only to rotating black holes. For a static black hole such as Schwarzschild, the axisymmetric restriction may be dropped.

2The manipulations needed to bring the potential energy expression into this form can be found in Sec. 6.1 of [10], where similar computations were performed with fluid matter. 3 not been able to directly establish the positivity of the potential energy U , Eq. 1.3, even for the Schwarzschild background.^3 The two main obstacles to showing positivity of U appear to be the following: (1) The variable q_{ab} is not free data but is subject to the linearized Hamiltonian constraint Eq. 1.4b. (2) Even though U is gauge-invariant, the integrand in Eq. 1.3 is not. Thus, it would seem that to show positivity of U one would need to utilize the constraint equations effectively and make a suitable choice of gauge (as was done for the proof of positivity of K in [8]). However, we have not, as yet, found a way to do this.

A promising strategy to prove positivity would be rewrite the canonical energy in terms of unconstrained variables. In 4-dimensions, for the case of algebraically special spacetimes such as Schwarzschild and Kerr, a possible choice of such variables are the Hertz-Bromowich- Debye-Whittaker-Penrose potentials (henceforth Hertz potentials) [11–14]. The Hertz potentials, which solve the Teukolsky equation [15], can be used to generate (complex) metric perturbations that solve the Einstein equation. The initial data corresponding to the Hertz potentials is unconstrained, and one could attempt to prove positivity of canonical energy for perturbations generated by a Hertz potential.^4

The main purpose of this paper is to show that for perturbations of Schwarzschild generated by a Hertz potential, the canonical energy is indeed positive. Since the Hertz potential formalism can be straightforwardly extended to Kerr spacetime, it is possible that the methods of this paper may be useful in the analysis of the linear stability of Kerr.

We begin by reviewing properties of the Schwarzschild spacetime in the Carter null frame in Sec. 2. In Sec. 3 we define the Hertz potentials and the metric perturbations generated by them, following [14]. We show (but do not provide a complete proof) that — apart from the trivial perturbations to other Kerr black holes — any perturbation of Schwarzschild of compact support can be arbitrarily well approximated in an L^2 norm by a perturbation obtained from a Hertz potential plus a gauge transformation. In Sec. 4 we show that on Schwarzchild spacetime, the canonical energy of perturbations generated by a Hertz potential is positive. In Sec. 5 we relate the energy quantity underlying the analysis of DHR [1] to the canonical energy of an associated perturbation generated by a Hertz potential. We relate the variable used by DHR [1] to the Regge-Wheeler and twist potential variables of the associated perturbation in Sec. 6. In Appendix A we carry out the analogous analysis for electromagnetic perturbations of Schwarzschild generated by Hertz potentials and compare to the work of [17–19].

We will work with the mostly negative signature (+, −, −, −) of the spacetime metric. We use the NP [20] and GHP [21] formalisms throughout following the notation of [21]. Otherwise, our conventions follow those of Wald [22]. In situations where the meaning is

3As will be discussed further in Sec. 4, using the hypersurface orthogonality of the axial Killing field of Schwarzschild, metric perturbations of Schwarzschild can be further decomposed into axial and polar parts. The axial part automatically satisfies the Hamiltonian constraint Eq. 1.4b, and it is not difficult to show that its contribution to the potential energy is positive. However, the polar part is subject to the constraint Eq. 1.4b, and we have not been able to directly establish its positivity.

4The suggestion of expressing canonical energy in terms of Hertz potentials was first made to us by Lars Andersson. A generalization of the Hertz potential formalism combined with the canonical energy method was used by [16] to give a criteria for instablilites of extremal black holes in higher dimensions. 4 clear, we will commonly omit writing the indices on a spacetime metric perturbation γ_{ab}, denoting it simply as γ.

2. SCHWARZSCHILD BACKGROUND SPACETIME IN THE CARTER FRAME

In any spacetime, consider a null frame (l^a, n^a, m^a, m^a) with l^an_a = −m^am_a = 1 and all other inner products vanishing. The metric can be written in terms of the tetrad as

g_{ab} = 2l_{(a}n_{b)} − 2m_{(a}m_{b)} (2.1)

We define the NP derivative operators (D, D^′, δ, δ^′) as [20]

D := l^a∇_a , D^′ := n^a∇_a δ := m^a∇_a , δ^′ := m^a∇_a

(2.2)

We recall the notion of GHP-weights of tensor fields: Any tensor field ξ_{a...}^{b...} associated to the choice of null frame is said to have a GHP-weight (p, q) if for any complex scalar λ, under the transformations

l^a → λλl^a , n^a → (λλ)^{−1}n^a , m^a → λ(λ)^{−1}m^a (2.3)

the tensor ξ_{a...}^{b...} transforms as ξ_{a...}^{b...} → λ^pλ^qξ_{a...}^{b...} (2.4) We will denote the GHP-weight of such tensors as ξ_{a...}^{b...} ⊜ (p, q). Note that

g_{ab} ⊜ (0, 0) , l^a ⊜ (1, 1) , n^a ⊜ (−1, −1) , m^a ⊜ (1, −1) , m^a ⊜ (−1, 1) (2.5)

For any GHP-weighted scalar ξ ⊜ (p, q) the GHP derivative operators (þ, þ^′, ð, ð^′) are defined by þ ξ := (D − pϵ − qϵ)ξ ⊜ (p + 1, q + 1) ð ξ := (δ − pβ + qβ^′)ξ ⊜ (p + 1, q − 1) þ^′ ξ := (D^′ + pϵ^′ + qϵ^′)ξ ⊜ (p − 1, q − 1) ð^′ ξ := (δ^′ + pβ^′ − qβ)ξ ⊜ (p − 1, q + 1)

(2.6)

where the various spin coefficients are as defined in [21].

In Schwarzschild coordinates the metric of the exterior of a Schwarzschild black hole of mass M is ds^2 = Δ r^2 dt^2 − r^2 Δ dr^2 − r^2 � dθ^2 + sin^2 θdϕ^2 � (2.7) with Δ := r(r − 2M). For the Schwarzschild metric Eq. 2.7 we will use the Carter frame [23]

l^a ≡^{1√}_{2r}

�_{r2√}

Δ ∂_t + √ Δ∂_r � , n^a ≡^{1√}_{2r}

�_{r2√}

Δ ∂_t − √ Δ∂_r � , m^a ≡^{1√}_{2r} � ∂_θ +^i_{sin θ} ∂_ϕ � (2.8)

and the corresponding coframe

l_a ≡^{1√}_{2r} �√ Δdt −^{r2√}_Δ dr � , n_a ≡^{1√}_{2r} �√ Δdt +^{r2√}_Δ dr � , m_a ≡ −^{1√}_2 r (dθ + i sin θdϕ) (2.9)

The non-vanishing spin coefficients in the Carter frame are

ρ = −ρ^′ = − √ Δ √ 2r^2

, β = β^′ = cot θ 2 √ 2r , ϵ = −ϵ^′ = M 2 √ 2Δr (2.10)

and the only non-vanishing curvature component is

Ψ_2 := −C_{abcd}l^am^bm^cn^d = − M r^3

⊜ (0, 0) (2.11)

The GHP commutators, Ricci and Bianchi identites on Schwarzschild give [20, 21, 24]

[þ ð − ð þ]ξ = ρ ð ξ , [þ þ^′ − þ^′ þ]ξ = −(pΨ_2 + qΨ_2)ξ (2.12a) þ ρ = ρ^2 , þ^′ ρ = ρρ^′ − Ψ_2 , ð ρ = 0 (2.12b) δβ^′ + δ^′β = ρρ^′ − | β |^2 − | β^′ |^2 − 2ββ^′ + Ψ_2 (2.12c) þ Ψ_2 = 3ρΨ_2 , þ^′ Ψ_2 = 3ρ^′Ψ_2 (2.12d)

where in Eq. 2.12a ξ ⊜ (p, q). In the Carter frame, Eq. 2.12c simplifies to

δβ =^1_2 (−ρ^2 + Ψ_2) − 2β^2 (2.13)

For later convenience, we also define the derivative operators

D_t := D + D^′ , D_r := D − D^′ (2.14)

which, in the Carter frame, act on a scalar ξ as

D_tξ =^{√2r√}_Δ ∂_tξ , D_rξ =^{√2Δ}_r ∂_rξ (2.15)

Consider the Cauchy surface Σ defined by t = 0. The induced negative definite metric on Σ is h_{ab} = −r_ar_b − 2m_{(a}m_{b)} (2.16)

where, in the Carter frame, r_a =^{1√}_2 (n_a − l_a) (2.17)

is the unit radial normal satisfying r_ar^a = −1. The lapse function on Σ is N = √ Δ r = − √ 2rρ (2.18)

We denote by D_a the covariant derivative operator compatible with h_{ab}. The induced metric on the spheres of constant r is s_{ab} = −2m_{(a}m_{b)} (2.19)

and we denote the corresponding covariant derivative by D_a.

On Σ we have the following useful identities in the Carter frame

D_ar^a = 2 √ 2ρ , D_bm^a = D_bm^a = 2βm^a(m_b − m_b) (2.20a) D_aN = −rΨ_2r_a , 4ϵρ = Ψ_2 (2.20b)

For any scalar ξ on Σ which is smooth on Σ (including on the bifurcation surface, B) we have the following useful identities, which are obtained by integrating-by-parts and using Eqs. 2.10, 2.13, 2.18 and 2.20 � S (δ + 2β)ξ = 0 , 2 � S βδξ = − � S (−ρ^2 + Ψ_2)ξ (2.21a) � Σ NρD_rξ = −2 � Σ N(−ρ^2 + Ψ_2)ξ (2.21b)

Here S is any 2-sphere of r = constant, and in Eq. 2.21b we have assumed that ξ = O(1/r^{(1+ϵ)}) near spatial infinity. Further, for any axisymmetric scalar ξ we have

δξ = δ^′ξ (2.22)

The Carter frame Eq. 2.8 does not have a smooth limit to the past or future horizon, and, in particular, does not have a smooth limit to the bifurcation surface B = ∂Σ. It is possible to rescale the Carter frame by a GHP-transformation Eq. 2.3 with

λ = λ = � √ Δ r �_{1/2}

(2.23)

so that it has a smooth limit to the future horizon (excluding B). Similarly, the inverse of this rescaling yields a frame that is smooth at the past horizon (excluding B). However, no frame that is Lie derived by the timelike Killing field ∂_t can have a smooth limit to B, since a null vector at B that is orthogonal to B cannot be invariant under the isometries. Nevertheless, the rescaled null vector fields

l̃^a = √ Δl^a , ñ^a = √ Δn^a (2.24)

are smooth at B. This fact will be useful for determining the smoothness of quantities defined relative to the Carter frame.

