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AN ALTERNATIVE BETWEEN NON-UNIQUE AND NEGATIVE YAMABE
SOLUTIONS TO THE CONFORMAL FORMULATION OF THE EINSTEIN
CONSTRAINT EQUATIONS

MICHAEL HOLST AND CALEB MEIER

ABSTRACT. The conformal method has been effective for parametrigmigtions to
the Einstein constraint equations on clogedhanifolds. However, it is still not well-
understood; for example, existence of solutions to the @ondl equations for zero
or negative Yamabe metrics is still unknown without the atlec “CMC” or “near-
CMC” assumptions. The first existence results without sussumptions, termed the
“far-from-CMC” case, were obtained by Holst, Nagy, and Ttgegel in 2008 for pos-
itive Yamabe metrics. However, their results are based paltgical arguments, and
as a result solution uniqueness is not known. Indeed, Mdxyaeke evidence in 2011
that far-from-CMC solutions are not unique in certain caseghis article, we provide
further insight by establishing a type of alternative tteorfor general far-from-CMC
solutions. For a given manifold1 that admits a metric of positive scalar curvature and
scalar flat metrigy, with no conformal Killing fields, we first prove existence of an-
alytic, one-parameter family of metrigs, throughg, such thatR(g,) = A. Using this
family of metrics and given daf@a, o, p, j), we form a one-parameter family of operators
F((¢,w), \) whose zeros satisfy the conformal equations. Applying hisy-Schmidt
reduction, we determine an analytic solution curve f{(¢, w),\) = 0 through a
critical point where the linearization df'((¢, w), A) vanishes. The regularity of this
curve, the definition of'((¢, w), A), and the earlier far-from-CMC results of Holst et
al. allow us to then prove the following alternative theofemfar-from-CMC solutions:
either (1) there exists &; > 0 such that (positive Yamabe) solutions to the confor-
mal equations are non-unique with dda,,, \37, \20, \2p, A?j); or (2) there exists
A2 < 0 such that (negative Yamabe) solutions to the conformaltémnsexist with data
(9rs5 /\%Tv )‘%Uv )‘%pv )‘%J)
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1. INTRODUCTION

The Einstein field equatiots,, = 7}, can be formulated as a Cauchy problem
where the initial data consists of a Riemannian mejgicand a symmetric tensai,,
on a specified-dimensional manifold\ [10,/23]. However, one is not able to freely
specify such initial data. Like Maxwell's equations, thétiad data ., and k., must
satisfy constraint equations, where the constraints takéarm

R+ k®ky + k* = 2kp, (1.1)
Dyk®™ — D% = kj°. (1.2)

Here, 2 and D are respectively the scalar curvature and covariant demévassociated
with g, k is the trace ofl%ab, andp andj“ are matter terms obtained by contracting
T, with a vector field normal toV, where one assumes thgt, satisfies the dominant
energy condition.

Equation [(1.11) is known as the Hamiltonian constraint wiffl&) is known as the
momentum constraint, and collectively they are known adHinstein constraint equa-
tions. These equations form an underdetermined systenuokfjuations to be solved
for twelve unknowns represented by the symmetric two inéesaorsg,, and kop. IN
order to transform the constraint equations into a detexthgsystem, one divides the
unknowns into freely specifiable data and determined dataywshat is known as the
conformal methodin this method, introduced by Lichnerowi¢z [19] and York]2one
makes the decomposition

- A 1
kab - lab + ggablf—a (13)

where? = k,,g* is the trace and,, is the traceless part d@f,,, and then one makes the
following conformal rescaling

gab = ¢4gab7 Zab = (b_lolab? T=T. (14)
Then, forming the decomposition
lab = (Uab + (ﬁw)ab)v (15)

whereD,c® = 0, and defining

2
(,CW)ab — Dawb 4 waa o g(Dc,wc)gab
as theconformal Killing operatoyone obtains the conformal, transverse, traceless (CTT)

formulation of the constraint equations as

% 1 _ Kk _
Er%ﬁ” - g(a + LW)gp(0 + Lw) ™7 — Zpgb 3=, (1.6)

2
Lw + gDT(bG + Mkj =0,

1
~Ap+g R+

whereLw = —D,(Lw)®. The above systerh (1.6) forms a determined, coupled nonlin-
ear system of elliptic partial differential equations witpecified datdg, 7, o, p, j) and
with (¢, w) to be determined by the equations. For simplicity, we wilereo this system
as theconformal formulatior{cf. [4] for further discussion).

In this paper, we address some of the open questions agsbuidah existence and
uniqueness of solutions to the conformal formulation oncsetl,3-dimensional mani-
fold M in the event that the mean curvatureloes not satisfy the “near constant” (or
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near-CMQ assumptions developed by Isenberg and Moncri€ef in [16F Well-known
that solutions to the conformal equations exist and areusna@n a closed manifold if
the mean curvature does not vanish and has a bounded derivative. However, very
little is known about the existence and uniqueness of swistin the event that the
mean curvature function does not satisfy these so-callad@BIC assumptions. The
first “far-from-CMC” existence results were not establidhmmtil 2008 in [13| 14], when
Holst, Nagy, and Tsogtgerel showed that solutions to théocoral formulation exist for
metrics in the positive Yamabe class and mean curvatuoesnpletely free of the near-
CMC assumption, now termed the “far-from-CMC” case. Howetlgere are currently
no far-from-CMC existence results for metrics in the zermegative Yamabe classes.
Furthermore, given that the existence results in [13, 1dJaigeneral topological fixed
point theorem as opposed to the contraction mapping thetypenarguments used in
[15,(16], it is not known whether far-from-CMC solutions ameique. Indeed, Maxwell
has shown that solutions to the conformal formulation ane-moique for certain low-
regularity, far-from-CMC mean curvatures in the event tiat prescribed metric lies
in the zero Yamabe class (¢f [20]). In this article we palgialddress these issues by
showing that either the postive Yamabe, far-from-CMC sohg obtained in[13, 14] are
non-unique, or that negative Yamabe, far-from-CMC sohgito the conformal equa-
tions exist for a certain family of metrics with constantgagve scalar curvature.

To obtain our results, we consider a closgdiimensional manifold\ which admits
a metric of positive scalar curvature and also admits a owgtivith zero scalar curvature
and no conformal Killing fields. We show that there exists:a 0 and a one-parameter
family of metrics(gy)xe(—s,5 ON M, analytic in the variable, such that?(g,) = A and
Jalr=0 = go. Using this family of metrics, we then construct the follogione-parameter
family of nonlinear elliptic systems on the closed manifait

_Xn
4

1 4 1
—AA¢+§)\¢ + i\—2Tz<b5 — g()\2a + LwW) (Mo 4 Lw) o7

2\ 6 9 .
L)\W—FTD)\TQﬁ + A K] :O,

py~> =0, (1.7)

where A,, L, and D, are the Laplace-Beltrami operator, negative divergencthef
conformal Killing operator and covariant derivative wittspect to the metrig,. For a
fixed \, we recognize the above family as the CTT formulation of thestein Constraint
Equations with specified data

g T=NT, on=XNo py=MNp, and j,=N\j (1.8)

We assume that is an arbitrary differentiable function ok, so thatr does not satisfy
the near-CMC assumptions. By applying some basic techsifjam bifurcation theory
and nonlinear functional analysis fo ([1.7), we are able tampatrize the solution curve
of (1.4) through((1, 0), 0). An analysis of this solution curve reveals that, underadué
reasonable assumptions, at least one of the following tvgsipdities must occur:

(1) There exists & > 0 such that for\, € (0,0), there exist(¢; ,,, w1,,) and
(Gang, War) IN C2 @ C>%(T M) that together solvé (1.7) when= ), with
(D100, Wing) # (P2.09, Wa,,) (i.€. solutions to the CTT formulation are non-
unique).

