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Abstract

Existence and uniqueness of rotating fluid bodies in equilibrium is still poorly understood
in General Relativity (GR). Apart from the limiting case of infinitely thin disks, the only
known global results in the stationary rotating case (Heilig [14] and Makino [21]) show
existence in GR nearby a Newtonian configuration (under suitable additional restrictions).
In this work we prove existence and uniqueness of rigidly (slowly) rotating fluid bodies in
equilibrium to second order in perturbation theory in GR. The most widely used perturbation
framework to describe slowly rigidly rotating stars in the strong field regime is the Hartle-
Thorne model. The model involves a number of hypotheses, some explicit, like equatorial
symmetry or that the perturbation parameter is proportional to the rotation, but some
implicit, particularly on the structure and regularity of the perturbation tensors and the
conditions of their matching at the surface. In this work, with basis on the gauge results
obtained in [25], the Hartle-Thorne model is fully derived from first principles and only
assuming that the perturbations describe a rigidly rotating finite perfect fluid ball (with no
layer at the surface) with the same barotropic equation of state as the static ball. Rigidly
rotating fluid balls are analyzed consistently in second order perturbation theory by imposing
only basic differentiability requirements and boundedness. Our results prove in particular
that, at this level of approximation, the spacetime must be indeed equatorially symmetric
and is fully determined by two parameters, namely the central pressure and the uniform
angular velocity of the fluid.
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1 Introduction

Equilibrium configurations of self-gravitating rotating fluid bodies is an important and difficult
subject in Einstein’s theory of general relativity. From a physical perspective, they model
astrophysical objects of finite size with strong gravitational fields, such as compact stars. One
aspect of the problem is to construct and study physically realistic examples. Here the main
tools are numerical methods and perturbation approaches. Another important aspect is to
understand structural issues such existence and uniqueness properties of the model. Several
approaches have considered the exterior and interior problems separately. Existence results
for the Dirichlet problem for both the interior and the exterior problems on fixed boundaries
have been estalished in [36, 37], while the geometric uniqueness of the exterior problem given
an interior metric has been proved in [26, 41] (see [42] for the Einstein-Maxwell case). In the
perturbative setting (to second order) the constraints on the Cauchy data coming from the
interior problem that need to be imposed to guarantee existence and uniqueness of the exterior
are known [20].

Concernig the global problem, static (non rotating) and spherically symmetric perfect fluid
bodies in General Relativity (GR) are known to exist and be unique given an equation of state
satisfying some mild conditions and the value of the central pressure [35] (see also [30]). The
solution is either of infinite extent (and then the energy density vanishes at infinity), or of
finite extent so that it can be matched to Schwarzschild. Much less is known in the rotating
case, for which we do not even have a single explicit solution describing a rotating finite object
with its corresponding asymptotically flat exterior, except in the limiting case of infinitely thin
disks [28, 18]. In the rotating global problem we only have results on existence of solutions
sufficiently close to Newtonian configurations [14, 21]. In fact, even in the simpler Newtonian
context the problem is highly non-trivial and a subject of active current research [15, 16, 39, 40].
Existence results for rotating configurations of other matter models have been established for
Vlasov matter [3] and elastic bodies [1].



As a step forward towards establishing an existence and uniqueness proof of rotating config-
urations in GR far away from Newtonian regimes we analyze the problem for “slowly” rotating
perfect fluid bodies in the context of second order perturbation theory in GR. In informal terms
our main result is (see Theorem 7.3 for a precise version)

Theorem 1.1. Given a static and spherically symmetric perfect fluid body of finite extent in
General Relativity with central pressuce p., there exists a solution of the second order perturbed
field equations in General Relatity satisfying:

(a) The perturbation is stationary and axially symmetric.

(b) The interior is a rigidly rotating perfect fluid with central pressure p. and with the same
barotropic equation of state as the spherical body.

(c) The exterior is vacuum (without cosmological constant) and bounded at infinity.

(d) The matching conditions (with absence of surface layers) are fulfilled at the boundary of
the body.

Moreover, the solution is uniquely determined by the angular velocity of the fluid, the configura-
tion is equatorially symmetric and the boundary of the body is stationary and azxially symmetric.
In addition, if the first order perturbation is non zero, then the perturbation parameter can be
taken to be proportional to the angular velocity.

This result is interesting in two respects. Firstly, we hope it can pave the way for applying
an implicit function method to show existence of rotating configurations near any static spher-
ical model in the fully non-linear theory and in the strong field regime. Secondly, as already
mentioned, perturbation methods are widely used to study slowly rotating fluids. The literature
in the subject is vast and, to a large extent, is based on the perturbation framework put forward
by Hartle [11] and Hartle and Thorne [13] in the 60’s. Under suitable extra assumptions (some
explicit and some implicit) these works provided plausibility arguments towards the validity of
the theorem above and, in fact, this validity has been taken for granted in the literature since
then (not only in the Hartle-Thorne approach, but also in related or other perturbation methods,
e.g. [6, 8]). Given the importance of the Hartle-Thorne approach we prove our theorem in their
setup and therefore provide a rigorous proof for its validity, once the relevant correction found
in [33] is incorporated. Thus, our theorem provides a rigorous and firm basis for all the results
based on perturbations & la Hartle-Thorne where either the correction in [33] is irrelevant, or
has already been taken into account. This applies in particular to the well known scalability
property of the perturbative models widely used in astrophysics (see e.g. [5]).

We have just mentioned explicit and implicit extra assumptions, as well as plausibility ar-
guments, in the Hartle-Thorne approach. Let us be more specific on this. By extra explicit
assumptions we mean equatorial symmetry and that the perturbation parameter is proportional
to the angular velocity. To discuss the extra implicit assumptions, let us review some basic facts
about perturbation theory in GR. Perturbations to second order around a background spacetime
(M, g) are described by two (symmetric and 2-covariant) tensors on M, K7 and K, for the first
and second order respectively. The perturbed metric corresponds to the one-parameter family
ge given by

1
ge = g+eki + 562K2 +0(e%),

where € is a small parameter, called “perturbation parameter”. Given a static and spherically
symmetric background configuration

g =—e"Mdt? + XM dr? + 12(d6? + sin® 0dg?)



in static and spherical coordinates, the first part of the classical studies consisted in restricting
a priori the form of the perturbation tensors. Besides on the condition of stationarity and axial
symmetry, this step was based primarily on physical arguments relying on how different metric
components should be excited at different orders in perturbation theory. This, combined with a
convenient gauge choice (based on a suitable form of stationary and axisymmetric metrics [12]),
was used to write perturbation tensors (see e.g. [11], [6]) as!

K = 2w(r,0)r? sin? 0dtde,
K= (—4€V(r)h(7’, 6) + 212 sin” Hw?(r, 9)) dt? + 4e* M m(r, 0)dr? + 4k(r, 0)r? (d6* + sin” 0d¢?)

in terms of four functions {w,h,m,k}. Moreover, these four “perturbation functions” were
assumed to cover both the interior and the exterior of the fluid ball and to be continuous (and w
also with continuous first derivatives) across the boundary of the fluid, located at r = a,a € R.
This implicit assumption was combined with some plausibility arguments based on the field
equations for a rigidly rotating perfect fluid and vacuum in order to achieve an important
simplification of the angular structure of the functions, namely, that w = w(r) and that the
expansion of the other functions in terms of Legendre polynomials contains only the £ =0, 1,2
components. The £ = 1 components were made to vanish by assuming equatorial symmetry.

Given this setting, the (perturbed) field equations for a rigidly rotating perfect fluid with
the barotropic equation of state of the background in the interior and vacuum in the exterior
were studied assuming (again implicitly) that (i) the functions in K{7 and K are bounded at
the origin r = 0, (ii) satisfy the aforementioned continuity conditions at r = a, and (iii) are zero
at infinity. Under these assumptions, plus a fixed value of the central pressure, it is argued that
the field equations yield unique solutions depending on a single scaling parameter that can thus
be absorved in the perturbation parameter €.

While point (iii) is justified quite directly by demanding an asymptotically flat metric g,
the rest of implicit assumptions were not rigorously established as necessary consequences of
the problem under consideration. In addition, the physical and plausibility arguments must be
replaced by rigorous arguments. These were the tasks we set up ourselves to do. Actually, our
results hold under weaker requirements, since the only global assumption we shall need is that
the perturbation temsors stay bounded. Asymptotic flatness turns out to be a consequence of
boundedness and the field equations.

In a first approach to this problem [33] two of us dropped assumption (ii) regarding the
“matching” of the functions at r = a, by resorting to the general perturbed matching theory to
second order developed in [22]. It was found that the point (ii) is inconsistent with the rest of
the setting (this is the correction alluded to above). More precisely, there is a gauge in which w
is indeed C'! and h, k are C? at the surface, but the function m presents a jump proportional to
the value of the energy density at the surface. This fact has consequences in the computation
of the mass in terms of the radius (see [31, 32]).2

Point (i) above or, more specifically, the issue of existence of a suitable gauge that transforms
a general stationary, axially symmetric and orthogonally transtive (see below for definitions) first
and second order perturbation tensor into a suitable canonical form, while keeping under control
their differentiability and boundedness properties, turned out to be a much harder task than
originally expected. This problem has been solved in [25], where we prove that the canonical
form can be achieved with the loss of only one derivative and keeping all the relevant quantities
bounded near the origin. This is the content of Theorem 6.3 in [25] and its Corollary 6.4,
which here we collect together as Theorem 2.2. This result is of a purely geometric nature (i.e.

!The function m here corresponds to e*m/r in [11, 13].
It is worth mentioning that this correction is present, although it was somehow forgotten, in the original
Newtonian approach by Chandrasekhar [9], see [34].



independent of any field equations) and yields a “canonical form” that is still more general than
the form of K and K above.

This “canonical form” carries an associated gauge freedom, which is identified in Proposition
6.9 in [25] and recovered here as Proposition 2.5

The results in [25] are the starting point of the present paper, where we derive rigorously the
Hartle-Thorne model without not only any ad-hoc or implicit assumption, but also without as-
suming equatorial symmetry nor any a priori relationship whatsoever between the perturbation
parameter and the angular velocity.

The proof starts with three basic steps, at each first and second order: (1) obtain the field
equations in terms of a set of convenient functions that encode all the necessary information
to solve the interior and exterior problems, (2) solve the perturbed matching conditions for the
perturbation tensors to first and second order in terms of those functions together with the
functions that describe the deformation of the surface of the star, and (3) join the interior and
exterior problems at the common boundary 3. Then, using elliptic methods that exploit the
regularity and boundedness properties of the “canonical form”, the analysis of the interior and
exterior problems at each order follows by (a) proving that a number of relevant homogeneous
problems only accept the trivial solution, (b) using the remaining gauge freedom left (at each
stage) to get rid of spurious solutions, and finally, (c) proving existence and uniqueness of the
remaining problems. We stress that the perturbed matching problem in step (b) is solved without
imposing any a priori condition. In particular, we allow the deformation of the surface to be
non-axially symmetric and time-dependent. It is the global problem itself that, a posteriori,
forces the deformation of the body to be stationary and axially symmetric.

Although this procedure needs to be applied firstly to the first order problem and then to
the second order, we follow a strategy that allows to treat both cases at once. This strategy is
based on a bootstrap-type argument based on the fact that a second order perturbation problem
with identically vanishing first order perturbation tensor is formally equivalent to a first order
problem. We thus set up without a priori justification a very specific form for the first order
perturbation tensor (which in fact corresponds to Ki! with w(r)) and solve the second order
problem under this assumption. We call this the base global perturbation scheme. The bootstrap
argument closes by showing that this problem, when restricted to an identically vanishing K {{
imples that the second order perturbation tensor must necessarily take the form assumed in the
base perturbation scheme. In other words, the first order global problem is a particular case
of the bootstrap argument, applied with a vanishing first order tensor, while the second order
global problem becomes then the bootstrap argument itself.

1.1 Plan of the paper

The paper is structured as follows.

In Section 2 we set up the stage by recalling the definition of static and spherically symmetric
spacetime and establishing our basic set of global and differentiability assumptions. Next, we
state the two main results of our previous paper [25] concerning the structure of stationary and
axially symmetric perturbations [25]. Theorem 2.2, establishes the regularity and differentiabil-
ity properties of the functions when the perturbation tensors are cast in “canonical form”, while
Proposition 2.5 provides the full class of gauge transformations that preserve the form of the
perturbation tensors in the later base perturbation scheme.

In Section 3 we establish the background spacetime; a static and spherically symmetric
spacetime containing two regions matched across a hypersurface that preserves the symmetries.
One of the regions solves the field equations for a perfect fluid with a barotropic equation of
state and non-negative energy-density and pressure, and the other one is just Schwarzschild.
Such a background is called perfect fluid ball configuration (Definition 3.1).



Section 4 is devoted to writing down the second order perturbed field equations, derived
from the Einstein field equations, first for a general fluid and then particularizing to the rigidly
rotating case. We also recall a well-known result on the relationship between rigid rotation and
orthogonal transtivity of the group action, whis is needed to make contact with the geometric
results in [25]. Finally we find the consecuences of the imposition of a barotropic equation of
state (that of the background) at the level of the perturbed field equations.

In Section 5 we set up and ellaborate the global base perturbation scheme, which lies at
the basis of the boostrap-type argument described above. The section starts with a detailed
description of the a priori assumptions that define the base scheme. All these assumptions are
justified later as part of the bootstrap argument. We split the assumptions into five blocks, B1 to
B5, because several intermediate results only require a subset thereof. The next step, developed
in Subsection 5.1, is to write down the explicit form of the field equations, both in the interior and
in the exterior domains, for the perturbation tensors of the base scheme. Part of the computation,
which may be of independent interest, is postponed to Appendix A where a fully covariant
expression for the first order perturbations of the Ricci tensor is obtained (actually for more
general background spacetimes). A key step in this subsection is the introduction of functions h,
G and v which are nearly gauge invariant (Lemma 5.2) and in terms of which the field equations
simplify. In particular, this allows us to prove that part of the gauge freedom can be used to
eliminate the ¢ = 1 Legendre sector of the functions (Proposition 5.9). At this point, we have
isolated a set of functions and the corresponding equations that fully characterise the base scheme
in the interior and the exterior regions: {W(r,8),qo(r), vo(r),o(r),va(r), v, (r,0), f(r,0)}, where
qo(r) and o(r) are free. The equation of state of the background is imposed in Subsection 5.1.1
to provide an algebraic expression for gy in terms of the rest. So far, no connection between
the interior and exterior problems has been made. Subsection 5.2 is devoted to do this. The
geometric matching problem, which is technically rather involved, is left to Appendix B. The
results of this Appendix are independent of any field equations and hence may find applications
in other situations. In particular no symmetry assumptions are made on how the matching
surface gets perturbed, so they generalise the matching conditions obtained in [33], where axial
symmetry was imposed. The geometric matching results of the appendix are specialized to our
specific fluid problem in Proposition 5.12.

In Section 6 we tackle the global problem of existence of uniqueness of the base scheme. The
section starts with a core result (Proposition 6.1) that provides existence of a decomposition
in terms of Legendre polynomials of functions satisfying a sufficiently general elliptic global
problem. This, together with the existence and uniqueness results shown in Appendix D, are the
basic ingredients for this section. Subsection 6.1 is devoted to showing existence and uniqueness
of the angular component V. In Subsection 6.2 we prove that v (r,0) must vanish everywhere
and that va(r) is unique and vanishes if the first order perturbation of the base scheme is zero.
The existence of a barotropic equation of state together with the use of (most of) the remaining
gauge freedom is finally used in Subsection 6.3 to settle the £ = 0 sector and find the exitence
and uniqueness result of the base global scheme (Proposition 6.10). This result is the basis of
the bootstrap argument.

In Section 7 we use the bootstrap argument in terms of the base global scheme to obtain
the main result of the paper. After discussing the gauge behaviour and physical meaning of the
integration parameter (PC(Q)) introduced in the previous sections, a first use of the bootstrap
argument provides Proposition 7.2, which states the result for the first order problem for the
first order perturbation in “canonical form”. A second use of the bootstrap argument for the
second order problem provides the final and main result of the paper, Theorem 7.3. In the
accompanying Remark 7.4 we provide the explicit procedure for the calculation of the global
unique solution in a fully fixed gauge. We stress [33] that when the energy density of the star
does not vanish at the boundary, these expressions correct the standard formulae used in the



literature. In addition, our gauge fixing respects the condition that the perturbation tensors stay
bounded at infinity, something which has been often overlooked in applications of the Hartle-
Thorne model. Finally we exploit the freedom of re-defining the perturbation parameter in order
to write down the one parameter family of metrics in the familiar form used in the literature,
and discuss the physical interpretation of the only free parameter in the model.

1.2 Notation

Most of the notation used in this paper will be specified along the way. Here we only fix the
basic objects.

A C™*! spacetime (M, g) is a four-dimensional (we never consider other dimensions in this
paper) orientable C"*2 manifold M endowed with a time-oriented Lorentzian metric g of class
C™*1 and signature 4+2. Our sign conventions for the Riemann and Ricci tensor follow e.g [43].
Scalar products of two vector fields X, Y with the metric g will be denoted by (X,Y’). The
covector metrically related to a vector X is denoted with boldface, X := g(X,-). Throughout
the paper, for functions of one argument, a prime means derivative with respect to the argument.

2 Stationary and axisymmetric perturbation scheme

In this Section we summarize the results in Paper 1 needed below. Specifically we quote a
theorem on the existence of a canonical form for the perturbation metric tensors to first and
second order and the regularity of the corresponding coefficient functions, as well as the most
general gauge transformation that respects this form (for a special form first order tensor, since
this is all we shall need).

The background is spherically symmetric and satisfying appropriate global conditions. The
definitions are as in [25]

Definition 2.1. A spacetime (M, g) is static and spherically symmetric if it admits an SO(3)
group of isometries acting transitively on spacelike surfaces (which may degenerate to points),
and a Killing vector £ which is timelike everywhere, commutes with the generators of SO(3) and
is orthogonal to the SO(3) orbits.

Our global and differentiability requirements on the spacetime are as follows:

Assumption H;: M ~ U3 x I where I C R is an open interval and U? is a radially symmetric
domain of R? with the orbits of the Killing ¢ along the I factor and SO(3) acting in the standard
way on U2. Moreover, in the cartesian coordinates {x,y, z,t} of U3 x I, the metric g is

g = —e"dt® + v(w;dx")? + x8;;dx dx?
with v, v, ¥ being C™*! radially symmetric functions of z,y, 2.

We note that the Killing vector & = 0; is hypersurface orthogonal, hence the name “static
and spherically symmetric”. The centre of symmetry Cy C M is by definition the set of points
invariant under SO(3). By the global diffeomorphism ~ in assumption H; we have Cp ~ {03 N
U3} x I, so Cp is non-empty if and only if U? is a ball.

All geometric objects in M will be identified with their image by ~ and viceversa. This
applies for instance to Cp, or to the function |z| := /22 + 32 + 22 on U3, which also defines a
function on M. The orbits of the SO(3) action are the spheres S, := {|z| = r}, which we view
again as subsets of U2 x I or of M depending on the context.

Define two functions A\, R : M — R by

et = x + vlz|?, R? = x|z|?, R > 0.



Both are well defined because x and x + v|z|? are positive everywhere (otherwise g is not a
Lorentzian metric). It is clear that A € C"*(M) and R € C"(M \ Co) N C°(M), and that
both are radially symmetric when expressed in {x,y, z,t} coordinates.

We shall mostly work in spherical coordinates {r, 0, ¢,t} defined from {z,y, z,t} in the stan-
dard way. This coordinate system covers M \ A, where A = {x = 0,y = 0} is the axis of the
Killing vector 7 = 0. On this domain the metric g takes the form

g=—e"Mat? + AMdr? 4 R2(r) (d92 + sin? Hdgbz) , £ =0 (2.1)

We make the usual abuse of notation of writing functions in different coordinate systems with the
same symbol (the meaning should be clear from the context). Nevertheless we write explicitly
the arguments when we want to make clear which representation is being used (we have already
followed this convention in (2.1) when writing v(r) etc.)

We can now quote the main theorem in [25]. To fix the basic notation, we recall that
perturbation tensors are defined through a family of C"*! spacetimes (M., §.), that includes
the background (M, g) for € = 0, diffeomorphically identified through some gauge 1. (C™*2 for
each ¢). To first and to second order, the respective perturbation tensors K and Ks are defined
as

d d?
Kl = & ) 2 = 926 ) (22)
de |, de? | .o
where g := ¥¥(ge) on (M,g). For the precise notion of “perturbation scheme”, “inheritance

of an orthogonally transitive isometry group action”, as well as “gauge transformations” and
our notation for gauge vectors we refer to [25]. For completeness, though, we recall here that a
perturbation scheme is said to be of class C"*! when the family g, is C"*! and the perturbation
tensors K1, Ky are, respectively, C™ and C"~!. We also recall that a two-dimensional group of
isometries, generated by say {&,n}, acts orthogonally transitivelly when the 2-planes orthogonal
to the group orbits generate surfaces. In four dimensions, this happens if and only if the two
scalars (& Am A d€) and (€ A m A dn) where we use x for the Hodge dual operation, vanish
identically.

Theorem 2.2 (Canonical form [25]). Let (M, g) be a static and spherically symmetric back-
ground satisfying assumption Hy, with g of class C™ T with n > 2, given in spherical coordinates
by (2.1). Let us be given a C"*' maximal perturbation scheme (M:,ge,{:}) inheriting the
orthogonal transitive stationary and azisymmetric action generated by {& = 0y, n = 04}. Then,
there exists gauge vectors Vi and Vs, that commute with n, are tangent to S, as well as orthog-
onal to n, and extend continuously to zero at Cy, such that the gauge transformed tensors Ky
and K are of class C"~1(M \ Co) and C"2(M \ Cy) respectively, and such that the functions



defined on M \ Cy by

1
h) = —Ze—VK;I’ (0, 0r) (2.3)
1) . 1 )4
EV = 4—772K1 (n,n) (2.4)
—QJXWZKIP(at,ay)a yxw :Kip(at’ar)a (2.5)
m® = 1 {Kf“g eV KY(9,,0,) — 8/<:(1)} _1 {Kf“g —4p® 8k<1>} (2.6)
4 4
1
h:= —Ze_” (K;’(@t, O) — 2n2w2) (2.7)
1 v
k= WKZ (77’77)’ (28)
— oW =Ky (0,0,),  yxW =Ky (9, 0,), (2.9)
1
mi= {KY% + eV Ky (01, 0;) — 8k} (2.10)

have the following properties:

(a.1) KV extends to a C™(M) function.

(a.2) w extends to a C" (M) function.

(a.3) The vector field wn is C™ (M \ Cp).

(a.4) mY and kY are C™(M \ Cy) and bounded near C.
(b.1) h is C"Y(M \ Co) and bounded near Cy.

(b.2) W is C"2(M \ Co) and bounded near Co.

(b.3) The vector field Wn is C"~1(M \ Cp).

(b.4) m and k are C"~Y(M \ Co) and bounded near Cy.

Moreover, there exist two functions f) and f defined on M\ Cy, invariant under & and n and
satisfying

(a.5) fO) is C"Y(M \ Cp), bounded near Co, C™(S,) on all spheres Sy, g f) is C"~1 outside
the axis and extends continuously to A\ Co, where it vanishes, and both 0, f1) and 9, f(
are C"~Y(S,.) on all spheres S,,

(b.5) f is C""2(M \ Cp), bounded near the origin, C"1(S,) on all spheres S,, Oyf is C" 2
outside the azis and extends continuously to A\ Cy, where it vanishes, and both O,f and
Oy f are C"2(S,) on all spheres Sy,

so that Ky and K take the following form on M \ A
KY = — 4" (r, 0)dt? — 2w(r, 0)R?(r) sin? Odtdp + 4e*"m D (r, 6)dr?
+ 4kW (1, 0)R2(r)(d6? + sin® 0dp?) + 4e* 9y f ) (r, 0)R (1) drd), (2.11)
Ky = (—4€V(r)h(7‘, 0) + 2w (r, §)R%(r) sin® 9) dt? + 4 m(r, 0)dr?
+ 4k(r,0)R?(r)(d6? + sin® 0d¢?) + 4e ) 8y f (r, )R (r)drdb
— 2W(r, 0)R?(r) sin” Odtde. (2.12)



Remark 2.3 ([25]). In the setup of Theorem 2.2 let K; and K3 be perturbation tensors defined
by the perturbation scheme (M-, g., {-}) and Ky, K be the corresponding tensors in canonical
form. If the background admits no further local isometries and the perturbation scheme is
restricted so that the inherited axial Killing vector 7. = di).(n) is independent of the choice
Y. € {1.}, then the gauge vectors Vi and Vs transforming K; and K, into fived K and K
are unique up to the addition of a Killing vector of the background that commutes with 7. We
emphasize that the condition on 7. is no restriction at all if g., € # 0, admits only one axial
symmetry.

Since the form of the perturbation tensors in Theorem 2.2 is used repeatedly in the paper,
we put forward the following definition:

Definition 2.4. First and second order perturbation tensors on a static and spherically sym-
metric background that have the structure and regularity properties given in Theorem 2.2 are
said to be in canonical form.

As we shall see, the field equations for perturbed fluid balls restrict strongly the first order
metric perturbation tensor. It is an essential ingredient of this paper to understand the full
gauge freedom that respects this restricted form. The following result, proved in [25], achieves
this.

Proposition 2.5 (Gauge freedom [25]). Let (M,g) be a static and spherically symmetric
spacetime as in Theorem 2.2. Assume that R'(r) and v'(r) do not vanish identically on open
sets and consider the following first and second order perturbation tensors

Ky = — 2w(r,0)R?(r) sin? Odtde, (2.13)
Ky = <—4e”(r)h(r, 0) + 2w (r, 0)R?*(r) sin? 9) dt? + 4 I m(r, 0)dr?