3. HERTZ POTENTIALS FOR GRAVITATIONAL PERTURBATIONS

In the first subsection of this section, we will review the Hertz potential formalism for generating metric perturbations, following the formulation of [14]. In the second subsection we will address the issue of whether all nontrivial metric perturbations of Schwarzschild arise from a Hertz potential.

1. Teukolsky equation, adjoints, and Hertz potentials

Consider an algebraically special background spacetime solution to the vacuum Einstein equation and let γ̂_{ab} be a metric perturbation. The linearized Einstein operator is given by

E[γ̂_{ab}] := −∇^2γ̂_{ab} − ∇_a∇_bγ̂ + 2∇^c∇_{(a}γ̂_{b)c} + g_{ab} � ∇^c∇_cγ̂ − ∇^c∇^dγ̂_{cd} � (3.1)

Choose a null frame (l^a, n^a, m^a, m^a) with l^a aligned with the repeated principal null direction of the background Weyl tensor. For the case of Petrov type-D spacetimes, such as Schwarzschild spacetime, we will also take n^a to be aligned with the other repeated principal null direction. Let ψ̂_0 be the perturbation of the Weyl scalar Ψ_0 = −C_{abcd}l^am^bl^cm^d corresponding to γ̂_{ab}, and define the operator

T [γ̂_{ab}] := ψ̂_0 ⊜ (4, 0) (3.2)

The spin-(2) Teukolsky operator is

O[ψ̂_0] := [(þ −4ρ − ρ)(þ^′ −ρ^′) − (ð −4τ − τ^′)(ð^′ −τ^′) − 3Ψ_2] ψ̂_0 ⊜ (4, 0) (3.3)

Teukolsky [15, 25] showed that if γ̂_{ab} satisfies the linearized Einstein equation E[γ̂_{ab}] = 0 then ψ̂_0 = T [γ̂_{ab}] satisfies the “decoupled” spin-(2) Teukolsky equation^5 O[ψ̂_0] = 0. As noted in [14], Teukolsky’s derivation implies that there exists an operator S such that the following operator identity holds SE = OT (3.4)

5Teukolsky [15] assumed that the spacetime is Petrov type-D, but the same derivation works for any algebraically special vacuum spacetime.

The operator S can be read off from the source terms in the inhomogenous Teukolsky equation. We have (see Eqs. 2.12 and 2.13 of [15] for the type-D case and Eq. 6.10 of [12] for the general algebraically special case)

S[T_{ab}] := (ð −4τ − τ^′) � −(ð −τ^′)(l^al^bT_{ab}) + (þ −2ρ)(l^am^bT_{ab}) � + (þ −4ρ − ρ) � σ^′(l^al^bT_{ab}) + (ð −2τ^′)(l^am^bT_{ab}) − (þ −ρ)(m^am^bT_{ab}) � ⊜ (4, 0) (3.5)

To state the main result from [14] we introduce the following notion of adjoints. Consider any linear differential operator L mapping n-index (possibly complex) tensor fields ξ_{a1...an} to m-index (possibly complex) tensor fields (L[ξ])_{a1...am} . We define the (real^6) adjoint, L^†, of L to be the linear differential operator mapping m-index tensor fields χ^{a1...am} to n-index tensor fields (L^†[χ])^{a1...an} that satisfies

χ^{a1...am} (L[ξ])_{a1...am} − (L^†[χ])^{a1...an} ξ_{a1...an} = ∇_av^a(χ, ξ) (3.6)

where v^a is a vector field that is a bilinear in χ and ξ and is locally constructed from these quantities and their derivatives. If L is defined on all tensor fields ξ_{a1...am} of its tensorial type (i.e., if there are no differential or other relations that ξ_{a1...am} must satisfy), then L^† is uniquely defined by Eq. 3.6, but v^a is defined only up to addition of a term of the form ∇_bV^{ab}(χ, ξ) with V^{ab} = −V^{ba}. We call a operator L self-adjoint if L = L^†, using the background spacetime metric to raise or lower indices if needed.

Taking the adjoint of Eq. 3.4 we get the operator identity

T^†O^† = E^†S^† (3.7)

Here, the adjoints E^†, O^† and T^† are uniquely defined by Eq. 3.6. However, since S in Eq. 3.4 acts only on divergence-free symmetric tensor fields (since E[γ_{ab}] is divergence-free for any γ_{ab}), S^† is ambiguous up to addition of a term of the form ∇_{(a}η_{b)}.

The linearized Einstein operator Eq. 3.1 is self-adjoint, E^† = E. From Eq. 3.7 we see that, if ψ ⊜ (−4, 0) is a solution to the equation O^†[ψ] = 0, then γ^{ab} := S^†[ψ] is a solution of the linearized Einstein equation E[γ_{ab}] = 0. Note that γ_{ab} is complex. We call such a γ_{ab} the complex metric perturbation generated by the Hertz potential ψ, whereas we will refer to Re S^†[ψ] as the real metric perturbation generated by ψ.

Explicitly computing the adjoint of O, we obtain

O^†[ψ] = [(þ^′ −ρ^′)(þ +3ρ) − (ð^′ −τ )(ð +3τ) − 3Ψ_2] ψ = 0 (3.8)

For the case of type-D spacetimes, it can be seen that see that O^† is precisely the spin-(−2)

6Note that the definition of adjoint does not include any complex conjugation.

Teukolsky operator. The complex metric perturbation generated by ψ is

γ^{ab} := S^†[ψ] = � −l^al^b(ð −τ) + l^{(a}m^{b)}(þ −ρ + ρ) � (ð +3τ)ψ + � −l^al^bσ^′ + l^{(a}m^{b)}(ð −τ + τ^′) − m^am^b(þ −ρ) � (þ +3ρ)ψ ⊜ (0, 0)

(3.9)

where we have used the ambiguity in S^† to define it so that γ_{ab} satisfies the “ingoing radiation” gauge conditions γ_{ab}l^b = 0 , g^{ab}γ_{ab} = 0 (3.10) On a Schwarzschild background the Teukolsky equation Eq. 3.8 takes the form^7

O^†[ψ] = [(þ^′ −ρ^′)(þ +3ρ) − ð^′ ð −3Ψ_2] ψ = 0 (3.11)

and the complex metric perturbation generated by ψ Eq. 3.9 is

γ_{ab} = −l_al_bU + l_{(a}m_{b)}V − m_am_bW with (3.12a) U := ð^2 ψ ⊜ (−2, −2) V := [þ ð + ð(þ +3ρ)] ψ ⊜ (−2, 0) W := (þ −ρ)(þ +3ρ)ψ ⊜ (−2, 2)

(3.12b)

Writing l^a = l̃^a/ √ Δ, we see from Eq. 2.24 that γ_{ab} will be smooth at B provided that

U = ΔŨ , V = √ ΔṼ , W = W̃ , (3.13)

where Ũ, Ṽ , W̃ are smooth at B. This will hold, in turn, provided that

ψ = Δψ̃ (3.14)

where ψ̃ is smooth at B.

2. Generation of metric perturbations by Hertz potentials

We conjecture that — modulo trivial perturbations that are a linear combination of a puregauge perturbation and a perturbation to some Kerr spacetime — any real, smooth metric perturbation of Schwarzschild can be obtained as the real part of a metric perturbation generated by a smooth (with the rescaling indicated at the end of Sec. 2) Hertz potential. If true, then one could analyze stability of Schwarzschild without any further assumptions by restricting consideration to perturbations generated by a Hertz potential. However, we

7On Schwarzschild, the Teukolsky equation Eq. 3.11 is the decoupled equation for the Weyl curvature component first found by Bardeen and Press [26].

have not been able to show this.^8 In this subsection, we will argue that any (real) metric perturbation with initial data that is smooth and of compact support can be approximated arbitrarily well in an L^2 norm on initial data by a real metric perturbation generated by a smooth Hertz potential with initial data of compact support plus a gauge transformation. Our arguments are a precise version of the heuristic discussion given in [28]. Our arguments fail to be a proof only in that we will not attempt to prove that certain singular solutions that cannot be generated by a Hertz potential fail to have representatives in our L^2 space.

Our arguments will be based on a relationship between the symplectic product of solutions to the linearized Einstein equation and a corresponding bilinear product of solutions to the spin-(2) and spin-(−2) Teukolsky equations. From our general definition of adjoints, Eq. 3.6, we know that for any two metric perturbations γ_{ab} and γ^′_{ab}, there exists a w^a locally constructed from γ_{ab}, γ^′_{ab} and their derivatives such that

γ^{ab}(E[γ^′])_{ab} − (E^†[γ])^{ab}γ^′_{ab} = ∇_aw^a(g; γ, γ^′) (3.15)

Since E is self-adjoint, we may drop the † on E^†. In fact, it is easily seen from the Lagrangian formulation of general relativity [29] that w^a is simply the symplectic current associated with the Lagrangian and is given by the explicit expression

w^a = P^{abcdef} � γ^′_{bc}∇_dγ_{ef} − γ_{bc}∇_dγ^′_{ef} � (3.16)

where

P^{abcdef} = g^{ae}g^{fb}g^{cd} −^1_2 g^{ad}g^{be}g^{fc} −^1_2 g^{ab}g^{cd}g^{ef} −^1_2 g^{bc}g^{ae}g^{fd} +^1_2 g^{bc}g^{ad}g^{ef} . (3.17)

The symplectic product of γ_{ab} and γ^′_{ab} is obtained by integrating w^a over a Cauchy surface Σ for the exterior of the black hole

Ω(γ, γ^′) := � Σ u_aw^a(γ, γ^′) (3.18)

where u^a denotes the unit normal to Σ. The symplectic form Ω is non-degenerate on the space of linearized solutions to Einstein’s equation modulo gauge. In terms of the linearized initial data (p_{ab}, q_{ab}), we have

Ω(γ, γ^′) = � Σ (p^{ab}q^′_{ab} − q_{ab}p^{′ab}) (3.19)

It follows immediately from Eq. 3.15 that ∇_aw^a = 0 when γ_{ab} and γ^′_{ab} satisfy the linearized Einstein equation, so Ω is conserved, i.e., independent of the choice of Cauchy surface Σ.