(2) There exists @ > 0 such that for any\, € (—4,0), there exists¢p,,, wy,) €
C?* @ C%(T M) that solves[(1]7) wheh = ), (i.e. far-from CMC solutions to
the CTT formulation exist for certain metrics in the negatkamabe class).
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The remainder of the paper is organized as follows. Setlipre&ents notation and
preliminaries that we will require to prove our results. larcular, we first summa-
rize some fundamental results from bifurcation theory. @ntipular, we discuss what
is known ad.iapunov-Schmidt reduction, which is instrumental in parametrizing solu-
tions to [1.7) in a neighborhood 6f1, 0), 0). We then show that a closetidimensional
manifold M which admits a metric of positive scalar curvature also aslam analytic,
one-parameter family of metrigg, such thatR(g,) = A. In Section 8, we then use
this one-parameter family of metrics and given datao, p, j) for the conformal equa-
tions to define a nonlinear operatb( (¢, w), A\) whose zeroes coincide with solutions
to the conformal equations. The main results of this papetlten presented in Theo-
rems[3.1 an@3]2 in Sectidn 3. Theorem 3.1 characterizesetavior of solutions to
the nonlinear problent’((¢, w), A) = 0 in a neighborhood of the poitit1, 0),0). This
characterization allows us to conclude that either theigt®k, > 0 such that solutions
to F'((¢, w), A\g) = 0 are non-unique or that there exisig < 0 for which solutions to
F((¢,w), o) = 0 exist. Theoreni_3]2 then interprets this result in terms efdbn-
formal equations. It concludes that in any neighborhood wiedric g, with zero scalar
curvature and no conformal Killing fields af, that either there exists a metrig
with R(gx) = A > 0 for which solutions to the conformal equations are non-uejar
R(g)») = A < 0 and negative Yamabe, far-from-CMC solutions exist. Theaiewher of
the paper is then devoted to proving these results. Sddimdedicated to showing that
the operato’((¢, w), \) is analytic, and then in Sectidn 5 we prove Theoréms 3.1 and
[3.2. We draw some conclusions in Sectidn 6, and also inclygigeAdX A containing
some supporting results.

2. PRELIMINARY MATERIAL

2.1. Notation and Function Spaces.Let M denote a compagétdimensional manifold
and let77 M denote the vector bundle of tensors of tyjes). In this paper, we will
consider the space étdifferentiable section€’* (T M), the Holder spaceS* (T M)
wherek € N, p > 1, a € (0, 1), and the Sobolev spac&&*?(T"M). Note that all of
these spaces (see Appendix A for a quick summary of the stéundgation we use here
for norms) are Banach spaces, and the spEE&(7T) is a Hilbert space for alt. As in
[9], we let

83" = WP(Ty ymmenid M))  the symmetric 2-covariant’*? tensors

. , . . 3
A*P C S§;F  the open set of Riemannian metrics of type” with s > —.
p

We will denote scalar valued functions by simply writi6j, C*~ andW*»,
Using any of the above Banach spaces, one can form new Bapacbssand Hilbert
spaces by considering the direct sum (see also [12]).

Definition 2.1. Suppose thak’; and X, are Banach spaces with norrg| x, and||-|| x, -
Then the direct sunX; @ X, is the vector space of ordered pairs, y) wherez € Xj,
y € X, and addition and scalar multiplication are carried out coomgnt-wise.

We have the following proposition:

Proposition 2.2. The vector spac&’; & X, is a Banach space when given the norm

I )l xiex. = (lzll, +lyll%,)> - (2.1)
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Proof. This follows from the fact thal - || x, and|| - || x, are norms and the spac&s
and X, are complete with respect to these norms. O
We have a similar proposition for Hilbert spaces.

Proposition 2.3. Suppose that{; and#, are Hilbert spaces with inner products ),
and(-, -)3,,. Then the direct suriy; @ H, is a Hilbert space with inner product

<(w7x)7 (y7 Z)>7-l1697—l2 = <w7y>7-l1 + <JI, Z>7—l2' (22)

Proof. That(, -)3,«%, iS an inner product follows from the fact that -)4, and(-, -)#,
are inner products. The expression

||(uv U)v (uv U)||H1€BH2 = \/<(u7 'U)v (uv U)>H1€BH27

is a norm onH; & H, that coincides with the norm in Propositibn2.2 in the evéat t
the norms onX; and.X, are induced by inner products. O

See[25] for a more complete discussion about the direct sfifdianach spaces.

2.2. Analytic Operators and the Implicit Function Theorem. Here we briefly discuss
analytic operators and the Implicit Function Theorem. Oppraach to proving that
either negative Yamabe far-from-CMC solutions exist ot ff@sitive Yamabe far-from-
CMC solutions are non-unique relies on showing that theatpeiin [1.6) is analytic.
We then apply the Implicit Function Theorem to determine malgic solution curve
through a critical point where the linearization bf (1.6skmnontrivial kernel. To this
end, the following discussion will be essential going fortyathe treatment is taken
mostly from [25].

Let X andY be Banach spaces and assume tiat X x --- x X — Y is ak-linear
bounded operator which is symmetric in all variables. Wergei norm on\/ by

)= s M), (23)
which implies that
[M (21, - zn) || < IM |zl - llznl] - forall (z,-- - 2n).
Definition 2.4. A power operator can be created frahi by defining
MaF = M(x,--- ,z), (2.4)
Mxmyn:M(xv'”7x7y7"'7y)7 m+n:k7
—_—— —

m times n times
for any partition ofk. For k = 0, M2° will denote a fixed element iX.
Using this definition of power operator, we can then form apans of the form

Tr = Z To(z — x0)", (2.5)
n=0
where eaclf, is a power operator. The operatbiconverges absolutely if the series

> Tl = ol (2.6)
n=0

converges.

Definition 2.5. Let X andY be Banach spaces and [Bt : X — Y be power operators,
n € N.
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(@) The operatorl’ : U € X — Y is analytic at a pointry € X if and only if it is
defined on some neighborhoodagfand there is some number> 0 such that
the serieq2.6) converges for alk with ||z — z|| < r.

(b) T is analytic on the open sét if and only if 7" is analytic at every point af .

A central theorem which we state without proof, and alsonahkehis particular form
from [25], is the Implicit Function Theorem.

Theorem 2.6(Implicit Function Theorem)Suppose thak, Y andZ are Banach spaces
with U C X x Y a neighborhood ofz, y). LetF : U C X x Y — Z be an operator
satisfyingF'(xo, yo) = 0. Then if

(i) D,F exists onJ and ke(D, F'(xo, yo)) is trivial,

(i) £ andD,F are continuous atz, yo),
the following are true:

(a) There exist positive numberg and r such that for everyr € X satisfying
|z — xo|| < 70, there is exactly ong(z) € Y for which ||y(x) — yol] < r
and F'(z,y(x)) = 0.

(b) If FlisaC™-map,1 < m < oo, on a neighborhood dfzy, vo), theny(z) is also
a C™-map on a neighborhood,.

(c) If Fis analytic at(zg, yo), theny(z) is analytic atz,.

2.3. Basic Bifurcation Theory. We now present some basic concepts from bifurcation
theory that will be also essential in our analysis. The feitg treatment is taken from
[18] and [7]; see alsa [22].

Suppose that’ : U x V — Z is a mapping with open sets C X,V C A, whereX
andZ are Banach spaces and= R. We letz € X and\ € A. Additionally assume
that F'(x, \) is Fréchet differentiable with respecti@nd\ onU x V. We are interested
in solutions to the nonlinear problem

F(z,\) =0. (2.7)
A solution of [Z.T7) is a poinfz, \) € X x A such that[(Z]7) is satisfied.

Definition 2.7. Suppose thatzy, o) is a solution to(2.7). We say tha#, is a bifurca-
tion point if for any neighborhood’ of (x¢, \) there exists & € A andxy,z, € X,
x1 # x9 such thatzy, A), (z2, \) € U and(x1, \) and(x2, \) are both solutions t@2.7).

Given a solutionxg, \) to (2.1), we are interested in analyzing solutiond fol(2n7) i
a neighborhood ofz, A\o) to determine whether or not it is a bifurcation point. One of
the most useful tools for this is the Implicit Function Thewmt2.6. This theorem asserts
that if D, F'(zo, Ao) is invertible, then there exists a neighborhagdx V; C U x V and
a continuous functiorf : V; — U, such that all solutions t@ (2.7) i#i; x V; are of the
form (f(\), A). Therefore, in order for a bifurcation to occur(a, \), it follows that
D, F(xg, A\p) must not be invertible.

2.3.1. Liapunov-Schmidt ReductioM.he following discussion is taken from [18]. Let
X, A andZ be Banach spaces and assumethat X,V C A. For\ = \g, we require
that the mappindg” : U x V — Z be a nonlinear Fredholm operator with respecto
i.e. the linearizationD, F'(-, \o) of F'(-, \o) : U — Z is a Fredholm operator. Assume
that F" also satisfies the following assumptions:

F(xo,\0) =0 forsome(zg, \g) € U x V, (2.8)
dim ker(DxF(:sz, )\0)) =dim ker(DxF(Io, )\0)*) = 1.