+ 4k(r, )R (r) (d6? + sin® 0dp?) + 4e My f (r, 0)R(r)drdd

— 2W(r, )R (r) sin® Odtde. (2.14)

Then a first order gauge vector Vi preserves the form of Ky (i.e. there is w9 such that K{ :=
K1+ Ly, g is given by (2.13) with w — w9) if and only if, up to the addition of a Killing vector
of the background,

Vi = Ctoy, C eR, and then wl=w-—-C. (2.15)
For Vi as in (2.15), the second order gauge vector Vo preserves the form of Ks if and only if

Vo = At0, + Bt0y + 2Y(r,0)0, + 2a(r) sin 00y + ¢, A, B eR, ( Killing vector of g,
(2.16)

and K§ := Ko+ Ly, g+ 2Ly, K{ — Ly, Ly, g takes the form (2.14) with the coefficients h,m, k, f
transformed to

1 1
R/
k9 =k + yﬁ + a(r) cos 6, (2.18)
md=m+Y,+ %yx, (2.19)
fi=f+ % — Re o’ cos b + B(r), (2.20)
WI =W — B, (2.21)

where the arbitrary function B(r) arises because K only involves Oy f9.
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Remark 2.6. It is important to stress that this proposition includes in particular the full gauge
freedom that preserves the first order metric perturbation tensor in canonical form. Indeed, by
setting K1 = 0 and Vi = 0, second order metric perturbation tensors transform under a gauge
change in exactly the same way as the first order perturbation tensors do. Since the tensor Ks
in (2.14) is fully general (in the canonical form) it follows that the most general transformation
vector that respects a general K in canonical form is given by Vi = Vs, with V5 as given in
(2.16) and {h(M), m® kM 1) o} transform exactly as the corresponding (2.17)-(2.21).

Exploiting the gauge freedom to first and second order in Proposition 2.5 will be an important
tool to prove the results of this paper. We will use the following notation for it.

Notation 2.7. We will denote by {¥(C; A, B,Y,«)} the family of gauges described to second
order by the gauge vectors (2.15) and (2.16) and such that the gauged functions satisfy the
regularity properties of the corresponding functions in Theorem 2.2.. When e.g. a(r) has already
been fixed, so that the gauge vectors are restricted to the form (2.15)-(2.16) with a(r) = 0, the
corresponding family will be denoted by {U(C; A, B,Y)} C {¥(C; A, B,Y,a)}. This notation
extends naturally to any subset of gauge parameters in the family.

3 Background spherically symmetric global model

In this section we recall the basic construction of a spherically symmetric spacetime consisting
of two regions matched across a hypersurface that preserves the symmetries. We distinguish
the two regions as “interior” and “exterior”, but at this point this is merely a convention. We
use (+) to label objects in the interior, and a (—) for the exterior. We denote by (M, g) the
static and spherically symmetric spacetime resulting from the matching M = M U M~ of two
C"™t1 (n > 4) static and spherically symmetric spacetimes (M, %) with boundaries ¥*. The
matching hypersurface is M~ N M ~ ¥ ~ ¥~. We will use coordinates {t4,74,0+,¢+} on
(M*, g*%) covering a neighbourhood of the boundaries ¥, such that the metrics read

gt = —er= )@t 4 M @2 L RL2(ry) (dO3 + sin® 01.d¢? ) .

By spherically symmetry and staticity, the hypersurfaces % can be described by embeddings
from an abstract manifold ¥ (called the boundary), coordinated by {7,%, ¢}, by means of

EJ'_ = {t+ =T, '+ = a4, 9+ :19, (b-i- :gO}, (31)
xTo= {t*:Ta r-=a—, 9*:"9’ QZ&*:SD},

where a1 are constants. We may choose r1 so that r takes values to the left of a; in the real

line and r_ to the right of a_. Clearly, R (a+) > 0 (the boundary is a hypersurface). We fix
uniquely the unit normals n® so that nt points M T inwards and n~ points M~ outwards. Thus

n"=—e 2 0|5+, n=-e 2z O _|g-. (3.3)

+ 7>\+(a+) A_(a_)

¥+ are obviousy timelike everywhere and their first and second fundamental forms read
hf‘;dazid:ﬂj = — ") 4r? 4 RZ (a1 ) (d¥? + sin® 9dy?), (3.4)

. . Ag(ag) 1
n?;dxldxj —e T <§e”i(ai)y;:(ai)d7'2 — R (ax)R (ax)(d¥?* + sin? vﬂdap2)> . (3.5)

The matching conditions across X require that the first and second fundamental forms on both
sides agree i.e. [h] = [k] = 0, where for any object [f] := f* — f~. When a quantity f satisfies
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[f] = 0 we write fT = f~ := f on 3. From (3.4)-(3.5) the matching conditions are equivalent
to

R]=0, []=0, [eMW]=0  [eR]=0. (3.6)
The last two can also be written as [n(v)] = [n(R)] = 0. So far, no field equations have been
imposed. We summarize the construction with the following definition.

Definition 3.1. A spacetime (M, g) si called static and spherically symmetric with two
regions if it is composed by (M*, g*, %) as described in this section and satisfies the matching
conditions (3.6).

3.1 Background field equations

Our background spacetime describes a non-rotating self-gravitating fluid of finite extent. Thus,
it consists of two regions, one solving the gravitational field equations for a perfect fluid and the
other for vacuum. In the context of General Relativity without cosmological constant, which we
assume from now on, the field equations are Eing,g = kT,3, where Eing is the Einstein tensor
of g, k is the gravitational coupling constant and T, is the energy-momentum tensor of the
matter. For a perfect fluid

Ty = (E + P)uyuy, + Py,

where P is the pressure, E the density and w is the (unit timelike) four-velocity of the fluid.
For the metric (2.1) the perfect-fluid Einstein field equations hold if and only if, in addition to
U= e_%g and

R (R 1
wP = 67)\% (E + I//> — ﬁ, (37)
R// R/Q R/ 1
kE = 6_)\ <—2% - ﬁ + ﬁ)\,> + @, (38)
the following ODE is satisfied
R" R (. R 1 2e) v
n_ o’V o ~ / / =) N 22 / - —
V= 2R+R<2R+)\+V>+2u()\ V') 7z = P+2(E+P) 0. (3.9)

The implication is in fact an equivalence wherever R’ £ 0. From (3.7), any critical value r..;
of R(r) outside the centre(s) of symmetry (i.e. satisfying R'(rerit) = 0, R(rerit) # 0) must have
P|,.... < 0. The boundary of the fluid ball (with vacuum exterior) is located at P = 0 (the
fact that P|y = 0 is a general consequence of the Israel conditions and in our setup it follows
immediately from (3.7) and (3.6)). Thus, either P > 0 or P < 0 in the interior of the body, and
the physical case is P > 0. Also on physical grounds it must be that the energy density of the
fluid is non-negative and positive somewhere. We make this assumption explicit:

Assumption Hy: The background spacetime has two non-empty regions, one vacuum and one
covered by a self-gravitating fluid satisfying P > 0 and E > 0. Moreover, there is at least one
point in the fluid where £ > 0.

The condition P > 0 implies that R(r) is strictly monotonic and we can set R(r) = r, which
we assume from now on. The field equations (3.7)-(3.9) become

1
N ==(1-¢)+re'kE, (3.10)
r
1
vV ==(e* —1) +rekP, (3.11)
r
1/2 1 2¢? '
V":;<;+X+u’> F/ N -V) -2 = P=-ZE+P). (1Y)
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Consider the convenient and standard background quantities

i) = e /2 (3.13)
M
1- ’/”475”) = e (3.14)
The former satisfies , ) .
‘;—_ =-3 N +) = —§re)‘/<;(E + P), (3.15)

while the latter allows one to replace the variables {\, v} by {M, P} as follows: (3.14) and (3.11)
give
, K

v r(dmr — kM)

(M + 4nr3P), (3.16)

and the system (3.10)-(3.12) takes the standard form (see (9) and (10) in [29])

M' =4nr’E, (3.17)
,  K(E+P)(M + 473 P)
P =— S5 (3.18)
r

These are the well-known TOV equations [29]. These equations are usually suplemented with a
barotropic equation of state (EOS) E(P) which closes the system. A substantial portion of the
paper does not rely on the existence of a barotropic EOS. We will make the assumption explicit
when needed (in Section 5.1.1).

The vacuum case is obviously Schwarzschild, for which

kM

T
4rr

M=M, eR e ) =¢0)=1_

The matching conditions (3.6) read, after setting R4 (ry) = ri,

i =a(=a), =0, N=0, W]=0, (3.19)
and are interpreted as follows: [A] = 0 is equivalent to the continuity of the mass M, = M(a),
[v] = 0 fixes uniquely the additive integration constant that arises when solving (3.16) and
['] = 0 corresponds to [P] = 0, which, in principle, determines a. Note that [v/] = 0 also
provides
1
Vi(a) = = (N —1), (3.20)
a

where the equality follows directly from (3.11).

Finally, the field equations combined with the matching conditions (3.19) allow us to express
the jumps of higher order derivatives in terms of the fluid variables (A is a constant whose
explicit form is not needed)

[N] —aeM D k[E), (3.21)
V"] 22 (1 + —ay;(a)> X, (3.22)
(V'] =ae @K [E'] + [N?], (3.23)
[V///] :2 (1 i al/;(a)> P\//] +AO[)\/]- (3.24)

Note that the jumps of [v”] and [\'] are proportional. All these expressions are valid also when
two perfect fluids are matched.
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Everything we have said so far in this section holds locally near the boundaries. We now
make a global assumption similar in spirit to assumption Hy. Since the spacetime (M, g) is now
composed of two regions (M, g%) with boundaries £*, we modify the assumption as follows

Assumption H}: The interiors (Int(M¥), %) satisfy assumption H; with corresponding dif-
feomorphisms

Int(M1Y)~ Bt xI, Int(M~)~(R3\BT)xI,

where B* is an open ball centered at the origin. Moreover ¥+ ~ (9B*) x I.

Under assumptions H) and Ha, it must be the case that the fluid lies in the interior M.
Indeed, if M were vacuum then M, = 0 and one easily concludes from (3.17)-(3.18) together
with £ > 0 and P(a) = 0 that P < 0 in the fluid region, which is a contradiction. Consequently
the coordinate r takes values in r € (0, a] in the interior (fluid) region and r € [a,00) in the
exterior (vacuum) domain. The spacetime is C"*! (with n > 4) everywhere except at ¥, in
particular in a neighbourhood of the centre » = 0. Since the vacuum region is the exterior M~

can now write
kM.,

4rr

) -0 — g —  j_(r) =1, (3.25)

where an additive integration constant in v has been adjusted to zero. This choice fixes the
(otherwise arbitrary) freedom in scaling the static Killing £ by a positive constant. Moreover,
one has, in addition, [E] = E, (a) and [E'] = E/_(a).

We now make use of the following result on the differentiability of radially symmetric func-
tions (see e.g. [25] or Lemma 3.1 in [2])

Lemma 3.2. Let q : BT — R be radially symmetric, i.e. such that there exists q : [0,a0) —
R (the trace of q) with q(z) = "q(|z|). Then ¢ € C™(BT) (n > 0) if and only if "q is
C"([0,a9)) (i.e. up to the inner boundary) and all its odd derivatives up to order n vanish at
zero. Equivalently, if and only if

Tq(r) = Pal(r®) + @"(r), (3.26)
where Py, is a polynomial of degree [2] and ®™ is C™([0,a9)) and satisfies @™ (r) = o(r™).

This Lemma implies that A\(r) and v(r) in the + region (as functions of one variable ) are
C™! up to boundary, and admit an expansion

A(r) = Xo + Aor? 4+ Mgt + <I>g\5) (r), v(r) =1y + vor? + vyrt + <I>(V5) (r), (3.27)

with Ao, A2, A4, 10, 2,74 € R, and @&5)(7“), <1>(V5)(r) are C"*1([0,a]) and vanish, together with
their derivatives up to order five, at 7 = 0. Combining this with the field equations (3.10)-(3.11)
near r = 0 one finds, in particular,

MN=0, \o=o"E, = g (E. +3P,), (3.28)

where E,. = E(0) and P, = P(0) are the values of the energy density and pressure at the origin,
while vy will be determined by the matching condition [v] = 0. Expressions (3.27)-(3.28) give

A 1 4 g B2+ 0, (3.29)
(1) = e¥o <1 + %(Ec +3P.)r? + O(r4)) .
These expansions together with (3.14) imply that M (r) € O(r3).
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Another consequence of assumptions H] and Hs is that v(r) is free of critical values outside
the origin. First of all, equation (3.17) together with M € O(r3) and E(r) > 0 implies M (r) > 0.
Furthermore, the quantity 47r — kM (r) is positive for r sufficiently close to zero, so regularity of
the spacetime imposes (by (3.18)) that » > kM (r)/4n for all r < a and r > kM, /47 for r > a
(in fact this property holds in much more general circumstances [23]). With these properties it
is clear from (3.16) that / > 0 away from the origin.

The setup described in this section is summarized in the following definition.

Definition 3.3. A C"*! perfect fluid ball configuration is a static and spherically symmetric
spacetime with two regions, c.f. Definition 3.1, satisfying assumptions H} and Ha.

Whenever this definition is invoked, all the results and notation introduced in this section
will be understood.

4 Perturbed Einstein’s Field equations to second order

We review in this section the perturbations of the Ricci tensor in terms of K; and K, and the
perturbations of the perfect fluid under the assumption of rigid rotation. Recall that this means
that the fluid 3-velocity, as observed by the stationary observer, is uniform in both space and
time and only has one component along the axial direction. This precludes, in particular, the
presence of convective motions inside the fluid. We then write down the first and second order
perturbed Einstein field equations under these conditions. This part, just like the previous one,
is a reminder of known things and it is included to make the paper as self-contained as possible
and to fix some notation.

4.1 First and second order perturbations of the Ricci tensor

Given two metrics g and g., the respective Riemann tensors, denoted by R B and R avp AT€
related by (e.g. [43])

Rt s =R s+ VSt s = VSt + 8,80 5 — S5 S:0 s, (4.1)

where V is the Levi-Civita derivative of g and the tensor S is the difference of the respective
connections of g. and g, explicitly

Loy

Sauag = 595 i (Vagauﬁ + Vﬁgaua - vugeaﬁ) = gguyHauaﬁ

where the last equality defines H. and the tensor gﬁ“” is the contravariant metric associated to
ge. Recalling that g. depends differentiably on e, that g.—9 = ¢, and the definitions (2.2), it

ta
follows directly from dgj = _ghanglbv dgj—e“” that
dgﬁ afs B d2 ﬁaﬁ B o 5
e=0 e=0

We emphasize that all objects are defined in (M, g) and that all indices are raised and lowered
with the background metric g. Define also

dH, ., 1
S(l)uaﬁ = —cpap =35 (VQKIMB + vﬁKlua - v,uKlaﬁ) ) (42)
de  |._y 2
d*H .o 1
S@ g = T’fg‘ﬁ = 5 (VaKaus + VsKoua = ViKaag). (4.3)
e=0
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from which it follows directly

ds.* d2S.H

e o _ gp _ "¢ aB _o@r g g(l)

- =5 e = 5@k 2K SW 44,
e=0 e=0

Taking the first and second derivative of (4.1) with respect to ¢ at ¢ = 0, and using that
Sele=o = 0, the following expressions are directly obtained

dR."
;eauﬁ :VVS(l)uaB _ vﬁs(l)uaw (4.4)
=0
PR, E
av, 2 1 2 !
7d62 =V, (S( )Mozﬁ — QK{H)S( )paﬁ) - vﬁ <S( )“al/ - 2K{LPS( )pl/a>
e=0

+ 25(1)uyp5(1)ﬂa6 _ 2S(I)ﬂﬁps(1)pau' (4.5)

We can elaborate (4.5) by expanding the second terms in the parentheses and inserting V,, K45 =
S(l)a[gﬂ + S(l)gaﬂ. The result is

2
d REMOWB

- —v, 5(2)“a5 —VS@n 4 oKk (v 580 0 —v,80 B)

e=0

+ 25(1)pmg(1)puy _ Qg(l)ﬂﬁag(l)puy_ (4.6)

From (4.4) and (4.6), the first and second order perturbations of the Ricci tensor are obtained
by simply contracting the p and v indices, namely

dR.q
R() = =t Bl = v,s0r o vse (4.7)
e=0
1
=3 (VYK s + ViVsKiy = V¥ Kiap = VaVakit, ) (4.8)
R ._ TReap
of de? |,

1
=5 (VYK s + ViVt = V¥ Kagp — VsVaks, )

1
+ §V5Va (Ki"K1,,) — (VaE1") (VaKi,,)
+ K1 (VY K g — VuVa K1 s — ViV 3K e)
+25We, SW g — 250, SOK, (4.9)

where we have inserted (4.2)-(4.3) and in the second expression we have also used

2K1WV5S(1)WQ =K,""V <S(1)pua + Su),upa)
1
:KlupvlgVQKl“p = §V5Va (KlﬂpKlﬂp) — (VK #?) (vOéKl/J,p) .

Expression (4.9) is advantageous over alternative forms because it is manifestly symmetric in

a, .
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4.2 Perfect fluid source

Let us now assume that the matter content of the perturbed scheme is a perfect fluid, that is,
the energy momentum tensor 7, at each (M, g.) has the form

~

1 ~ . A I L
T. — §(tr§6T€)g€ = (E. + P.)t. ® 4. + §(E€ — P.)ge, (4.10)

where . is the (g.-unit) one-form fluid flow, and E. and P. the mass-energy density and
pressure. These expressions are pullbacked onto (M, g) as
1 1
T, — §(tr98T€)gE =(E:+ P)U. U, + §(EE — P.)ge, (4.11)

where, in particular, U, := ¢¥(@.). The vectors (in contravariant form) . are pushforwarded
through - ! to a family of fluid vectors u. := dyy- (7). It is immediate that U. = g.(uc,-),
U.(u:) = —1 hold.

The field equations of the perturbed scheme are Eing_o3 = £T..g, and are pullbacked onto
(M, g), and rearranged, as

. 1
Ric. = k(T: — §(tr96T€)g5). (4.12)
Define
E(l) — dEE P(l) — dPE u(l) — d’U,E
de e=0 ’ de e=0 , de e=0 ’
2 2 2
p@ . L p@ . L W@ = Tl
de? z—:=0’ de? €=07 de? e=0
From U, = g.(ue,-) the perturbations of the fluid velocity one-forms are
dU,
€ = Ki(u,-) + u®), (4.13)
de |._g
d2
Vel = Ko(u,-) 4 2K (u®, ) + u®, (4.14)
de? e=0

where u := uc|.—g is the background fluid velocity vector. The normalisation condition U (u.) =
—1 implies, upon taking successive € derivatives at € = 0, the two algebraic constraints

2u(uV) + K (u,u) =0, (4.15)
Ko (u,u) + 4K, (uW, u) + 2u® (uM) 4+ 2u(u®) = 0, (4.16)

which determine the components of u) and « along u. The perturbed Einstein field equations
arise from the e derivatives of (4.12) with (4.11), and yield

RSB) =K <E(1) + P(1)> uqug + K(E + P) ((Klauu“ + u(l)a> ug + <K15Mu“ + u(1)5> ua)
+%/~£ <E(1) —P(1)> gag—i-%/{(E—P) Kiag, (4.17)

after using (4.13) and (4.15). The second order equations are similarly obtained from the second
derivative of (4.12) and using (4.13)-(4.16),

R((fg =K (E(z) + P(Q)) uqug + QK(E(U -+ P(l)) ((Klaﬂu“ + u(l)a> ug + <K15“u“ + u(1)5> ua)
+k(E+ P) <(K2wu“ + 2K1auu(1)“ + u(2)a) ug + (Kgﬁuu“ + 2K15Mu(1)“ + u(2)5) Ug,
+2 (u(l)a + Kla“u“> (u(l)ﬁ + Klﬁp”“))

1
+ %n <E<2> - P(2>> s + 5 (E(U - P<1>) Kiop+ 55 (E = P) Kap. (4.18)
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Let us now assume that the spacetime (M, g) admits a hypersurface orthogonal timelike Killing
vector £ and an axial Killing vector . We assume further that the perturbation scheme inherits
the local symmetry generated by ¢ and n and that for each ¢, the spacetime (M, §.) is a solution
of the Einstein’s field equations for a rigidly rotating perfect fluid, i.e. that there exists a constant
(on each ) . and a positive function N, € C"'(M.) such that

ﬁe = N&(é& + Qaﬁe)a (4'19)

where & := dye(§) and 7. := dip-(n). The pullback of the equations and this relation is
equivalent to assume that the spacetime (M, g.) is a solution of the Einstein’s field equations
(4.12) with (4.11) and

ue = N (§+ Q)

for some positive function N, € C™H1(M).
Staticity of the background imposes that u is parallel to £ and then (2.1) implies

u=e 3¢, — Nee—o=e€"2,  Qfeeo =0. (4.20)
In terms of the following quantities

_ e 0@ . C

__ L0 . 4N
de |._o’ de? ’

: R EN
=0 de

Qo . : ,
e=0 d62 e=0

the first and second order pertubation fluid velocity vectors are, using (4.20),

wV) = M0 | =500,
u® = @0 4 <2u<1>09<1> + eng@)) 0.

As already mentioned, the components ()% and u(®° are determined by the algebraic con-
straints (4.15)-(4.16) and u(!) and u(® are written in terms of the metric perturbation tensors
and the constants Q1) and Q®) as

ut? :%e‘%"fﬁ(s, )¢ +e 20y, (4.21)
u(2) 26_37” <%K2(£, 5) + %e_yKl (55 5)2 + 29(1)K1(£’ 77) + Q<1)2<77, 77>> 5
te 2 <6_”K1 &)W + 9(2)) 1. (4.22)

We now exploit a well-known relation between orthogonal transitivity of the Abelian group
action and rigid rotation of the self-gravitating fluid, forced upon by the Einstein field equations
(see e.g. [38, Chapter 19.2]). In our present set up, the specific result we need is as follows.

Proposition 4.1 (Rigid rotation and orthogonal transitivity). Let (M, g) be a spacetime
with C™ 1 (n > 3) metric that admits an Abelian Gy group of isometries generated by {£,n}.
Assume also that M is simply connected and that n is an axial symmetry with a non-empty
set of fived points. Let (M., g, {w:}) be a C"' mazimal perturbation scheme inheriting this
group (c.f. Definition 2.1 in [25]). If the matter content of the perturbation scheme is that of a
rigidly rotating perfect fluid (or vacuum), then the background is orthogonally transitive and the
perturbation scheme inherits this property.
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Proof. By assumption, for each ¢ the spacetime (M., g-) is a solution of the Einstein’s field equa-
tions with (4.10) and (4.19). Therefore it is straigforward to check that the one-forms ﬁize(ég, )
and @(ﬁg, ) lie in span{€.,n.}, where f. = §.(A.,-) and & = §.(&,-). Standard curvature
identities (see e.g. [38, Chapter 19.2]) imply that this fact, in addition to the commutation of £
and 7, implies that the functions O := x(f. A € A d€.) and Og. := x(fe A € A di).) satisty [19]

dOlE = 0; d025 - 0

Simply connectedness implies that O1. and O, are constant (for each ¢), while the existence
of points where 7 vanishes (the axis) implies they must, in fact, be zero. Therefore the group
generated by {és,ﬁe} on (Mg, g.) for each e is orthogonal transitive. The result follows, in
particular for € = 0. |

Observe that the fluid quantities are gauge dependent in general. In particular, the perturbed
pressure at first and second order transforms as (see e.g. [7])

P9 — pO) L y(p),  PP9=pPO L yy(P)+ Vi (PD 4+ P9, (4.23)

Eventually, uniqueness of the solutions will rely on one free integration constant associated to
the value of the perturbed pressure at the origin. In order to assign a clear physical meaning to
this parameter it is necesary to show that the perturbed central pressure is a gauge invariant
quantity. In the following result we prove this fact, to second order, within the perturbation
scheme of Theorem 2.2 (which is differentiable everywhere in M) provided the configuration is
equatorially symmetric. Later on we will show that this symmetry is a necessary consequence
of the field equations.

Lemma 4.2. Within the C"*! (n > 3) perturbation scheme introduced in Theorem 2.2 and
with the definitions above, (i) the value PM(0) = PW|._q is gauge invariant and (ii) if the
configuration has equatorial symmetry then P(2)(0) = P(Q)\rzo s also gauge invariant.

Proof. The first order V; and second order Vo gauge vectors within the perturbation scheme
are C"t1(M) and C™(M) respectively (see [25]). On the other hand, P is C"~1(M). Note P()
and P? are C"~2(M) and C™3(M) respectively and therefore both functions are continuous,
in particular, at the origin. First, Lemma 3.2 implies dP vanishes at r = 0. Therefore, the term
Vi(P) = dP(V7) vanishes at 7 = 0, and the claim (i) follows from (4.23).

The same argument applies to Va(P), so in order to show gauge invariance of P?) (4.23) it
suffices to prove that V; (P(l) +pPMy ) = 0 at the origin. Under the stationary and axisymmetric
perturbation scheme of Theorem 2.2, the functions P and PW9 are time independent and
axially symmetric. Moreover, by assumption they are equatorially symmetric, i.e. invariant
under z — —z. Let f € C'(M) be any function with these properties and consider the equato-
rially invariant hypersurface £ := {z = 0}. The restriction f|¢ is independent of ¢ and radially
symmetric in {z,y}. Hence Lemma 3.2 implies that d(f|¢) vanishes at the origin. We can
decompose uniquely Vi = V¥ + Vlg , with Vi along 0, and Vlg tangent to £. By equatorial sym-
metry VE(f)le = 0. Therefore Vi(f)lz = VE(f)le = VE(fle), and thus Vi(f)le = d(f]e)(VE)
vanishes at the origin. Applying this fact to f = P(Y) 4 P19 the claim (i) follows. [ |

So far no equation of state for the perfect fluid has been imposed. We shall say that the
perturbation scheme satisfies a barotropic equation of state if there exists a C? function of one
variable P(FE) such that, for each value of €, the pressure and density of the fluid are related
by P. = P(E.). Note that we assume that the equations of state do not depend on ¢, and thus
the barotropic EOS is that of the background. Taking e-derivatives at ¢ = 0, the perturbed
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pressures are written in terms of the perturbed densitities as

ar d?p 2
2 2 1
P()__E()_FE() =0. (4.24)

where the derivatives g—g etc. are evaluated at the background density.

5 “Base” global perturbation scheme

In order to tackle the first and second order problems we have to deal with the first and second
order perturbation tensors as given in (2.11) and (2.12). It is obvious that the problem involves
two steps, namely addressing the first order problem first and dealing with the second order one
afterwards. However, as mentioned in the Introduction, there is a strategy that allows one to
treat both cases at the same time, and this entails a considerable simplification of the proof.