8It is possible to directly show that all real frequency metric perturbations can be generated by a Hertz potential [27]. However, this result clearly is not adequate for carrying out a stability analysis.

Similarly, for the Teukolsky operator O, we have

ψO[ψ^′] − O^†[ψ]ψ^′ = ∇_aπ^a(g; ψ, ψ^′) (3.20)

where ψ^′ ⊜ (4, 0) and ψ ⊜ (−4, 0) and π^a is locally constructed out of g, ψ, and ψ^′. By explicit computation, we obtain

π^a(ψ, ψ^′) = ψ(þ^′ −ρ^′)ψ^′l^a − (þ +3ρ)ψψ^′n^a − ψ(ð^′ −τ^′)ψ^′m^a + (ð +3τ)ψψ^′m^a (3.21)

We define Π(ψ, ψ^′) := � Σ u_aπ^a(ψ, ψ^′) (3.22)

Evaluating Π(ψ, ψ^′) on the t = 0 Cauchy surface in Schwarzschild, using u_a =^{1√}_2 (n_a + l_a), we get Π(ψ, ψ^′) = −^{1√}_2 � Σ (ηψ^′ − ψη^′) (3.23)

where η := (þ +3ρ)ψ ⊜ (−3, 1) , η^′ := (þ^′ −ρ^′)ψ^′ ⊜ (3, −1) (3.24)

Since, (ψ, η), (ψ^′, η^′) are free initial data for the Teukolsky equations, Π is manifestly nondegenerate. It follows immediately from Eq. 3.20 that, for solutions to the Teukolsky equations O^†[ψ] = 0, O[ψ^′] = 0, we have ∇_aπ^a = 0, so Π is independent of the choice of Cauchy surface Σ.

Following [28] we obtain the following relation between Ω and Π:

Proposition 3.1. Let ψ be any smooth solution to the spin-(−2) Teukolsky equation O^†[ψ] = 0 with initial data of compact support,^9 and let γ_{ab} be a smooth, real perturbation (not necessarily of compact support) solving the linearised Einstein equation E[γ] = 0. Then we have Ω(Re (S^†[ψ]), γ) = Re [Π(ψ, T [γ])] (3.25)

where S and T are as in Eq. 3.4.

Proof. It is convenient to extend the definition of w^a and Ω to complex metric perturbations by complex linearity^{10} in each variable. Let γ^′_{ab} be an arbitrary smooth, complex metric perturbation that does not necessarily satisfy the linearized Einstein equation. Consider the

9The Cauchy surface Σ for the exterior region does not include the bifurcation surface B = ∂Σ, so “compact support initial data” here and elsewhere requires the initial data on Σ to vanish in a neighborhood of B.

10We continue to define the adjoint by Eq. 3.6 (with no complex conjugations) when considering complex perturbations, so “taking the adjoint” remains a linear (rather than antilinear) operation.

following equations that follow immediately from the definition, Eq. 3.6, of adjoint operators

ψ(SE[γ^′]) − S^†[ψ]E[γ^′] = ∇_as^a(ψ, E[γ^′]) (3.26a) S^†[ψ]E[γ^′] − (E^†S^†[ψ])γ^′ = ∇_aw^a(S^†[ψ], γ^′) (3.26b) ψ(OT [γ^′]) − O^†[ψ]T [γ^′] = ∇_aπ^a(ψ, T [γ^′]) (3.26c)

We add the first two of these equations and subtract the third, using SE = OT (see Eq. 3.4), O^†[ψ] = 0, and E^†S^†[ψ] = T^†O^†[ψ] = 0. We obtain

∇_a (s^a + w^a − π^a) = 0 . (3.27)

Since this holds for arbitrary γ^′_{ab}, by the results of [30], there exists an H^{ab} = −H^{ba} locally constructed out of g_{ab}, ψ, and γ^′_{ab} such that^{11}

s^a + w^a − π^a = ∇_bH^{ab} (3.28)

Integrating over Σ, we obtain � Σ u_a (s^a + w^a − π^a) = � Σ u_a∇_bH^{ab} = � ∂Σ u_ar_bH^{ab} = 0 (3.29)

where the last equality follows from the fact that H^{ab} vanishes on the boundary because ψ is of compact support on Σ. Eq. 3.29 holds for arbitrary γ^′_{ab}. We now specialize to the case γ^′_{ab} = γ_{ab}, where γ_{ab} is a real solution to the linearized Einstein equation. Then E[γ] = 0, so s^a(ψ, E[γ]) = 0. Using the above definitions Eqs. 3.18 and 3.22 of Ω and Π, we obtain

Ω(S^†[ψ], γ) = Π(ψ, T [γ]) (3.30)

Taking the real part of this equation, we obtain the desired result.

For the analysis of positivity of canonical energy, we wish to consider perturbations that lie in the space^{12} V^∞_c constructed in Sec. 3 of [8]. This space is defined as follows. We start with the real L^2 space V_0 of all (unconstrained, real) initial data, with inner product � (p^′_{ab}, q^′_{ab}) � � �(p_{ab}, q_{ab}) � := � Σ (p^{′ab}p_{ab} + q^{′ab}q_{ab}) (3.31)

On V_0, Ω : V_0 ×V_0 → R is a bounded bilinear form, so it corresponds to a bounded linear map Ω̃ : V_0 → V_0. It is easily seen from Eq. 3.19 that this map is anti-self-adjoint and orthogonal i.e., Ω̃^† = −Ω̃ and Ω̃^†Ω̃ = I, where here the adjoint † is in the L^2 inner product,. Let W_c be

11The dualized form of this result, in terms of differential forms, is that if d(∗s+∗w+∗π) = 0 then ∗s+∗w+∗π = d ∗ H. No assumption about topology is used to prove this result.

12In [8], a further space V^∞ was considered which uniquely fixed the gauge in V^∞_c . However, it would not be convenient to impose these gauge conditions here, since Re (S^†[ψ]) will not satisfy these gauge conditions.

the subspace of pure gauge metric perturbations £_ξg_{ab} generated by smooth vector fields ξ^a that become an asymptotic translation or a rotation at infinity and whose projection onto B vanishes [8]. Let V_c be the subspace of V_0 that is symplectically orthogonal to W_c. Elements of V_c (weakly) satisfy the constraints, as well as^{13} δM = δJ = δP_i = 0 and the following boundary conditions^{14} at B [7, 8]

δε = δϑ_+ = δϑ_− = 0 (3.32)

Here δε is the perturbed area element of the bifurcation surface B, and δϑ_± are the perturbed outgoing and ingoing expansions of B. Only δM = δJ = 0 are physical restrictions, as the conditions Eq. 3.32 can always be achieved by a choice of gauge. Finally, V^∞_c is obtained by intersecting V_c with appropriate weighted Sobolev spaces, so that V^∞_c consists of smooth solutions to the constraints that satisfy the boundary conditions Eq. 3.32 at B and fall off as p_{ab}, q_{ab} = o(1/r^{3/2} ) at spatial infinity (with all spatial derivatives falling off faster by corresponding powers of r). Note that the fall off in q_{ab} is faster than usually assumed but does not impose any undesireable restrictions in our analysis since we are only interested in perturbations with δM = 0. The space V^∞_c is dense in V_c [8]. We refer the reader to [8] for the details of the construction and to [7, 8] for an explanation as to why Eq. 3.32 and the conditions δM = δJ = δP_i = 0 are imposed.

Let Ω_c denote the restriction of Ω to the real Hilbert space V_c. It follows from the construction of V_c that Ω_c is degenerate precisely on elements that lie in V_c ∩ W_c where the bar denotes the closure of the subspace. These elements are (limits of) pure gauge/symmetry perturbations. Let Ω̃_c : V_c → V_c be the linear map corresponding to Ω_c. Then Ω̃_c is a bounded, anti-self-adjoint map, although it is not orthogonal.

Let ψ be a smooth solution to the spin-(−2) Teukolsky equation O^†[ψ] = 0 with initial data of compact support. Then Re (S^†[ψ]) ∈ V^∞_c ⊂ V_c. Let Y be the subspace of V_c generated by such perturbations. Let X ⊂ V_c denote the subspace of all smooth solutions to the linearized Einstein equation with initial data of compact support.

We now will argue that given any γ ∈ X and given any ϵ > 0, there exists a γ_ψ ∈ Y and a gauge perturbation γ_ξ ∈ V_c ∩ W_c such that ||γ − γ_ψ − γ_ξ|| < ϵ. This would show that every smooth solution with initial data of compact support is well approximated in the L^2 norm Eq. 3.31 by a solution generated by a smooth Hertz potential with initial data of compact support plus a gauge transformation. This is equivalent to showing that

X ⊂ Y + � V_c ∩ W_c � . (3.33)

Since Ω̃_c is bounded and its kernel is precisely V_c ∩W_c, this, in turn, is equivalent to showing

13Here and in Eq. 3.32, “δ” represents perturbed quantities and should not be confused with the NP derivative operator δ.

14In fact, as shown in [31], the condition δε = 0 is not needed. However, no harm is done by imposing this condition, since it is merely a gauge condition when δM = δJ = 0.

that Ω̃ � X � ⊂ Ω̃ � Y � . (3.34)

Finally, this, in turn, is equivalent to^{15} � Ω̃[X ]

�_⊥ = � Ω̃[X ]

�_⊥ ⊃ � Ω̃[Y ]

�_⊥ = � Ω̃[Y ]

�_⊥

. (3.35)

where ⊥ denotes the orthogonal complement.

Now, we have γ ∈ � Ω̃[Y ]

�_⊥

if and only if for all smooth solutions ψ to the spin-(−2) Teukolsky equation O^†[ψ] = 0 with initial data of compact support, we have Ω � Re (S^†[ψ], γ) � = 0 (3.36)

We will now argue (but not prove) that if γ satisfies this relation, then γ must be pure gauge. However, all gauge transformations are also in the symplectic complement of X , so this would establish Eq. 3.35. Thus, we will prove Eq. 3.33 if we can show that any γ that satisfies Eq. 3.36 must be pure gauge.