AN ALTERNATIVE BETWEEN NON-UNIQUE AND NEGATIVE YAMABE SOLUTIONS 7

Given thatD,F(zq, \g) has a one-dimensional kernel, there exists a projection- ope
atorP : X — X; = ker(D,F(xg,o)). Similarly, one has the projection operator
Q:Y =Y, =kern(D,F(xg,\o)*). This allows us to decomposg = X; & X, and
Y =Y @Y, whereY; = R(Dx F(xg, \o)). We will refer to the decompositioN; & X,
andY; @ Y; induced byD, F'(zo, A¢) as theLiapunov decomposition and we see that
F(z,\) = 0if and only if the following two equations are satisfied
QF(z,\) =0, (2.9)
(I —Q)F(x,\)=0.
For anyxz € X, we can writer = v + w, wherev = Pz andw = (I — P)x. Define
GZU1XW1X‘/1—>1/1by
Gv,w,\)= (I —-Q)F(v+w,\), where (2.10)
U1CX1, W1CX2, %CR and
vo = Pxg € Uy, wo= (I — P)xy € Wi,
andU,, W, are neighborhoods such that+ W, Cc U C X.
Then the definition of7(v, w, \) implies thatG(vg, wg, A\g) = 0 and our choice of
function spaces ensures that
DG (v, wo, Ao) = (I — Q) Do F (g, Ao) : Xo — Y7,
is bijective. The Implicit Function Theoreim 2.6 then imglithat there exist neighbor-
hoodslU, c U;, Wy, € Wy andV, C V4 and a continuous function
W Uy x Vo — Wy such that all solutions t&'(v, w, ) = 0, (2.11)
inUy x Wy x Vo are of the formG (v, (v, A), A) = 0.
Insertion ofy (v, A) into the second equation in_(2.9) yields a finite-dimendipnablem
O(v,\) = QF (v+1(v,\),\) =0. (2.12)

We observe that finding solutioris, \) to (2.12) is equivalent to finding solutions to
F(z,\) = 0 in a neighborhood ofzg, \g). We will refer to the finite-dimensional
problem [2.1PR) as thkiapunov-Schmidt reduction of (2.7).

With additional assumptions on the operatofr, \) and another application of the
Implicit Function Theorem, we may conclude that all soloido [2.12) are of the form

(v,v(v)), ~v:UsCUy—1ICR. (2.13)
Therefore, all solutions t¢ (2.112) in a neighborhoodomust satisfy
9(v) = QF (v + ¢(v,7(v)),7(v)) = 0. (2.14)

Given that kefD, F'(xq, \o)) is spanned by, then we can write = sty + vy. Substi-
tuting this into [2.14) we obtain

9(s) = QF (sto + vo + ¥(s0g + vo, y(vo + 500), 7(vo + s8p) = 0. (2.15)

This reduction provides the basis of the following theoraken from[18], which allows
us to determine a unique solution curve through the paint\,).

Theorem 2.8.Assumé&” : U xV — Z is continuously differentiabledrit x V' C X x R
and that assumption®.8) hold. Additionally, assume that

DyF(zo, Ao) & R(DzF (o, Ao)).- (2.16)
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Then there is a continuously differentiable curve throggh \,). That is, there exists

{(z(s), A()) [ s € (=0,9), (2(0),A(0)) = (0, M)}, (2.17)

such that
F(z(s),\(s)) =0 fors e (—46,0), (2.18)
and all solutions of'(z, \) = 0in a neighborhood ofz,, A¢) belong to the curv@.17)
Proof. See [12] or[[18]. 0J

In order to demonstrate that a nonlinear operator, ) exhibits a bifurcation point
and has non-unique solutions #qz, A\) = 0, one constructs the solution curve in The-
orem[2.8 through a poiritz, \g) whereD, F(zq, \o) has a nontrivial, one-dimensional
kernel. One then analyzes the coefficients in the Taylormsipa of this solution curve
at the critical pointgzg, \g) using additional results from bifurcation theory to deter-
mine if it has a “fold”. We will not employ this approach in opaper, as the operator
F((¢,w),A) in (1.2) is not amenable such techniques. (However, seeetated work
in[12].)

Instead, we rely on additional regularity of our solutiomauin (Z.17). In particular,
we demonstrate that our solution curve is analytic in a reaghood of0. The far-from-
CMC existence results (A.11) combined with the analytioftgur curve will allow us to
conclude tha\(s) cannot vanish identically in a neighborhood of zero. Thighescrux
of our argument. To demonstrate the analyticity of our sotuturve, we must show
that the one-parameter famify, defined above (117) is analytic min a neighborhood
of zero. This will allow us to conclude that the operaiti(¢, w), \) in (L.4) is analytic
in a neighborhood of the critical poift1, 0), 0), and therefore that our solution curve is
analytic by the Implicit Function Theorem. We first prove thastence of the analytic,
one-parameter family, for closed 3-dimensional manifolda.1 that admit a metric with
positive scalar curvature.

2.4. Properties of the Scalar Curvature Operator. The scalar curvature operator
R: ASP — W22,
takes the form

2 2 2
Ry = — Lgiign P05 Lo O Lo 0°9as (2.19)

Ui 299 Braord T 299 o T 27 Y drbor

_ 1 ijgab 82'gllb'
2 0x'0x’

whereU; is a given coordinate chart agde .4*?. The main objective of this section is

to show that for a given manifold1 which admits a metric of positive scalar curvature,

that there exists an analytic one-parameter family of oeti,) on M that satisfies

R(gx) = A for A € (—4,0). This family of metrics is necessary for the construction of

the one-parameter family of non-linear problemd.inl(1.7).

Using the definition of?(g), we have the first preliminary result.

— 979a9"T5T50 + g7 9 gl i),

Theorem 2.9.The scalar curvature operatdt : A*? — W*=2P? is an analytic operator.

Proof. We first note that the scalar curvature operator is a smoothatgr [9]. Fix a
metricgy € A*P. Then for anyw € AP, leth = w — go. Then by Theorern Al5, the
remainder ternR™ for the n-th order Taylor series aboyg has the form

1
IR (w)llwer < —5 sup. 1D R(go + 7h) (h)" llw=na) (2.20)

(n)' o<r<
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where D™ is the n-th Frechet derivative o andh™ = (h,--- ,h) is an element of
(AsP)". See [[25] for more details. ifp;, U;) is a coordinate chart oM, let (x;)7,
denote a smooth partition of unity subordinate totheThen we have that

1D™ R(go+7h)(R)" lw=s(r (2:21)
N
<3 I D™ R(go + 7h) (B)" lwesw, ) (2:22)
j=1
where supfy;) C U;,. Ineach cJ;harUZ-j, we have that
R(9)ly,, = - % i “b% %gijg“b% %gijg“b% (2.23)
- %gijgabiai%a;j — 999" T ST + 97 9" gl Ty (2.24)

In local coordinates,
R(gij)|Uij : Ws’p(Tzo(Uz‘j)) — Ws_Q’p(Uij)7

and
Dk(R(gz‘jﬂUij) =0
for k > 8. This together with[(2.21) implies the result. O

We will also have need for the following theorem from [9], whiallows us to de-
composeS;” using the linearization oR at a non-flat metrig, € .A*?. Recall that on
a 3-dimensional manifold\, non-flat (non-vanishing curvature tensor) is synonymous
with a non-vanishing Ricci tensor.

Theorem 2.10.Let g, be a non-flat metric ind*? such thatR(g,) = 0. Then the lin-
earization D,R(go) is surjective andS;” = ker(D,R(go0)) ® R((D,R(g0))*), where
(DyR(g0))* is the adjoint ofD,R(go). Moreover,R : AP — W5 2P maps any neigh-
borhood ofg, onto a neighborhood df.

Proof. See Theoren in [9]. O

We now recall that if &-dimensional compact manifolét admits a metric with positive
scalar curvature, then any € C* is the scalar curvature of some Riemannian metric
g on M [17,2]. Therefore, for a given € R, the set of metricg on M that satisfy
R(g) = X\ will be non-empty. Using this fact, Theorems]2.9 and P.10 twedimplicit
Function Theorem 216, we can now prove the following thegremmich allows us to
conclude the existence of an analytic, one-parameter yashiinetricsg, that satisfies
R(gx) = A.