The underlying idea behind our strategy is that a second order perturbation problem under
the assumption that the first order perturbation tensor vanishes identically is completely equiv-
alent to a first order problem. This fact is both physically and geometrically clear, and can be
checked explicitly: all the equations, matching conditions, etc. are identical for the first order
perturbation tensor and for the second order perturbation tensor after setting the first order
tensor to zero (the only difference is in the differentiability class, which to second order is one
order lower than to first order, but this poses no problem as the differentiability assumed at
second order suffices for the argument).

The idea is then to use a bootstrap type of argument. We assume a specific form for the
first order perturbation tensor which includes zero as a particular case, and leave the second
order tensor completely free (within our perturbation scheme, naturally). We then analyze the
second order problem in full detail. After this has been done, we set the first order perturbation
tensor to zero and all the conclusions that we find apply immediately to the first order problem.
This will allow us to show that our assumption on the first order perturbation tensor is in fact
a consequence of the first order problem. This will close the bootstrap and hence all the results
obtained under the scheme will be fully general. We call the restricted second order problem
the “base” perturbation scheme and is built as follows:

The base perturbation scheme: The global manifold consists of an interior region (M) and an
exterior region (M ™) separated by a hypersurface ¥. We construct a second order perturbation
for each region around a background configuration (we drop =+ indices) satisfying items B1-B3
below. We then construct the global model by solving the most general perturbed matching
problem (item B4). We finally consider a barotropic base scheme (and will explicitly specify
barotropic) when the barotropic EOS of the background is assumed in the interior, i.e. items
B1-B5 below hold.

B1: The background corresponds to a finite perfect fluid ball configuration according to Defini-
tion 3.3 with E. + P, # 0.

Remark: In particular, the metric, which we take to be C™*1 on each region with n > 4,
is given by (2.1) with R(r) =, and £ := 0, n := Jy. Define &, := a1 + £a7a, so that
& = —2e"r2sin? Adtd¢ in those coordinates.

B2: The first order metric perturbation tensors Ki are bounded and

B2.1: read (dropping £ indices)
K, = we ™ ’6, (5.1)
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for given functions wy € C"2(M+\Co)NC?*(M™*) and w_ € C*°(M ™), both radially
symmetric and bounded.
Remark: In spherical coordinates, this assumption translates onto

K, = —2w(r)r?sin? Odtde, (5.2)

where w_(r) is C*™([a,00)), and, by virtue of Lemma 3.2, @y (r) is C%([0,a]) N
C"*+2((0,a)), and admits the decomposition

@i (r) = wo + war? + P (1), (5.3)

where @y, s € R and & (r) € C%([0,a]) and o(r?).
B2.2: The functions wy(r) satisfy the equation (we drop the + signs)

1d(adw) o W)y=0
r3dr<r]dr>+4j(w =0
1 2 4
o’ =N+ <§w' + —(w — Ha))) - - (5.4)
r r

where HE:) eER in MT and H(_l) =0wm M.

Remark: In M~ we have 7/ = 0 and thus the value of H(}) is irrelevant, so we fix it
to zero for definiteness. The general solution on M~ is given by

2J.
w_(r) = 52 + Weo, With Jp, @ €R.
743

The vector fields r~'n and ¢ are smooth and bounded in M~. Thus, boundedness
of K1 demands that Ki(&,77'n) = —w(r)e ¥rsin? @ is also bounded. This condition
clearly requires wy, = 0. and the function w is

—, Jw €R. (5.5)

By Proposition 2.5, a first order gauge transformation with V;- = C'~td, changes
w_ — w_ —C~. Only C~ = 0 respects the condition wy, = 0 and we conclude that
boundedness of K3 fixes the first order gauge freedom in the exterior completely.

In the interior region M ™, equation (5.4) combined with (3.27) determines

2
wo = g(wo — HSE))()\Q + VQ). (56)

Clearly, if wy = 0 then (5.4) implies HSLl) = 0.

We introduce an auxiliary number® m, restricted to n > m > 2, that prescribes the
differentiability of K5, and assume the outcome of Theorem 2.2.

B3: The second order metric perturbation tensors KQi satisfy:

B3.1: K;E are C™ (in M\ Co and M~, respectively) and bounded everywhere, and in
spherical coordinates (dropping + indices) have the form

Ky = (—4€V(r)h(7”, 0) 4 2w (r)r? sin? 9) dt? + 4> m(r, 0)dr?
+ 4]{(7”, (9)7“2 (d02 + sin2 9d¢2) 4 46)‘(7")39]0(7“, H)Tdrde
— 2W(r, 0)r? sin® Odtde (5.7)
=K + We™6, (5.8)

3This parameter is not to be confused with the function m. The context will clarify the intended meaning.
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where the functions in (5.7) correspond to the traces (in {x,y}) of the azially sym-
metric functions with same name, which satisfy

* hy,my, ky € C™PY(M™*\ Co) and bounded near Co, h_,m_,k_ € C™ 1 (M™)

* W, € C"™(M™\ Cy) and bounded near Cy, W_ € C"™(M ™),

* the vectors Wiy are C"™ (M \ Cy) and C™ (M ™) respectively.

* fr € C™(M™*\ Co) and bounded near Cy, f— € C™(M™), both f+ are C™L(S,)
on all spheres Sy, all O, f+ and Oy fy+ are C™(S,) on all spheres S,, and finally

Opf+ are C™ outside the axis A and extend continuously to A\ Cy where they
vanish.

B3.2: K, solves the second order field equations (4.18) for vacuum and K solves the second
order field equations (4.18) for a rigidly rotating perfect fluid (4.22) with Q) = HS})
and Q) = Hf) e R.

B4: The first and second order perturbed matching conditions (c.f. Appendiz B) hold on X.
Moreover we assume [w] = 0.

Remark: The first order perturbed matching conditions demand [w] = b; € R (see Propo-
sition B.1). By Proposition 2.5 a first order gauge transformation with V1+ = Cttdy
changes @, — w,; — CT. Given that C~ has already been fixed to zero, the condition
[w] = 0 is fulfilled if and only if C't is chosen to be C* = b;. We conclude that (i) the
assumption [w] = 0 entails no loss of generality, and (ii) that this condition together with
boundedness at infinity fixes completely the gauge freedom at first order, c.f. Proposition
2.5.

B5: The perfect fluid satisfies the background barotropic equation of state.

Some additional remarks are in order. We first stress that we do not assume equatorial
symmetry. The assumption of boundedness on Ks will not play any role until we tackle the
global problems in Section 6. Finally, proving that B2.1 and B2.2 hold necessarily, and that
there exist indeed solutions of (5.4) in C2([0,a)) N C"*2((0,a)), will be part of the bootstrap
argument.

Observe that the full set of gauge transformations compatible with the base scheme is given
by Proposition 2.5, restricted to CT = C~ = 0, or, in the Notation 2.7, the class {¥(4, B, Y, a)}.

We introduce at this point some relevant definitions and notation that refer to the existence
of two problems, the interior (+) and the exterior (). Let D = R3\ {0}, D* = B, \ {0}
and D~ = D\ B,, where B, is the ball of radius a > 0 centered at the origin. Since we deal
with interior and exterior functions that take different values at the boundary we also introduce
the disjoint union D := D* U D~ endowed with the disjoint union topology. Let {r,0,¢} be
standard spherical coordinates on D. For each 7 > 0, we let S, := {|z| = r}. Observe both D*
contain S, and that D constains two copies thereof. We shall use the following notation for the
geometry of 5.

Notation 5.1 (Notation in S,). We endow S, with the standard metric of radius one gg2 =
df? + sin? fd¢?. We fix the orientation of S, so that {0y, 0Op} is positively oriented and denote
by mg2 the corresponding volume form. The Hodge dual on p-forms of (S,,gs2) is denoted by
*g2 and we define 1 := gg2(n), ) i.e. the metrically related one-form of n = 04. The covariant

derivative associated to gs2 is D, the corresponding Laplacian is Ag2 and tensors on (S, gs2)
carry capital Latin indices A, B, - - -.

We define Py to be the Legendre polynomial of order ¢ on (S,, gs2). More precisely, Py is the
only solution invariant under n = d, of the eigenvalue problem (Ag2+¢(¢+1))P, = 0, £ € N, with
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the normalization choice fSQ Py Pyms2 = o Hdgg/ and satisfying P, > 0 on the north pole (deﬁned
by 8 = 0). The first three Legendre polynomials are Py = 1, P, = cosf, P, = 5(3 cos?f —1).
Given any function f : D — R we define the following ‘components’

folr) = 242 [ spmse. (5.9)

47
We emphasize that the integration is on S, with the volume form of the standard round metric
of radius one (in particular |, 5 Ms2 = 477). For functions f independent of ¢, an alternative
equivalent definition is fy(r) := 2552 [ f(r,0)Py(cos 0) sin #df. Whenever the ¢ subindices can
lead to confusion, we will also use f(o Tay fr2) ete.

We will use the same name for objects Fl defined respectively on M¥ invariant under §
and the corresponding objects Fy defined on Dt and D~. Any object F defined on D is
said to be composed by {Fy,F_} when F|p+ = Fy. Viceversa, given {Fy, F_} defined on
D* we will use F to refer to the object defined on D whose restriction to DT is Fy. For
scalar functions, whenever F, € C"™ (D%) and F_ € C™2(D~) we will equivalently write
F € C™(D*")n C™(D~). Moreover, if [F] = 0 then F is also well defined on D, and if
F € CYDT)NC%D™) then F € C°(D). Observe this extends to any function and any of its
(partial) derivatives iterativelly. This notation will also translate to the corresponding intervals
on the real line for the coordinate r.

5.1 Field equations for the base perturbation scheme

In this section we write down explicitly the field equations for the second order of the base
perturbation scheme. More specifically, we develop the point B3.2 of the base perturbation
scheme under assumptions Bl and B2. We use the results introduced in Section 4 combined
with Appendix A, where we derive with covariant methods the first order perturbed Ricci tensor
for a first order perturbation of the form Ky = w®, with w depending on r, 6.

We start with the first order problem. Expression (4.21) and K (&,€) = 0 impose ull) =
IMe~%y, where the redefinition of constants Q) — II(M) has been made. Thus

Kigput + ul = 72D — @)n,. (5.10)

By Proposition A.1 and the notation introduced in Remark A.2, the first order perturbed Ricci
tensor of (5.2) (defined in (4.8)) has the form R((Ilg = R(we™")S,p. Inserting into (4.17) shows
that the first order Einstein field equations require

ED — p) — . (5.11)

For the second order problem, it is advantageous to split the second order Ricci tensor
R(Q) of (5.2) and (5.7) into two terms. Define R2Y as R®) computed with KX in (5.8), i.e
af af 2

Ro?g = fﬁ)(W 0). Then, by virtue of (4.9) and (4.8) together with Proposition A.1 we
have
2 2)H —
RY) = RE)" + m(We™)8.5. (5.12)

As for the right hand side of (4.18), we start by computing the second order perturbation vector
u®. We use K1(€,n) = —w(n,n) and Ky(£,€) = —4e’h + 2w?r?sin 6, so that (4.22) yields,
after the redefinition of constants Q2 — 112,

u® =% (—2¢%h + (= TIWY2r26in20) € + e 211, 5.13
3 n
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One immediately finds

KQHaHu“ + 2K1auu(1)“ +u®, = (2e%h —e 2 (w2 — H(1)2) 72 sin? 9) o + e*%H(Q)na.
(5.14)

Inserting (5.10), (5.14) and (5.12) into (4.18) and using Su,u” = —We"/2p, the second order
field equations take the form

RO 4+ R(We )85 =

e VK <E(2) + P(2)> £aés + K(E + P) {(46_”h — 2% <w2 — H(l)Z) r? sin? 9) £a83
—i—e_”H(Q)Gag +2e Y (w — H(l))Qnang} + %FL (E(z) - P(z)) 9op

+ %n (E—-P)K¥ 5 — %I{(E +3P)We VS ,p. (5.15)

Now, an explicit computation shows that R((ng has vanishing §,7g) component so equation

(5.15) splits into two, namely the component along &, which is
1
-mQMeW)+ﬁuz+fneWH@>—gnu;+3pnwewzzm (5.16)
and the rest

0= (Eq)ap ==~ RO + ¢ <E<2> + P<2>> €abs

«,

+ (B + P){ (1670 — 27 (=* = 10?2 125in% 0) 0t
2 (=TI Py} + 2 (B® = PO gy 2k (B = P) K g (517)

In principle, these are nine equations (note (Eq);s = 0 holds identically, by construction). Two
of them, (Eqy) and (Eq,,), determine E® and P® algebraically. For the moment we are
interested in studying a subset of seven independent linear combinations which do not involve
E® nor P®. Introducing the notation a,b,--- := {r,0} and i,j,--- := {t, ¢}, one convenient
such subset is

(Ed)ps  (Ea)es _ o, Ede  (Ed)
9o 966 ’ 966 Grr

(Eq)ai =0, (Eq)e =0, = 0. (5.18)

Before writing them down explicitly, let us introduce the following scalar functions and discuss
their properties,

~ 1
h::h—iry/f,
~ 1
6::k+h—f:k+h—f<§ru'+1>, (5.19)
-~ _ N -2 (/2 _ 1 / /
g:=m-+h-—e (e Tf),r—m+h—§7"f()\ +V)—(7"f),r-

Given the differentiability and boundedness properties of the original set {h, m, k, f} (point B3),
and that n > m, we have h, 7 € C™(DT) N C™(D~), C™+1(S,) on all spheres S,, and bounded
near Cp, and g € C™ YD) N C™ (D7) is also C™(S,.) on all spheres S,..

The motivation behind these definitions is their very special gauge behaviour, as described
in the following lemma. Its proof is by explicit calculation using the results of Proposition 2.5.
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Lemma 5.2. Under the gauge vector Vo given by (2.16) with R = r the functions /f;, v, q
transform as

~ ~ 1 1
h? =h+ §A + 57“1/ <7°e_)‘o/ cos ) — ﬁ) , (5.20)
~ ~ 1 X/ 1 /
v9:v+§A+acosﬂ+<re ozcosH—ﬂ) 1—{—57’1/ , (5.21)
1 1 1
P =q+ §A + cos 8 |:§’I“26>\O/ ()\/ + I/) + (r26>‘o/)’] — [;“ﬂ()\' + 1/) +(rB) .|, (5.22)
where B(r) is the arbitrary function that enters f in (2.20). |

Note that the gauge function ) has disappeared from these transformations so that ﬁ, v and
q go a long way towards being gauge invariant. The remaining gauge transformation is fully
explicit in the variable 6. This will be important in the following.

We can now write down explicitly equations (5.16) and (5.18). The first set involves a long
computation which has been carried out with the aid of computer algebra systems. As for the
second, its explicit form can be obtained directly from (A.7) after taking into account that A¢
and ), as defined in Proposition A.1 take the form

Ropt? = —g(E+3P)£a, Rogn® :g(E—P)na =5 X = —g(E+3P),>\n :g(E—P)
The result is

Lemma 5.3. In the setup described above, the field equations (5.16) and (5.18) take, respectively,
the following explicit form

— 0— 4 -1 = 2
a< 6r>+ 93( ae)J“”(W ) =0, (5.23)
and
0 = (Fg)a =0, (5.24)
0 2
0= (Eq)o = =5 - 20, + (¢ — 2h)v/' (5.25)
E E
0= (EQ)go _ (B9)es =— e O)pgin?g (rw/2 +2(N+0V) (w— H(l))2>
9o 9oo
2 cos
— | oo — q 2
+ (q 00 sin@q’9> : (5.26)
0= (Eq)9€ — (Eq)rr =2e _)\i}\rr — EASQi)\— B_A(V, + )\/)i}\r - ii}\
900 Grr 2 7 2
~ 2 2 0
+4e M h, —e <1/ + —) ir+ = (C?S To+ 26)
’ r) > r? \ sinf
— e ) 2gin? g 2 (5.27)

Remark 5.4. Equation (5.23) includes vacuum as a particular case. As in the remark after
B2.2, the constant IT(?) is irrelevant in the vacuum region M~ (where j' = 0). Without loss of

generality, we shall set H(E) =0in M~.
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Remark 5.5. The fundamental underlying reason that will allow us to close the bootstrap
argument below is the decoupling of equation (5.23), which only involves W, and the system
(5.24)-(5.27), which only involves the rest of terms in Ko, that is K.

Remark 5.6. Since the second order Einstein field equations reduce to the first order equations
when K7 = 0, it follows from this lemma that the field equations (4.17) for (5.2) are equivalent
to (5.4) plus (5.11).

Remark 5.7. The requirement m > 2 in the bootstrap hypothesis B3.1 allows us to work with
classical solutions of (5.24)-(5.27) because, as discussed after (5.19), h4, 0y are C?(D¥), gy is
C1(D*) and all of them are C?(S,) on each sphere S,.

Remark 5.8. For later use we introduce the notation

fu(r) = %e*()‘ﬂ’)r?’ <rw’2 +2(N +V) (w— H(l))2> , (5.28)

which arises in the inhomogeneous term in (5.26).

Equation (5.26) is a second order linear ODE in € for the function ¢ and can be explicitly
integrated. Its general solution is

q(r,0) = qo(r) + q1(r)Pi(cos 0) + f,(r)Ps(cosb),

where qo(r) and q;(r) are free functions of r. We show next that gi(r) is pure gauge, i.e. that it
can be set to zero by a suitable choice of gauge transformation (5.22). In terms of the functions

b(r) == re c(r) :==rp, (5.29)
the gauge transformation law of ¢ (5.22) takes the form

b
¢ =q+ A+ Pi(cosb) <5 ()\/—i—ul)—l—b/> _ |:§()\/+V/)+c/ ‘

N |

We impose that b(r) solves the ODE

b / / / o~

5()\ +U)+b =—q, (5.30)
so that ¢¥ becomes ¢Y = qy + fuP2(cos ). Dropping the superindex ¢ one has

q=qo(r) + fu(r)Py(cosb), (5.31)

and we have proved that q;(r) can be gauged away, as claimed. The remaining gauge freedom
is given by the general solution of the homogeneous part of (5.30), i.e.

b=boe 2 by e R,

which, in terms of a(r) is (by the definition of b(r) in (5.29))

b
o = T—ge%(’\_”). (5.32)

This residual gauge will be used later to simplify .
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We now insert ¢ from (5.31) into equations (5.25) and (5.27) and perform a trivial integration
in 6 in the first one, which introduces an arbitrary function o(r),

2 ~
. <; + ) (@ + fuPe(cos 0)) — 20, — 20/ + o (r)0/, (5-33)

N 2 -~ R 4 -
0 =2 AUM — T—QASQU —e )\(VI + N0, — okl + 4e AI//h,T

2\ . 2 2 _
—e? (y’ + ;) (@0 + f./Pa(cos 0)) + = (2q0 — fu) — 3¢ M 1)02512(1 — Py(cosh)).
(5.34)

Equation (5.33) determines I algebraically (recall that v/ is nowhere zero outside the centre).
Inserting the result into (5.34) yields

7

1
20y + §r2 <)\' +1v/ - 4V—> Dy + Mg + 26N = Fo(r) + Fa(r) Py(cos §), (5.35)
v

/

where we have introduced

2 1 1
Fo(r) :=—2qo <% +1-— e>‘> +q) <7“ + §T2VI> - 567117‘47312 — e, + 12’V (5.36)

/ Lo (LN S
Fo(r) :=fu T —2fw7+§e riw't = 2fy, (5.37)
and recall f,, is defined in (5.28).

For later use, let us find the most general solution of the homogenous part of (5.35) (i.e. with
Fo = Fo = 0) with the form v = W (r)P;(cosf). It is immediate that this will be a solution iff

7//

" / / 4" /
QW+ (N +v —— | W =0. (5.38)

This is a second order ODE that can be trivially integrated once. However, finding the general
solution is a harder problem, which we address by exploiting the gauge behaviour of v described
in (5.21). Consistency of the whole construction requires that the gauge transformation (5.21)
restricted to A = B(r) = 0 and «(r) satisfying (5.32) must transform solutions of (5.35) into
solutions. The £ = 1 component of any such solution must solve the homogeneous PDE. The
gauge transformation above preserves the £ = 1 character of the function, so it produces another
solution of the same homogeneous PDE. In other words, a solution W (r) of (5.38) transforms
under this gauge into another solution W9(r). This is true in particular for W (r) = 0, which is
an obvious solution. Summing up, for any function v(r) satisfying
/ bo

A = ﬁe%(A—W (5.39)

it must be the case that the function
bo _ 10340 L
W(r)=(~(r)+ —e 2 1+ 3TV (5.40)
r

solves (5.38). It is a matter of direct computation to confirm that this is indeed the case. We
still need to show that (5.40) is the general solution. Given that the expression involves two
arbitrary constants, namely an additive intregration constant 7o in (5.39), and by, we need to
make sure that it contains two linearly independent solutions. One solution is v(r) = 79 € R,
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bo = 0, so it suffices to check that the solution with by # 0 is not constant. Computing the
derivative of (5.40) and using the background field equation (3.12) yields

b
W' = _506—%()\4—1/) (I//)Q,
which is not identically zero when by # 0. We conclude that indeed (5.40) is the general solution
of (5.38), and moreover, that it is regular everywhere.
Take now an arbitrary solution v of (5.35). We define v; by means of

0(r,0) :=vp(r) + v1(r)P1(cos ) + Va(r)Py(cos 0) + v, (r,0),

where Ug(r),v1(r),v2(r) are the components defined as in (5.9). As mentioned, v (r)P;(cos )
necessarily satisfies the homogeneous part of equation (5.35), so there must exist (r) solving
(5.39) such that v;(r) = W (r) as given in (5.40). Apply now the gauge transformation (5.21)
with a(r) = —y(r). The transformed function 79 reads

9(r, 8) =0(r) + 01 (r) cos 6 + . (r, 0) + %A W) -8B (1 + %w)
=vp(r) + %A - B <1 + %’I“l/) + Va(r) Py(cos 0) + v (r,0). (5.41)

To sum up, we have found a gauge transformation of the form (2.16) that gets rid of the
¢ = 1 terms of both q(r,0) and v(r,#). This choice fixes completely the function a(r), so the
remaining gauge freedom is encoded in the constants A, B and the functions 3(r), Y(r).

So far, we have ignored the perturbed field equations involving P? and E®. The following
proposition summarizes the previous results and incorporates the information on P and E(
needed later.

Proposition 5.9. Assume B1-B3 in the base perturbation scheme. Then, u'? is given by
(5.13) and equation (Eq)is = 0 is equivalent to (5.23). In addition, there is a class of gauges
{V(A,B,)Y)}, c.f. Notation 2.7, for which the remaining Einstein field equations for a perfect
fluid (including vacuum) to second order are satisfied if only if, in terms of the functions defined
in (5.19),

q(r,0) =qo(r) + fu(r)Ps(cosb), (5.42)
v(r,0) =vo(r) 4+ v2(r)Py(cos ) + v, (1, 6), (5.43)
h(r,0) :%U(T) — U—f + <$ + %) (Go + fuPa(cosh)), (5.44)

with f,(r) given explicitly by (5.28), qo(r), o(r) are free functions and vy, Vs, U, satisfy

~ 1 "\ - ~
20" + 57"2 (X +v - 4% o’ + 26 My = Fo(r), (5.45)
1 VI/
2, + 57“2 <)\' +v - 47> Oy — 4 0y = Fo(r), (5.46)
1 I/”
TQ@\l,m» + 57“2 <)\/ + V- 47> i}\LJ’ + BAASﬁ)\l + QBAE}\L =0, (5.47)

with Fy and Fa explicitly given by (5.36)-(5.37).
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Moreover, the second order perturbed pressure P®) and energy-density E® are determined
algebraically from the previous functions and have the explicit forms

P = Fl(f) (r) + i/P/ <%fr1/ +h+ éeﬂ'?g(w — H(l))2P2(COS 9)) , (5.48)

1%
(2) (2) 4 (1 N R (1)y2

EYW =Fg ' (r)+ - E §f7"1/ —i—h—i-ge r“(w — II'Y)* Py(cos ) |, (5.49)

1%
where

FY) :=2(E+P) <I + ée*%ﬂ(w - H<1>)2> , (5.50)

FO =2 {(E P+ E (z + éew?(w _ H<1>)2> } , (5.51)
1%

2 4
26(E + P)I = —o + K(E + 3P)o + e o'V — 5 fo (5.52)

Remark 5.10. Expressions (5.48)-(5.51) also hold in vacuum (i.e. when E = P = E?) =
P®) =0). In this case, (5.48) with (5.50) and (5.52) imply

4

2 _
5o +e AoV — St =0. (5.53)

Conversely, one easily checks that if P = F =0 and (5.53) holds then P@ = E® = .

Proof. All the statements not involving P or E® have been already established except for
(5.44), which is is a direct consequence of (5.33), and the equivalence of the PDE (5.35) with
(5.45)-(5.47), which is a direct consequence of the splitting (5.43).

The two remaining field equations in (5.17), namely (Eq),, and (Eq)y provide explicit al-
gebraic expressions for P and E®). The resulting expressions can be rewritten in the form
given in (5.48)-(5.49) with the definitions below them. [ |

Remark 5.11. For this proposition the perturbation of the fluid has not been assumed to satisfy
any barotropic equation of state.

5.1.1 Barotropic equation of state

In this subsection we analyse assumption B5, namely that the perfect fluid satisfies the equation
of state of the background. This assumption yields an additional constraint affecting only the
¢ = 0 sector in the interior region.

The existence of a barotropic equation of state is equivalent to demand (4.24). Since P!
EM =0 in the “base” scheme, this is simply

1) _

PAE —E@ P =, (5.54)

Given the expressions (5.48)-(5.49), this, in turn, is equivalent to FI(DQ)E’ - FJ(EQ)P’ = 0. From
the explicit forms (5.50)-(5.51) and recalling that v/ = —2P'/(E + P), see (3.12), it follows that

FYE -~ FPP = —2(E + P)’T.

Thus, the barotropic equation of state yields a first integral Z = Zy € R, or explicitly

4

2 _
S50+ K(E+3P)o + e 0"V — — f, = 2Tyn(E + P), (5.55)
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which provides an algebraic equation for ¢ in terms of background and first order quantities
as well as the free function o(r). The derivation has been done in the interior domain D¥.
However, by Remark 5.10 this equation also holds in D~ for any constant Z; . Following our
convention, we set Zy := {Iar ,Zy } and work with both domains at the same time.