Prop. 3.1 and the nondegenerate form Eq. 3.23 of Π immediately imply that any γ that satisfies Eq. 3.36 must (weakly) satisfy^{16}

T [γ] = 0 , (3.37)

i.e., the Teukolsky variable ψ_0 obtained from γ must vanish, so γ corresponds to an algebraically special perturbation. By the Starobinski-Teukolsky identities (see [32] with their κ_1 = −r/3), we have

ð^{′4}(r^4ψ_0) = þ^4(r^4ψ_4) + 3M£_tψ_0 (3.38a) þ^{′4}(r^4ψ_0) = ð^4(r^4ψ_4) + 3M£_tψ_4 (3.38b)

Setting ψ_0 = 0 and writing ψ = r^4ψ_4, Eqs. 3.8 and 3.38a for ψ are � ∂_u −^Δ_{2r2} ∂_r −^{r−4M}_{2r2} � � ∂_r −^3_r � − ð^′ ð −3Ψ_2

� �_Δ

2r^2 ψ � = 0 (3.39a) ∂^4_r

�_Δ

2r^2 ψ � = 0 (3.39b)

where we have written these equations using outgoing Eddington-Finkelstein coordinates, with (u = t − r^∗, r, θ, ϕ) with r^∗ defined by dr^∗/dr = r^2/Δ. A priori, these equations for ψ are known only to hold distributionally (where we now view the solution ψ as a distribution on spacetime rather than a distribution on initial data). However, we can effectively expand

15Note that since Y ⊂ X , this and the previous set inclusion can hold only if equality holds. 16Prop. 3.1 was proven for smooth γ, whereas, a priori, the γ appearing in Eq. 3.36 is only known to be in V_c (and, thus, locally in L^1 and hence a distribution). However, any γ ∈ V_c can be approximated in the L^2 norm by smooth elements of V_c, and Eq. 3.37 then follows immediately.

Δ 2r^2 ψ in spin-(−2)-weighted spherical harmonic functions Y

(−2)

ℓ,m (θ, ϕ) with ℓ ≥ 2 (see Sec. 4.15 [33]) by smearing it with test functions of the form f(u, r)Y^{(−2)}_{ℓ,m} , and considering the resulting distribution ψ_{ℓ,m} on f(u, r). The general solution to Eq. 3.39b is a cubic polynomial in r

ψ_{ℓ,m} = 3� k=0 α_k(u)r^k (3.40)

We can then substitute this into Eq. 3.39a, replacing ð^′ ð by L/r^2 with L = −^1_2 (ℓ + 2)(ℓ − 1). We obtain the general solution

α_0 = C_0e^{ωu} , α_1 = −^L_M α_0 , α_2 =^{L2}_{3M 2} C_0e^{ωu} + C_2e^{−ωu} , α_3 = −^1_L ∂_uα_2 (3.41)

where ω =^{L(L−1)}_{3M} =^{(ℓ−1)ℓ(ℓ+1)(ℓ+2)}_{12M} > 0 and C_0, C_2 are constants.

It can be seen by inspection of Eq. 3.41 that if C_2 ≠ 0, then ψ blows up exponentially near spatial infinity (r → ∞ with t fixed, so u → −∞). On the other hand, if C_0 ≠ 0, then ψ is singular as one approaches B (i.e., r → 2M with t fixed, so u → +∞), as originally found by Couch and Newman [34]. Indeed, for ℓ = 2, ψ blows up as (r − 2M)^{−4}, and the blow-up is faster for higher ℓ. It seems clear that the initial data for any metric perturbation γ corresponding to a nonvanishing solution to Eq. 3.41 must fail to be square integrable in any gauge. However, we have not attempted to prove this.

Assuming that this is the case, we have found that any γ for which Eq. 3.36 holds must have both Teukolsky variables vanish, ψ_0 = ψ_4 = 0. However, all perturbations with ψ_0 = ψ_4 = 0 were obtained in [35], where it was found that — up to gauge — the general solution is a linear combination of perturbations of the Kerr parameters, the NUT parameter, and the C-metric parameter (4 parameters total). The NUT and C-metric perturbations are singular. We believe that there are no metric representatives of these perturbations that have square integrable initial data, but we have not attempted to prove this. The Kerr perturbations are excluded by our construction of V_c. Thus, we conclude that the only solutions γ ∈ V_c to Eq. 3.36 are pure gauge perturbations. This implies that every smooth solution with initial data of compact support can be approximated arbitrarily well in the L^2 norm on initial data by a solution generated by a smooth Hertz potential of compact support plus a gauge transformation.

Remark 3.1. Prop. 3.1 holds for perturbations of any algebraically special vacuum spacetime (although O^†[ψ] = 0 would not have the interpretation of being a Teukolsky equation if the spacetime is not type-D). It is likely that a similar analysis of perturbations with ψ_0 = 0 could be given for Kerr (see [35]). The analysis of perturbations with ψ_0 = ψ_4 = 0 applies to Kerr [35].

4. POSITIVITY OF THE CANONICAL ENERGY FOR METRIC PERTURBA- TIONS OBTAINED FROM A HERTZ POTENTIAL

The canonical energy is a bilinear form on metric perturbations of a stationary black hole, defined as [7] E (γ_1, γ_2) := Ω(γ_1, £_tγ_2) (4.1)

where Ω is the symplectic product Eq. 3.18. The canonical energy is symmetric, i.e. E (γ_1, γ_2) = E (γ_2, γ_1) (see Prop. 2 [7]), and conserved (as follows immediately from the conservation of the symplectic form). As explained in detail in [7, 8], we are interested in the positivity properties of E when acting on the space V^∞_c ⊂ V_c of smooth elements of V_c (defined in the previous section). When restricted to the space V^∞_c , E is gauge-invariant and is degenerate precisely on perturbations to other stationary black holes [7, 8]. Its positivity on V_c implies mode stability, whereas its failure to be positive on this space implies instability [7, 8].

We would like to show that E is positive on the space V^∞_c . However, as already discussed in the Introduction, we have not succeeded in directly showing the positivity of expression Eq. 1.3 for the “potential energy.” Since the main difficulty appears to arise from the fact that q_{ab} is not a free variable but must satisfy the constraint Eq. 1.4b, a promising strategy is to consider the canonical energy of perturbations generated by a Hertz potential ψ, since the canonical energy would then be expressed purely in terms of the unconstrained variable ψ. Thus, we consider metric perturbations of the form γ = Re (S^†[ψ]). We will now show that the canonical energy of such perturbations is positive.

Although our interest is in real perturbations of the above form, it is convenient to allow complex metric perturbations and extend the definition of canonical energy E (γ_1, γ_2) to complex perturbations by taking it to be antilinear in its first variable and linear in its second. This makes E a Hermitian form i.e., E (γ_1, γ_2) = E (γ_2, γ_1). Explicitly, for complex initial data (p_{ab}, q_{ab}), the kinetic and potential energies are given by^{17}

K =^1_{16π} � Σ 2N � p_{ab}p^{ab} −^1_2 pp � (4.2a)

U = −^1_{16π} � Σ N �_1

2 D_cq_{ab}D^cq^{ab} − D_cq_{ab}D^aq^{cb} −^3_2 D_cqD^cq + D^cqD^aq_{ac} + D^aq_{ac}D^cq � (4.2b)

We now compute the canonical energy of the complex metric perturbation γ = S^†[ψ] in terms of the unconstrained initial data (ψ, η)|_Σ for ψ, where η was defined in Eq. 3.24. We will show that the canonical energy of S^†[ψ] is positive. We will then show that this implies that the canonical energy of Re (S^†[ψ]) also is positive.

To evaluate the canonical energy in terms of the initial data (ψ, η)|_Σ for the Hertz potential we will eliminate any time derivatives of these quantities using the Teukolsky equation.

17Again, we remind the reader that our spatial metric is negative definite.

Many of the resulting expressions will not be invariant under the GHP-transformations (Eq. 2.3) and will only hold in the Carter frame. Nevertheless, it is still convenient to use GHP derivatives on various properly GHP weighted quantities that occur in the resulting equations, as this simplifies the notation. Thus, some of our equations below will contain a mix of GHP and NP derivatives and, in general, they will be valid only in the Carter frame.

From Eq. 3.12, we see that the (complex) perturbed spatial metric q_{ab} on Σ generated by this perturbation, in the Carter frame, is given by q_{ab} = −^1_2 r_ar_bU −^{1√}_2 r_{(a}m_{b)}V − m_am_bW (4.3) where U = ð^2 ψ (4.4a) V = 2 ð η − 2ρ ð ψ (4.4b) W = (þ −ρ)η (4.4c) Using the Teukolsky equation in the Carter frame, þ^′ η = −ρη + (ð^′ ð +3Ψ_2)ψ (4.5) we can eliminate the time derivative of η and rewrite Eq. 4.4c as W = (D_r − 2ρ)η + (ð^′ ð +3Ψ_2)ψ (4.6) Note that Eq. 4.5 can also be written as þ^′ η = W − (D_r − ρ)η (4.7)

The (complex) perturbed ADM momentum p_{ab} on Σ can be found using the linearized ADM evolution equation (see Eq. 5.4 [8]) £_tq_{ab} = 2N � p_{ab} −^1_2 ph_{ab} � + 2D_{(a} � h_{b)}^ct^dγ_{cd} � (4.8) where the last term comes from the perturbed shift vector. Using Eq. 2.20, we obtain p_{ab} =^1_2^√_2 � −r_ar_bP_1 + √ 2r_{(a}m_{b)}P_2 + √ 2r_{(a}m_{b)}P_3 + m_am_bP_4 + m_{(a}m_{b)}P_5 � (4.9) where

P_1 := 4Uρ + ð V (4.10a) P_2 := ð^′ U − (þ +ρ)V = ð^′ U − 2(ð W + ρV ) − 4ρ^2 ð ψ (4.10b) P_3 := ð U (4.10c) P_4 := ð^′ V − D_tW = −(D_r − 4ρ)(W + 2ρη) (4.10d) P_5 := (3 þ − þ^′ −4ρ)U − ð V = (D_r − 4ρ)U (4.10e)

Here W is viewed as the properly GHP-weighted scalar defined by Eq. 4.4c, (as opposed to the formula Eq. 4.6, which holds only in the Carter frame), so that ð W is well defined. Note that the last form of these quantities are expressed in terms of derivatives intrinsic to Σ and can be written in terms of the initial data (ψ, η)|_Σ using Eq. 4.4. Note also that P_2, P_4, and P_5 do not have well defined GHP-weights, since they are sums of terms with different GHP-weights.