Theorem 2.11.Suppose thaM is a closed-dimensional manifold that admits a metric
with positive scalar curvature. Then fann a neighborhood of), there exists an analytic
one-parameter family of metri¢g, ) throughg, such thatR(g,) = .

Proof. BecauseM admits a metric with positive scalar curvature, it admitsoa-fiat
metric go with zero scalar curvature. Indeed, for some fixgds (0, 1), one obtains
the metricgy = toho + (1 — to)hy by taking a convex combination of a metfig with
negative scalar curvature and a mefrjcwith positive scalar curvature. In general, the
Ricci tensor ofgy will be nonzero. If it is zero, by fixindi, and perturbing:; to obtain

ho = hi + Ahs, wherehs is non-flat metric that does not lie in the kernel of the linezal
Ricci operator, one obtains the metric = t;hy + (1 — ¢;)he Which has zero scalar
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curvature for some; € (0, 1) and will have a nontrivial Ricci tensor for sufficiently
small. Seel[2, 17] for more detalils.

Becauseg, is non-flat, Theorem 2.10 implie®” = ker(D,R(go)) ® R((D,R(g0))*).
Let X = R((D,R(g0))*) and define the operator

G: X xR — W?2?, (2.25)
G(h,A) = R(go + h) — \.

Theoreni 2.0 and the splitting results(in [9] imply that foe X, g, + h determines
an open subset a$;”. Moreover, forh sufficiently small,go + h € A*? given that
A*P is an open subset &;”. Therefore, there exists an open sulisetc S;” about
go for which the scalar curvature operator is well-defined. &oall » € X such that
go + h € Uy, G(h, \) is well-defined.

By constructionD,G(0, 0) is invertible and we may apply the Implicit Function The-
orem in a neighborhood af,. We conclude that there exists a neighborhbedk V' C
Uy xV C X xRof (0,0)and a function) : V- — Us, ¥(0) = 0, such thatG(h, \) =0
in this neighborhood if and only it = v(\). Lettingg, = go + ¥(\) € A*P, we ob-
serve thatR(gy) — A = G(¥(A), A) = 0, which implies thatR(g,) = A andR(go) = 0.
By Theoreni Z.B and the Implicit Function Theorem] 2.6 the eusyvis analytic in the
variable. O

Remark 2.12. The fact that)(\) is analytic in a neighborhood df means that for\
sufficiently small,

N
1
Jim (A ZOED A0V [ywonzoagy = 0. (2.26)
Moreover, the sum
<1 4
> IOl (2.27)
i=0

converges foi sufficiently small by Definitidn 2.5, whef@®:(0)|| is the operator norm

(2.3)induced by the norm oR and the norm| - ||yys.»(zo0qy- Therefore, ifl <k < s— I%

N
1
=0

This implies that ify(z, \) = go + ¢ )\), then in local coordinates

i( i )‘))_ilﬂ( (2, 0)) N (2.29)
g IV T L gingam TN '

forall 1 < i, j,m < 3. Furthermore, by(2.27)the serieq2.29)converges absolutely.
The same holds for higher order partials with respectetoif 2 < k£ < s — % See
PropositiorfA.8 for further details.

3. MAIN RESULTS

Let M be a closed3-dimensional manifold which admits a metric with positicakar
curvature that also admits a non-flat meyice A*? such thatR(gy) = 0. Let(g,) be
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the analytic curve of metrics determined in Theoftem 2.1 fXirn@ehe operator

—D06 F GAG + 35707 — awad T = Ao
F s ’)\ g 8 12 ) . 4 ,
((¢ W) ) L)\W + %D)\TQSG + )\2HJ

whereay, \ = (A0 + Lw) (A0 + Lw)*, and whered,, D, andLL, are induced by
(g9r)- We viewF'((¢, w), \) as a nonlinear operator, where

F((¢,w),\): C** @ C**(TM) ®R — C** @ C**(TM), (3.2)

and if F'((¢o, wo), Ao) = (0,0), then(¢o, wo) solves[(1lF) when = .

Clearly we have that'((1, 0),0) = 0. Moreover, we will show that kép x F'((1,0), 0)
is one-dimensional. We can then use Theofem 2.8 to paramedrisolution curve
((p(s), w(s)), A(s)) through((1,0),0). The first of our two main results in this paper
characterizes the behavior of solutions on this curve inght®rhood of((1, 0), 0).

(3.1)

Theorem 3.1.Let M be a closed 3-dimensional manifold that admits an analgtie-
parameter family of metricg, C A%?, s > 3 + g such that for each\ € (-4, ),

R(gx) = X andg, has no conformal Killing fields. Suppose thiato, p,j) € C*(M) x
C(M) xC(M) xC(TM) is freely specified, and using this data and the one-paramete
family g,, defineF'((¢, w), ) as in(3.1). Then at least one of the following two possi-
bilities must occur:

(1) There exists &, € (0,6) such that for all\ € (0, &) there existg¢, », w; ) and
(a.x, Wax) In C%* @ C%(T M) that together solv@l. ) with (¢; 5., w1y,) #
(¢2,)\ov WQ,)\O)’

(2) There exists &, € (0, d) such that for any\ € (—dy, 0), there existgp,, wy) €
C** @ C**(T M) that solveg3.1).

Combining Theorerh 2.10 and Theoreml3.1, we obtain our secaia result.

Theorem 3.2. Let M be a closed 3-dimensional manifold which admits both a met-
ric with positive scalar curvature and a metrig with zero scalar curvature and no
conformal Killing fields, where both metrics are contain@dA4*?, s > 3 + % Let
(1,0,p,j) € CL{M) x C(M) x C(M) x C(T M) be freely specified data for the CTT
formulation of the constraint€l.7). Then in any neighborhool of ¢, there exists a
metricg € A*P and a\ > 0 such that at least one the following must hold:

e R(g) = X and solutions to the CTT formulation of the Einstein Coriatsawith
specified datdg, \*r, \20, A?p, A\%j) are non-unique
e R(g) = —X\ and there exists a solution to CTT formulation of the Eimst@on-
straints with specified datgy, \27, \20, A\2p, \?j).
Thus, in any neighborhood of a metric with zero scalar cuw@atand no conformal
Killing fields, either there exists a Yamabe positive mdtiavhich solutions to the CTT
formulation are non-unique or there exists a Yamabe negatigtric for which far-from-
CMC solutions to the CTT formulation exist.

Remark 3.3. An important point of Theorefm 3.2 is that the functiois an arbitrary,
continuously differentiable function. Therefore thisdtion is allowed to have zeroes
and is free of any near-CMC conditions.

Remark 3.4. Here we do not prove the existence of manifoldshat admit both a metric
of positive scalar curvature and a metric with zero scalarnvaure and no conformal
Killing fields. Similar assumptions are made(it], and using the results ifb) [6, [&],

we can conclude that using a suitable topology, the set oficsatin a given manifold
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M which have no homothetic Killing fields is generic in the setnetrics with zero
scalar curvature. More generally, the set of metrics withcoaformal Killing fields is a
generic set in the space of metrics 81 [5]. We suspect that these results can be used
to show, under possibly additional regularity assumptidhat manifolds which admit
both a metric of positive scalar curvature and a metric wisiazscalar curvature and

no conformal Killing vectors exist.

4. PROPERTIES OFF((¢, W), A)

In this section we discuss some key properties of the opeFdi@, w), \) introduced
in (3.1). Our general strategy to prove the main results icti®e[3 will be to apply a
Liapunov-Schmidt reduction to this operator. In order tplgghis reduction, we seek
a point ((¢o, wo), Ag) for which the linearizationD x F'((¢o, W), Ao) has a nontrivial
kernel, whereX = (¢, w).

In the following discussion, we assume th&t is a closed,3-dimensional mani-
fold that admits an analytic, one-parameter family of nestgatisfyingR(g,) = X for
A € (—0,0). Additionally assume that eaaf), has no conformal Killing fields and
(gr) C A®P, wheres > 3 + % Assuming thatr, o, p, j) is given data for the confor-
mal formulation, we may define the operat6((¢, w), A) as in [3.1) and we have the
following result:

Proposition 4.1. Let F'((¢, w), \) be the nonlinear operator defined 6.1). Then the
following holds:

DyF((1,0),0) = [ i

) L} and ke(DXF((LO),O)):span{[(l)H, 4.1)

where A and L are the Laplace-Beltrami operator and the negative diveggeof the
conformal Killing operator induced byy.