In terms of Zy, expressions (5.50)-(5.51) simplify to

FY —2E+P) <Io + %e‘”rz(w - H(”)2> : (5.56)
Fé?) = —%E/ (IO —|— éef”rz(w — H(l))2> . (557)

Observe that these expressions only involve background and first order quantities. Replacing
back into (5.50) and (5.51), we can also simplify P(®) and E®). It is convenient to write them
in terms of the original (non-hatted) function A (see (5.19)). The result is

P = _9(E + P) (h —Ty+ ée*”rz(w —1IW)? (Py(cos §) — 1)> ; (5.58)

4 1,
E® = o (h ~To+ ge 2 (ww — IM)2 (Py(cos §) — 1)) : (5.59)

Under a change of gauge in {U(C; A, B,Y,a)}, i.e. (2.15) and (2.16), h changes as (2.17),
while P, taking into account that P = 0, does as P®9 = P?) — Y/(E + P), c.f. (4.23).
Substracting equation (5.58) and its gauged counterpart we thus have

VW (E+P)=P® P9 =2E+P)(h —h—TJ+1o) = 2(E+P) (%A + %yu' 13 +Io> .

Therefore, because E. + P. # 0 by assumption, the first integral in the interior IO+ is gauged
transformed by

1
I59 =14 + §A+. (5.60)

Since @, (r) € C%([0,a]) and hy € C™F1(M™T\Cy) and bounded near Cy, it follows that P(?)
is also bounded near the centre and, as long as the limit of h at r = 0 exists it holds
lim P = 2(E, + P.) (IO+ — lim h) if Tim h exists. (5.61)
r—0 r—0 r—0
Let us advance here the limit of h will exist as a consequence of the field equations. This will
be discussed in Section 6.3.

Tackling the problem for the ¢ = 0 sector means taking care of the functions vy(r), qo(r)
and o(r). From Proposition 5.9, 9,0 must satisfy (5.45) with (5.36) and the barotropic EOS
forces g to satisfy (5.55) in both domains D*. The key is to introduce a change of unknowns
and replace the pair {vy(r),o(r)} in terms of two functions {§(r),s(r)} by means of

1
T = 50 (2+ 1) + To, (5.62)

V'ro + 2e) (5 +g > = To(rv — 2). (5.63)

2+ rv
This change of functions is invertible because 2 + r/ = 1 + e*(1 + 725P) by (3.11) and the
right-hand side is everywhere positive.

The function g is obtained from the barotropic EOS condition (5.55). In terms of the new
variables and replacing also E, P from the background equations (3.10)-(3.11) this gives

V2r2 4 2eA Lo r
(2 4+ rv')? o 2+ rv/

~ 1
qQ = 57“6()\' + )+ (r8) +Zo+< +2fs. (5.64)
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We now insert this in (5.45) and apply the change (5.62) and (5.63). A long but straightforward
calculation that uses (3.12) and (5.28) gives

!
r2¢" + %72 (V’ + N = 4%) ¢ +2eM¢ = -3V <2()\' + ) (w — H(l))2 — w/2r) —4F,, (5.65)
where F» was given in (5.37).

Equation (5.65) is remarkable for several reasons. First of all it involves only the unknown
function ¢(r) (this means that the function §(r) is completely unrestricted). Moreover, the
homogeneous part of the equation is identical to the one in (5.45) in terms of 7y. This is
quite unexpected, given the rather involved change of functions (5.62)-(5.63). Moreover, the
inhomogeneous term in (5.65) involves only background and first order quantities, unlike (5.45)
which also involves unknowns. It is also interesting that this inhomogeneous term is directly
related to Fa(r), which appeared in the ¢ = 2 sector of the equations.

This equation for ¢ is the key object that will allow us in Section 6.3 to obtain existence and

uniqueness of the barotropic base scheme.

5.2 Matching conditions for the base perturbation scheme

In this section we find the necessary and sufficient conditions that the base perturbation scheme
must satisfy so that the second order perturbed matching at the boundary of the fluid ball are
satisfied. The perturbed matching conditions derived in [4, 27] (first order) and [22] (second
order) are summarized and explained in Appendix B, where we also determine the most general
matching conditions in a spherically symmetric static background with two regions, as defined
in 3.1, for a first perturbation tensor K; = —2R2w(r,#)dtd$ and K5 of the general form (5.7).
The results are purely geometric and do not rely on any field equations. Moreover, they extend
the matching conditions obtained in [33] in that the matching hypersurface ¥ is not assumed to
be axially symmetric, and are in turn generalised to a still unfixed function R(r). Throughout
this section we use the notation of Appendix B.

The base perturbation scheme fits into the setup of Appendix B as the particular case where

w(r,0) = w(r), R(r) = r and matching hypersurface ¥ located at r; = r_ = a. Proposition
B.1 states that w must satisfy
[w] = b1, b €R, (@] = 0. (5.66)

Let us recall that in the base scheme we have further fixed the first order gauges so that b1 = 0.
In addition, the first order deformation functions Qit(T, 9, ) on either side satisfy the con-
ditions listed in (B.12). The explicit forms of A; and Ag, defined in (B.11), are

A= %e”_)‘ (V” + %1/ (V/ — )\')> , Ao = %re_)‘)\'.
Therefore the conditions (B.12) in our present setup become
[@] =0,  @QN]=0 @Q["]=0, (5.67)
after using that n = —e720, and that the background matching conditions are [r] = [v] = [A\] =
['] =0 (see (3.19)). Moreover, by (3.21)-(3.22)) these equations are equivalent to
(@] =0,  @i[E]=0. (5.68)

The second order matching conditions for the base perturbation scheme are obtained from
Proposition B.7 with w(r,8) = w(r) and R(r) = r. It follows

1
Q%[H(Ag)] — Q% 56—?,)\/2 (—7“)\” + )\,(7“)\/ _ 1)) _ _ge—?))\(a)/QQ%[)\//]’
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where we used (5.67) (and the obvious fact that Q%[a] = Q?[b] = 0 = Q?[ab] = 0). By a
slightly longer, but analogous, calculation one finds

/
Q% iD(AQ)—{—%n(Al) :_673>\(a)/2Q%[V///].
r e

Using this and rewriting {h, k, m} in terms of {v, h, ¢} as defined in (5.19), all the terms involving
f in the matching conditions (B.42)-(B.49) drop out. The result is

2] = aeMD/2 (2¢y + (2¢1 4+ Hy) cos 1), (5.69)
W] = Ds, (5.70)
W] = 2720201 [, (5.71)
[0 —h] = co + ¢1 cos ¥, (5.72)
[h] = % (Ho + a/(a)cp) + iau’(a) (Hi+ 2c1)cos, (5.73)
[Z]\—i— h—20—r(©—h) r} = <H1 — le)‘(“) (2¢1 + H1)> cos ¥

+ % [Ee—W <%I — %)} - %e_)‘(“)Q% V'], (5.74)

~ av'(a) .~ , av'(a)\ . = 1, av'(a)

—[ ,T]+T[v7r—h,r]+l/(a) (1— 5 >[v—h]:—§u(a)<<1—T>H1

1

4e*A<“)Q§ (V"] . (5.75)

/
—leA(a) (2¢1 + H1)> cos ) — ! [Ee)‘/2 <y” + /% - i)] +
2 4 r
Specifically, Proposition B.7 states that the matching conditions are satisfied if and only if there
exist constants cg, c1, Hy, H; and D3 and functions Z* on ¥ such that (5.69)-(5.75) hold. So far
no field equations have been used. In the next proposition we determine the matching conditions
when the field equations hold.

Proposition 5.12 (Perturbed matching). Assume the setup of the base perturbation scheme
(B1-B3). Restrict to the class of gauges {¥(A, B,))}, c.f. Notation 2.7, at both sides M* and
M~ so that the results of Proposition 5.9 hold.

Then the second order matching conditions across ¥ = {r = a} are satisfied if and only if
there exists contants Ds, cq, Hy such that

(W] =Ds, (5.76)
W] =0, (5.77)
=+ (1+ 5% ) e (5.78)

V] = (2 + I/;a)> <[qu] — % + ée*”(“)a‘lnEjL(a)(er(a) — 1IM)2 Py (cos vﬂ))
_ (eAC(La) n %al//(a)2> co, (579)

1 1 27
lo] = (5 - aV—@L)) Ho— oo (5.80)
n_L1 o 2eX(@) .

[0'] :§EQ1E+(G) - m[qo] provided FE,(a) = 0. (5.81)

Remark 5.13. Note that in the case F(a) = 0 and E’, (a) # 0, the matching condition (5.81)
forces the first order deformation function )1 to be a constant on X.
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Proof. We start by computing the linear combination 2a(5.75) + (2 + av/(a))(5.74). This is
advantageous because the factor involving = becomes, after inserting " from the background
equation (3.12),

al= _xp (1 2eM — 4 a2 rv/ et —2
@z (i - 1+ 2
2[ ° < V<r+2>+ 72 ° U7 T

the equality being true because the term in parenthesis is continuous across X. Another simpli-
fication occurs with the terms involving Q%, which become

@ Na)n2 |, m 1 Z/ "
2° Ql[” <7°+2 ik

and this is zero as a consequence of (3.24). The explicit form of the linear combination is

=],

r=a

2+ a/(a))[G 0] + (2 — a/(a) + a*V*(a)) [h — 0] — 2a[5,] = (5.82)
<<2+ r2;2> Hy, — (2, +H1)> _cosi+ e~ < - <1+%> + eA;2> =),

r=a
Thus, the matching conditions to be satisfied are (5.69)-(5.74) and (5.82). In all of them h and
q are to be understood as short-hands of the explicit expressions given in (5.42) and (5.44).
We next show the necessity of (5.76)-(5.78). There is nothing to prove in (5.76). For (5.77)
we need to determine [@”]. Since N + v/ =0 and [@’] = 0 we compute from (5.4)

@] = 0% +4) (5 + 2@ =10 ) = W] (5 + 2(s -0

Since Q1[N] =0, (5.77) follows at once from (5.71). For the rest of expressions, we first observe
that neither ¥ — & nor h have terms £ = 1 in the decompositions (5.43) and (5.44). Thus (5.72)
and (5.73) force ¢; = H; = 0. Expression (5.78) is then an immediate consequence of (5.72) and
(5.73). Concerning (5.79), we substitute (5.69), (5.72), (5.73) into (5.82) to find

cie () (5 4)- (1)

and this transforms into (5.78) after inserting ¢ = qo + f., P2(cos #)) and computing the jump of
fu from its explicit expression in (5.28) as

€o,

r=a

[fw] _ (a)—l—l/(a)) 3 ( [ 2] ) [(}\/ + I/,)(w . H(l))Q])
:éeA(a)a4/@E+(a)(w+(a) — 112, (5.83)

where in the second equality we used [@] = 0 as well as the general identity [AB] = AT[B] +
B~[A] applied to A = (o — IIM)2 and B = X + ¢/, together with (3.21) and \_ + v/ = 0.
Expression (5.80) is obtained directly from (5.73) after taking into accound that B is given by
(5.44) and [v,] has already been computed.

Finally, we establish (5.81). First of all we take the radial derivative of h defined (5.44) and
replace v, from (5.34) to obtain

~ o' % 2" 1 /1 "\
h, = 5 T2 (ASW+21))—§<7—(X+V)>+W<;+7> (q0 + fuP2)
A eV
e
-2, (200 = fu) + ?7“ @y (1= Py). (5.84)
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Under the assumption [E] = 0, we have [v"'] = 0 and [X'] = 0 (cf. (3.21) and (3.22)). This implies
that no term in (5.74) involves jumps of products with two or more discontinuous factors. For
instance, the term involving = is

D) ()

Inserting (5.84) into (5.74) one can solve for [0]. A straightforward, if somewhat long
calculation, yields (5.81) after using (5.78)-(5.80), as well as [\'] = aeNYKE/ (a), cf. (3.23), and

Ni(a) = —vhi(a) = ™' (1 =),

which is a consequence of the background field equations (3.10)-(3.11) under E4 (a) = 0.

This proves the “only if” part of the proposition. To show suffiency we only need to care
about (5.74) when [E] # 0, as this is the only equation left out. We now have [\'] # 0 and hence
the term involving = in (5.74) becomes, after applying again the identity [AB] = A*[B]+ B~ [A4],

—A(a)/2
Ll (2= 2)] - e (1)L 2

2 r 2 2 a 4

Thus, equation (5.74) can be solved for Z_ and hence imposes no additional restrictions on the
matching. This concludes the “if” part of the proposition. |

6 Existence and uniqueness results of the “base” second order
global problem

We start by proving the following global decomposition result, for which we use the analytic
results discussed in Appendices C and D. This proposition will be used later in several circum-
stances.

Proposition 6.1. Let D = R3\ {0}, D* = B, \ {0} and D~ = D\ B,, where B, is the ball
of radius a > 0 centered at the origin. Let {r,0,¢} be standard spherical coordinates on D.
Consider u € C*(D*) N C?*(D~) N CY(D), invariant under n = d, and satisfying the PDE

20 oy + r A(r), + V(r) (Age@ + y(r)d) = 0 (6.1)
on DV and D~. Assume that the functions V(r), v(r), A(r) satisfy
(i) V(r) >0, v(r) is bounded from above,

(ii) the parts V= (r), v~ (r), A= (r) are C'([a,0)) functions and V*(r), v (r), AT(r) extend
to the origin as C1([0,a]) functions.

(iii) the following limits exist and are finite

. + o . _ o . + o . _ o

hm VE(r) = Vo,  lim V7 (r) = Vo,  ImAT(r)=ap,  lim A™(r) = ac,
lim~F(r) =90,  lim 77 (r) = Yoo, (6.2)
r—0 r—00

with Vi > 0 and Vy, > 0.

Suppose, in addition, that w is bounded in D. Define 7,.., := supp~y. Then the following
holds:
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o If Ve < 0 then u = 0.

® [f Yoo > 0 define £,,,, as the largest natural number satisfying (€ + 1) < V,.0.. Then there
exist functions uy(r) € C((0,a])NC?([a,00))NCL(0,00)NL¥(0,00) with £ € {0, ,£,0}

such that
e‘rﬂ(l(t
(r,0) = > Gig(r)Py(cos6). (6.3)
=0
Proof. For all ¢ € NU{0} define uy(r) := Zi—j;l Js2 WPms2. Tt is clear that this function is C* on
I} = (0,a] as well as on I, := [a,00). Tt is also C! on (0,00). On I we compute
d*u, du,
P2 4 A T V() (3 () — U+ 1)) e =
20+ 1 ~ ~ ~
4?; / (7“2u,7»7» +rA(r)u, + V(r)(y(r) — 0L+ 1))u) Pinse =
S2
20+1

/ —V(r) (Age@ + £(€ + 1)) Prmse = 0,
47 S2

where in the second equality we used the PDE (6.1) and in the last one we integrated by parts
twice and used Ag2 Py = —¢(¢ + 1)P,. Thus, 1, satisfies the following ODE on I
duy

+ T.A(T)W +V(r)(y(r) — £+ 1)) u, = 0. (6.4)

2/\
dr?

r

Boundedness of @ on D implies that uy(r) is bounded on (0, c0).
It suffices to apply Theorem D.3 to the problem for {ﬁj, u, } with

F* =0and dy = d; = 0 to ensure that if by, bss < 0 then the only bounded solution is the
trivial one. Restrict ¢ to satisfy £ > /¢,... Since, by definition of supremum, V... > 7o and
Vmax = Yoo it follows £(£+1) > g and £(£+ 1) > 7o and thus by, boo < 0 because Vy, Voo > 0 by
assumption. To sum up, if £ > £, then @t =0.

At any r > 0, the function g, is C? and invariant under 0p. Thus, it can uniquely
decomposed as

o0
dls, = Y d(r) P,
{=0

where convergence is in L?. All terms after ¢,,,, are zero, so convergence is also pointwise and
we conclude that u takes the form

L max

U(r,0) :="Y_ Tg(r)Py(cosb)

=0

as claimed in the Proposition. |

Remark 6.2. It is clear from the proof that the condition that @ is independent of ¢ can be
dropped, at the expense that the decomposition in this case is in terms of all spherical harmonics
of order £ < /... and not just the Legendre polynomials.
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6.1 Global problem for VV: existence and uniqueness

In this subsection we study the existence, uniqueness and structural properties of the function
W, which is restricted to be bounded and satisfy the PDE (5.23) on each side M* together with
the matching conditions (5.76) and (5.77).

By item B3.1 of the base perturbation scheme the one-form Waq € C™+1(D*T)nC™tY(D™)
with m > 2 and hence on each S,. We use the terminology introduced in Notation 5.1. By the
Hodge decomposition on the sphere, there exist two functions 7,G on each S, satisfying (recall
that TI®) = 0 on D7)

W — )7 = dH + *g2dG. (6.5)

Since D 4((W —TI)pA) = n(W) = 0, the function # is constant on each S, and can be set to
zero without loss of generality. The potential function G solves

AyG = ~dives (W = 11®)5). (6.6)

where, as usual, the divergence of a one-form w is divgew = D 4w? with indices raised with gge.
The right-hand side of (6.6) is C™ on each S,, so G is C™*?2 as a function on S,..* The solution
is unique up to an additive constant on each S, hence up to a radially symmetric function. In
the spherical coordinates {6, ¢}, the Hodge decomposition (6.5) takes the explicit form

W —T1?)sin § = 95G. (6.7)

Let G be the unique solution of this PDE satisfying the boundary condition G lo=0 = 0, i.e.
vanishing at the north pole of each sphere S,. The right-hand side of (6.6) is C™ as a function
of 7 both on r € (0,a] and on 7 € [a,00). Since the boundary condition is differentiable in r,
the solution G is C™(D*) N C™(D~). Moreover, W is bounded on D, so the same holds for G.
It turns out to be convenient to extract the £ = 0 component of 5 and define

g——/ g"7§2

It is clear from this definition that G € C™(D*) N C™(D~), bounded on D and satisfies
fs gng2 = 0. Next we obtain the PDE that G must satisfy. We insert W — n® = (sin®)~ 199G
into (5.23) and find, after a direct calculation,

L0 < 0 ( 1 ag) +r7je? (ASQQ+29)+4r3j'Q> =0

smeog \ar \" 73

Integrating in @ there appears an arbitrary integration function of r which is then uniquely fixed
by the condition fSr Gns2 = 0. Thus,

0 3}
> < 44 (f) +r?jet (Ag2G +2G) + 4135'G = 0 (6.8)
on I = (0,a] and I, = [a,00). We also need to determine the matching conditions for G.

From Proposition 5.12 (specifically from [W] = D3, W,] = 0) and (6.7), the jump of G and 9,G
satisfy

<D3 - H(f)) sinf =[], 0=000] < [G] =17 —Dy)cosh, [0,G]=0 (6.9)

where in the integration we have imposed that neither [G] nor [0,G] have ¢ = 0 term.
We start with a lemma on existence and uniqueness of bounded solutions of (6.8).

4The problem is one-dimensional and therefore no Holder requirement is needed.
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Lemma 6.3. Let G € C"™(D*Y)NC™(D™) (m > 2) be bounded and satisfy [q Gns> = 0 together
with (6.8) on DT and D~ and the jumps

[G] = Iy cos b, [0,G]=0, ly€R. (6.10)

Assume that E. + P, # 0. Then, there exists a unique radially symmetric bounded function
G e (D) nCn+2(DT) N C=(D~) N CYD) satisfying G(0) = 1 and a constant W, € R such
that

| WG(r)Pi(cosb) on DT
G(r.0) = { —(W.G(r) +lo)Pi(cos@) on D~. (6.11)
Moreover, the function G(r) on D~ is given by
! 4
G (r) = - ;ffg“ + G0y, Goo :=G(a) +aG'(a)/3 (6.12)

and G'(a) > 0, Goo > 1. Clearly also lim, oo G = Goo.

Proof. Let us define G| :=G — % fSr GPins2. We want to apply Proposition 6.1, so we check
that all hypotheses are satisfied. By construction G, is C™(D+t)NC™(D~), bounded in D, and
has no ¢ = 0, or £ = 1 components. By (6.10), it satisfies [G,] = [0,G.1] = 0, so that G, € C*(D).
The PDE (6.8) in expanded form is

4 4 e dre=Nj!
Glor+ <;+J;> gi,r—FT—z <Ag2gL—|— <2+ ; J >gl> =0, (6.13)
so it fits into the general form (6.1) with
N dre=Aj'! 9 J’ Lo\
Viry=e", ~(r)=2 . =2—-2r°k(E + P), A(r):4+r—,:4—§re/£(E—|—P),
J

(6.14)

where (3.15) has been substituted in the last two expressions. These functions are all C"([0, a])N
C"([a,00)). By assumption Hy we have sups~(r) = 2, and the limit conditions (6.2) are all
fullfilled (c.f. (3.29)) with

lir% Vi) =1, lim V7 (r) =1, lim AT (r) = 4, lim A" (r) =4,
r—

r—00 r—0 r—00
. + _ . — _
}1_)1%7 (r)=2, Thm v (r)=2.

All the conditions of Proposition 6.1 are satisfied and /,,,, = 1 so we conclude that G| must be
of the form G, = G (r)+G! (r)Pi(cos #). However, by construction G, has no such components,
hence it vanishes identically. Consequently, G has only £ = 1 component, i.e. takes the form

G(r,0) = Gi(r)Py(cos ) (6.15)

for some radially symmetric function G; at either D*. From (6.13) and (6.14), this function
satisfies the ODE

— — 4 =0 6.16
T3dr<rjdr>+ng (6.16)
or, in expanded form,
1
r’Gy +r (4 — orPen(B + P)) Gi — 2r2*k(E + P)Gy =0, (6.17)
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on I} =(0,a] and I, = [a,0) together with the jumps (from (6.10))
[Gi]=1lo, [Gi]=0. (6.18)

We now show that (6.17) admits a unique solution, up to scale, which is C'!(a, c0) and bounded.
We start with the interior domain I. Equation (6.17) satisfies the requirements of items (ii)-
(iii) of Lemma D.2 with

Ar) =4 5P@R(E+P), B)=r*Q(r) with Q(r) =26 (B + P),

so that ap = 4, and Q(0) = —2k(E.+ P.) # 0 (by assumption of the lemma). Therefore, Lemma
D.2 ensures that there exists a unique up to scaling function ¢g* (r) that stays bounded in (0, a),
and extends to a function in C?([0,a]) satisfying g*(0) # 0 and g*/(0) = 0. It is clear that
gt(r) € C"2((0,a]) also. We fix the scale by imposing g*(0) = 1. In the exterior part I,
equation (6.17) can be solved explicity. The solution is

_ 21
91, (r) = = - 1,12 € R. (6.19)

r3
Consider the function {g*(r), g, ;,(r)}. This corresponds to a function g(r) € C*(0,00) if and
only if

_ 20, a 614
g+(a) = 91, (a) = a3 la, g*’(a) = 911712/(61) = e

It is clear that this system admits a unique solution {l1,l2} with corresponding ¢~ (r) := g, ; (7)
given by

g (r) = g"(a) + 2g""(a) (1 - _> ' (6.20)

This establishes the existence of a unique bounded function g(r) € C?([0,a]) N C™*2((0,a]) N
C1(0,00) N C*([a, 00) satisfying g(0) = 1 and solving (6.17) on I=. This g(r) is the trace of
a bounded radially symmetric function G : D — R. It is immediate from the properties of
g(r) that G € C"*2(D+Y) N C>(D~) N CY(D). Moreover, since g(r) € C?([0,a]) and satisfies
g'(0) = 0, Taylor’s theorem gives g(r) = 1+ gor? + <I>§2) (r) where g2 € R and <I>§2) (r) is C%([0,a))
and o(r?). Using Lemma 3.2 it follows that G € C2(ﬁ+). This proves the first claim of the
Lemma.

The explicit form (6.12) follows at once from (6.20). Given that 0 # E 4+ P > 0 and since
gt (0) =1 and ¢g™’'(0) = 0, Lemma C.4 establishes that g*(a) > 1 and g*'(a) > 0. Therefore
G(a) > 1, G'(a) > 0 and the claim G, > 1 also follows.

Concerning the function G;(r), by the uniqueless up to scale of bounded solutions of (6.17)
on IF, there exists a constant W, such that G;(r) = —W,.g(r) on I (the choice of sign will be
convenient later). On I, G; (r) has the form (6.19) for some constants {; and l. Imposing
the jumps (6.10) it is immediate that G; (r) = —(W,g(r) + lo) on I, . Combining with (6.15)
concludes the proof. |

Remark 6.4. In the proof of this lemma it has been useful to distinguish the function G from
its trace g(r). For the rest of the paper, this is no longer necessary, so we use the same symbol
G for both. This follows the general convention used throughout the paper.

We can now prove the following result on existence and uniqueness of W.
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Proposition 6.5 (Existence and uniqueness of W). Assume the setup of the base pertur-
bation scheme (B1-B4). Then

1. W is radially symmetric on D, i.e. it is a function W(r).

2. There exists a (unique) choice of constants BT in the gauge freedom (2.16) such that
the transformed function (still denoted by W) is continuous across v = a and fulfils the
property that Ko(€,r~'n) is bounded at infinity. Moreover, this function is given by

W =W,(G(r) — G), WeeR
where the function G(r) and constant G are defined in Lemma 6.3. In particular W €
C"P2(MT\C)NCEMH)NC®(M~)NCHM \ Cp),

2J at
W_ = ﬁ, J = —WCG,(G,)E

and J wvanishes if only if W, = 0. The parameter Hf) corresponding to this function is

n? = -W.Go
Proof. Let G be the unique function related to W by the Hodge decomposition (6.7) and
satisfying [, s, Gnsz = 0. This function satisfies the jumps (6.10), so all the hypothesis of Lemma
6.3 hold and we conclude that G is given by (6.11) with Iy = Hf) — Dj3. Inserting back into (6.7)
and using that 1% =0 and (6.12), W can be written as

W:G(r) + Hf) on Dt
W= ) 2 @ - (6.21)
with J = -W.G’ (a)%. This proves item 1. From (5.7), boundedness of the component

Ks(&,771n) on M~ is equivalent to lim, ,o, W = 0 (compare item B2.2 in the base scheme).
In addition, given that G(r) is C' on D, the function W is continuous on D if and only if the
constant D3 can be transformed away. To achieve both properties, and given the transformation
law (2.21), we use the gauge transformation with vectors V,” = W.Goo + Hf) — D3)t0s on M~

and V2+ = WG + Hf))t&b on M. It is clear that no other possible choice of the constants
BT in (2.16) can accomplish this. The gauge transformed W (which we still call W) is now
given by W = W,.(G(r) — G ) everywhere and the corresponding parameter Hf) = -W.Gw, as
follows directly from (6.21) on DT. All the properties claimed in the proposition are immediate
consequences of the corresponding properties for G(r) obtained in Lemma 6.3. In particular J
vanishes if and only if W, does because G'(a) > 0. [ |

6.2 Global problem for v: existence and uniqueness of the ¢ > 2 sector

In this subsection we apply Proposition 6.1 to deal with the global problem for v, consisting of
the PDE (5.35) at either side D¥ plus the matching conditions (5.78)-(5.81) in Proposition 5.12.
Contrary to the problem for W, however, we cannot prove uniqueness of ¥ yet, since the radially
symmetric (¢ = 0) part still contains one free function (the integrating factor o(r)). Adding the
requirement of a barotropic equation of state (in the next subsection) will allow us to tackle the
existence and uniqueness of the £ = 0 sector of v.