As discussed at the end of Sec. 3.1 (see Eq. 3.14), we require that ψ = Δψ̃, where ψ̃ is smooth at B. This implies conditions Eq. 3.13 on U, V, W . These conditions yield, in turn (with δϑ_± = δϑ_{odd} ± δϑ_{even})

δε =^1_2 s^{ab}q_{ab} � � B = 0 (4.11a) δϑ_{odd} = −r^ar^bp_{ab} � �_B = −^1_2^√_2 (4ρU + ð V ) � �_B = 0 (4.11b)

δϑ_{even} =^1_2 � r^aD_a(s^{bc}q_{bc}) − 2s^{ab}D_a(q_{bc}r^c) � �_B =^1_2^√_2 ð V � � �_B = 0 (4.11c)

Thus, the conditions Eq. 3.32 are automatically satisfied for perturbations generated by a Hertz potential satisfying Eq. 3.14. Every perturbation generated by a Hertz potential also satisfies δM = δJ = δP_i = 0 (4.12)

Near spatial infinity, we further require that the initial data for the Hertz potential satisfies ψ = O(r^{1/2+ϵ}), η = O(1/r^{1/2+ϵ}) and all n^{th} spatial derivatives of ψ and η fall off by an additional factor of 1/r^n. Using Eq. 4.4 this implies that we have U, V, W = O(1/r^{3/2+ϵ}). It then follows that the metric perturbation generated by ψ lies in V^∞_c .

Without loss of generality^{18} for analyzing the positivity of canonical energy, we will assume in the following that the Hertz potential ψ — and thus, the metric perturbation generated by ψ — is axisymmetric. In addition to the t-ϕ reflection isometry possessed by all stationary-axisymmetric black holes [9], Schwarzschild spacetime is static and possesses separate t and ϕ reflection isometries. Since the t = 0 Cauchy surface is invariant under the ϕ-reflection isometry, we can decompose the initial data for the metric perturbations into a

18One way of seeing that this involves no loss of generality is to note that positivity of canonical energy will hold if and only if it holds separately for each (ℓ, m) in a spherical harmonic expansion. By rotational invariance, for a given ℓ the canonical energy cannot depend on m, so it suffices to consider only the case m = 0. 19 sum of parts that are reflection odd (axial) and reflection even (polar) under this isometry. Since the canonical energy is invariant under the action of the reflection isometry, there cannot be any “cross-terms” arising from the axial and polar contributions to E , i.e., we have E = E^{(axial)} + E^{(polar)}, where E^{(axial)} and E^{(polar)} are, respectively, the canonical energies of the axial and polar parts of the perturbation.

We now compute the kinetic and potential energies of axial and polar initial data in terms of ψ and η. In fact, by the general proof of [8], we know that the kinetic energy is always positive (on any stationary-axisymmetric background spacetime in any number of dimensions), but it will be useful to have the explicit kinetic energy expressions. From Eqs. 4.3 and 4.9 the axial initial data are

p^{(axial)} ab =^1_4^√_2 �√ 2r_{(a}(m_{b)} − m_{b)})(P_2 − P_3) + (m_am_b − m_am_b)P_4 � (4.13a)

q^{(axial)}_{ab} = −^1_2^√_2 V r_{(a} � m_{b)} − m_{b)} � −^1_2 W (m_am_b − m_am_b) (4.13b)

Computing the kinetic energy from Eq. 4.2a we get

16πK^{(axial)} =^1_8 � Σ N � | P_2 − P_3 |^2 + | P_4 |^2 �

=^1_8 � Σ N � | (þ +ρ)V |^2 + | D_tW − ð^′ V |^2

� (4.14)

where we have used Eq. 4.10 and Eq. 2.22 for U in the second line.

Similarly, using Eq. 2.22 for V and W we can compute the potential energy from Eq. 4.2b

16πU^{(axial)} =^1_8 � Σ N | D_rW + ð^′ V |^2

+^1_8 � Σ N � | ð V |^2 − | ð^′ V |^2 − ρD_r | V |^2 � + � Σ N � 2β ð | W |^2 −^1_2 ρD_r | W |^2 � (4.15)

Converting to the NP derivatives, using Eqs. 2.21 and 2.22 for both V and W , we see that the last two lines of Eq. 4.15 vanish. Thus, we obtain

16πU^{(axial)} =^1_8 � Σ N | D_rW + ð^′ V |^2 (4.16)

From Eqs. 4.14 and 4.16 we see that the canonical energy E^{(axial)} = K^{(axial)} + U^{(axial)} of the axial part of the complex metric perturbation is manifestly positive.^{19}

19This positivity result for axial perturbations also could also have been shown directly from the expressions Eqs. 4.2a and 4.2b, without the need to introduce Hertz potentials.

The polar initial data are

p^{(polar)}_{ab} =^1_4^√_2 � − r_ar_b2P_1 + √ 2r_{(a}(m_{b)} + m_{b)})(P_2 + P_3) + (m_am_b + m_am_b)P_4 + m_{(a}m_{b)}2P_5

� (4.17a)

q^{(polar)}_{ab} = −^1_2 r_ar_bU −^1_2^√_2 V r_{(a}(m_{b)} + m_{b)}) −^1_2 W (m_am_b + m_am_b) (4.17b)

Using the identities Eqs. 2.21 and 2.22 for U, V, W we obtain

16πK^{(polar)} = 16πK^{(axial)} +^1_8 � Σ N � | P_1 |^2 + 2(P_2P_3 + P_2P_3) + (P_1P_5 + P_1P_5) � (4.18a)

16πU^{(polar)} = 16πU^{(axial)} −^1_8 � Σ N � | ð V |^2 + D_rU ð^′ V + D_rU ð V

+ 4 | ð U |^2 + 4ρD_r | U |^2 − 4 ð^′ U(ð W + ρV ) − 4 ð U(ð^′ W + ρV )

� (4.18b)

It may not appear obvious from Eq. 4.18 that the canonical energy E^{(polar)} = K^{(polar)} +U^{(polar)} of polar perturbations is positive. However, we now show that E^{(polar)} = E^{(axial)}, i.e., the canonical energies of the polar and axial perturbations are in fact equal, and hence E^{(polar)} is also positive.

Using Eq. 4.10, we can write the terms in the integrand of the last term in Eq. 4.18a as

| P_1 |^2 + (P_1P_5 + P_1P_5) = | ð V |^2 + 4ρD_r | U |^2 + ð^′ V D_rU + ð V D_rU − 16ρ^2 | U |^2 (4.19a) 2(P_2P_3 + P_2P_3) = −4 ð^′ U(ð W + ρV ) − 4 ð U(ð^′ W + ρV ) + 4 | ð U |^2 − 8ρ^2 ð^′ U ð ψ − 8ρ^2 ð U ð^′ ψ

(4.19b)

where we have used Eq. 2.22 for U. Using these in Eqs. 4.18a and 4.18b we get

16π(E^{(polar)} − E^{(axial)}) = � Σ N[−16ρ^2 | U |^2 − 8ρ^2 ð^′ U ð ψ − 8ρ^2 ð U ð^′ ψ] = −8 � Σ Nρ^2[ð(U ð ψ) + ð^′(U ð^′ ψ)] = −8 � Σ N(δ + 2β)(ρ^2U ð ψ + ρ^2U ð^′ ψ)

(4.20)

where the second line used Eq. 2.22 for U. Finally, the last line vanishes due to Eq. 2.21a, so we have E^{(polar)} = E^{(axial)}. Thus, the full canonical energy of the metric perturbation generated by a Hertz potential is E = E^{(polar)} + E^{(axial)} = 2E^{(axial)}, so

E =^1_{64π} � Σ N � | (þ +ρ)V |^2 + | D_tW − ð^′ V |^2 + | D_rW + ð^′ V |^2 � (4.21)

which is manifestly positive.

So far we have shown that the canonical energy of the complex perturbation γ_{ab} generated by a Hertz potential is positive. However, we are interested in the canonical energy of the real perturbation Re γ_{ab} generated by a Hertz potential. However, the positivity of E (Re γ_{ab}) will follow as a consequence of the following lemma:

Lemma 4.1. Let ψ, ψ^′ be Hertz potentials and let γ = S^†[ψ], γ^′ = S^†[ψ^′] be the corresponding complex metric perturbations generated by these Hertz potentials. Then

Ω(γ, γ^′) = 0 (4.22)

Proof. By direct substitution of Eqs. 4.3 and 4.9 into Eq. 3.19, we obtain

Ω(γ, γ^′) =^1_4^√_2 � Σ ð(UV^′ − U^′V ) =^1_4^√_2 � Σ (δ + 2β)(UV^′ − U^′V ) = 0 (4.23)

where Eq. 2.21a was used.

Remark 4.1. It follows as an immediate consequence of this lemma and Eq. 3.30 that for any complex metric perturbation γ generated by a Hertz potential, we have

T [γ] = 0 (4.24)

Thus, for any complex metric perturbation generated by a Hertz potential, the perturbed Weyl tensor component ψ_0 vanishes, i.e., the contributions of the real and imaginary parts of the metric perturbation to ψ_0 cancel. However, it can be verified that for non-stationary perturbations, we have ψ_4 ≠ 0, and the complex metric perturbation γ does not give rise to a self-dual perturbed Weyl tensor [27].^{20}

The relevance of Lemma 4.1 can be seen as follows. Taking γ^′ = £_tγ (so that γ^′ is the complex metric perturbation generated by the Hertz potential £_tψ), we obtain

0 = Ω(γ, γ^′) = Ω(Re γ + iIm γ, £_tRe γ + i£_tIm γ) = E (Re γ, Re γ) − E (Im γ, Im γ) + 2iE (Re γ, Im γ) (4.25)

where the bi-linearity of Ω and the symmetry of E for real metric perturbations were used. The real part of this equation yields

E (Re γ) = E (Im γ) (4.26)

On the other hand, since we defined E so that it is a Hermitian form on complex perturbations, it is easily seen that E (γ) = E (Re γ) + E (Im γ) (4.27)

20Complex electromagnetic perturbations generated by an electromagnetic Hertz potential do give rise to a self-dual Maxwell field tensor (see Eq. A.6 below).