Proof. This follows from the fact that the Gauteaux derivative amdckhet derivative
coincide in a neighborhood ¢f1, 0), 0). Therefore, for(¢, w) satisfying

(0, W)||c2e My@c2e(mary = 1,

we compute

t—0 t
to obtain [(4.1). Given thaj, has no conformal Killing fields, it is clear that the kernel of
(4.1) is spanned b{ (1) } O

Remark 4.2. Clearly the operatotDx F'((1,0), 0) is a self-adjoint operator. Therefore,

PropositiorT 4.1 also implies that keiD x F'(1,0),0)*) = [ (1) }

We will also require that the operatdi((¢, w), A) have certain regularity properties
in a neighborhood of the poirit1, 0), 0). For this we have the following proposition:

Proposition 4.3. In a neighborhood of(1, 0), 0), the nonlinear operato¥'((¢, w), A)
is an analytic operator between the spaces

C** @ C**(TM) @R — C% @ C¥*(TM).
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Proof. Writing out £'((¢, w), A) on a given chart element;, the Hamiltonian constraint,
which we will denote by ((¢, w), A), takes the form

ab a M o5 o]
17(X)0a0s® + f5(X)0atd + )\¢+E 70 — 5
(N Bawywe + f5 (N wawy + X f¢awy, + N f2(A)we + A'o®) — %peﬁ

( ade( ) 0awpOpwy +

wheref{?, ..., f¢ are functions irC**(U; x (—4,6)), a = 1 + [%] — % that are formed
from sums and products of the first and second derivativadssofdmponents af, with
respect to the spatial coordinate functiaris See Proposition_Al9 for details. Given
that theg, are analytic in\ € (—¢,4), Remark’2.12 and Proposition A.8 imply that
these functions are also analytic fore (—d,0). Similarly, the momentum constraint
Fy((¢,w), \) takes the form

E>((9, w),A) = (4.3)
2 .
7" (\)DaBywe + B3 (N)Dawy + B (Nwa + ZA%h4"(A)0a7d” + N1ij,

whereh§bd .. h$? € C1e(U; x (—4,9)) and are analytic with respect foe (-4, 6).
See Proposition A.10 for further discussion.

Expandingf®, ..., f¢ about\ = 0 and(¢ + 1)5, (¢ + 1)77, (¢ + 1)~2 abouty = 0,
we obtain the following power series representation forHaeniltonian constraint for
((p,w), A) in a neighborhood of(1, 0),0):

Fi((p+1,w),\) = (4.4)
°°1aiab()l 18 £2(0) 1 72 (5
> al» A88¢+Z ;N A@a¢+§>\(¢+1)+;ﬁ<i)¢)\4

H—l H—l | AF abcd
—FZ Z+2 ¢1)\2+ Z Z—|—6) 0 f@)\ ( )gbl)\](a wb)(awd)

1,7=0

00 (— 1)z+1(@+6)133 abc() "
+,Z:0 86NN (Y N @' N (Dawp)w,

— (—1)""(i 4 6)! & f2b(0)
2 3OHENG)  ov

¢ N (wa) (ws)

— (=14 6)! D f(0) ;s
+Z:0 8(6!)(z'<!)(j!)) 5‘”( )

— (=D +6)! ' f7(0)
2 S ow

— (D" +6)! 54 s
+§ sen(m YN

gbi)\j—i& (wa)
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Similarly, by expanding ouf$®d h3bd hsd hsd with respect tox aboutA = 0 and
(¢ +1)% aboute = 0, we obtaln a power series representation of the momentum con
straint for((¢, w), ) in a neighborhood of(1, 0), 0):

F((p+1,w),\) = (4.5)
0 1 8zhabcd . 0 1 8ihabd 0 .
ZO (’L') TU)\ 8 (8bwc + ZO (—T())\ (8awb)

= L OB0) RN 2 (O\OREO) ) s o
_'_Z m 3)\’ )\ (U)a) + ZZ 3(@') j a)\z aa7-¢ )\ + )\ K] .

i= i=0 j=0

The regularity of the coefficients, - - - , f-, Proposition’A.8, Remairk 2.112 and the fact
thaty € C*“ imply that the series in_(4.4) converges kd((¢, w), \) in C%*(M)
for [¢p| < 1 and|\| < ¢. Similarly, the series in[(4l5) converges #&((¢, w), A) in
CY(TM) for |¢] < 1 and|\| < 4.

Leth = ((¢, W), A), x0 = ((1,0),0). We can rewrite the power series representations
of F; andF, in Egs. (4.4) and (4]5) to expresg (¢ + 1,w), \) = F(xo + h) as a power
series of multilinear operators. For a given multi-index (a4, as, as), |o| = k, define
D*F;(xo + h)|n=0 to be the resulting operator obtained by partially diffe¢i@ing the
power series representationsfaf x, +h) and £ (x,+h) with respect to the multi-index
a = (aq, ag, ag), Wwhere we differentiate; times with respect t@, «, times with respect
to w, anda times with respect ta. Here D F;;(xo+h)|,—0 is ana;-multilinear operator
onC*?, ana,-multilinear operator o> (7. M), and an-multilinear operator oiR.
Then by a slight abuse of notation, we may succinctly write

M o (x0)h® = (4.6)
DOCF;'(XO_‘_h”h:O(QS)”' 7¢7W7"' 7W>)\7"' 7)\)7 fori = ]-,2

oy times  «y times a3 times

We then define &-linear operator foh € C%* x C**(T M) x R by letting

k! M aha
My (xo)h* = 2 fof=k Daalea) 51T ] e 000 % CONTM),  (4.7)
a: |a|=k (a1!)(az2!)(as!) M2ah

where the sums are over all three-tuplas, s, a3) such thaty; > 0.
Then by Eqgs.[(4]4)-(415) we have that on each chart elebignt

F(xg+h)\) = { ?;Eiﬁ 1 E i; } = ]; My (x0)hE. (4.8)

This follows since the expressiaW}.(x,)h* is obtained by grouping all terms of com-
bined orderk in ¢, w and ) in Eqgs. (4.4){(45). We may rearrange the series represen-
tations of F (xo + h) and F;(x, + h) given that the series in Eqs. (4.4)-(4.5) converge
absolutely in the sense df (2.6) fpx| < § and the power series expansions involving
(¢+1)77, (¢ +1)~3 converge uniformly fof¢| < 1. See Proposition Al8 for details. By
the same reasoning, we also have that on égahe series representation (4.8) will con-
verge absolutely in the sense bf (2.6). By a partition ofyuargument, we can conclude
that the operatof'((¢, w), A) is an analytic operator jt5| < 1 and|\| < 4. O
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5. PROOF OFMAIN RESULTS

In this section we will parametrize solutions ¥ (¢, w), A) = 0 in a neighborhood
of ((1,0),0), where we recall that

[ a0+ A0+ 5T — g7 — g

F((g:w), 3) = Lyw + 22D, 765 + \2] - G
whereay y = £ (A0 +Lw) g (AN o+ Lw)®, and wherdr, 7, p, j) € C'(M) x C(M) x
C(M) x C(T M) is specified data ang, is a one-parameter family of metrics defining
the operators\,,IL, and D,. Our approach is to apply the Liapunov-Schmidt reduc-
tion in Sectio 2.3]1 td (5l1) to determine an explicit siwintcurve through the point
((1,0),0). The analyticity of F'((¢, w), A) andg, will imply that this solution curve is
analytic in its parametrizing variable. This result alonghwthe preexisting far-from-
CMC solution theory established in [13,/14] will imply thestdts in Sectiof]3.

Proof of Theorern 3]1Let g, be the one-parameter family of metrics defined in Theo-
rem31. Given datér, o, p,j) € C'(M) x C(M) x C(M) x C(T M) for the confor-
mal equations, we then define an associated one-parammigr éd nonlinear operators
F((¢,w),\) asin [5.1). By Proposition 4.1 we know that kefF'((1,0),0) takes the
form

Dyr0.0 = | > ]|

and that kefDx F'((1,0),0)) and ketDx F'((1,0),0)*) are spanned by, = [ (1) }
We decompose
X =C**(M)® C*(TM) = X, @ Xy,
and
=" (M)@ C™"(TM) =Y, @Yy,
where
X; =kern(DxF((1,0),0)), (5.2)
Xy = R(DxF((1,0),0)") N (C**(M) & C**(TM)), (5.3)
Y1 = R(DxF((1,0),0)) N (C**(M) & C**(TM)), (5.4)
Yy = ker(Dx F((1,0),0)"). (5.5)

For justification that we can decompa&eandY in the manner described above, see the
appendix of[[12].