Proposition 6.6 (Global problem for v). Assume the setup of the base perturbation scheme
(B1-B4) and restrict to the class of gauges {U(A, B,Y)} constructed in Proposition 5.9 in both
M*. Then, 9(r,0) must have the form

0(r,0) = vy(r) + va(r) Pa(cos 9). (6.22)
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Moreover, the field equations and matching conditions for va(r) admit a unique bounded solution.
This solution satisfies

e U, (r) € C"Y((0,a]) and Tf (r) is O(r*) and extends as a C*([0,a]) function, and v’ (r)
is O(r3) near r = 0,

e 0, (1) € C*®([a,0)), Uy (1) is O(r~*) and vy, '(r) is O(r=>) near r = co.
In particular if wy(r) = 0 then vVa(r) = 0. These results are independent of the function B(r).

Proof. By Proposition 5.9 the decomposition (5.43) holds on both regions, and the function v
satisfies, c.f. (5.47),

7"21/)1,” +rA(r)vL, +V(r) (A0, +20,) =0 (6.23)

with

V(r)=e A(r) = lr <)\' +v - 41/—”)
’ 2 v )

Equation (6.23) is of the form (6.1) with v(r) = 2. Recall that \(r),v(r) € C"*(M*) N
C"1(M™), so the same holds for V(r). The values of V(r) at the origin and infinity are,
respectively, Vo = 1 (by (3.29)) and V, = 1. Concerning .A(r), we use the expansion at the
origin for v(r) in (3.27) together with v # 0, which follows from (3.28) because of assumption
Hs and the base perturbation scheme condition E. 4+ P. # 0. With that,

~ = L o0, @ C" Y (M) and O(r?). (6.24)

1z 219
Thus, AT € C"1(M*) and A*(0) = —2. Therefore (6.23) satisfies the requirements of Propo-
sition 6.1 with V) =1, Voo = 1, ag = —2, ase = 4. Since y(r) = 2 we have £,,,, = 1. We conclude
that 0 must be of the form ¥ (r) Py(cos §) + v} (r) Py (cos §) and hence identically zero since by
construction v, does not have such components. The decomposition (5.43) gives (6.22) at once.
Furthermore, since the class of gauges is restricted to a(r) = 0, Lemma 5.2 ensures that (6.22)
holds in the class of gauges {¥(A, B,))}, i.e. for arbitrary parameters A, B and free function
Y(r) in (2.16), as well as for any choice of 5(r).

It remains to show that vs(r) exists and is unique, and obtain its behavior around r = 0

and 7 — 00. The problem for v, is given by equation (5.46) at both =+ sides, together with the
matching conditions obtained from (5.78)-(5.79) of Proposition 5.12, which explicitly read

2] =0,  [Bh) == (2+ a/(a)) e " WdPkE (a) (w4 (a) — T2 (6.25)

1
6
We want to apply Theorem D.3 with F = F3 given in (5.37), and

1 7
.Ai(r) =57 (yi + Ny — 45—1) , Bi(r) = —4eM.

Let us check that all the hypotheses are satisfied. We have already seen that A (r) € C"1([0, a])
and ap = A1(0) = —2, while we have by = BT(0) = —4 (c.f. (3.29)). In the exterior, we may
write (by the background field equations)

A= (r) =201+ ¢e), B~ (r) = —4e’-, (6.26)
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where A\_(r) is given explicitly in (3.25). Consequently,

oo = lim A" (r) =4, boo = lim B~ (r) = —4,
r——+00 r—+00
- M. - M,
o 20 e, e,
r—+o0o dr 27 r—+00 dr ™

The function F,"(r) is C"~1((0,a]) and extends continuously to the centre, where it vanishes.
The structure of F; (r) around 7 = 0 is obtained using (3.27), (5.3) and (5.6), and it is found

to be of the form F,7 = r5(o¢ + @571)) where 06 € R and <I>_(Fl) is 0o(1). Concerning F, , inserting
the background vacuum field equations in (5.37) gives

2
Fy, = ér‘l(e)‘ ~Dw' ?= 3y ey <1 + O <1>> (6.27)

o r

where the second equality follows from the explicit form (5.5) of w_. Hence, ]:2"' and F, satisfy
the requirements of Theorem D.3 with ap = 6 and as = —5. The quantities A2 and \> defined
in Theorem D.3 take the values A\ = —4 and A* = —4. All the hypothesis of Theorem D.3
are satisfied, including (D.13), as well as A\ + 1 < 0 and ag — 1 > 0. Consequently, there
exists a unique solution {@y (r),9, (r)} that stays bounded on (0,00), and, moreover, ¥5 (r) is
O(r*), extends as a C'([0,a]) function, and o5 '(r) is O(r3) because \2 = —4 and «y = 6.
The behaviour of the solution ¥~ and its derivative 9~/ near r = co is obtained from Theorem
D.3 with the values min{|\*°|, |ax|} = 4 and min{|\>® — 1|, |ax, — 1|} = 5 respectively. The
differentiability of the solutions in D" and D~ follow from the fact that the coefficients A1, Bt
and F5 are C"~1, C™ and C"! on (0, a) respectively, while A=, B~ and F; are C*([a, 0)).

As above, Lemma 5.2 ensures that the class of gauges {U(A, B,Y)} given by (2.16) with
arbitrary parameters A, B, free function Y (r) and a(r) = 0, and also free choice of 3(r), keeps
Ua(r) invariant.

The final statement concerning the case wy = 0 is immediate since U2(r) = 0 solves the
ODE (5.46) with Fa(r) = 0. [ |

6.3 Barotropic equation of state: existence and uniqueness of U

Let us recapitulate. Propositions 5.9 and 6.6 have shown the existence of a class of gauges
{¥(A,B,Y)} and free B(r) where v only has £ = 0 and ¢ = 2 components. Inverting the
definitions (5.19), the original functions {h, m, k} take the form (on either side D)

~ 1
=T+ 5r/f
1 1., 1 1\ .. 1,
=50 = (0 +0aPa(cos ) + | — + 5 | (G0 + fuPa(cos b)) + Srvf, (6.28)
k=0—h+f
SN 11, 11\
= Vg + Uz P2(cos 0) — 30+ ;(Uo + 0, Pa(cos0)) — i (o + fuPo(cos )+ f (6.29)
N 1
m:q—h+§Tf()\l+V/) +(rf),
=(1- — T3 (Go + fuwPs(cos)) — 5 + ;(UO + Uy Py(cos 0)) + 57“)\ f+@f)r (6.30)

where o, qu, 2, Vg, U2, [, are functions of r, while f is still a free function depending on 7, 6.
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From the previous subsections, and leaving aside f(r,6) (to be discussed later), the only
part of the solution where existence and uniqueness has not yet been established is the ¢ = 0
sector, where the unknowns are {0y, go, 0}. In this section we accomplish this by imposing the
background barotropic EOS. As discussed in subsection 5.1.1, go(r) is then given explicitly by
(5.55) and it is useful to replace the unknowns {vy(r), o(r)} by {d(r),s(r)}. The main advantage
is that ¢(r) decouples from &(r) and satisfies a global problem for which we can show existence
and uniqueness, while 6(r) will be shown later to be pure gauge. Let us first focus on the problem
for ¢(r).

We already have the equations that ¢* and ¢~ satisfy in their respective domains, i.e. (5.65).
Let us determine the jumps of <™ and ¢~ across r = a, as well as the regularity conditions of
¢t around r = 0, both following from assumptions B2 and B3 of the base scheme. Incidentally,
no conditions at r = oo will be needed, since the field equations will provide bounded solutions
only. We start with the regularity and observe, first of all, that (5.62) already implies 0(r) is
C"™(0, a) and bounded near r = 0. Since we have a priori information on {h, m, k}, let us rewrite
(6.28)-(6.30) in terms of {J,¢}. After a straightforward calculation and introducing the auxiliary

function /
rv/ 24+ rv

1
F(T) = gly + §2 T ry, + 7"]// 2fw (631)

as a shorthand, we have

2+ rv/

1
—— Ju— ;%) Py(cos 0),

1, 1
h_iru(5+f)+10+§l“+< 50

1 N 1 24+ rv/
kE=¢ + f — §F + (UQ + 7% — wa> PQ(COSH), (632)
1 rv’ —2 4e? 1 2—rv/
== 1) 1) r r —v,—=—Ff, | P 0).
m 27“)\( +/)+@0+f)r+ R +g2(2+7“1/’)2 + (V,vz 5o f % (cos 0)

By Proposition 6.6, 2(r) is C"T1((0,a]) and O(r*), extends C* at the origin and v} (r) is O(r?).
Moreover, §(r) is C™(0, a) and bounded near 7 = 0 and f,,(r) is O(r?) as follows from its defining
expression (5.28) together with (3.27) and (5.3). Consequently, the expression for h (or that for
k) forces T'(r) to be of class C™((0,a]) and bounded near » = 0. This implies that rT'(r) must
vanish as 7 — 0. From (6.31), this limit is

. e (1 3
0= lg% rI(r) = }13}) <2V2g (r)+r l/2§(’l“)> , (6.33)

where in the second equality we used (6.24) and (3.27). On the other hand, if the limit of I'(r)
as r — 0 exists then so does the limit of h, and therefore the expression of h in (6.32) inserted
in (5.61) provides

lim P® = —(E. + P,) lim I'(r) if lim I'(r) exists. (6.34)
r—0 r—0

r—0

We next obtain the jumps that ¢(r) must satisfy on » = a. The matching conditions (5.78)-
(5.79) imply, restricting to the ¢ = 0 sector,

[vo] = % + (1 + @) co, (6.35)

[90] = (% + V/;a)> <[(70] - %) - <6A;a) + %al/(a)z> co- (6.36)
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Eliminating § from (5.62) into (5.63) gives an expression relating vy and <. Taking the diference
at both sides and inserting (6.35) gives

= 1O +3)(1 - D) (Hy ~ 2(T,)) (6:7)

where 1/(a) is substituted from (3.20). To obtain [¢'] we make use of (5.64), after eliminating §
with (5.62), at both + sides. The expression contains [vp] and [0, which we substitute by their
expressions in (6.35) and (6.36). The terms containing [gp] cancel. Inserting (6.37) and using
(3.20) we obtain

2

) = e @ 4 3)( A0 —1)(Hy — 2R - 2D +DIL], (6.39)

4a
keeping in mind that the explicit expression of [f,] is given by (5.83).

Later in the paper we will face the issue of fixing the gauge completely. To do that it will
be determinant to understand the role of the parameter Hy — 2[Zy]. In preparation for that, let
us introduce ¢, (r) as the function that satisfies the same equation as ¢ and shares its behaviour
around r = 0, namely

) 1
}1_)1% <2—y2§’lk(r) + 136, (r)) =0, (6.39)
but with jumps given by
2
] =0, [ == (@ + DL (6.40)
We also introduce the corresponding function I'y
1 rv 2+ rv/
Pp— I_
T, = §*V, +§*2+W, - 2f,. (6.41)
and require
it limI, and limI' exist = limI', = lim I'. (6.42)
r—0 r—0 r—0 r—0

In the next proposition we establish existence and uniqueness of ¢,. The corresponding result
for the original ¢ is obtained as a corollary.

Proposition 6.7 (Existence and uniqueness of ¢,.). The problem for ¢.(r), namely equation
(5.65) on DT and D~ with matching conditions on r = a given by (6.40) and such that the
restriction around the origin (6.39) holds, admits a one-parameter family of solutions. In ad-
dition, the limits lim, o I'(r) and lim,_,o Ty (r) exist and the function s, is uniquely determined

by the value Pc(2) = lim, 0 P@ by means of

i T P® )
T T B B (6.43)
This solution has the following properties:
1. ¢ (r) is of class C"*1((0,a]), estends to a C*([0,a)) function, and has the form
E, +3P.
GHr) = —kPP 2 ) 4 (), (6.44)

¢ 6(E.+ P.) "

where st (r) and < (r) are unique: <* (r) solves the homogeneous part of (5.65) and satis-
fies (6.48), while <} (r) is the only particular solution of (5.65) that is O(r?).
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2. ¢, (r) reads
—(r) =) (SA | SB 72 1 A (r)
G, (r)=e (7"2+ 7">+2 wr4(2—|—e )s (6.45)

where A_(r) is given by (3.25) and <a,sp are constants fully determined by the match-
ing conditions in terms of quantities of the background configuration, plus Jo, 1IN and

(PP ¢t (a),sf(a), H (@), ()}

3. If wy =0 then

E.+3P. .

+(r) = — P2
§* (T) H;PC 6(Ec + Pc) S (T)a (646)
o (r) =xPPe (1), (6.47)
where
_ Ec+3P a® a “Xa) , 41 a®  a “\a) n
= e ore A ¢z 2 .
G (1) 605, Pc)e 3 )¢ as™'(a) + 2 T( +e ) ) s (a)

Proof. We first analize the equation for ¢;” in DT. To do that we make use of Lemma D.2 for
the homogeneous part of (5.65). Lemma D.2 applies with (changing ¢ for r)

1 V”
At (r) = 3" <yﬁr + N, — 4i> , Bt (r) = 2™,

which have been already analised (except for a different constant factor in B*) in the proof
of Proposition 6.6. We showed AT (r) € C"71([0,a]) and ag = AT (0) = —2, while B*(r) €
C™1([0,a]) with by = 2 (observe that by > 0, which prevents us from using Theorem D.3). As
aresult Ay = —1 and A_ = —2, and therefore point (i) of Lemma D.2 ensures there exist two
linearly independent solutions ¢f (r), which necessarily are of class C"*1(0,a), with

r(1+o0(1),  <F'(r)=1+o0(1),
F(r) =r*(1+o(1)), '(r) = r(240(1)). (6.48)

Ve
+
—~
=
~—
I

The inhomogeneous term of equation (5.65) reads
Fof = —rlevr (2(x+ + V) (g — T2 - w'ﬁr) —4F;. (6.49)

Although Theorem D.3 cannot be applied directly, we may still use several constructions
introduced in its proof, specifically regarding the properties of the particular solution U, intro-
duced there. By direct inspection, the function ]?ar is C"~1([0,a]), just like F5 (c.f. (5.37)). Its
structure around r = 0 is obtained from (3.27), (5.3), (5.6), plus the fact that 7, is O(r%), and
turns out to be ]/:'SL = —r4(4e 0 (wp — TIM)2(Ay + 1) + o(1)). In the notation of Theorem D.3
with F™ = .7?; we have oy = 4, so that ag + Ay = 3 and ap + A— = 2 and therefore the general
solution of the equation for ¢*(r) has the form

(1) = eac (1) + e (r) + <p (1),
where the particular solution satisfies, see Remark D.5,

p(r)=ri(p+o(1),  F'(r)=r’4sp +o(1)) (6.50)
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with <% a fixed number (see (D.19)). From (6.48) and (6.50), the requirement (6.39) forces
cy = 0. This implies, taking into account (6.24) and f,, € O(r*), that lim, o'« = c_/vs.

So far we only used equation (5.65) and (6.39). Both are satisfied by the original function
¢, so it must also be that ¢*(r) = ¢_¢F (r)+3 (r) for an, a priori, different integration constant
¢_. However, since lim,_,oI" = ¢_ /s, condition (6.42) implies ¢_ = c_ and we conclude that
¢t (r) =t (r). Using vy = k(E, + 3P.)/6, and that E. + P. # 0, the relation (6.34) fixes c_ as

_ KB43R o)
6(E, + P ©

This proves (6.43) and item 1.
Equation (5.65) for ¢, in the exterior region D~ reads

1
7"2§,:”(7") + 27“(6)‘* + 1) '(r) + 26/\*@: (r) = —12J12Uﬁ(e>‘* —4),

after inserting (6.26) for A~ (r), (6.27) and (5.5). We do not replace A\_(r) by its explicit form
(3.25) for conciseness. The general solution is given by

3 S S 1
o (r) = (7/21 + 7B> + 2J§ﬁ(2 + ey, sassB € R.

The integration constants ¢4, sp are restricted to satisfy the jumps (6.40), which can be arranged

in the form
1 a sa '\ _ [ kK1
(a)(s)=(0) @1

where k1, k2 depend on {PC(Q),gf(a),g;S(a),Jw,a, M. s*'(a),sp'(a), [f]}, with [f.,] given by
(5.83). The 2 x 2 matrix has determinant —a # 0 and therefore there exist unique values of g4,
¢p that fulfill these conditions. This proves item 2, as well as the global existence and uniqueness
claim.

Assume now w4 = 0. The inhomogeneous term vanishes 7~ = 0 (see (6.49) and (5.37)) and
therefore ¢}, () = 0, so that (6.46) follows. In addition, J,, = I") = [f,] = 0, and we can solve
(6.51), to obtain

_ k(B +3F) S9) 2 ( xa) 47 +
SA = 6(E, 1 I, P¥a <ae ¢(a) + <7 (a)) , (6.52)
_ k(Ee +3F) 2) +1 —X(a) +
B =— 6B, 1 P P¥a (ag_ (a) + (e +1)¢” (a)) . (6.53)
Inserting into (6.45) gives (6.47) after using the explicit form (3.25) of A_(r). |

Corollary 6.8. The function < is given by

) =< (), (6.54)
2
§7(T’) _ (HO _ 2[20]) e)\—(r) <_% <KiZ—T> i + <"€i\7{T> %) + g;(r), (655)

r2

Proof. As shown above, only (6.55) needs attention. The function ¢ := ¢ — ¢, satisfies the
homogeneous part of equation (5.65). The general solution in the exterior D~ is thus given by

& (r) = ) <§A i g—B) |

r2 r
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It suffices to obtain the constants ¢4 and ¢p from the matching conditions

(@) =~ =~ 3V +3)(1 — ) (Hy — 2T,
S a) = ) = = e NN 1 3)( O — 1)(Hy — 2T,

that follow from (6.37)-(6.38) and (6.40). Using the explicit form of A(a), c.f. (3.25), we obtain
(6.55). m

Remark 6.9. As a consequence of the above results, the function I'™ = I'J is determined in

terms of quantities of the background configuration plus J, II") and PC(Q)

has the form

, and near r = 0 it

1
rt(r)=— P® 1). 6.56
(1) =~ PP + o) (6.50
The function I' in D~ takes the form
d7r — kM,
I~ =—-2— T (Hy, - 2[Z, I~ 6.57
(r) = 2 (Ho — 2T) + T 1) (6.57)

with ', being fully determined in terms of quantities of the background configuration plus
T, IO and {P?)¢*(a), <} (a), s (a), 51" (a)}.

Having established the existence result for ¢, we show that the functions that remain under-
termined, namely §(r) and f(r, @), are pure gauge. Since we want to stay in the context where
Propositions 6.5 (point 3) and Proposition 6.6 can be applied, the available gauge freedom has
already been restricted to the subset {U(A,))}, namely a function )(r,6) and a constant A,
on each side M*. There is also the free integration function 3(r) on each side. Our next result
fixes this freedom and removes the functions f and § altogether. This concludes our analysis of
the base perturbation scheme.

Proposition 6.10 (Existence and uniqueness of the barotropic base scheme). Assume
the setup of the barotropic base perturbation scheme (B1-B5). Then, there exists a gauge on
each region given by ¢t := {¥()*} and ¢~ := {¥()"} (no arguments left), c.f. Notation 2.7,
in which

1. the two items of Proposition 6.5 hold,
2. B* can be fived such that f{ =0 and f? =0,

3. The solutions of the field equations, denoted by {h%, k%, m%} in DT and {h?, k¥ m®}
)

i D™, exist and for given Pc(2
functions in D take the form

€ R are unique. Moreover, the corresponding composed

h¥(r,0) = hy(r) + hE (r)Py(cos b),
m¥?(r,0) = my (r) + m3 (r)Pa(cos §),
k¥ (r,0) = k3 (r)P2(cos ),

with hi, hE,mE m3 kS € C™((0,a]) N C*([a,00)), extend continuously to r = 0 and are
bounded.
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Furthermore, if w® =0 then k¥ =0 and

E.+ 3P, 2+ v/
he = — kPP =< S 6.58
P T B y \ L  TTe (6.58)
E.+ 3P 1
o _ P(Q) c c
i fife 24(E. + P.) rv/?
X { ((2 +r/ )2+ N — 46)\+> '+ ((2 +r\ ), — 4e>‘+) gf} , (6.59)
while k¥ =0 and
8mr — kM kM.
he =xP?) [y T~ 6.60
- e PP A T ——— ) (6.60)
2172
m? =xP® 16mr — 3, re — | 87r + 6mr — 3y ) QMT Amr — rM, Sex (5
4k M. A(dmr — kM.,) kM., (8mr — kKM.,)
(6.61)

where s*(r) and <., () are defined in Proposition 6.7.

Proof. We start considering the classes {U(A, B, y)i} in which Proposition 6.6 holds, both on
M and M~. We apply a change of gauge (2.17)-(2.20) in Proposition 2.5 with R =, a(r) =0
and

Y=—r <6+f—g>. (6.62)
We also fix 8(r) by

Blr) =6 -

g. (6.63)

Applying this to (6.32) one obtains

h :é (A b Ty 4+ g (2+ m/)> + <22+T—Z,”/fw - %@3) P(cosf), (6.64)
K9 — (AQ " 5@3 - 2;;:,” : fw> Py(cos 8), (6.65)
m? 25 {g <(2 +r/)(2+71N) — 4e>‘> ~ 3 —2{—6:1/§ - 67’3671/ (2()\/ + /) (w — IM)? - rw’2>}

+ <$@\§ - %fw> P5(cos0), (6.66)
£9 =0. (6.67)

This already proves item 2. Observe that this partial gauge fixing still leaves arbitrary the
constants A, B on each side. We now choose (uniquely) Bt and B~ so that the second point in
Proposition 6.5 holds.
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At the interior we choose At = —27, so that (6.64)-(6.66) become

Tt 2+ vl 1
hY - (2+r) + < 2l k- ZUQ > P5(cos0), (6.68)
1 2+ rv
i = (o + g’ = 2D ) Pageos), (6.:69)
+ +
1 (Tt 2eM
_— — (e 241N —4 A+) - +
M+ rvl { 4 <( )@ 4rAy) € 2 —{—ng_g
—lr?’e < (N + V) (g — WY — 2) + i’zf” 2 _Tyjrf+ Py(cosb).
6 + + v 2 2rv, Y
(6.70)

The behaviour of these expressions as r — 0, using (3.27)-(3.29), (6.24), (6.56), that f,, € O(r%),
and Propositions 6.6 and 6.7 as well as Corollary 6.8, is given by

e e A AL el
i.e. the limits exist. This shows in particular that the change of gauge defined by (6.62) lies
within the class of gauges described in Notation 2.7 and therefore that (6.68)-(6.70) are written in
an admissible and fully fixed gauge {¥()*} (no arguments left), which we have denoted simply
by ¢*. These expressions involve only functions whose existence, uniqueness and regularity
properties have already been established in Propositions 6.6 and 6.7 together with Corollary
6.8. Specifically 05 ,¢" are C"*1((0,a]), 75 is unique and ¢*, and thus also I't by Remark 6.9,

is unique up to the constant PC(Q). The claim for {hﬁ, k:“a,mﬁ} follows.

Regarding {hg k? ,m?} in D~ we choose A~ = —2Z3 + Hy. Then (6.64)-(6.66) become, in
the fixed gauge ¢~ = {\I’() } (no arguments left),
) 1 I\ — 1 JZ2U ~
hZ =2+ /), + 3(8mr — kM, )= — (4nr — kM )rv, " | Pa(cosf), (6.71)
4 KM, rd
. dmr— kM, __, 8tr—rM,_J2
]Cf = (U + FLTTT’I"’U2 r_ FLTTT:‘;—) PQ(COS 9), (672)
m? — (8mr — (167r — 36 M) (8mr — kM,)\ 3J2
- Adrr — kM, KM 14
g (1677 — 3kM, ) K2 M2 drr — kM, _ 16mr —3kM, _,
o — r
A(4mr — kM,)? KM, (87r — KMT)g* 4k M., o
dnr — kM, __, 8mr —3kM, J2
+ <TTTT’U2 r_ W ) PQ(COS 6) (673)

after using (3.25), (5.5), (5.28), (6.55) and (6.57). It is straigforward to check first that given
(6.45), ¢, is O(1/r) and ¢, is O(1/r?) and therefore T';, c.f. (6.41), is bounded near r = oc.
Then, since v is O(1/r*) and 9 is O(1/r®), c.f. Proposition 6.6, the three functions in (6.71)-
(6.73) are bounded in D™, which justifies the fact that the change of gauge was indeed within
the class {¥} from Notation 2.7. Again, Propositions 6.6 and 6.7 together with Corollary 6.8
have established all the required existence, uniqueness and regularity properties: v, ,¢~ are both
€ C*®(Ja,00)), Uy is uniquely determined and ¢, is explicitly given in (6.45) with the constants
¢4 and ¢p fully determined once PC(Q) is fixed, and Remark 6.9 establishes the same for I',.. The
claim for {h?, k¥ m¥} follows.

We now consider the particular case w® = 0, so that, in particular, HE:) = Jo, = 0 and

fu(r) = 0. First, Proposition 6.6 gives o5 (r) = 0 and therefore all terms in the £ = 2 sector in
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(6.68)-(6.73) vanish. Thence we already have that k¥ = k¥ = 0. On the other hand, Proposition
6.7 item 3, and Corollary 6.8, provide the form of ¢ and the explicit expression of ¢, which
inserted in (6.68), (6.70), (6.71), using (6.31), and (6.73) yield (6.58) and (6.59) in DT, and
(6.60) and (6.61) in D~ n

Remark 6.11. Combining AT = —27; with (5.60) it follows that, in the gauge ¢, the constant
7§ vanishes. Hence, the perturbed pressure and energy density (5.58)-(5.59) in this gauge are

pRe — _ 2(E+ P) (hﬁ + éef”?g(w — H(l))2 (Py(cos ) — 1)> ,

E®¢ :iE’ <hﬁ + ée*”rz(w — 1IM)2 (Py(cos §) — 1)> .
v

7 Existence and uniqueness of the general set up

We are now ready to apply the results obtained for the “base” perturbation scheme to solve, using
a bootstrap argument, the general first order and second order problems for the perturbation
scheme in the canonical form over a background configuration for a rigidly rotating perfect fluid
interior and vacuum exterior following Definition 2.4.