Thus, we have E (Re γ) =^1_2 E (γ) ≥ 0 (4.28)

Thus, the canonical energy of any real perturbation of Schwarzschild generated by a Hertz potential is positive.

5. RELATIONSHIP OF THE ENERGY IN THE DHR ANALYSIS TO THE CANONICAL ENERGY OF AN ASSOCIATED PERTURBATION

In this section we relate the energy quantity underlying the results of Dafermos, Holzegel and Rodnianski (DHR) [1] to the Hertz potential and canonical energy.

We start by briefly reviewing the variables used by [1], translating to our notation. The frame N_{EF} used by [1] corresponds (up to numerical constants) to the Carter frame Eq. 2.8. Let γ̂_{ab} be a perturbation of Schwarzschild as considered by [1] and let ψ̂_4 denote the perturbation in the Weyl scalar Ψ_4 := −C_{abcd}n^am^bn^cm^d. The real, symmetric, traceless tensor Regge-Wheeler variable, Ψ_{ab}, of [1] — defined in Eq. 195 of their paper — is given in terms of the Teukolsky variable ψ̂_4 by^{21}

Ψ_{ab} := − r^3 4 √ Δ D � r^3 √ Δ D � Δ r � m_am_bψ̂_4 + m_am_bψ̂_4 � (5.1)

This can be re-written in terms of a complex scalar DHR variable Ψ_{DHR} as

Ψ_{ab} = − r 4 � m_am_bΨ_{DHR} + m_am_bΨ_{DHR} � (5.2)

where Ψ_{DHR} = (þ +ρ)(þ +3ρ)ψ ⊜ (−2, 2) (5.3)

and we have written^{22} ψ = r^4ψ̂_4 ⊜ (−4, 0) (5.4)

The DHR variables Ψ_{ab} and Ψ_{DHR} satisfy, respectively, a tensor and spin-weighted Regge- Wheeler equation [1] (with D^2 = s^{ab}D_aD_b) 2 √ Δ r D^′ �√ Δ r DΨ_{ab} � + Δ r^2

D^2Ψ_{ab} + Δ r^2

V_{DHR}Ψ_{ab} = 0 (5.5a) � 2(þ^′ −ρ^′)(þ −ρ) − 2 ð ð^′ +V_{DHR} � Ψ_{DHR} = 0 (5.5b)

21Note that ψ̂_4m_am_b corresponds (up to numerical factors) to the quantity^{(1)}α_{ab} in [1]. 22For Petrov type-D spacetimes, the rescaling factor from ψ̂_4 to ψ is given by the coefficient of the unique Killing spinor in the principal null frame [24, 36]. Up to constant factors this is equivalent to rescaling by (−Ψ_2)^{−4/3}, or by (−ρ)^{−4} in the Kinnersley frame. For the Schwarzschild case this corresponds to a rescaling by r^4 as in Eq. 5.4. 23 where the potential is given by V_{DHR} = 4 r^2 − 6M r^3

(5.6) The form of Eq. 5.5 immediately implies that their solutions have a positive conserved energy given by^{23}

E_{DHR} = � Σ Nr^{−2} � 1 2 (D_tΨ_{ab})^2 +^1_2 (D_rΨ_{ab})^2 − (D_cΨ_{ab})^2 + V_{DHR} (Ψ_{ab})^2 �

=^1_8 � Σ N � 1 2 | D_tΨ_{DHR} |^2 +^1_2 | (D_r − 2ρ)Ψ_{DHR} |^2 + | ð Ψ_{DHR} |^2 + | ð^′ Ψ_{DHR} |^2 + V_{DHR} | Ψ_{DHR} |^2 �

(5.7)

The flux of the corresponding energy on null hypersurfaces is evaluated by [1] and used to obtain boundedness and decay results for the variable Ψ_{ab}. This is then used to show that the metric perturbation γ̂_{ab} decays suitably to a perturbation towards a Kerr solution.

We now show that the energy Eq. 5.7 can be obtained in a natural way, using Hertz potentials and canonical energy. Again, we start with a metric perturbation γ̂_{ab} as considered by [1] and we obtain the corresponding Teukolsky variable ψ̂_4. But we now use ψ = r^4ψ̂_4 as a Hertz potential to generate a new, complex metric perturbation γ = S^†[ψ]. We claim that

E_{DHR}[γ̂] = 4πE [γ] (5.8)

where E [γ] is the canonical energy of γ (Eq. 4.21).

To show this, we note first that using Eqs. 2.12, 4.5 and 4.7, we have the following relations on Σ in the Carter frame

Ψ_{DHR} = D_rη + (ð^′ ð +3Ψ_2)ψ = W + 2ρη (5.9a) ð^′ V = 2 þ ð^′ ð ψ (5.9b) (þ +ρ)V = 2 ð Ψ_{DHR} (5.9c)

Using Eqs. 2.12, 2.20b, 4.4–4.6 and 5.9 we obtain

D_rW + ð^′ V = D_tΨ_{DHR} , D_tW − ð^′ V = (D_r − 4ρ)Ψ_{DHR} (5.10)

Thus, we can write the canonical energy Eq. 4.21 in terms of the DHR variable Ψ_{DHR} as

16πE =^1_2 � Σ N �_1

2 | D_tΨ_{DHR} |^2 +^1_2 | (D_r − 4ρ)Ψ_{DHR} |^2 + 2 | ð Ψ_{DHR} |^2 � (5.11)

23Recall that we are using a negative definite metric on Σ, so the first form of the energy in Eq. 5.7 is also manifestly positive.

Now, using Eqs. 2.21 and 2.22 for Ψ_{DHR}, we get � Σ N | ð^′ Ψ_{DHR} |^2 = � Σ N � | ð Ψ_{DHR} |^2 + 4(−ρ^2 + Ψ_2) | Ψ_{DHR} |^2 � (5.12a) � Σ N | (D_r − 4ρ)Ψ_{DHR} |^2 = � Σ N � | (D_r − 2ρ)Ψ_{DHR} |^2 + (8ρ^2 + 4Ψ_2) | Ψ_{DHR} |^2 � (5.12b)

where from Eq. 5.9, Ψ_{DHR} = o(1/r^{3/2} ) near spatial infinity. Using the above in Eq. 5.11, noting that V_{DHR} = 8ρ^2 − 2Ψ_2 from Eqs. 2.10, 2.11 and 5.6 and comparing to Eq. 5.7, we have

E [γ] =^1_{32π} � Σ N �_1

2 | D_tΨ_{DHR} |^2 +^1_2 | (D_r − 2ρ)Ψ_{DHR} |^2 + | ð Ψ_{DHR} |^2 + | ð^′ Ψ_{DHR} |^2 + V_{DHR} | Ψ_{DHR} |^2 � =^1_{4π} E_{DHR}[γ̂] (5.13)

It is worth noting that since the Hertz potential construction generalizes to Kerr, we can construct an analogue of E_{DHR} for an axisymmetric metric perturbation, γ̂_{ab}, of Kerr. Namely, we calculate the Teukolsky variable of γ̂_{ab} and then use it as a Hertz potential to generate a new, complex metric perturbation, γ_{ab}. We then compute the canonical energy, E [γ], of γ_{ab}. However, we have not shown that E [γ] must be positive for Kerr.

6. RELATION OF THE DHR VARIABLE TO THE REGGE-WHEELER AND TWIST POTENTIAL VARIABLES OF THE ASSOCIATED PERTURBATION

In this section, we obtain relations between the DHR variable Ψ_{DHR} associated with a metric perturbation γ̂_{ab}, and the usual Regge-Wheeler variable for the axial part of the complex metric perturbation γ_{ab} generated by a Hertz potential ψ = r^4ψ̂_4. We also relate Ψ_{DHR} to the twist potential of γ_{ab}.

The original definition of the Regge-Wheeler variable given by [37] used a spherical harmonic expansion and a particular choice of gauge for the metric perturbation. This is not convenient for our purposes. Instead, we will use the gauge-invariant definition given by Moncrief [38], which does not require a spherical harmonic expansion. For any axial perturbation, the initial data (p^{(axial)}_{ab} , q^{(axial)}_{ab} ) on the Cauchy surface Σ can be written in the form

p^{(axial)}_{ab} = 2r_{(a}ε_{b)}^cD_cp_1 − 2ε_{(a}^cD_{b)}D_cp_2 q^{(axial)}_{ab} = 2r_{(a}ε_{b)}^cD_cq_1 − 2ε_{(a}^cD_{b)}D_cq_2

(6.1)

where ε_{ab} is the volume form on the 2-spheres, and p_1, p_2, q_1, q_2 are functions on Σ. The Hamiltonian constraint Eq. 1.4b is automatically satisfied for perturbations of this form, whereas the momentum constraint Eq. 1.4a determines the variable p_2 in terms of p_1 and its radial derivatives [38]. Following [38] we define the Regge-Wheeler variable Q_{RW} and its conjugate momentum P_{RW}, which are unconstrained gauge-invariant variables, as

Q_{RW} := √ Δ � q_1

r^2

+^{√Δ}_r ∂_r q_2 r^2 �

P_{RW} :=^{2r}_Δ D^2p_1 = −^{4r}_Δ (δ + 2β)δp_1

(6.2)

Then Q_{RW} satisfies the scalar Regge-Wheeler equation [37, 38] 2 √ Δ r D^′ � √ Δ r DQ_{RW} � + Δ r^2

D^2Q_{RW} − Δ r^2 6M r^3

Q_{RW} = 0 (6.3)

Now consider the complex metric perturbation γ_{ab} generated by the Hertz potential ψ = r^4ψ̂_4, as considered in the previous section. By comparing the form Eq. 4.13 of the axial part of this perturbation with Eq. 6.1 (where now p_1, p_2, q_1, q_2 are complex functions), and using ε_{ab} = 2im_{[a}m_{b]}, we find

δp_1 =^i_8 (þ +ρ)V , (δ − 2β)δp_2 =^i_8^√_2 (D_tW − ð^′ V ) δq_1 =^i_4^√_2 V , (δ − 2β)δq_2 =^i_4 W

(6.4)

Using Eqs. 5.9c, 5.10, 6.2 and 6.4, the (complex) Regge-Wheeler variables for γ_{ab} satisfy

(δ − 2β)δQ_{RW} = i √ Δ 4 √ 2r^2

[D_rW + ð^′ V ] = i √ Δ 4 √ 2r^2

D_tΨ_{DHR}

P_{RW} = −i r 2Δ ð(þ +ρ)V = −i r Δ ð^2 Ψ_{DHR}

(6.5)

which gives the desired relation.