LetP: X — X;and@ : Y — Y, be projection operators defined usiiyg Then by

writing
2]-+[3] 0-n[z]oen

wherev € X, andy € X, the Implicit Function Theorein 2.6 applied to

(I -Q)F(v+y,\) =0, (5.6)
implies that solutions té’((¢, w), A) = 0 satisfy
(v, \) = QF (v + (v, \),\) =0, (5.7)

in a neighborhood of(1,0),0), wherey = (v, ) in this neighborhood and where
(0,0) = ((1,0),0).
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By Proposition 4.8 and Theordm 2.6 the curve, \) is analytic inv and\. Further-
more,

DyF((1,0),0) = l 68} € X,

Therefore,D,F((1,0),0) ¢ R(DxF((1,0),0)), and we can apply Theordm 2.8 to con-
clude there exists & > 0 such that all solutions té'((¢, w), A\) = 0 in a neighborhood
of ((1,0),0) are parametrized by € (-4, ¢) in the following way:

(¢(s), w(s)) = o + sty + (o + s, ¥(do + b)), (5.8)
A(s) = y(s0g + 0p).
In 5.8),7: U C X; — (—¢,¢) C Ris analytic in a neighborhood @1, 0), and is ob-
tained by applying the Implicit Function Theorémi|2.6 to tipe@torQ) F (v+1 (v, ), A),
which is analytic in a neighborhood ¢f1, 0), 0). We writev = (s + 1), given thatX;
is 1-dimensional.

Now we observe that if we choosesufficiently small so that the size conditions in
the positive Yamabe far-from-CMC results in Theoriem A.14 satisfied, then for any
A > 0 sufficiently small, solutions td”((¢,w),\) = 0 will exist. Therefore, after
possibly shrinking the intervals-6, §) and(—e, €), there must exist an € (—¢, d) such
that \(s) = (st + 09) = A for eachA € (0,¢). Now we summarize the properties of
the function\(s).

e \(s) is analytic on the interval—4, 6).
e Forany\ € (0,¢), there exists ar € (—d,0) so that\(s) = A.
e \(0)=0.

The first two properties tell us that the intervak (-4, ) cannot contain a set of
zeros ofA(s) with a limit point in (=4, ). In particular, we conclude that(s) cannot
vanish on any subintervdl C (—¢,6). Therefore, one of following two possibilities
must occur:

(1) There exists\ € (0, ¢) andsy, s3 € (—0,9), s1 # sz, such that
)\(Sl) = )\(Sg) =\
(2) There exists\ € (—¢,0) andsy € (-9, d) such that\(sp) = A.
If (B) occurs, then

(00, Wo) = (@(s0), W(S0)) = Do + So00 + ¥ (Do + S0, (Do + So?0)), (5.9)
)\0 = )\(So) = ’}/(801}0 + ’(AJ()) < O, (510)

satisfiesF'((¢o, wo), Ao) = 0. This implies that the data séy,,, \aT, \ao, A2p, A\3j)
yields the solutior{¢,, wy) to the conformal equations.
If (L) holds, then both

(01, wi) = (¢(s:), W(s:)) = o + siDo + (o + 8io, V(0o + sit0)), (5.11)
)\i = )\(Si) = ’}/(Si’f}o + 'lAJ()) = )\, (512)
satisfy F'((¢;, w;), A) = 0 for ¢ € {1,2}. We showed in[[12] that the operator
f(8) = ¥(dg + sto, v(0o + stp)) = O(s?) ass — 0.

The argument there followed by differentiatiigs) with respect tos and showing that
f(0) = 0, which we can conclude from Propositibn A.6. This fact easuhat fors
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in a small neighborhood df, the solutiong ¢, w;) and (., ws) will be distinct. This
completes the proof of Theordm B.1.
O

Proof of Theorerh 312lf M admits a metric with positive scalar curvature and a scalar
flat metric gy with no conformal Killing fields, we can apply Theorém 2.11ctmclude
that there exists a one-parameter family of metgicshroughg, such thatR(g,) = .
Moreover, since the set of metrics with no conformal Killiiigjds is an open dense set,
for X sufficiently small the metricg, will have no conformal Killing fields. Seé [5] for
details. We can therefore apply Theorem 3.1 to concludeeasurt. O

6. CONCLUSION

For a given closed3-dimensional manifoldM that admits a metric with positive
scalar curvature we showed in Section] 2.4 that there existmalytic, one-parameter
family of metricsg, that satisfies?(g,) = A. By adding the extra assumption that
also admitted a metrig, with zero scalar curvature and no conformal Killing fieldg w
were able to obtain an analytic famiy throughg, with no conformal Killing fields that
satisfiedR(g,) = A. Using this one-parameter family and given détao, p, j) for the
conformal equations, in Sectiéh 3 we constructed a nonliogarator

—A\d+ g+ ’\—47'2¢5 A - ﬁp —3
F ) = 8 12 ; 1

With ayw\ = §(A\20 + Lw)w (Mo + Lw)®, where solutions td((¢, w), A) = 0 satisfy
the conformal equations with given dat@,, \>7, \20, A\%p, \%j). In Sectior#, we then
showed that the nonlinear operator (6.1) was analytic, asg¢tior b we parametrized
solutions to the nonlinear problef((¢, w), A\) = 0 in a neighborhood of(1, 0), 0).

The analyticity ofF'((¢, w), \) implied that our parametrized solution curve

(¢(s), W(s)) = B + sty + 1(Do + sdo, V(8o + s70)), (6.2)
A(s) = 7(stg + Do), (6.3)

was analytic fors € (—d,d). Using the analyticity of the solution curvie(6.2) and the
preexisting far-from-CMC solution theory from [13,/14], weere then able to conclude
that one of the following two must possibilities must hold:

(1) There exists\g € (0,¢) andsy, s3 € (—0,9), s1 # s2, such that
(@(s1), w(s1)) # (9(s2), W(s2)), A(s1) = A(s2) = Ao

(2) There exists\, € (—¢,0) andsy € (—0,0) such that\(sg) = Ay.
These two possibilities and Theorém 2.11 implied the caichs of Theoreh 311 and
Theorem[ 3.2, the two main results of our paper. Namely, wecloded that either
the positive Yamabe, far-from-CMC solutions to the coristraquations must be non-
unique, or that negative Yamabe, far-from-CMC solutionistefor this class of mani-
folds.

While this article does not provide specific criteria for whpositive Yamabe, far-from
CMC solutions are non-unigue and when negative Yamabd,dar-CMC solutions ex-
ist, it does show that one of these two possibilities mustl iot this manifold class.
Given that both of these aspects of the far-from-CMC sotutlzeory are completely
unresolved, these results further extend our understgradithe conformal method, and
also provide some new analytical tools for obtaining addgi results in this direction.

(6.1)
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In an effort to push this line of research further, we are entty working on a con-
crete way to distinguish between the cases above. Our amésin whether the first
non-zero term in the Taylor expansionXifs) even or odd. That s, ik(s) is of the form

d2i+1) \

(s) = TE (0)s*T + O(s**2) fori > 2,

then negative Yamabe, far-from-CMC solutions exist fos ttlass of metrics. On the
other hand, if
d(Qi))\ ] )

As) = 7 (0)s* + O(s**!)  fori > 2,
then the positive Yamabe, far-from-CMC solutions deteedim [13 14] are non-unique.
In order to determine which form(s) has, one needs to expregsA(0) in terms of
higher order derivatives af' ((¢, w), A) as in Proposition Al7. This research is currently
under way.