Before stating the main results of this paper, it is necessary to discuss the physical meaning
of the constant Pc(2) that has been introduced in the previous section. We already know that
P® =lim,_,, P? (Proposition 6.7), so one might think that this parameter already has a clear
meaning. However, the point is more subtle than one may think, as we discuss next.

7.1 The perturbed central pressure

In this work, three different sets of gauge vectors play a role. Theorem 2.2 assumes a C™t!
perturbation scheme. So, in particular it assumes perturbation tensors K{ and K§ that are
C™(M*) and O™~ (M%) respectively. The first set of gauge vectors is the standard one, namely
vector fields that respect this differentiability class everywhere. They correspond to gauge
vectors Vi € C"FH(M®) at first order and Vo € C"(M®) at second order. The second set of
gauge vectors is the one that transforms K¢, K¢ into K\, Ky as given in Theorem 2.2. These
gauge vectors are no longer differentiable everywhere. However, it is part of the content of
Theorem 2.2 that they can be chosen to have no radial component and to extend continuously
at the origin. Moreover, under a very mild extra condition discussed in Remark 2.3, when the
target tensors K’ and K are taken as fixed, these vectors are uniquely defined up to a linear
combination of the background Killings £ and 7. So, all such vectors extend continuously to the
origin and have no radial component. We call this “canonical gauge transformation”. The third
class is defined in Proposition 2.5 and has been called {¥(C; A, B,), «)} in Notation 2.7. This
class has been extensively used in the analysis of the base perturbation scheme.

Concerning the perturbed pressures P amd P®), the field equations imply that these
functions are of class C"~2(M*) and C"~3(M™*) in the starting gauge K¢ and K3. We already
know (Lemma 4.2) that, under this first set of gauge transformations, PC(Q) is invariant provided
the configuration has equatorial symmetry (and this property is true in the present setup, see
below).

In the base perturbation scheme we have only assumed the outcome of Theorem 2.2. While
PM) = 0 followed directly from the field equations, at this level of generality we did not know
a priori that P®) is well-behaved at the centre (not even bounded). We prefered this route
(instead of assuming the hypotheses of Theorem 2.2, which would of course would have been
justified) in order to emphasize that, even with this generality, imposing that the fluid satisfies
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a barotropic equation of state (independent of the perturbation parameter ) already forces the
continuity of P(? at the centre and hence the existence of the parameter Pc(2).

We now discuss the gauge invariance of PC(Q) under the canonical gauge transformation and
under {V(C; A, B,Y,a)} when the hypotheses of Theorem 2.2 are assumed (instead of only its
conclusions). We are only interested in the case when P = 0.

Lemma 7.1. Let K¢ and K$ be perturbation tensors defined by the C™* (n > 3) perturbation
scheme (Mc, ge, {tc}) assumed in Theorem 2.2. Assume further that the perturbed field equations

for a rigidly rotating perfect fluid hold on M+ with PV =0 and set PC(Q) .= P( (0).

(i) If ge, € # 0, only admits one azial Killing vector, then PC(Q)

canonical gauge transformation.

s gauge invariant under the

(1) P s gauge invariant under {V(C; A, B,Y,a)}.

Proof. For the gauge vectors V; and Vs that transform K¢ and K9 into the form K’ and
K given in Theorem 2.2, we know that V4 and V5 have no radial component (because the
condition described in Remark 2.3 is satisfied). Since the background pressure P is radially
symmetric we have Vi (P) = Vo(P) = 0 outside the centre, and in fact everywhere because V7,
Vs extend continuosly to the centre. It is now immediate from (4.23) that P9 = P =0
and P29 = P In particular, the value at the centre Pc(2) = P® (0) is gauge invariant. This
proves item (7).

For item (i), let Vi, V4 be gauge vectors given by (2.15) and (2.16) respectively. Since V;
has again no radial component, the property P = P(Y) = 0 follows as before. Now, (4.23) gives
P®?9 = p@ 1V, (P) = P® +2)(r,0)0,(P). Boundedness of Y and the vanishing of dP at the

centre, ensured by Lemma 3.2, proves that Pc(2) is also gauge invariant in this case. |

This result allows us to call PC(Q) “the perturbed central pressure” (to second order) in an
unambiguous way.
7.2 [Existence and uniqueness of the first order problem

We focus first on the first order problem, i.e. that for (2.11). To do that we only need to consider
the base perturbation scheme with w(r) = II") = 0 and identify K}’ with Ks in (5.7) thanks to
the substitutions

W(r,0) = w(r,8), h—hY, m-om® ko ED o ) (7.1)

at both sides +, while the perturbed density and pressure in the exterior M~ get substituted
by

pP® — p(), B2 s p) (7.2)
Obviously, also
We swe, 0P -m — p@ - po), (7.3)

and the latter is called simply “perturbed pressure at the origin”. We make the full argument
precise in the proof of the following proposition.

Proposition 7.2 (Rotating stars to 1st order). Consider a C™"*! perfect fluid ball configu-
ration according to Definition 3.3 with n > 4 and E, + P, # 0. Let us be given a C™ mazimal
perturbation scheme (M, ge,{:}) inheriting the Abelian Go generated by {& = Op,mn = 04}.
Assume that the corresponding first order perturbation tensor Ky
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e solves the 1st order perturbed equations for a rigidly rotating perfect fluid with the barotropic
equation of state of the background in M+ and for vacuum in M,

e satisfies the linearized matching conditions across the boundary of the fluid ball.

e it is bounded,

e the perturbed pressure vanishes at the origin, Pc(l) =0.

Then there exist first order gauge vectors (at each interior and exterior regions M*) such that
the gauge transformed tensor K takes the form

K{ = —2w.(G(r) — Goo)r? sin? Odtdo, (7.4)

where w. € R, G(r) is the unique C1(0,00) solution of (6.17) in D with G(0) = 1, and G =
lim, o, G(r) = G(a) + aG'(a)/3 > 1. Moreover, G extends to a C*(M*) N C"T2(M™* \ Cp)
function, while G~ is C*°([a,0)) and given explicitly by (6.20).

Furthermore, the parameter Q1) = —w.Go and the first order perturbed pressure and density
P and EY vanish identically.

Proof. We start by setting the problem under the frame of the base perturbation scheme. Point
B1 of the base perturbation scheme is satisfied by assumption. We set Kli =0, ie w4+ =0, and
the whole point B2 is trivially satisfied with II() = J_ = 0, while the matching conditions (5.66)
and (5.67) are also satisfied for by = QF = 0. By Proposition 4.1 the perturbation scheme inherits
the ortogonal transitivity of the group generated by {£,n} and therefore Theorem 2.2 applies to
both the interior and exterior regions M* ensuring that there exists a gauge transformation at
each region M* for which the first order perturbation tensors take the form (2.11) on each M*.
With the identifications in (7.1) and setting R(r) = r (which is allowed by the assumptions
in Definition 3.3), the properties of the functions in (2.11) imply that point B3.1 of the base
perturbation scheme is satisfied for Ko = K{¥ with m =n — 1 (on both M+ and M~). Finally,
the points B3.2, B4 and B5 are incorporated as assumptions in the Proposition.

It suffices now to apply Proposition 6.10 for the case w® = 0 and impose PC(Q) = 0, which is
the translation of Pc(l) = 0 under (7.2). Applying again the translation (7.2) to the outcome of

this Proposition gives (7.4) as well as all the listed properties of G(r).
)

The parameter Q) was called HE: in the base scheme and takes the value (by Proposition
6.5 after appyling the translation (7.3)) Hsrl) = —w.Gs. Moreover, Remark 6.11, applied to
w = 0 and h¥ = 0 provides E?) = P2 = 0. The translation (7.2) provides the final claim.

Calling PC(Q) the “perturbed pressure at the origin” is justified by Lemma 7.1 |

7.3 Existence and uniqueness to second order

Given the previous result for the first order problem, the second order problem just follows the
base perturbation scheme, and we just need to make direct use of Proposition 6.10. We make
the result and the argument precise in the following.

Theorem 7.3 (Rotating stars to second order). Consider a C™*! perfect fluid ball configu-
ration according to Definition 3.3 with n > 4 and E,+ P, # 0. Let us be given a C™T' mazimal
perturbation scheme (M, g.,{1}) inheriting the Abelian G2 generated by {{ = 0p,n = 04}.
Assume that the corresponding first and second order perturbation tensors Ky and Ko

e solve the perturbed equations to second order for a rigidly rotating perfect fluid with the
barotropic equation of state of the background in M and for vacuum in M~
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e satisfy the matching conditions to second order across the boundary of the fluid ball,
e are bounded,
o the perturbed pressure at the origin vanishes, Pc(l) = Pc(z) =0.

Then there exist first and second order gauge vectors (at each interior and exterior regions M7 )
such that the gauge transformed tensors K{ and K5 are of class C*(M*) N C"2(M*\ Cy) N
C®(M~)NCYHM) and CO(M+)NC™(M™T\ Co) N C®(M™) respectively, and take the form

K¥ = —20w.(G(r) — Goo)r? sin? Odtdo, (7.5)
kS = (_46V<7">h(r, 0) + 2wA(G(r) — Goo)?r? sin® 9) dt? + 14X m(r, §)dr?
+ 4k(r,0)r* (d6? + sin® 0d¢?) — 2W.(G(r) — Goo)r? sin® Odtdg, (7.6)

with

h(r,0) = ho(r) + ha(r)Py(cos ),
m(r,0) = mo(r) + ma(r)Ps(cos §), (7.7)
k(r,0) = ko(r)Ps(cos ),

where we, W, € R are free parameters and

(i) G(r) is the unique C1(0,00) solution of (6.17) in D with G(0) = 1. Moreover, Goo =
lim, 00 G(r) = G(a) + aG'(a)/3 > 1, G'(a) > 0 and G(r) in DT extends to a C*([0,a]) N
C"*2((0,a]) function.

(ii) The functions ho(r), ha(r), mo(r), ma(r), ka(r) are of class C™((0,a]) NC*([a,0)), extend
continuously to r = 0, are bounded, are uniquely determined by w., and all vanish if w. = 0.

(iii) The rotation parameters Q1Y) = —w.Goo and Q®) = - W.Go.

Remark 7.4. In all the expressions referred to in this remark the replacement —ngl) - w.G

is to be made.

The global solution in the gauge ¢ is obtained, apart from G(r), in terms of two fully
determined functions ¢, (r) and v2(r). The function v(r) is the unique bounded solution of the
equation (5.46) with (5.37) and (5.28) that satisfies the matching conditions

1
3] =0, [0 = =M (1 + X D)aPkE, ()G (a),

c.f. Proposition 6.6. The function ¢,(r) is the unique bounded solution of the equation (5.65)
with (5.37) and (5.28) that satisfies (6.39) and the matching conditions

2
C1=0,  [] = —2O1+ X kE, (0)G2(a),

and is determined by the value PC(Q) = lim,_,0 P® through the relation (6.43), c.f. Proposition
6.7. Although in Theorem 7.3 we have set PC(Q) = 0, the solution has been obtained for general
values of the second order perturbed pressure Pc(2). This may be of independent interest.

e In the interior region we have E(Y) = P = 0, and the functions {h, m,k} and {E®) P}
are given by the right-hand sides of (6.68)-(6.70) and Remark 6.11, respectively, with I'(r)
as defined in (6.31), f,, as in (5.28) and ¢;7, 05 being the interior parts of ., va.
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e In the exterior region the functions {h,m, k} are given by the right-hand sides of (6.71)-
(6.73) with T, as defined in (6.41) and J, — —w.G'(a)a*/6, with ¢, and 9, being the
exterior parts of ¢, and Us.

Proof. All the hypotheses of Proposition 7.2 are satisfied, so (7.5) as well as item (i) follow
readily. We now use the base perturbation scheme. The first point B1 is satisfied by assumption.
Point B2 holds with Ky = K¥ and @ = w.(G — Ga), IV = —w.Go. Proposition 4.1 and
Theorem 2.2 imply the existence of a second order gauge vector that transforms the second
order tensor onto the form Ky* as given in (2.12) on each M*. By the same Theorem 2.2,
point B3.1 of the base perturbation scheme is satisfied with m = n — 2. Since n > 4 by
assumption, the condition m > 2 holds. Finally, B3.2, B4 and B5 are satisfied by assumption.
It suffices now to apply Proposition 6.10 with @w = w.(G — G ) to conclude (7.6), (7.7), as
)

well as point (ii). As before, calling Pc(2 the “perturbed pressure at the origin” (at second order)

is justified by Lemma 7.1. Item (%) follows because Q(?) corresponds to Hf) in the base scheme
and its value was given in Proposition 6.5 (the value of QW already appears in Proposition 7.2).

The matching conditions for ¢, and U2 in the Remark follow from (6.40) and (6.25) respec-
tively, for w = w.(G — G ) and Hsrl) = —w.Go, so that w, (a) — ngl) = w.G(a) and therefore
[fu] = %ek(“)aﬂ‘mEjL(a)Gz(a), c.f. (5.83). The expressions are simplified using (3.20) and that
v(a) = —X(a), cf. (3.25) and (3.19). [ |

We finish the paper by writing down the family of metrics g. to second order for the gauge
¢ obtained in this theorem. The final step will be to exploit the freedom in redefining the
perturbation parameter € — £ = £(¢), inherent to any perturbation theory, as well as the scala-
bility of the perturbations, to obtain the clasical form of the stationary and axially symmetric
perturbations around static balls.

From Theorem 7.3 we have

ge = g — £(2we + W) (G(r) — Goo)r?sin? Odtde
+ &2 { (—QeV(T)h(r, 0) + w?(G(r) — Guo)?r? sin’ 0) dt? + 2 m(r, 0)dr?
+2k(r, 0)r? (d6® + sin® 0d¢?) } +O(). (7.8)
If w, = 0 then (7.8) reduces to g. = g — 2W,.(G(r) — Guo)r?sin? 0dtde + O(e?), which simply
means that the perturbation is set to start at second order, which then becomes the first non-
trivial order and takes exacly the same form as the first order with w. = W,/2. We can thus
assume w, # 0 without loss of generality. The change ¢ = e(w. + €W, /2), after a suitable

rescaling

{h,m, k} = {hjw?,m/w?, k/w?}
yields
ge = g — 28(G(r) — Goo)r? sin® dtde
+ 2 { (=2 OR(r,0) + (G(r) = Goo)r? sin® 0) dt? + 2 m(r, 0)dr
+2k(r, 0)r2 (62 + sin® Od¢?) } +O(E). (7.9)

This redefinition amounts to setting w. = 1 and W, = 0. Let us stress the fact that all
functions in this last expression are unique, and that the only free paramenter that enters the
first and second order perturbations, which we have taken to be w., is now integrated into
€. This corresponds to the property, widely used in the literature, that stationary and axially
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symmetric perturbations of fluid balls to second order depend on a single free parameter, that
can be encoded in the perturbation parameter and which physically is related to the rotation of
the fluid. As discussed in the introduction, establishing this fact rigorously was one of the aims
of this paper.

Let us finally stress that the relation of the parameters and functions in (7.9) with the
rotation of the star, as measured by the static observer £ at infinity, requires the full control
of the gauges and the jump at the surface of the relevant functions, and is of global nature
and gauge invariant, as discussed in [33]. One detail that is missing in [33] is that boundedness
of the perturbation forces the gauges (at first order) to be fixed so that £ remains to be the
stationary observer for g. at infinity. This fixing of gauges, as done in the present paper, yields
the following fluid velocity

v 1 v
u = F.(€ — EGun) + O(%), F.:=e 2+ 5526_37 (—2¢"h + G*r?sin® ) . (7.10)

Indeed, the redefinition {w, — 1, W, — 0} gives (by Theorem 7.3, item (ii)) {Q1) = —G, =
—(G(a) + aG'(a)/3) < —1,93) = 0} and (7.10) follows from (4.21) and (4.22) applied to (7.9).
The velocity of rotation of u. along 7 as measured with respect to £ at infinity is thus given by
—EG o, and vanishes iff £ = 0.
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A First order perturbed Ricci tensor in covariant form

In this appendix we derive, in a fully covariant manner, the first order perturbed Ricci tensor in
backgrounds admitting two Killing vectors £ and 7 satisfying suitable conditions (see Proposition
A.1 below) and for metric perturbation tensors K; with a single component along the &7
direction. It turns out that the perturbed Ricci tensor preserves this structure, namely its only
non-zero component is again along the &,7n direction. In practice this implies a decoupling of
the perturbed field equations.

In the main text we apply these results in the context of static and spherically symmetric
backgrounds. However, the decoupling holds in much more generality. In view of their potential
interest for other problems we present the general result.

We start by writing down an expression for the perturbed Ricci tensor in an arbitrary
background when the metric perturbation tensor K7 is splitted as K1,3 = wS,5, where w and
S,p are for the moment any C? scalar and symetric (0,2)-tensor, respectively. Directly from
the definition (4.2)

1
SW s = 3 (Vaw 8,5 + Vaw Gy — V,wGap) + wPas, (A1)
1

Puag = 3 (VoszB + V56,0 — Vu6ap) .
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Taking the trace in pa in (4.2) yields immediately

1 1
SWI 5 =5V, = 5Vs (w6",). (A.2)

We also need to compute
1
V,SWE = 5 (V'Vaw 6,5+ VIV g0 60 = V'V, Gag)

1
+ 3 (Vaw VFG,3 + Vagw VIS o —2VH'w V,,8p + VIWw V65 + VW V6 ,4)
+wvﬂ73“aﬁ

1
= 3 (Vo (VF0S,5) + Vs (VF0S,0) = V'V ) = Y,V S
1
t3 (VawVF S5 + VawVH S ,a) + wV, P 4. (A.3)
Inserting (A.2)-(A.3) into (4.7), yields the following (fully general) identity:

R _

(= 5 (Va (V"0 8ys) + Vs (V0 810) = V4V, G0 ) = V0 ViGis

DO | —

1 1
+ 5 (Vaw VS5 + Vgw V4G ) + 0V, Pys = SVaVs (wS”,).

We now assume that (M, g) admits two Killing vectors & and 7 and that Sup = £ang + £57a-
Then VFw &, = £(w)na + n(w)éa, GMM = 2(¢,n) and

VﬂG,ua = @N“na + nuvuga = —Va<£a 77>'
Moreover, the Killing equations also imply

Puas = Va&unp +Vs&una + Vanlu & + Vanu a, (A.4)
whose divergence is, after using the standard identity V,V.&* = Ry,&" (and similarly for n),
V“’Puaﬁ = Raugﬂnﬁ + Rﬁugﬂna + Raunﬂgﬁ + Rﬁﬂ“é& - 2va£'uv677u - QVﬁgﬂvanw

Putting everything together, it follows that

1
Rélg) =Via (E(w)ng) + V(e (n(w)ég)) — 3 (VaVF'w) Sap = V' V805 = ViawVp) (€ n)
+ 2w (R a&"np) + Ruan€s)) — 4wV (o' V gy — Va Vi (w(€,m)) . (A.5)

where brackets denote symmetrization. This is a general identity valid for a perturbation tensor
K14p of the form Ki,5 = 2wé,ng) with { and 1 Killing vectors of the background.

This general identity may have applications in several contexts. For the purposes of this
paper we need the following particular case:

Proposition A.1. Let (M,g) be a spacetime admitting two Killing vectors §& and n satisfying
the following three conditions:

(i) & and n are perpendicular, i.e. (£,m) =0,
(i) [§,m] =0,

(iii) both & and n are hypersurface orthogonal and non-null on an open set U.
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Consider a first order perturbation tensor Kinp = wSag with Sap 1= 2§(4ng) and w € C?(U)
satisfying £&(w) = n(w) = 0. Then, on U, the first order perturbation of the Ricci tensor is

RSﬁ) =6.p (()\g + Ap)w — Vﬂ(<§,§><n,n>V“w> - VA{,{)V“(?],?])) ,

(A.6)

1 w
2(€,6)(n,m) 2(¢,€)(n,m)

where \¢ and A, are defined by \¢ = 1 ch({ ) and A, =1 117) Ric(n,n).

€8

Remark A.2. In the main text we use this result several times. For notational simplicity, it is
convenient to define the second order differential operator R(f)

R(f) = ((Ag S

1 pre) _
mvu<(§,§>(nm>v f)

f "
mvu@’ﬁw <77777>(>A )

with A¢ and A, as above, so that (A.6) is simply Rt(xlﬁ) = R(w)Sqp.
Proof. We work on U. Being hypersurface orthogonal and non-null, the derivatives of ¢ and 7
are necessarily of the form

vagﬁ = gaHB - gﬁHa H,:=— <£1 £> <£ £> (A8)
Vang = naMg — ngMea M, = —2<7717’77>Va<77,77>- (A.9)

For any Killing field ¢ and vector X it holds (£ denotes Lie derivative)
E'V (X, X) = Le(X, X) =2(Le X, X).

As a consequence, the commutation property [£,n] = 0 implies {*M, = n®H, = 0. We can now
compute

af“vﬁm (SaH“ SuHa) (WBMM - WMMB) = §a?7/3HuM“ =

OV WV gy = Gy (H M) = G <4<§%vﬂ<s, ) n>>

&), m)

and also

ViGas =2V, (§ang)) = 2 (Vis(a) 15) + 2 (Viutia) €p)
= 26, H(anp) + 20 Mgy — (Hy + Mu) Ga

1
= 26 Hialg) + 2 Miabs) + 57ear e V(6,6 000) ) S

Hypersurface orthogonality implies that both £ and n are eigenvectors of the Ricci tensor, so
that

augﬂ )‘ﬁfon Raun“ = )‘nnaa

with A¢ and ), as defined in the Proposition. Thus, under assumptions (i),(ii) and (iii), the first
order perturbation of the Ricci tensor (A.5) simplifies to

Feg =V (e (€@)n) + Vi (10)€5)) + Ew) 7 Vial€, ) + ()

NEOm u<§7§>v“(n,n>>-

1
<§’ §> > v(a<77’ 77>£ﬁ)

V(€€ m v w) -

1
T
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When, in addition, w is invariant under £ and 7, the first four terms vanish and the perturbed
Ricci tensor is proportional to the metric perturbation tensor Ki, with explicit expression given

n (A.6). m

Remark A.3. We note that under the assumptions of this Proposition, we may insert (A.8)
and (A.9) into the expression for P in (A.4) to get

_ 1V (&8 M)
R L e

and the tensor S (A.1) takes the following form

1
EunaVp) (€, &) + o V) (m,m)

1V, (6,6 (1)
CRNTAGICRTR
).

V)€, €) + (nwn> Nué(Vp)(n,n

1
SW s =5 (Vaw S5 + Vaw Gy — V,wS,ap) —

* %D (4.10)

B Geometrical stationary and axisymmetric perturbed match-
ing to second order

The perturbed matching to second order for the Hartle setup presented in [33] assumes that the
perturbed matching hypersurface is axially symmetric, so that the interior and exterior regions
are stationary and axially symmetric both in structure and in shape. In this appendix we revisit
that framework by dropping any assumption on the perturbation of the matching hypersurface,
thus considering the general case. Furthemore, for the sake of generality, we will also include
the radial functions R4 at either side in the background configuration. To be more precise, in
Propositions 1 and 2 in [33], apart from having set R(r) = r, all four functions @1, T3, Q2, T
on Y are assumed not to depend on ¢. We present in the following the corresponding general
results.

We start by recalling the perturbed matching theory to second order, as developed in [22]
(see [4, 27| for the first order). We do this for completeness and also because, following [33], it
allows us to introduce a quantity with better gauge behaviour that simplifies the expressions to
some extent.

The first order matching conditions require the equality of two pairs of symmetric tensors
h(l)7 /fil) defined on the background matching hypersurface ¥. Geometrically, these tensors
correspond, respectively, to the linear pertubations of the first and second fundamental forms
of the matching hypersurfaces Y, in the one-paramenter family of spacetimes (M, gF) defining
the perturbation. They take explicit forms in terms of background quantities, the metric per-
turbation tensor Kli and a vector field ZfE along Y which encodes the first order variation of
the matching hypersurface with €. Its decomposition into normal and tangential components
Zli = ani +T,F, where n™ is the unit normal to ©F, introduces two scalars Qli which describe
the deformation of ¥* as a set of points, and two tangential vectors 73 which determine how
the different points within the sets are identified. The construction to second order is analogous
and involves tensors h(2), mg ) and vector fields Z2i = étni + Ty along X.

We drop the + indexes for simplicity. The matching problem involves two independent
gauges, the usual spacetime gauge and a hypersurface gauge. The former involves two vectors
V1 and V3 called (spacetime) gauge vectors and affect Z; and Zy as [22]

Z{ =7y — s, 7§ =Ty — Vo =2V Vi + Vi, Vils. (B.1)
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The hypersurface gauge involves two vector fields U; (first order) and Uy (second order) both
tangential to ¥ and transform Z; and Z as [22]

Zh =7, 4+ Uy, Z0 = Zy + Uy + 2Vy, Z1 — ok(Uy, Uy, (B.2)

where ¢ = +1 when ¥ is timelike and ¢ = —1 when ¥ is spacelike®. One possible use of the
hypersurface gauge is setting to zero the tangential parts at one side of 77 and T3 (either side but
not both sides simultaneously). Concerning the effect of (B.2) on the normal components, we
observe that the scalar ()1 is not affected at all. This just reflects the fact that the hypersurface
gauge does not modify the matching hypersurfaces as sets of points and only affects how they
are identified pointwise. This is no longer true at second order. The underlying reason is that Z5
measures “accelerations” (in the sense of second order changes) and this has the not so obvious
consequence that @ is affected by Uy. From the second in (B.2) it follows

Q% = Q2 +2U1(Q1) — ok(Uy, Uy + 2T1).
This suggests the construction of the hypersurface gauge invariant quantity (cf. [33])
@2 = Q2 + O’H(Tl,Tl) — 2Ty (Ql) (B?))