Another relation can be obtained by noting that the DHR variables can be written as (see Remark 7.1 [1]) 1 r^2 Ψab = DaDbf − 1 2 s_{ab}D^2f − ε_{(a}^cD_{b)}D_cg (6.6a) Ψ_{DHR} = −4r(δ − 2β)δ(f + ig) (6.6b)

where f, g are uniquely determined by Ψ_{DHR} up to ℓ = 0, 1 spherical harmonic modes and both f, g satisfy Eq. 6.3. Using Eq. 6.5 we obtain

Q_{RW} = −i£_t(f + ig) (6.7)

Using the above relations, one can check that the Hamiltonian obtained by Moncrief [38] for the Regge-Wheeler variable Q_{RW} (after a spherical harmonic decomposition) is equivalent to both the canonical energy E [γ] and the DHR energy E_{DHR}[γ̂].

Next, we consider the twist potential variable which can be defined in spacetime as described in [39]. For our purposes it will be more convenient to use the following (3 + 1)- formulation by Moncrief [40]. The linearized constraint Eq. 1.4a implies that the axial momentum perturbation p^{(axial)}_{ab} satisfies

D^a(p^{(axial)}_{ab} ϕ^b) = 0 (6.8)

Following [40], this can be solved by introducing a (complex) perturbed twist potential ω

p^{(axial)}_{ab} ϕ^b =^1_2 Φ^{−1}ε_a^{bc}ϕ_cD_bω = −^1_{r sin θ}

�_{1√}

2 δω r_a +^1_4 D_rω (m_a + m_a) � (6.9)

where Φ := −ϕ_aϕ^a = r^2 sin^2 θ.

Using Eqs. 4.10, 4.13a, 5.9c and 5.10 we find that for the complex metric perturbation generated by the Hertz potential ψ = r^4ψ̂_4, we have

p^{(axial)}_{ab} ϕ^b = −^i_8 r sin θ

�_{1√}

2 4 ð Ψ_{DHR} r_a + (D_r − 4ρ)Ψ_{DHR}(m_a + m_a) � (6.10)

Converting the GHP derivatives to NP derivatives in Eq. 6.10 and comparing with Eq. 6.9 yields ω =^i_2 r^2 sin^2 θ Ψ_{DHR} (6.11)

Thus, Ψ_{DHR} is simply related to the twist potential of the axial part of the complex metric perturbation generated from the Hertz potential ψ = r^4ψ̂_4.

ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS

We thank Lars Andersson for suggesting to us that it should be useful to express the canonical energy in terms of a Hertz potential. K.P. is supported in part by the NSF grants PHY-1404105 and PHY-1707800 to Cornell University. R.M.W. is supported in part by NSF grants PHY 15-05124 and PHY18-04216 to the University of Chicago. Some calculations used the computer algebra system Mathematica [41], in combination with the xAct/xTensor suite [42, 43].

Appendix A: Electromagnetic perturbations on Schwarzschild background

In this appendix, we will show the relationship of the energy obtained by Pasqualotto [17] for electromagnetic perturbations of Schwarzschild to the canonical energy of electromagnetic perturbations generated by a corresponding Hertz potential, in close analogy with the gravitational case treated in Sec. 5. We note that positivity of the canonical energy of electromagnetic perturbations of any static black hole (not necessarily satisfying Einstein equation and in any number of dimensions) is easily shown [18]. Positivity of the canonical energy of electromagnetic perturbations of an arbitrary stationary-axisymmetric black hole solution of the vacuum Einstein equation was proven in [18].

The operators for electromagnetic perturbations corresponding to the operators E, T , O, S of Sec. 3 are [12, 14, 15, 44]

E_{EM}[Â_a] = 2∇^b∇_{[b}Â_{a]} T_{EM}[Â_a] := φ̂_0 ⊜ (2, 0) O_{EM}[φ̂_0] := [(þ −2ρ − ρ) (þ^′ −ρ^′) − (ð +2τ − τ^′) (ð^′ −τ^′)] φ̂_0 ⊜ (2, 0) 2S_{EM}[J_a] := (ð −2τ − τ^′) (l^aJ_a) − (þ −2ρ − ρ) (m^aJ_a) ⊜ (2, 0)

(A.1)

These operators again satisfy the identity Eq. 3.4, and their adjoints therefore also satisfy Eq. 3.7. It is easily seen that E_{EM} is self-adjoint. The adjoints of O_{EM} and S_{EM} are

O^†_{EM}[φ] := [(þ^′ −ρ^′) (þ +ρ) − (ð^′ −τ ) (ð +τ)] φ ⊜ (−2, 0) 2S^†_{EM}[φ] := [−l^a (ð +τ) + m^a (þ +ρ)] φ ⊜ (0, 0)

(A.2)

where φ ⊜ (−2, 0). The equation O^†_{EM}[φ] = 0 is just the spin-(−1) Teukolsky equation. We may use solutions to O^†_{EM}[φ] = 0 as Hertz potentials to generate the complex vector potential A^a = 2S^†_{EM}[φ] solutions to Maxwell equation. Our choice of S^†_{EM} puts the vector potential in the “ingoing radiation” gauge A_al^a = 0.

We now consider a vector potential A_a generated by the Hertz potential φ on a Schwarzschild spacetime given by

A_a = −l_a ð φ + m_aχ with (A.3a) χ := (þ +ρ)φ ⊜ (−1, 1) (A.3b)

The spin-(−1) Teukolsky equation O^†_{EM}[φ] = 0 becomes

þ^′ χ = ρ^′χ + ð^′ ð φ (A.4)

Using Eqs. 2.12a and 2.12b, we obtain

þ ð φ = ð χ (A.5)

Using Eqs. A.4 and A.5, the complex Maxwell field strength F_{ab} = 2∇_{[a}A_{b]} is computed to be F_{ab} = 2(l_{[a}n_{b]} + m_{[a}m_{b]}) ð χ − 2l_{[a}m_{b]} ð^2 φ + 2n_{[a}m_{b]}(þ −ρ)χ (A.6) Note that F_{ab} is self-dual, i.e., (∗F )_{ab} = iF_{ab}.

On the Cauchy surface Σ, the initial data is given by the spatial vector potential A_a and the electric field E_a

A_a =^{1√}_2 r_a ð φ + m_aχ E_a = r_a ð χ −^{1√}_2 m_a ð^2 φ +^{1√}_2 m_a(þ −ρ)χ

(A.7)

The magnetic field is

F_{ab} = 2D_{[a}A_{b]} = √ 2r_{[a}m_{b]} ð^2 φ + √ 2r_{[a}m_{b]}(þ −ρ)χ + 2m_{[a}m_{b]} ð χ (A.8)

The canonical energy is^{24}

E_{EM}[A ] =^1_{4π} � Σ N � −E_aE^a +^1_2 F_{ab}F^{ab} � (A.9)

Again, we remind the reader that the negative sign of the E_aE^a term is due to the negativedefinite spatial metric. However, as a direct consequence of the self-duality of F_{ab}, we have − � Σ NE_aE^a =^1_2 � Σ NF_{ab}F^{ab} (A.10)

Using Eqs. A.7 and A.8 the canonical energy E_{EM} can be put in the form

E_{EM}[A ] =^1_{4π} � Σ N � 2 | ð χ |^2 +^1_2 � � � ð^2 φ + (þ −ρ)χ � � �^2 +^1_2 � � � ð^2 φ − (þ −ρ)χ � � �^2 �

=^1_{4π} � Σ N �_1

2 | D_tχ |^2 +^1_2 | (D_r − 2ρ)χ |^2 + 2 | ð χ |^2

� (A.11)

where to get the last line we have used Eq. A.4 and Eq. 2.22 for ð φ.

We now relate the energy obtained by [17] to Hertz potentials and canonical energy. Let Â_a be an electromagnetic perturbation and φ̂_2 := F̂_{ab}manb ⊜ (−2, 0) the corresponding perturbed Maxwell field strength component. Pasqualotto [17] considers the quantity

Φ_a := − √ 2r^3 √ Δ D �√ 2Δ � m_aφ̂_2 + m_aφ̂_2 � (A.12)

On a Schwarzschild background, φ = r^2φ̂_2 ⊜ (−2, 0) solves the spin-(−1) Teukolsky equation O^†_{EM}[φ] = 0, and can be used as a Hertz potential to generate electromagnetic perturbations. In terms of φ we can write Φ_a = 2r(m_aΦ_P + m_aΦ_P) (A.13)

with the complex scalar Φ_P = (þ +ρ)φ ⊜ (−1, 1) (A.14)

24As discussed in [18], the canonical energy differs from the ordinary electromagnetic energy by a boundary term at B. However, this boundary term vanishes for a static black hole.

The Maxwell equation for Â_a gives the relation ð^′ φ̂_1 = (þ −ρ)φ̂_2 [21] and so we also have

−^1_{2r3} Φ_a = D_a(Re φ̂_1) + ε_a^bD_b(Im φ̂_1) (A.15a) Φ_P = r^2 ð^′ φ̂_1 (A.15b)

The variables Φ_a and Φ_P satisfy, respectively, the vector and spin-weighted Fackerell-Ipser equation [17] 2 √ Δ r D^′ � √ Δ r DΦ_a � + Δ r^2

D^2Φ_a + Δ r^2

V_PΦ_a = 0

[2(þ^′ −ρ^′)(þ −ρ) − 2 ð ð^′ +V_P] Φ_P = 0

(A.16)

with the potential V_P = 1 r^2

(A.17)

The conserved energy for solutions of Eq. A.16 is given by

E_P[Â ] = � Σ Nr^{−2} � −^1_2 (D_tΦ_a)^2 −^1_2 (D_rΦ_a)^2 + (D_bΦ_a)^2 − V_P (Φ_a)^2 � = � Σ N �_1

2 | D_tΦ_P |^2 +^1_2 | (D_r − 2ρ)Φ_P |^2 + | ð Φ_P |^2 + | ð^′ Φ_P |^2 + V_P | Φ_P |^2

� (A.18)

This energy is in fact equivalent to the canonical energy Eq. A.11. To see this first note from Eqs. A.3b and A.14 we have, χ = Φ_P. Thus, Eq. A.11 is

E_{EM}[A ] =^1_{4π} � Σ N �_1

2 | D_tΦ_P |^2 +^1_2 | (D_r − 2ρ)Φ_P |^2 + 2 | ð Φ_P |^2 � (A.19)

Then, using Eq. 2.22 for Φ_P, and Eqs. 2.10, 2.11 and 2.21a, we have � Σ N | ð^′ Φ_P |^2 = � Σ N � | ð Φ_P |^2 −^1_{r2} | Φ_P |^2 � (A.20)

Using this in Eq. A.19, noting the form of the potential Eq. A.17, and comparing to Eq. A.18, we get

E_{EM}[A ] =^1_{4π} � Σ N �_1

2 | D_tΦ_P |^2 +^1_2 | (D_r − 2ρ)Φ_P |^2 + | ð Φ_P |^2 + | ð^′ Φ_P |^2 + V_P | Φ_P |^2 � =^1_{4π} E_P[Â ]

(A.21)

as we desired to show.