Another interesting oberservation that can be made fronresults is that in Theo-
rems[3.1-3.2, no distinction is made between the near-CMCfamfrom-CMC cases.
We simply don’t assume that the near-CMC conditions holde6Gthat solutions to the
conformal equations are unique in the near-CMC case, we havst that solutions to
the nonlinear problend’((¢, w), A\) = 0 are unique in the event that the specified data
T satisfies the near-CMC assumption. Therefore, in the nbHE-Case, the near-CMC
solution theory forces us into the case that negative Yarsah#ions exist. As we have
mentioned, the uniqueness and properties of the solutiore¢ip(s), w(s)), A(s)) de-
pend in large part on the first non-zero coefficient in the dagkpansion of\(s), which
depends on the value of the operaktr ¢, w), A) and its derivatives with respectfow
andX at((1,0),0). As7 does not depend on these parameters, in this case we would not
expect that there should be a connection between the urega@noperties of solutions to
F((¢,w), ) = 0and the prescribed data This strongly suggests that the solution prop-
erties of the nonlinear problei((¢, w), A) = 0 in a neighborhood of(1, 0), 0) should
be the same in the near-CMC and far-from-CMC cases. Thilimeasoning suggests
that negative Yamabe, far-from-CMC solutions existfoe C'(M). However, this is
merely speculation and a rigorous analysis of the solutigrnes of F'((¢, w), A) = 0
needs to be done asvaries from from a function satisfying the near-CMC corutitto
one not satisfying the near-CMC assumption.

APPENDIX A. SOME SUPPORTINGRESULTS

A.1l. Sobolev and Hlder norms on M. Fix a smooth background metrig, and let
v,y be atensor of type + s. Then at a given point € M, we define its magnitude
to be

ahm’bsval,"',bs)%v (Al)
where the indices of are raised and lowered with respectgty. We then define the
Banach space of-differentiable function<o*(M x R) with norm || - ||, to be those
functionsu satisfying

ol = (0

k
lull = 3 sup | Diu] < oo,
=0 reM

whereD is the covariant derivative associated wigth). Similarly, we define the space
C*(Tr M) of k-times differentiablgr, s) tensor fields to be those tensersatisfying
[o]lk < oo
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Given two pointsz,y € M, we defined(z, y) to be the geodesic distance between
them. Leta € (0, 1). Then we may define the"> Holder seminorm for a scalar-valued

functionu to be
|u(z) — u(y)|
Ujp,a = SUP ——————.
Using parallel transport, this definition can be extende(te)-tensorsv to obtain the

C* seminormu)y, , [2]. This leads us to the following definition of thg" (M x R)
Holder norm

[llio = [lulle + [k
for scalar-valued functions, and we may define ¢He* (7" M) Holder norm for(r, s)
tensors in a similar fashion.
Finally, we also make use in the article of the Sobolev spatég(M x R) and
WHr(Tr M) where we assumé € N andp > 1. If dV, denotes the volume form
associated witly,,, then theL? norm of an(r, s) tensor is deflned to be

ot = ( /. de) . (A2)

We can then define the Banach sp&té&?(M x R) (resp. W*? (T M)) to be those
functions (resp(r, s) tensorsy satisfying

1
k P
[0llkp = <§ HD’UHﬁ) < oo
J=0

The above norms are independent of the background metrgeaholndeed, given
any two metricsy,, and g,;,, one can show that the norms induced by the two metrics
are equivalent. For example, I» and D are the derivatives induced hy;, and j.
respectively, then there exist constafitsandC’, such that

Cillulleg < llulle.g < Collullk g,

where|| - ||z, denotes th&* (M) norm with respect tg. This holds for theé¥V** and
C*k= norms as well. We also note that the above norms are relatedgh the Sobolev
embedding theorem. In particular, the spacés andWW'? are related in the sense that
if n is the dimension ofM andu € W'? and

kE+a<l— E,
D
thenu € C*~, See[[2/ 3] 11/, 21] for a complete discussion of the Sobolelegn
ding Theorem, Banach spaces on manifolds, and the abovespnand also/[14] for a
numbmer of related results specifically for the constragputagions.

A.2. Banach Calculus and Taylor's Theorem. Here we give a brief overview of some
basic tools from functional analysis. The following resudte presented without proof
and are taken from [25]; see also [22]. We begin with sometioota

Suppose thak andY are Banach spaces abdC X is a neighborhood di. For a
givenmapf : U C X — Y, we say that

f(z)=o(||z]), =0 iff r(zx)/|z] -0 asz — 0.

We write L( X, Y') for the class of continuous linear maps between the Banatesy’
andY’.
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Definition A.1. LetU C X be a neighborhood af and suppose thak’ andY are
Banach spaces.

(1) We say thatamayp : U — Y is F-differentiable or Fréchet differentiable at
x iff there exists a mafy’ € L(X,Y') such that

flx+h)— f(x)=Th+o(||h||), ash—0,

for all hin some neighborhood of zero. If it existsis called theF-derivative or
Fréchet derivativeof f and we defing’(x) = T'. If f is Fréchet differentiable
for all x € U we say thatf is Fréchet differentiable i/. Finally, we define the
F-differential atx to bedf(x;h) = f'(x)h.

(2) The mapf is G-differentiable or Gateaux differentiable at x iff there exists a
map7 € L(X,Y) such that

flx+tk) — f(x) =tTk+o(t), ast—0,

for all £ with ||k|| = 1 and all real numberg in some neighborhood of zero.
If it exists, T" is called theG-derivative or Gateaux derivative of f and we
definef’(z) = T. If f is G-differential for allz € U we say thatf is Gateaux
differentiable inU. TheG-differential atx is defined to bé f(x; h) = f'(x)h.

Remark A.2. Clearly if an operator is F-differentiable, then it must alse
G-differentiable. Moreover, if the G-derivativé exists in some neighborhood.ofand

f' is continuous atz, then f'(x) is also the F-derivative. This fact is quite useful for
computing F-derivatives given that G-derivatives are ea compute. Sg25,/22]for

a complete discussion.

We view F-derivatives and G-derivatives as linear mafis) : U — L(X,Y). More
generally, we may consider higher order derivatives maps dfor example, the map
f"(z): U — L(X,L(X,Y)) is a bilinear form. We now state some basic properties of
F-derivatives. All of the following properties also hold {G-derivatives.

The Fréchet derivative satisfies many of the usual pragsetliat we are accustomed
to by doing calculus ifR™. For example, we have the chain rule.

Proposition A.3 (Chain Rule) Suppose thak’, Y and Z are Banach spaces and assume
thatf : U C X - Yandg : V C Y — Z are differentiable orV and V' resp. and
that f(U) C V. Then the functio{ (z) = g o f, i.e. H(z) = g(f(z)), is differentiable
where

H'(z) = ¢'(f(x))f'(x)
where we write)'(f(x)) f'(x) for ¢'(f(x)) o f'(z).

Given an operatof : X x Y — Z, we can also consider the partial derivativefof
with respect to either or y. If we fix the variabley and defingy(z) = f(z,y) : X — Z
andg(x) is Fréchet differentiable at, then thepartial derivative of f with respect toc
at(z,y)is f.(z,y) = ¢'(x). We can a make a similar definition f@f(z, y). Finally, we
observe that we can express the F-differentigl’of, y) in terms of the partials by using
the following formula:

(@, y)(h, k) = folx,y)h + fy(z,y)k (A.3)

We have the following relationship between the partial\dgives and the Fréchet
derivative.



AN ALTERNATIVE BETWEEN NON-UNIQUE AND NEGATIVE YAMABE SOLUTIONS 21

Proposition A.4. Suppose thaf : X x Y — Z is F-differentiable afx, y). Then the
partial F-derivativesf, and f, exist at(x, y) and they satisf§A.3). Moreover, iff, and

f, both exist and are continuous in a neighborhoodafy) then f'(z, y) exists as an
F-derivative and(A.3) holds.

A.2.1. Taylor's Theorem.As we have mentioned, theth order Fréchet derivative of a
given operatorf : X — Y between Banach spaces imanultilinear operator. For a
givenz, € X, define

F (o)™ = f (o) (h,- -+ ) (A.4)

n times

Using this notation, we can state the following generailirabf Taylor's Theorem for
operators between Banach spaces. See [25, 22] for a prooharedetails.

Theorem A.5. Let X andY be Banach spaces. Supposetliat U ¢ X — Y is
defined on an open, convex neighborh@ddf z, € X. Then iff'(z),--- f™(x) exist
forz € U, then

N
flao+h) =) %f(n) (o)™ + Ry 41(z0), (A.5)

n=1

where

sup ||f(N+1)(x0 + Th)hN+1||y. (A.6)

1
R x < e
IRl < oy S,

A.3. Additional Bifurcation Theory. In this section we present without proof, some
additional results from [18] which are relevant to our dssion. Proposition Al6 presents
some useful properties of the mapg&, ), ¢(v, ) andy(v) defined in the[(Z.12)[(2.11)
and [2.1IB) in Section 2.3.1.