We thereore rewrite the explicit expressions of A1), k() h?) k® given in Propositions 2 and
3 in [22] in terms of this gauge invariant quantity Q2. The first order objects R, k(M) are
independent of @2, so we simply reproduce from [22]:

h(l) —£T1hzj + 2@1/4:” + Klaﬁez eﬁ (B.4)
o
K(l)ij =L kij —oD;D;Q1 + Q1 <—n“n“Rauﬁyef‘ef + l-iimjl) + EKlllﬁj - Dﬂs(l)“aﬁ eje f,
(B.5)

where D is the Levi-Civita covariant derivative of the (background) induced metric i on ¥, ()
is defined in (4.2), e are tangent vectors to ¥ and Ki := Kj(n,n).

For second order quantities, we replace Q5 in terms of @2 in the expressions in [22, Propo-
sition 3]. The result is

h®; = Lyyhij + 2Qaki; + K2a56?65 +2L7, BV 5 — Lo Loy hij+
+ LoQu70) —2Qy w(Ty)— Dy, 73 g + 40Q1 Ki kij+
+20? (—nﬂn”Rwﬁye O 4 kgl ) +20D;Q1D;Q1 — 4Qn, SV* efre?, (B.6)

K(Q)ij = L1, Kij — O'_DZ‘_DJ‘Q\Q + <Q2 + JQJ(%) (—n“n”ngyef‘ej + fml@) — n“S@)“aﬁef‘ef

+ 2£T1 /ﬁl(l)ij

1
+ Kij (%Kzl - Z(K%)z < 1+ 0D1Q1> ( Wy O'DZQ1) + QJanﬂnpnés(l)“M)
+ (oKt + 200, + 200,01 ) S, see] — 2Qum,n”(V,8DF ere]
—2n,0"SWk_ (e8D;Q1 + e§ DiQ1) —2Q1nMS(1 osel (e0ml+ gt

1 1 1

+ 'c—%Klj‘grad(Ql)+20’Q1/€(grad(Q1)) hz.] + 5 <DZQ1D]K1 + D]QlDzKl >
— L L Kij — £2Q1N(T1)+DT1 Ty K — 20_Ql£grad(@l)mj

- Q? (n“n”n‘s(V(gRaﬂg,,)ef‘ef + 2n“n”R5W,,e?e§‘/<;§ + 2n“n”R5W,,e?ef‘/<;§»> , (B.7)

°In this paper we only deal with ¢ = +1, but here we present the general expressions in terms of the new
variables.
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where S?) is given in (4.3), K5 := Ko(n,n), 71 is the tangent vector defined by h(r(D, ;) =
Ki(n,e;), D,Q is defined by {n"D,Q1 = 0, €D, Q1 = D;Q1} and, for any tangent vector V,
k(V) is the tangent vector with components /#'jVj.

The perturbed matching conditions at first order [4, 27, 22] demand the existence of Qli and
T;% such that Lh(l)] = [kM] = 0. At second order [22] the perturbed matching conditions hold
iff there exist Q5 and Ty such that [h®)] = [x(?)] = 0.

We may now apply the perturbed matching theory to our specific setting. As in the main
text, for any pair of quantities F* (we use + and — as super or subindexes indistinctly) on ¥
satisfying [F] = 0 we simply write F* = F~ =: F.

Proposition B.1. Let (M, g) be a static and spherically symmetric spacetime with two regions
as in Definition 3.1. Consider the metric perturbation tensors Kfc of the form

Ky = —2w(r,0)R?(r) sin® fdtde (B.8)

at either side ME. Let us assume that

(1) n(R)|s #0, (i7) <%n(y) _ n(;/?,) N Rnl(R)>

§ #0, (iti) n(v)s#0, (B.9)

where n 1= —e *29,. The perturbations Kli satisfy the first order matching conditions if and
only if there exists a constant by such that

W =b R,  [nw)]=0. (B.10)

Moreover, introducing the quantities

A= %e” (n(n(u)) + %(n(l/))2> . A= —Rn(n(R)), (B.11)
the deformation vectors Z:F = I—Lni + ThF must satisfy
[T1] = bitn + ¢, (@] =0, [A1] Q1 =0, [A2] Q1 =0, (B.12)

where 1 = 0, and ¢ is an arbitrary background Killing vector.

Remark B.2. This proposition holds in full generality, i.e. no a priori restriction (such as e.g.
axial symmetry) is assumed on how the matching hypersurface is deformed to first order.

Remark B.3. Conditions (B.9) are well-defined because the expresions they involve agree when
computed from either side of the matching hypersurface. This is a consequence of the background
matching conditions (3.6).

Proof. Let gs2 be the standard round sphere on S? and denote by D its associated derivative.
We use coordinates {7,9, o} := {7,24} on ¥. For any tangent vector V = V739, + V49,4, and
any symmetric tensor S = a1dr? + asgs2, wWith a1, as constants, the Lie derivative LyS can be
expressed as

LyS =2a1V7dr? +2 (a1 DAV + a20,Va) drda® + as (DaV + DpVa) dzdz®  (B.13)

where the dot denotes derivative with respect to 7 and Latin indices A, B, --- are raised and
lowered with gg2. By (3.4)-(3.5), the tensors h;j, k;; are both of this form. For notational
convenience we write them as

h = qqdr? + a9gs2?, K= ﬁld7'2 + Bags2, (B.14)
1
ay = —€’|y, Qg 1= Rzlg, B = —§e”n(y)\g, P2 = Ru(R)|s. (B.15)
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Note that aj,ag are both non-zero. The first set of matching conditions (B.4) are
Limyh + 2[@u]r + [®7(K1)] =0, (B.16)

where ®* is the pull-back to ¥. Note that the last term in (B.16) has components only in drde.
Applying (B.13), the {A, B} components of (B.16) read

oy (Da[T1]B + Dp[T1]a) 4 252(Q1]gs2 a5 = O. (B.17)

Thus [T1]4(7) is a conformal Killing vector of S%. Let Y (a = 1,2,3) be the spherical harmonics
with £ = 1 on the sphere. More specifically, Y is defined as the restriction of the Cartesian
coordinate % to the unit sphere, and the labels are chosen so that the rotation generated by
n has axis along 3. The spherical harmonics Y@ satisfy DyDpY?® = —Y%gs2 45 and the six
dimensional algebra of conformal Killing vectors on S? is spanned by {D Y} (proper conformal
Killings) and {eapDPY?} (Killing vectors) where e4p is the volume form of (S?,gg2) with
{09,0,} positively oriented. The axial Killing vector 7 is tangent to the foliation of ¥ by
spheres, so in particular it defines an axial Killing vector on the unit sphere and we can write
n= nAaA. By definition we have 14 := gg2 ABUB = eapDPY?3. In expressions without indexes,
we will use 1 := gg2(n, ) to distinguish n4 from 7n,. Note that 7§ = ayn, where 1 is defined by
lowering indices with the induced metric on X.

Consequently, (B.17) is equivalent to the existence of functions f,(7), o (7) such that [T1]4 =
fa(T)DAY® + qo(7)eap DBY® and

Q1) = 2 fu(r)Y, (B.18)
B2

where we have used assumption (i) in (B.9), i.e. $2 # 0. Now, the tensor [®*(K)] is [P*(K1)] =
—2[w]agnadrdz? and the {7, A} component of (B.16) becomes

a1 DT + a0 [Th]a — [w]aana = 0 —
Da (al[TI]T + OézfaY“) +eapD” (@24, Y") — [w]agna = 0. (B.19)
Taking D of (B.19) and using that D?([w]n4) = 0 it follows
Ag, (041[T1]T + a2faya> =0,
hence the term in parenthesis depends only on 7, i.e.
] = =22y + o). (B.20)

Substituting back into (B.19) yields
eapDP (24, Y?) = [w]agna. (B.21)

At each value of 7, the left hand side is a Killing vector of S?. Since 74 is also a Killing vector
of the sphere, this imples that [w] can at most depend on 7. However, since w(r, §) we conclude
that [w] is constant, and we write [w] = b;. Recalling that n4 = e4pDPY?3, equation (B.21) can
be written as

(XQGABEB ((jaya — b1Y3) = O,

from which it imediatelly follows that ¢ = ¢o = 0 and ¢3 = by <= ¢q3 = b7 + ¢3 with c¢3

constant. Finally, the {7,7} component of (B.16) is, using (B.13),

dTy]”
dr

Bro

P2

+ 51 [Ql] =0 <= 04100(1) — agfaya +

a1 foY®=0
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where in the last equality we inserted (B.18) and (B.20). This implies that Cél) is constant and
that fa = % fa. Sumarizing, the linearized matching conditions [h(l)ij] = 0 are fullfilled iff

Qs . — e
1] = <—a—j faY o+ cé”) Or + fo(T) DAY 0p + bitn + Go,  [Q1] = 5—2 fa(m)Y?,  (B.22)
Wb, =2 (B.23)
B2
where (j is any Killing vector on the sphere. In particular, we have established the first in

(B.10).
We next impose the second set of linearized matching conditions. The last term in (B.5) (we
drop the + indexes here) is, using Remark A.3 with w = we™

)

) -2

- L <n(w) + %%(R))

20&1

(ID*(GQB)
by

P*(Syp)
pX

= (aan(w)|s + 26sw|s) dr @57 (B.24)

after using (€,¢&) = —e” Z a, (n,m) = R?sin? § and the fact that
O (6) = 201 a0dT R4 7, (B.25)

where ®; stands for symmetrized tensor product, a ®, 3 = %(a ® B+ B ® a). The Hessian
D;D;@ of any function @) on ¥ has the following components

D:D:Q=0:0-Q,  D;DaQ=08,;04Q, DaDpQ=DsDpQ. (B.26)

Equations (B.5) are therefore

Lizyki; — DiD[Q1] — [Qunfn” Rapguele]] + [Qu]rarh — (azn(w)] + 282 [w]) (dr @5 7)i; = 0,
(B.27)

where we have used Ki- = 0 and have inserted (B.24). We first consider the {7, A} component.
The third and fourth terms are spherically symmetric, hence their {7, A} component vanishes.
The first two are computed using (B.13) and (B.26) as well as (B.22). The result is

<_ﬂ;T2 +h2 = %) JaDaY* ~ %%[n(w)m = 0. (B.28)

The first factor in parenthesis is (i) in (B.9), hence non-zero by assumption. Since the vector
fields DoY®, na are linearly independent and as # 0, (B.28) is equivalent to f, = 0 and
[n(w)] = 0. The former combined with (B.23) and $; = 0 forces f, = 0 and (B.22) simplifies to

1] = b+ CPo, + o, [Q1] =0.

This proves the first two in (B.12) with ¢ := Cél)aT + (o any Killing vector on Y. Equations
(B.27) have been reduced to Q[n*n” Raﬂgyef‘ef ] = 0. It is straightforward to check that
KoV a B _ T ST AcB

which proves the last two statements of the Proposition. |
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Remark B.4. The presence of a Killing vector ¢ in (B.12) is a consequence of the isometries
present in the background configuration, and can never be determined [24].

Remark B.5. Whenever R(r) = r we have Ay = re™*\/2 and 2e)VA; = v/ — /N /4 +
v'2/2, and this lemma extends to the general case (without axial symmetry on @ and T}) the
consequences of Proposition 1 in [33], and in particular Q1[N]| = Q1[v"] = 0 from (B.12). We
note that the condition v/ # 0 is (wrongly) missing in Proposition 1 in [33].

Before going into the second order matching problem we state and prove a lemma that will
simplify the computations.

Lemma B.6. Let (M, g) be a static and spherically symmetric spacetime with two regions as in
Definition 3.1. Assume that the hypotheses in Proposition B.1 hold and that the corresponding
first order matching conditions are satisfied.

Consider second order metric perturbation tensors KzfE of the form

Ky = (—4e"Oh(r,0) + 22(r, O)R?(r) sin® 0) di* — 2W(r, 0YR? (r) sin? fdtdo
+ 4N m(r,0)dr? + 4k(r, 0)R? (r)(d6? + sin? 9d¢®) + 4e*Vy f (r, 0)R (r)drdf.  (B.30)

Apply first a hypersurface gauge defined by Uy = =11~ — b170,, Uz = 0 and then a spacetime
gauge on each side defined by Vi~ = —b1t0y, V1+ = 0 and V2jE = 0. Using superstript 9 to
denote spacetime quantities in the final gauge and "9 to denote hypersurface quantities in the
final hypersurface and spacetime gauges, the following identitites hold

W =wo+b,  wl=wy, W) =hw]=0, nhnw))=nnw)

FL=fe+Bslry), fL=f+B-(r0) = [f=[f1+[8, [BleR (B.31)
W =0, [ =[h], [K]=1[k, [m9)=[m], [W9]=[W, (B.32)
m(h)] = n(R)], b)) =nk)], L) =RpW), (B.33)
13"9] = ¢, PE=Qf (= [QY)=[Qi]=0), (B.34)
[Tth] = [Ty] — 201Dy -1 —2Dp - — b%TQDn’I’] — 2b17Dy¢ — 201 Q1 7K(n), (B.35)
T =QF, QY =Q; —2im(@) = Q%] =[Qa] +2b1mn(Q7).  (B.36)

Proof. By Proposition 2.5 with C' = —b; (resp. C' = 0) it follows w? = w_+b; (resp. w9 =wy),
so that, in particular, n(w?) = n(wy), n(n(w?)) = n(n(wx)). As a result,

W)= —b 270, @) = )

The same proposition with A = B =) = a = 0 (the second order gauge vector V5 vanishes on
both sides) gives (B.31)-(B.33). Concerning the deformation vectors, we apply the hypersurface
gauge transformation law (B.2), followed by the spacetime gauge transformation (B.1) and insert
Vo = Uy = 0. The result is

ZM = 720 —Vi|y = Z1 + U — Vs, (B.37)
739 = ZY = VyVils — 2V Vi + 2V Vils

= Z5+ 2V, Z1 — 5(Uy, Un)n — 2V Vi + Vi, Vi

= 73+ 2V, Z1 = &(UL, Ub)n = 2V g Vils = Vi Vils. (B.38)

(FL10)

Inserting in (B.37) the explicit forms of U; and V; in the Lemma and using (B.12) yields

Tyt =T =Ty = by = [Ti] = birn = ¢ h
=  [OM= B.39
T =Ty —Ty =i+ bty =0 [T1™] = ¢, (B.39)
QT =0, Q" =qr. (B.40)
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This proves (B.34). For Z3 we first compute
Vu, Zi = Vo, (TiF + Qim) = Dy, Ti* — w(Ur, Ti*)n + U1 (@5 )n + Qi w(U1).

Inserting into (B.38), together with [Q1] =0, Uy = —T1~, V|~ = —bitn, V;* = 0 and the first
order hg quantity Z{Lg_ = @n + b7, leads to

Z¥t —Qin+ Tyt + 2Dy, Tit — 26(Uy, Ty H)n + 201 (Q1)n + 2Q1 (U, ) — k(Uy, Uy)n,
ZY9 =Zy + 2Dy, Ty~ — 26(U1, Ty )0+ 201 (Q1)n + 2Q15(U1) — k(U Up)n
+ 2V (bitn)|s — Vi, (bitn)|s
=Qyn+T5" + 2Dy, Th~ — 26(Ur, Th 7 )n+ 2U1(Q1)n + 2Q1£(Uy) — (Uy, Ur)n
+201Qur(n) — biT? (Dyn — K(n, 1)) ,

To do this computation it is useful to introduce the spacelike unit vector field n := —e=*/24,.
This field restricts to ¥ as the unit normal before and commutes with 7, so that Vyn = [n,n] +

V,n z k(n). It must stressed that the extension of the normal n does not change the outcome
of the computation. Extracting the tangential to ¥ and using U; = =T~ — by7n we obtain the
diference

[Tghg] =T + + 2DU1T1 + 2@1/4;([]1) ( T4+ 2DU1T1 + 2@1/43([]1) + leQlTﬁi(n) — b%TQDT]U)
[T5] — 2D (T4~ +b17n) [T1] — 21 Q17K(n) + blTZDnn

(1] = 2Dgy - (bimn +¢) — 2b17D (b171 + ¢) = 201Q17k(n) + U177 Dy
(T3] — 2b17 Dy, -1 — 2D, C 2Dnn 2017 D¢ — 2b1Q17R(n).

This proves (B.35). Regarding the normal parts, we have

9t = QF — 26(Ur, ThY) + 201 (Q1) — k(U1 U1),
hg* =Qy — 26(U1, Ti™) + 2U1(Q1) — (U, Ur) + b7k (n, m),

and the corresponding gauge invariant quantities (B.3) are
Q5" (]3:,3)th+ + R(T9, T T) — 219 (Q))
=Q3 — 26U, T1") +201(Q1) — (U1, Uh) + (T + U, it + Uy) — 2(Th T + Uh) (@)
(B. 3
=Qf + (i, 1) — 20t (@) “E G
~hg— (B.3 B.39 —
p Iy (e myte) —amte (@) MY gy

:QQ - QK(UlaTl ) + 2U1(Q1) - ’%(Ula Ul) + blT “(77,77)
=Qy +2:(T1, 717 ) +2017k(n, T1 ™) — 271 (Q1) — 2b1™0(Q1) — K(T1, T1)

— b37%k(n,n) — 2bimk(n, Ty ) + bir%k(n,m) = Q3 — 2b11(Q1),

which establishes (B.36). [ |

We can now solve the second order matching problem.

Proposition B.7. Let (M, g) be a static and spherically symmetric spacetime with two regions as
in Definition 3.1. Assume that the hypotheses in Proposition B.1 hold and that the corresponding
first order matching conditions are satisfied.
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Consider second order metric perturbation tensors K2jE of the form
Ky = (—46V(T)h(7’, 0) + 2w (r, §)R%(r) sin® 9) dt* — 2W(r, 0)R*(r) sin” Odtde
+ 4 D m(r, 0)dr? + 4k(r, )R (r)(d6? + sin® 0d¢?) + 4e )y f (r, 0)R(r)drdf. (B.41)

Then the second order matching conditions are satisfied if and only if there exist functions QQi
on % such that, in terms of

=* = Q7 — 2R(eM?f)|s+ + 2115 (Qu) (B.42)

the following expressions hold

_ R
[E] = ) § (2¢o + (2¢1 + Hy) cos V), (B.43)
W] =D3 — 2{o(w™[5), (B.44)
[OW)] = - 2 (n(w)[s) - 2Q1[n(n(w))], (B.45)
[k] = — n(R)|5 [*?f] + co + ¢1 cos ¥, (B.46)
4] :% ) Zﬁ% 20K+ Hycos). (B.47)
= R n — 7(261 + i) coS
] =2+ Ry | <H1 20 (R ) !
+3 [(5 +2ReN2 ) (- Rnl(R) Ao+ ng?)] - 27@;(73) @) (Bay
_ Rn(v) n(v) Ru(v) n(v)
n(h)] = (R, (k)] + —5 <1 - m) § (2[k] + Hy cos ¥) — m(R?|, (Hy + 2¢1) cosv
n(v) [/ 1 2 n(R) n(v)
T [<~ +2R2 ) <_Rn(R) M-Tmm™M T TR T)]
- 1@ | dn(ae) + Znay)]. (B.49)

where D3, H1, Hy, cg, c1 are arbitrary constants.

Remark B.8. As in Remark B.5, setting R(r) = r the results of this proposition extend to
the general case (without assuming axial symmetry on @i, 71, Q2 and T5) the outcome of
Proposition 2 in [33].

Proof. We exploit Lemma B.6 to simplify the proof. Specifically, we solve the problem in
the gauge g and hg and then we translate into the original gauge. For the sake of notational
simplicity we drop the superindexes g and hg along the proof and we only restore them at the
end.

In the gauge of Lemma B.6 we have 73~ = 0 (by (B.39)) and [w] = 0 (so that we may simply
write w). Thus, Proposition B.1 gives Tyt = ¢ = Co(l)BT + (o with (p a Killing vector on the
sphere. It is useful to introduce the tangent vector to ¥ given by

Jo = [15] — 2Q1£(C) — D¢ C.
The second order matching conditions [h(?);;] = 0 obtained from (B.6) become, after using
Proposition B.1
0 = [ADy;] = L hij + 2(Qakij + (% (Ka)]ij + 2L kY ij — 4Q1 [, SDF settel]
= Layhij + 2[Qa]kij + [P (K2)lij +4C(Q1) ki + 2L O (K1)i, (B.50)
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where in the last equality we inserted the explicit expression of A1) from (B.4) and used the
facts that L¢ h;; = L¢ k;; = 0 and, in the present gauge, also [n,,S(l)“aﬁe‘z?‘ef] = 0. To ellaborate
(B.50) further, we use ®*(K1) = —2asw|ndt Q4 7, (B.25), so that

L @ (K7) = —20a2d7 @ (Go(w[2)N + w(ngs2([Co,n], ) -
Inserting this and the pull-back of (B.41) on ¥ transforms (B.50) into

L7,h+ 2(Qak + 4o [h]dr? — 200 [W]dT @ 7 + das|k]gse + 4¢(Q1)k
— dagdr @5 (Co(w|s)N + wlsgs2([Co,n], ) = 0. (B.51)

We consider first the A, B components of this expression. Decomposing Jo» = J; 0 + jQAaA and
computing £ 7,h with the general identity (B.13), we find that these components give

as(Dadop + DpJan) + 282[Q2)gs2 4p + Acva[klgsz 4 + 4B2¢ (Q1)gs2 45 = 0.

As in the proof of Proposition B.1, this is equivalent to the existence of six functions ff) (1),
qéZ) (1) such that

Joa = fP(1)DaY + ¢{? (1)eap DY, (B.52)
Q2] +20(@1) = 3 (£ )y 2[4 (B.53)

We next consider the {7, A} component of (B.51). Another application of (B.13) gives

Dy (Oqﬂ + a2f¢§2)ya) + 24P eapDPY — ag (W]na + 2¢o(wls)na + 2w|s[¢o,n]a) = 0.
(B.54)

The divergence D4 of the second term is identically zero. The divergence of the last term is
also zero because n(W) = 0 and n4, [(p,n]4 are Killing vectors (hence divergence-free) and, in
addition,

' Da (P Dp(wlsy)) + [Co,n]" Dalwls) = 0§ DaDp(wls) + (¢ Dpn)Dawls)
= (D (1" Dawlx)) =0,
where in the first equality we expanded the Lie bracket and in the last equality we used n(w|y) =
0. Thus, the divergence of (B.54) is equivalent to

. ao -
Byo (T +a2f DY) =0 = F =) - 2Py, (B.55)

a1

with 052) (1) an integration function depending only on 7. Substituting back into (B.54) yields

iPeapDPY® — Wina — 20o(w|s)na — 2w|s[Co.n]a = 0. (B.56)
We now decompose (o4 = Coa€arDPY?, (oo € R and define ng = eapDPY?® so that in
particular » = n3. The commutation relations are, a,b,--- = 1,2, 3,

0% n") = —en*
with €% the Levi-Civita totally antisymmetric symbol, so (B.56) takes the form

iPn% — Wina — 20o(wls)na + 2w|sCope?an% = 0.
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By linear independence of {n® }, this is equivalent to

g5 = V] + 26 (wly), (B.57)
i? = —2w|sCope®®s, a=1,2. (B.58)
Since [W] and w|s; are constant along 7 it follows that i) =0, i.e. there exist six constants b

and d((f) such that
D=7 d®, W= - 2G(wls), B+ sl =0, a=1,2. (B59)
It only remains to impose the {7, 7} component of (B.51), which is
ara’ + Bi[Qa] + 201 [h] + 26:¢(Q1) = 0

Upon inserting (B.53) and (B.55) this is equivalent to

. . 2
a1 C8? + 204 [h] + o K—ff) L Do) > Yo ﬂ[k;]] = 0.
B2 B2
The fact that [h] and [k] are 7-independent and ¢-independent imposes that C'SQ) is constant
and that the term in parentheses is constant for a = 3 and zero for ¢ = 1,2. In other words,

there exist c(()Q), ¢y, f02) € R such that

CO(r) = o + D7, jO D10 _ (25 [h]_ﬁl‘)@[k]_lc(?u%éz)y?’ (B.60)
0 Do dar gy lan = 0 fe a1 21 200 .

Summarizing, the second order matching conditions [h(z)ij] = 0 are equivalent to (B.52), (B.53),
(B.55), (B.59) and (B.60). We next deal with [£(?);;] = 0. We note the following facts:

(a) nun”S(l)“ va =0, (see (A.10))
(b) [S(l)uaﬁel ] 0, as a consequence of [w] =0,
(c) [, SWH, e JB] 0, as consequence of [w] = 0, [n(w)] =0 (see (B.24)).