It is also worth clarifying the relationship between the form of the canonical energy Eq. A.11 and the form obtained in [18, 19]. We first note that since the field strength F_{ab} is self-dual its charge vanishes. Then, consider the complex scalar variable

Ψ := ϕ^aA_a = i √ 2r sin θ χ = i √ 2r sin θ Φ_P (A.22)

which can be viewed as a “magnetic” potential for F_{ab} (see Remark 5.1 [18]) or as an Ernst potential [45, 46]. In terms of Ψ we can write the canonical energy Eq. A.11 as

E_{EM} =^1_{8π} � Σ N^{−1}Φ^{−1} � � Ψ̇ � �^2 − NΦ−1habD_aΨD_bΨ (A.23)

On Σ, define the 1-form Z_a by

Z_a := −^1_2 Φ^{−1}D_aΦ ≡ −^1_r dr − cot θ dθ (A.24)

where Φ := −ϕ_aϕ^a = r^2 sin^2 θ. Z_a is related to the anti-self-dual Ashtekar-Sen connection of the background Schwarzschild spacetime, see Remark 5.2 of [18]. Integrating-by-parts in Eq. A.23 we obtain

E_{EM} =^1_{8π} � Σ N^{−1}Φ^{−1} � � Ψ̇ � �^2 − NΦ−1hab �(D_aΨ + Z_aΨ)(D_bΨ + Z_bΨ) + Z_aZ_b | Ψ |2� (A.25)

which matches the expression in Sec. 5 [18], and the energy obtained by Gudapati [19].

[1] M. Dafermos, G. Holzegel and I. Rodnianski, The linear stability of the Schwarzschild solution to gravitational perturbations, 1601.06467.

[2] M. Dafermos and I. Rodnianski, Lectures on black holes and linear waves, in Evolution Equations (D. Ellwood, I. Rodnianski, G. Staffilani and J. Wunsch, eds.), vol. 17 of Clay Mathematics Proceedings, pp. 97–205. Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, RI, 2013. 0811.0354.

[3] S. Ma, Uniform energy bound and Morawetz estimate for extreme components of spin fields in the exterior of a slowly rotating Kerr black hole II: linearized gravity, 1708.07385.

[4] M. Dafermos, G. Holzegel and I. Rodnianski, Boundedness and decay for the Teukolsky equation on Kerr spacetimes I: the case |a| ≪ M, 1711.07944.

[5] M. Dafermos, G. Holzegel and I. Rodnianski unpublished, see [4].

[6] S. Klainerman and J. Szeftel, Global Nonlinear Stability of Schwarzschild Spacetime under Polarized Perturbations, 1711.07597.

[7] S. Hollands and R. M. Wald, Stability of black holes and black branes,

Commun. Math. Phys. 321 (2013) 629 [1201.0463].

[8] K. Prabhu and R. M. Wald, Black Hole Instabilities and Exponential Growth, Commun. Math. Phys. 340 (2015) 253 [1501.02522].

[9] J. S. Schiffrin and R. M. Wald, Reflection Symmetry in Higher Dimensional Black Hole

Spacetimes, Class. Quant. Grav. 32 (2015) 105005 [1501.02752].

[10] K. Prabhu, J. S. Schiffrin and R. M. Wald, A Variational Principle for the Axisymmetric Stability of Rotating Relativistic Stars, Class. Quant. Grav. 33 (2016) 185007 [1606.00859].

[11] J. Cohen and L. Kegeles, Space-time perturbations, Phys. Lett. A 54 (1975) 5. [12] P. L. Chrzanowski, Vector Potential and Metric Perturbations of a Rotating Black Hole, Phys. Rev. D11 (1975) 2042.

[13] J. M. Stewart, Hertz-Bromwich-Debye-Whittaker-Penrose Potentials in General Relativity, Proc. Roy. Soc. Lond. A367 (1979) 527.

[14] R. M. Wald, Construction of Solutions of Gravitational, Electromagnetic, or Other Perturbation Equations from Solutions of Decoupled Equations, Phys. Rev. Lett. 41 (1978) 203.

[15] S. A. Teukolsky, Perturbations of a Rotating Black Hole. I. Fundamental Equations for Gravitational, Electromagnetic, and Neutrino-Field Perturbations, Astrophys. J. 185 (1973) 635.

[16] S. Hollands and A. Ishibashi, Instabilities of extremal rotating black holes in higher dimensions, Commun. Math. Phys. 339 (2015) 949 [1408.0801].

[17] F. Pasqualotto, The spin ±1 Teukolsky equations and the Maxwell system on Schwarzschild,

1612.07244.

[18] K. Prabhu and R. M. Wald, Stability of stationary-axisymmetric black holes in vacuum general relativity to axisymmetric electromagnetic perturbations, Class. Quant. Grav. 35 (2018) 015009 [1708.03248].

[19] N. Gudapati, A Positive-Definite Energy Functional for Axially Symmetric Maxwell’s Equations on Kerr-de Sitter Black Hole Spacetimes, 1710.11294.

[20] E. Newman and R. Penrose, An Approach to Gravitational Radiation by a Method of Spin Coefficients, J. Math. Phys. 3 (1962) 566 errata: J. Math. Phys. 4 (1963), no. 7 998–998.

[21] R. P. Geroch, A. Held and R. Penrose, A space-time calculus based on pairs of null directions, J. Math. Phys. 14 (1973) 874.

[22] R. M. Wald, General Relativity. The University of Chicago Press, 1984. [23] B. Carter, Global Structure of the Kerr Family of Gravitational Fields,

Phys. Rev. 174 (1968) 1559.

[24] S. Aksteiner, Geometry and Analysis on Black Hole Spacetimes, Ph.D. thesis, Gottfried Wilhelm Leibniz Universität, Hannover, 2014.

[25] S. A. Teukolsky, Rotating black holes: Separable wave equations for gravitational and electromagnetic perturbations, Phys. Rev. Lett. 29 (1972) 1114.

[26] J. M. Bardeen and W. H. Press, Radiation fields in the Schwarzschild background, J. Math. Phys. 14 (1973) 7.

[27] R. M. Wald, Non-existence of dynamic perturbations of Schwarzschild with vanishing self-dual part, Class. Quant. Grav. 3 (1986) 55.

[28] R. M. Wald, Construction of Metric and Vector Potential Perturbations of a

Reissner-Nördstrom Black Hole, Proc. R. Soc. Lond. A 369 (1979) 67.

[29] V. Iyer and R. M. Wald, Some properties of Noether charge and a proposal for dynamical black hole entropy, Phys. Rev. D50 (1994) 846 [gr-qc/9403028].

[30] R. M. Wald, On identically closed forms locally constructed from a field,

J. Math. Phys. 31 (1990) 2378.

[31] J. Sorce and R. M. Wald, Gedanken experiments to destroy a black hole. II. Kerr-Newman black holes cannot be overcharged or overspun, Phys. Rev. D96 (2017) 104014 [1707.05862].

[32] S. Aksteiner, L. Andersson and T. Bäckdahl, New identities for linearized gravity on the Kerr spacetime, 1601.06084.

[33] R. Penrose and W. Rindler, Spinors and Space-Time Vol. 1: Two-Spinor Calculus and Relativistic Fields. Cambridge University Press, 1988.

[34] W. E. Couch and E. T. Newman, Algebraically special perturbations of the Schwarzschild metric, J. Math. Phys. 14 (1973) 285.

[35] R. M. Wald, On perturbations of a Kerr black hole, J. Math. Phys. 14 (1973) 1453. [36] S. Aksteiner and L. Andersson, Charges for linearized gravity,

Class. Quant. Grav. 30 (2013) 155016 [1301.2674].

[37] T. Regge and J. A. Wheeler, Stability of a Schwarzschild singularity,

Phys. Rev. 108 (1957) 1063.

[38] V. Moncrief, Gravitational perturbations of spherically symmetric systems. I. The exterior problem, Annals Phys. 88 (1974) 323.

[39] R. P. Geroch, A method for generating solutions of Einstein’s equations,

J. Math. Phys. 12 (1971) 918.

[40] V. Moncrief, Reduction of Einstein’s equations for vacuum space-times with spacelike U(1) isometry groups, Annals Phys. 167 (1986) 118.

[41] Wolfram Research, Inc., Mathematica, Version 11.3, 2018.

[42] “xAct: Efficient tensor computer algebra for the Wolfram Language.” http://www.xact.es/. [43] A. García-Parrado Gómez-Lobo and J. M. Martín-García, Spinors: a Mathematica package for doing spinor calculus in General Relativity, Comput. Phys. Commun. 183 (2012) 2214 [1110.2662], (http://www.xact.es/Spinors/index.html).

[44] J. M. Cohen and L. S. Kegeles, Electromagnetic fields in curved spaces: A constructive procedure, Phys. Rev. D10 (1974) 1070.

[45] F. J. Ernst, New Formulation of the Axially Symmetric Gravitational Field Problem, Phys. Rev. 167 (1968) 1175.

[46] F. J. Ernst, New Formulation of the Axially Symmetric Gravitational Field Problem. II, Phys. Rev. 168 (1968) 1415.