Proposition A.6. Let the assumptions of Theorem| 2.8 hold and let the operétars\),

Y(v, A) andy(v) be defined as i2.12) (2.11)and (2.13)and let\, andz, = vy + wo
be as in the previous discussion. Then

DU(I)(U(], )\0) = 0, Dvlp(’Uo, )\0) = 0, and Dv’}/<U0> = 0, (A?)

and each of these operators has the same order of diffetslitygas F'(z, A).

Once we've obtained a unique solution cufwés), \(s)) through(zg, \o), we analyze
A0) (where' = 4) to determine additional information about the solutiomveu In
particular, we can determine whether or nadaaldle node bifurcationor fold occurs
at (zo, Ag). This type of bifurcation occurs when the solution cufués), A(s)} has a
turning point at(xg, \g). The next proposition, also taken from [18], provides udvait
method to determine information aboup).
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Proposition A.7. Let the assumptions of Theorem]2.8 be in effect. Additipaabume
that ker(Dx F(xo, Ao)) is spanned byy. Then

L F((s),A(9)) = (A8)
D, F (0, X0)2(0) + Dy F (9, Xo)A(0) = Dy F (20, o)ty = 0
j—;F(m(s), A(s)) = (A.9)

D2 _F(z0, A\o) [0, o] + DuF (20, Mo)#(0) + DyF (9, \o)A(0) = 0.

In particular, an application of the projection operat@ defined in(2.9)to (A.9) yields

QD?_F(xq, Xo)[Do, Do) + QDAF (20, A\o)A(0) = 0. (A.10)
This implies that itD, F'(zo, o) ¢ R(D,F(zo, Ao)) and
D2, F (9, Mo)[00, D] & R(DoF (o, Ao)),
then\(0) # 0.

The significance of Proposition A.7 is that it gives expl@inditions that allow us to
determine whether or not(0) is nonzero. Heuristically, the fact that0) # 0 means
that A\(s) has a turning point at = 0. This means that the graph &f(s), A(s)} looks
like a parabola and that a “fold” or saddle node bifurcatioows ats = 0 (cf. [18]).

A.4. Local Representation of Conformal Equations. Here we determine the local
representation of the Hamiltionian and momentum condsamnthe one-parameter fam-
ily (.7) analyzed in this paper. Throughout this discuss&uppose thag, C A%?

(s > 2 + 3/p) is the one-parameter family of metrics, analyticiinthat is defined in
Theoreni 3.11. Lef\,, £, andD, be the associated Laplace-Beltrami, conformal Killing,
and covariant derivative operators. We begin with the feitg proposition, which de-
scribes the local representation of the one-parametehfainetricsg, = g(x, \).

Proposition A.8. The componentg,,(z, A) of the one-parameter family(x, \) are an-
alytic functions in the variable. Moreover, the Christoffel symbols and the coordinate
derivatives of the Christoffel symbols defined by this et analytic functions in the
variable \.

Proof. Because the one-parameter famijly, \) is analytic in\, we have that

=1
P S—————
k times

The above expression is an infinite sum of power operators Befinition[2.4, where
for eachk,

D5g(z,0) R x -+ x R — WP(TY M) (A.12)

k times
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is ak-multilinear operator froniR to W*?(T9 M). Given that\ € R and eachD%g(x, 0)
is a multilinear operator, the seriés (Al.11) can be rewritte

=1
—ZED’;Q z,0)(\, -, \) (A.13)

k=1
k=

The above series converges in the sense of Defirlitidn 2.4thewdfore converges to
g(z, \)inW*»(T) M). Furthermore, the local coordinates {dr, \) are analytic, where

o 0
gab(xv )‘) = g(l’, )\) (3:6” 8xb) Z ]{;IDAg L, 0 1) (@’ %) )\k’
(A.14)

L 1)AR

?T‘|}—\

converges iV *?. Finally, because > 2 + 3/p, the series

|
>~ lIDkg, 0)lc=[ A"

k=0
converges, wheréD%g(z,0)||¢c: is the operator norni(2.3) induced by the normin
and the norm oi€?(739 M). This implies that all first and second derivativeggf(z, \)
will be analytic with respect to\ and will have power series representations that are
obtained by differentiating the seriés (Al14) inside thensu OJ

We can now present the following Proposition concerninddbal formulation of the
family Hamiltonian constraint equations givenfin(3.1).

Proposition A.9. On a given coordinate chart eleme(tt;, p,), the family of Hamilton-
ian constraint equations

1 Mo,
—AA¢+ AQ + 7 ¢’ —

is of the form

2
;()\20— + LwW)ap(M2o 4+ Lw) ™7 — %m—?) =0 (A.15)

1A -
(\)0a0s¢ + f5(X)0utd + AR % (52 (\) DOy (A.16)
2
+ 2N Dgwpwe 4+ fE (N wawy + N2 fE 0wy + N2 fE(N)w, + )\402) — %mﬁ‘?’ =0

where £, ..., f¢ are functions inC**(U; x (—d,4)) that are analytic with respect to
A€ (=9,9).

Proof. To obtain the form[(A.16), write

2 2
(Ew)ab(ﬁw)“b = <8awb + Oyw, — 21 w,. — ggabg“l@cwd + = gapg ™l dwe) (A.17)

3

2 2
X <9acgbd (&;wd + Oqwe — 2T e — = geag® Oewy + 39edd ferhef wh))

3
in local coordinates, expand and group terms. Similarly,wri¢e o,,(Lw) in local
coordinates and then expand. Combining these expansiohaweehat

(A20 + LW) (Mo + Lw)? has the form of the expression in the parenthesisin (A.16).
Writing out the local representation of the Laplace-Beltr@perator then implies that
Hamiltonian constraint has the form of Ed._(A.16). That thadtionsf, ..., /¢ are
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analytic then follows from Propositidn A.8 and and the faetttf, - - - | f¢ are formed
from sums, products, and coordinate derivatives of theimetr O

We have a similar result concerning the local represematiahe family of momen-
tum constraint equations given [n_(B.1).

Proposition A.10. On a given coordinate chart elemet;, p;), the family of momentum
constraint equations

Low + %ZDmbﬁ +A%Kj=0 (A.18)
is of the form
B (A)uDywe + h5™ () Dawy + 5 (A)wa + %Vhfid@)@mﬁ TG =0, (A19)
whereh§ted, ... h3d € C**(U; x (—4,0)) and are analytic with respect to € (-4, §).
Proof. To obtain Eq.[(A.1ID), write
(Law)q = D*(LW)ap = " De(LW)ap = ¢° (0e(LW)aty — T, (LW) gy — T4 (LW)aa)
(A.20)

2 2
=g" {80 <5awb + Oyw, — 2w, — ggabngacwd + ggabgdcrechE)

2 2
- (aiwb + Opwy — 21w, — ggdbgceacwe + ggbdgcdfecdwe)

2 2
— chb <8awd + Jqw, — 21w, — ggadgceacwe + ggadngFecdwe)}

in local coordinates, expand and group terms. This giveditbethree terms in Eq.
(A.19), wherehs®d hgtd andhi¢ are formed by sums and products of the components of
g and its first and second derivatives. Therefore by PromosAi8 these functions will

be analytic in\. Finally, by writing the covariant derivativ®, in local coordinates we
obtain the result. OJ

A.5. Far-from-CMC Existence Results. Here we present a Theorem from [14] (see
also [13] for the smooth case), which gives conditions forahtsolutions to the CTT
formulation exist without the near-CMC assumption.

Theorem A.11. Let (M, h,,) be a 3-dimensional closed Riemannian manifold suppose
thatp € (1,00) ands € (1 + %, oo) are given. Leth,, € W*? admit no conformal

Killing field and be in)* (M), the positive Yamabe class. Selgeinde to satisfy:
o 1€ (0,1)N (0,551 N[FE, FL,
o ee(1—|—%,oo)ﬂ[s—1,3]ﬁ[2+3—%—1,%+3—%].

Assume that the conformal dafta o, p, j) satisfies:

o 7 c W Mif e > 2 andr € W'* otherwise, with: = — 34
34+ max{0,2 —e}q

e 0 € W with ||o|| sufficiently small,
o p € WP L=\ {0}, with || ||~ Sufficiently small
e j € W24 with ||j||._2,, sufficiently small.

Then there exisp € W*? with ¢ > 0 andw € W¢? solving the Einstein constrain
equations.
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