Additional facts that we will use are

(d) E[Tl]/{ij = ‘CC I{Z'j = 0,

() Lk — Loguu(m))+Dr, 71 Kij = Lakij,

(0 [LrnVy] = Liyatsy = Lenty
_ . v a B 1 1 a, B
o <_D,DJQ1 + Q1 (— 00" Rappefed + /ﬁllﬁj)‘z_ 0, SOF_ ek 2)
= —DZD] C(Ql) + C(Ql) ( — Il‘uDVRauﬁl/e?B]@ + Hill{jl) ‘27

= L¢ ((aon(w)]s + 2Bowls) dT @5 1) 5

where in (f) we used that ¢ is the restriction to ¥ of an ambient Killing vector tangential to X,
which has the consequence that £ commutes with the Hessian of (¥, h) and that it anhilates
(—n“n”Raﬂgyef‘ef + /ﬁ)illijl)‘z—. Note that n“n”Raﬂgye?e? may be discontinuous on ¥, but since
it is multiplied by ((Q1), it does not matter (by (B.29) and (B.12)) whether we evaluate it on
¥~ (as we have chosen), or on 1. We have also inserted (B.24) in the last equality.
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Using (a)-(f) in (B.7) together with Ki- = 0, 7()) = 0 and [Q1] = 0, the equations [£();;] = 0
become
0 = [+®)i] =L gk — DiD; <[@2] + 2C(Q1)> + [@2 (—n“n"Rauﬁuefée? + “@'l’%ﬂ
+2¢(Q1) ( — n“n”ngyef‘ef + mimg) ‘27 —2L¢ ((can(w)|x + 2fow|s) dT @54 ﬁ)ij
1
- [nﬂS(Q) Bef‘e]ﬁ] + —[KQL]/@]- — 21 [nﬂn”(VI,S(l)“a )e?e@}
—Q? [n“n (V(;Rawy)e e + 2n#n” R(;Mm,e?eo‘fi + QDMDVR(;MOWB?B ml} .
(B.61)

We proceed with the first and third terms in the third line. Consider, as before, the extension
n:= —e 29, of the normal vector off the matching hypersurface (the result is independent of
how we extend). Directly from the definition of S*)* op (4:3) we get

1
nuS(Q)Haﬁ D) (VQ (K2u6nu) + Vg (K2uanu) - EnK?aﬁ) : (B.62)

For any one-form P, one has the following identity, easy to prove,
O*(VP)ij = DiPj + kij(FPan®[x)
where P; = ®*(P);. Applying this to (B.62) it follows
n, S@" el = <D,~T(2) i+ D7, @*(ﬁnKz)z‘j) + Ky kij (B.63)

where we have defined 73, := K2a5Ha|26i6 and recall that K2l = Kgaﬁno‘n5|g. For the V.S(1)-
term, we first observe that by the background symmetries (or by direct computation) the vector
field n is geodesic, i.e. Vyn = 0. Thus, (A.10) (c.f. (B.24)) gives

4 v 1, 0 2wn(R |
nn” (V80" ) =07, (0, 5DF ) = =509, [e <n(w) 2 )> Sas

=1"V, [sin® 0 (R*n(w) + 20Rn(R)) (dt @ dg)as]

= sin? 6 [n (R?n(w) 4+ 2wRn(R)) — (R*n(w) + 2wRn(R)) (ln(u) + @> (dt @5 do)ap

2 R

where we replaced w = we™ and in the last equality we inserted

n’V,Vat = —%n(u)dta, n’V,Vao = —%H(R)d(ba,

which follows by a simple computation. Consequently,
[0 (V,SOF, )| = In (R2n(w) + 20Rn(R))] (dr @, ),
= axn(n(w))] + wlsm(n(R?))] (dr @4 7),; -
With this and (B.63), equation (B.61) is rewritten as
Lg,kij — DiD; ([@2] +2 ((Q1)) + {@2 (—D“H"Rauﬁuefef + "””il"”vé‘)]
+2¢(Q1) (- n“n”Raﬂgyeqe@ + /mnl-) ‘z —2L¢ ((aon(w)|s + 2Bowls) dT @5 1),
5 (D, + D)) + 5 [(CaKaseiel| — SIS s — 2Qaaalmn(@))] (dr @, ),

- Q3 {n“n”n‘;(v(SRauﬁy)ei e; + 2nfn” R(guaye?ej KL+ QD“HVR(SMWe?ef‘ﬁﬂ = 0. (B.64)
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where we have also used the first order matching condition Q1 [n(n(R?))] = 0. So far we imposed
no restriction on Ks. We now use (B.41), which implies

Ky ] =4m],  [7®] = —2Di[ReV?f]

so that, in particular,
—% (D [r®.] + D;[r %]) — 2D, D;[ReM2f]. (B.65)

We start by analyzing the {4, B} component of (B.64). The backgroung spherical symmetry
and the fact that (®*(K2))ap is proportional to gs2 45 implies

DD (2[ReM2 ]~ [Qa] = 2¢(Q1)) + Ogs2 a5 = 0 (B.66)

for some function © that will be determined later. This equation states that DA(2R[eMN?f] —
[Q2] —2¢(Q1)) is a conformal Killing vector on the sphere. The most general conformal Killing
vector which, in addition, is a gradient is a linear combination (with coefficients that may depend
of 7) of DAY ®. Hence, there exist three functions s,(7) such that

D (273[&/2 £l —[Qs] — 2 ((Ql)) = 5u(1) DAY =
RIeM? ] = [Q2) = 2¢(Q1) = sa(7)Y ™ + s0(7),

where so(7) is a further integration “constant”. Inserting (B.53) we finally arrive at

« 1 1 «
RINEf) = =520 + glr) + 3 () + 21O ) v, (8.67)
B 2 B2
This equation already provides relations between s, and f(?), but we will come to that later.

With this information, (B.66) reduces to

O = s,(T)Y % (B.68)

To find the explicit form of © (as well as for the rest of equations) we need [(Ean)aﬁe?ef ]
It is convenient to extend also ef' to a spacetime neighbourhood of ¥ (the result being again
independent of how the extension is made). We make the natural choice {0, = The
structure n# = n"(r)dy implies

Tl

(ﬁnKz)aﬁe?ef =1 (Ka;;) -

Note that Ks;; are spacetime scalars so their directional derivative is well-defined. We can now
analyze the {7, A} component of (B.64). The i = 7,5 = A component of (B.65) is zero because
ReM2f |, does not depend on 7. Inserting the general identity (B.13) and using the forms of
T2, [Q2] +2((Q1) and (K3),4, one finds

(52 _has %) FODAYe + 824PeasDPY? + (agn(w)|s + 2B2wls) Cope?>aean DY
oy 9

- (1q t@an(@ls + 2620ls) + (8] + GoalaW]) + Quaaniu@)ls]) ma =,

where we used Lgna = —Cope®aeapDBY . By the hypotheses of the Proposition, the first
factor in parenthesis is non-zero, so linear independence of DY and e4pDPY* implies firstly
that fc(Lz) = 0, which combined with the second in (B.60) gives

f(§2) =0 (a’ - 172)7 (§2) - _%fi’) ’ féz)constant,
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and secondly that, for a = 1, 2,

(B59)

Bad? + aan(w)|sCope?a + 2Baw|sCope?s = 0 n(w)|s¢ope?a = 0,

and for a = 3, after inserting (B.57),
mOW)] = —2Lg, (n(w)ls) — 2Q1[n(n(w))]-

Observe that the constancy of f?EQ) and the vanishing of f1(2), f2(2), together with the fact that f
and [k]| are 7- and ¢-independent imply, via (B.67), that s, =0 for a = 1,2, and sg, s3 are both
constant. With these restrictions, J2 (from (B.52) and (B.55)), [Q2] (from (B.53)) and (B.67)
become

T2 = < @) 4 2 ) o- + (féz)EAys + (07 + dg2))6ABﬁBya) a4, (B.69)
Q2] = 2R[e? f] — 2¢(Q1) — 557> — o, (B.70)
[k] = —g_z [ f] + ﬂ so+ 5 (éss +f3 ) (B.71)

The remaining equations involve the curvature terms in the last line of (B.64). With our exten-
sion e; = 0,4, it holds [n,e;] = 0, and then

O‘Vaeﬁlg = /ﬁief

Using that the normal field n is geodesic, as well as (B.29) and (B.14), we compute

n“n“n‘s(v(;Rauﬁy)e?e? + 2n“n”R5MWe?e§%é + 2n“n”R5MaVe?e?ﬁ§

=1’V (n“n“Rauﬁye?e]@> + n“n”R(;lwwe?e ; +nfn” R(gua,,e?eo‘/ié

2 2

and therefore, given that Q1[A2] = 0 and Q[A1] = 0, the last line in (B.64) simplifies to
Q% [n“n"n‘s(v(;ngy)e?ef + 2n“n”R5WVe?e§%i~ +2n“n”R5WVe?ef‘n§] =
Qn(A)]I6] 67 + Q7 [n(A2)]6 57 gs2 a -
We also need £k j, namely

2
Rty = ﬁlﬂf 20068 g5t a.

and we can finally obtain the explicit form of © by collecting the appropriate A, B terms in
(B.64) (all except for the two Hessians):

0 =—26f2Y 4 [@2 ( Ao + ﬁZ >] +2¢(Q1) <—A2 + g—i)
+ 200[n(k)] + 4[k] B2 — 2[m]B2 — Q3[n(A2)],

where for any quantity a we set a~ := a|x-. Hence (B.68), and the properties we have found

for f? and s, yield

m] =2[k] = 5 @in(Ao)] + S2In(h)
(g tfa (e w52 o



The last step is to impose the {7, 7} component of (B.64). Using J; = 082) + c§2)7' (see (B.69))
and the fact that [Q2] +2((Q1) is 7-independent (see (B.70)), this {7, 7} component is

261,” + [@2 ( A+ 52)] +2(Lc Q) (—Af + ﬁ—f)
+2a1[n(h)] + 461 [h] — 2[m]B1 — QFn(A1)] = 0,

where we also used [n(R?w?)] = 0. Solving for [n(h)] and inserting [m] from (B.72) and [h] from
(B.60) one finds

Bras 102 (2) P
i) ang[“<’f>] (= a1ﬁ2>(2[k]—f3 )

([ ( = +§—Z—§>}+z<(@ﬁ( Aﬁz+%+%‘%>
*Ql[— %ﬁ%})-

This concludes the process of solving the second order matching conditions in the g-gauge. We
put together the results and restore the ¢’s and hg's:

W9) =b2) — 2¢0(w9]5),
n(W)?] = — 26 (m(w9)[s) — 2Q1 n(n(w?))],

1) = = 2RI 4 2ot (P 7)) 7 (B.73)
_ 1o, b 2)

1) == 5et? + g (28] = £7Y0).

[m9) =2[ke] — ﬁ( 1) n(Aa)] + S lnh)

(et an(8)

()] =22 ) + 2 (1 - ﬁ—“> (2l — 1¥9) = 2y

a1 52 ag a1 2 20élﬁ2
it 9 <_£ @_@ﬂ hg <_A_2 Ay @_ﬁ>
21([2 ﬁ2+51+ o1 2@ 52+ﬂ1+a2 o1
hg n(Az) H(Al)D
+( 1 ) |: ,82 + 51 ) (B75)
[Tth] _ (c(()2) +cg2)7> o, + <f§2)3AY3 + (bS,?T +d%))€ABﬁBYm) o4 +2Q}fgI€(C) + D¢
(B.76)
[Qh9) =2R[M? £9] — 2¢(Q"9) — 552 — 50, (B.77)

where f ,co ,052),6(2),@2),ng),d?),déQ),ng),so,33 are constants, the spherical Killing (y de-
composes as (g = (oan® and {(pq} and {b((f)} are related by

b? 4 29|5¢pe®a =0 (a=1,2).

Observe that the constant sq appears only in (B.73) and (B.77), accompanying the term [e*/2 £9].
This reflects the fact that f is defined up to an arbitrary additive function that can be different
on both sides of ¥.. The arbitrary difference [e}?(f? — f)] can thus be combined with sg to
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produce a single constant. This will be used in the redefinition of sg below. The constants
062), d? appear only in [T5"9] and state that [75"9] is defined up to an additive Killing vector
(@ =P, +dPeABD Y0, of (3, hyj).

We can now apply the gauge relations described in Lemma B.6 to rewrite these conditions
in the original gauge. We introduce the redefinitions of constants (see Remark B.9 below)

M 5wy, WY - D, &P —H,
So — 2%00 + 272[6)\/2(]09 — f)], 83 — %(201 + Hl) (B.78)
2 2

and use the explicit expression (B.15) for ai, as, 81, S2 which imply

pfraa  Rn(v) @ ~ n(R) é B ln(y)
011,82 N 2D(R), (6 %) N R ’ 1 N 2 ’

and the first four equations yield (B.44)-(B.47) immediately. From Lemma B.6 we have Q]fg + =
Qli = Q1, Agg+ = @; and Q\gg_ = @5—21)17'77(621), while Proposition B.1 states [11] = by7n+(.
Recalling the definition (B.42) it is immediate that (B.77) is equivalent to (B.43). Next, we use
the identity [ab] = a*[b] + [a]b~ (valid for any a,b) to compute, for an arbitrary quantity ‘B,

[Q57F] +20(Q1)B™ = QB + 2bimn(QUP™ +20(QP"
= [(E+2ReM2f)P] — 2[T1(Q1) B] + 2(¢(Q1) + bimn(Q1))B~
[(E+ 2ReM? )] — 274 (Qu)[F].
This identity applied respectively to
po-t2, and P =

B2

Ba 1 2 g

transforms (B.74) into into (B.48) and (B.75) into (B.49), after using that 717 (Q1)[B] =
T (Q1[B]) = 0, which follows form the constancy of [B] on X and (B.12). To conclude the
proof, note that (B.76) simply determines 75" in terms of 75~. Neither term appears in the
rest of expressions, so this condition poses no additional restriction to the matching. |

Ay A
2 A B2 B

Remark B.9. The redefinition of constants (B.78) at the end of the proof has been done so
that the result matches the expressions found and used in [33].

C Basic analytic lemmas

We use the notation, conventions and definitions of elliptic operators in [10]. Specifically, U
denotes a domain of R™ (i.e. a connected open subset). As usual OU denotes its topological

boundary and U its closure. A second order operator L = a™(z) 822xj + bl(:n)a%l +c(z), a¥(z) =
a’'(z), defined on U is uniformly elliptic if the lowest eigenvalue A(z) and largest eigenvalue
A(x) satisfy that A is positive and A/\ is bounded on U. At points € 9U where the outer
normal exists, this will be denoted by 0,.

We need the following version of the boundary point lemma and maximum principle.

Lemma C.1 (Boundary point lemma). Suppose that L is uniformly elliptic, u € C*(U) and
Lu >0 inU. Let xg € OU be such that

1. w is continuous at xo and u(xg) > 0.
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2. u(xg) > u(z) for allz € U,

3. OU satisfies an interior sphere condition at xq (i.e. there exists a ball B C U with xy €

0B).
4. ¢ <0 and |c|/A, |b'|/) are bounded in B.

Then the outer normal derivative of w at xq, if it exists, satisfies the strict inequality
Oyu(zo) > 0. (C.1)
|

Although not stated in this form in [10], the proof of Lemma 3.4 in [10] also establishes this
version. Concerning the next result, its validity is explicitly stated in a remark after Theorem
3.5 in [10].

Theorem C.2 (Strong maximum principle). Let L be uniformly elliptic on a domain U
and u € C*(U) satisfy Lu > 0 (< 0). Assume ¢ < 0 and |c|/\, |b|/X are locally bounded in U.
Then u cannot achieve a non-negative mazimum (non-positive minimum) in the interior of U
unless it is constant. |

We shall use these results in a very simple context, namely for second order ODE operators.
We consider two types of intervals It = (0,a) (a > 0) and I~ = (a,00). In both cases the
interior sphere condition is obviously satisfied. We use 7 to denote the real coordinate of I™ and
I~. The outer normal derivative at r = a is obviously 9, for I and 9, for I~.

The first result we need is the following (the proof is an essentially trivial consequence of the
previous results, but we include it for completeness)

Lemma C.3. On I'" = (0,a), let L™ be

Lt = d—2 + bJr(r)i +ct(r) (C.2)
Cdr? dr ’ '
where |bT(r)| and |ct(r)| are locally bounded in (0,a). Let f € C>(IT) N CO(IT) N CY(0,a])
satisfy LT f = 0. Assume c*(r) < 0. Then,

(i) f(a) > f(0) >0 == 9,f(a)>0,
(i) fla) < f(0)<0 = 0,f(a) <O,
(iii) f(a)=f(0)=0 = f(r)=0 Vrelf.

Proof. LT is obviously uniformly elliptic with A = 1. Note, in particular that |c¢™|/X and |[bT|/A
are locally bounded in I". Consider first the case f(a) > f(0) > 0. Since f is non-constant, the
strong maximum principle implies that the supremum of f in I+ is f (a) and it is achieved only
at r = a. By the boundedness of ¢ and || on (0, a] we may apply the boundary point lemma at
r = a to conclude 0, f(a) > 0. The case (ii) follows from (i) when applied to —f. Finally, when
f(a) = f(0) = 0 the strong maximum principle implies f(r) = 0 immediately. |

Lemma C.4. In the setting of Lemma C.3 assume further that c*(r) is not identically zero,
f(0) >0 and 0, f(0) =0. Then f(a) > f(0) and 0, f(a) > 0.
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Proof. The supremum of f in It is clearly non-negative and f cannot be constant because
¢ (r) is not identically zero. Thus, the strong maximum principle implies that the supremum
can only be achieved at the boundary. This supremum cannot be f(0) because 9, f(0) = 0 would
contradict the boundary point lemma. Thus, the supremum is at f(a) > f(0) and the boundary
point lemma implies 9, f(a) > 0, as claimed. [ |

An analogous result to Lemma C.3 holds for the unbounded domain 1.
Lemma C.5. On I~ = (a,00), let L™ be

=Ll (C.3)
= dq"2 T dy" C T, .

where |b=(r)| and |¢(r)| are bounded in T+. Let f € C?(I7)NCY(I~) satisfy L~ f =0 and
lim f(r) = foo < 0 (C.4)

T—00

Assume that ¢~ (r) <0 in I~. Then,
(i) f@)> fe>0 = 0,f(a) <0,
(i) fla) < foo <0 = 0,f(a) >0,
(iii) f(a) = foo=0 = f(r)=0 Vrel-.

Proof. The first two statements are immediate consequences of the strong maximum principle
and boundary point lemma. For the third one, assume by contradiction that there is rqg > a
with f(rg) # 0. By replacing f — —f we may assume without loss of generality that f(rg) > 0.
By the limit assumption (C.4) with foo = 0 there exists r; sufficiently large (in particular
satisfying r1 > rg) with f(r1) < f(r9). The strong maximum principle applied to (0,71) gives
a contradition, because the function is not constant but its supremum (which is at least f(rg)
and hence positive) is achieved necessarily at an interior point. Thus, it must be that f(r) =0
as claimed. |

D Existence and uniqueness of bounded global solutions of a
class of ODE

We use the following result (Corollary 6.2 in [17]). We will use f € C°((a,00]) to indicate
f € C%a,o0) and that the limit of f(s) as s — oo exists and is finite.

Lemma D.1. Consider the second order homonegous ODE
Z4+a(s)z+B(s)z=0 (D.1)

defined on the interval (sg,00). Assume that o, 3 € C9((sg,00]) and let ag := lim, 0 a(s),
Bo = limgs_00 B(8). Assume further that

/Oo|a(s)—a0|d5<oo, /Oo|ﬂ(s)—ﬂ0|d5<oo (D.2)

S0 S0

Define

Bt =

— Q) + \/ch — 4,80
5 .
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If py are real and distinct, then (D.1) admits two lineary independent real solutions zi(s)
satisfying the following asymptotic behaviour at s — oo

2e(s) = & (L4 o(1),  Zals) = & (us +o(1)). (D.3)

We want to apply this result to analyze the behaviour of solutions to ODE with certain type
of singularities at ¢ = 0. Specifically, in the main text we need the following lemma.

Lemma D.2. Consider the second order homogeneous ODE
22" 4 tA(t)r + B(t)z =0 (D.4)

defined in the interval (0,to). Assume that A(t),B(t) € CY([0,t9)) and let ag := A(0) and
bo := B(0). Define

ao—li\/(ao—l)z—llbo
Ay = 5 .

(i) If 4by < (ag — 1)? there exist two real linearly independent solutions x+(t) of (D.4), and have
the following behaviour near t = 0:

za(t) =t (140(1),  ai@t) =t (A 4+ 0(1)). (D.5)

(i) If either by < 0 or (bg = 0,a¢ > 1) then there ezists a unique up to scaling solution x(t) of
(D.4) that stays bounded in (0,tg). x(t) extends continuously at t = 0 with x(0) = 0 if by < 0
and x(0) # 0 if (bop = 0,a9 > 1).

(iii) When (bg = 0,a9 > 1) assume further that B(t) = t?Q(t) where Q(t) € C([0,ty)) and
satisfying Q(0) # 0. Then, the bounded solution x(t) in item (i) extends to a C? function in
[0,t0) satisfiying ='(0) = 0.

Proof. Consider the change of variables t(s) = e™® which sends (0,%p) to (sp := —Intg, 00).
Define z(s) := z(t(s)), a(s) := 1 — A(t(s)), B(s) := B(t(s)). The ODE (D.4) takes the form
(D.1). For any function 7y(s) we have the equality

a

/aoow(s)ds:/oe_ W(St(t))dt.

Since the functions A(t) and B(t) are C' up to t = 0, |A(t) — ao|/t and |B(t) — bo|/t are
bounded, so the hypotheses of Lemma D.1 are satisfied. In addition ag = 1 — ag, By = bg so
that, in particular p+ = Ax. When 4by < (ag—1)? we have that A, and A_ are real and distinct.
The linearly independent solutions z4 (s) whose existence is guaranteed by Lemma D.1 show the
existence of two solutions x4 (¢) with the behaviour claimed in (D.5). This proves item (i).

For item (ii), in either case by < 0 or (byp = 0,a9 > 1) we have Ay > 0 and A_ < 0. The
solution x4 (t) of item (i) is unbounded near zero, while x_(t) is bounded. Since the general
solution is a linear combination of both, the first statement follows. The continuous extension
at t = 0 is direct from (D.5) given that A_ < 0 when by < 0 and A\_ = 0 when (by = 0,a9 > 1).

Finally, for item (iii) we already know by item (ii) that z_(¢) (which is the only one up
to scaling that remains bounded) admits a continuous extension to ¢ = 0. Furthermore the
corresponding z_ (s) satisfies

lim z_(s) =0 (D.6)

5—00
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as a consequence of (D.3) and pu— = A_ = 0. We next prove that o’ (t) satisties lim;_,o+ 2’ (¢) =
0. First observe that Q(0) # 0 implies that there is ¢; > 0 sufficiently small such that B(t) =
t2Q(t) has a constant sign in (0,#;). We restrict to this domain and to the equivalent in the
s-variable (s; := —Int;, 00), where §(s) is guaranteed to vanish nowhere. Since both a(s) and
B(s) are C1((s1,00)) we may take a derivative of (D.1) and replace z(s) obtained algebraically
from (D.1) itself. The result is the following ODE for ((s) := 2(s)

¢ (a0 52 0+t - 2200 )

It is immediate to compute

R

so the coefficients of the ODE (D.7) are continuous in (s1,00]. One checks easily that the integral
conditions (D.2) are also satisfied. The corresponding constants of Lemma D.1 are

t=e~*%

a0—3i]a0+1\
2 .

pt =

Using now ag > 1 we find puy = a9 — 1 and pu— = —2, so by Lemma D.1, the function ¢ must
have the asymptotic behaviour

C(s) = e (a1 +o(1)) + el ™V (ay + 0(1))

with constants aj,ae. But ((s) = Z(s) is forced to approach zero at infinity (see (D.6)), so
as = 0. We conclude that

2'(t) = —(€°C(5))|s=—1ms = —t (a1 + o(1)) (D.8)

and we have shown that 2/(¢) extends continuously to ¢t = 0 with the value zero. It only remains
to show that 2(t) also extends continuously to ¢ = 0, but this follows at once from the ODE
itself

2" (t) +t LA (t) + Q) x(t) = 0

since we already know that the second and third terms extend continuously to ¢t = 0 (the second
term by (D.8)). |

The following theorem is the main result of the appendix.
Theorem D.3. Let a be a positive constant. Assume that AT, B* : [0,a] - R and A=, B~ :

[a,00) — R are C* on their respective domains and that the limits

lm A(), lim B(), lm 20U gy 2 9B 0

r——+00 r——+00 r——+00 dr r——4o0o dr

(D.9)
exist and are finite. Define the constants

ap = AT(0), by=B"0), ae= lim A (r), be= lim B (r)

r—-+00 r—-+00
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and assume that by, bo < 0. Let F+ € C°([0,a]), F~ € C°%([a,0)), do,d1 € R and consider the
ODE problem () defined by

7“2 d21;:2(7°) + T,A-F(T)% + B+(’I“)u+(7’) _ .7:+(’I“) on (O,a], (DlO)
2u=(r u- (r

o drz( ) | rA(r)dTr() VB () = F(r)  ona,00), (D.11)

u*(a) —u(a) = do, % - CZL—T_ = di. (D.12)

Assume that the inhomogeneous terms satisfy F+(r) = r* (o4 4+ o(1)) near r =0 and F~(r) =
r*(o_ + o(1)) near infinity, with constants ag, aeo and ox. Define

1 — aoo £ /(a0 — 1)? — 4bso
5 :

ao—li (a0—1)2—4bo
2 )

)\Q_L = AT =

If the constants satisfy
a0 >0, ag+AY #£0, e <0, e — AT #0, (D.13)
then (x) has a unique bounded in (0,00) solution {u™*(r),u™(r)} and moreover

e uT(r) can be extended as a C°([0,a]) function of order O(rmin{*)‘g’a(’}), and if 1+ 22 <0
and ag — 1 > 0, then ut(r) can be also extended as a C([0,a]) function and u™'(r) is
O(Tmin{f(lqt)\g),aofl})_

o u(r) is of order O(r~ ™M Llacclly gnd o=/ (r) is O(r~ ™MAE = 1hlac =1}y pegr ¢ = oo,

Remark D.4. If 7 = 0 and dy = d; = 0 the unique solution is the trivial u(r) = 0, which
also extends to the origin.

Proof. We first analyse the homogeneous problem. By Lemma D.2, item (i), the homogeneous
equation (D.10) with T = 0 admits two linearly independent solutions uZ (r) and u*(r), both
of class C2%((0,a]) (we may include r = a because AT, BT are C! up to this boundary), with

behaviour near r = 0 given by

duZ(r)

= _p— (1D (AL +0(1)) . (D.14)

ul(r) =r% (1+o(1)),
Since A2 < 0, because by < 0 by assumption, u'(r) extends to a C°([0,a]) function with
17 (0) = 0. In the domain [a, c0) we consider the change of coordinate r = ¢t~! which transforms
the homogeneous ODE (D.11) with F~ = 0 into the form
d*u(t) ~ du(t) 5

— 2= A(t) = + Bt)u (1) =0

t2
where for any function f(r) we denote by f(t) = f(t71) : (0,a!] — R. Conditions (D.9) imply
inmediately that A, B extend to t = 0 as C1([0,a"!]) functions, and we may apply item (i) in
Lemma D.2 to conclude that there exist two independent solutions u (t) € C?(]a, 00)) satisfying

4z (1)
dt

In terms of the original function, this behaviour translates onto

az(t) =t F (14 0(1)), = =T (AP +0(1)).

duz (r)

uy(r) = P (1+o0(1)), — = PE-L ()\io + 0(1)) ) (D.15)
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Since A® < 0, because by, < 0 by assumption, u~ (r) vanishes at r — oo. We let W*(r) be the
Wronskian of the functions u™(r), ui(r), ie.

du du®
W) = () 2Dy 220
It is inmediate from the previous considerations that
Wt(r)=r—% <— (ap — 1)%2 — 4by + 0(1)) near r = 0,
W= (r)=r"%% <\/(aoo —1)2 — 4bs + 0(1)) near r = +00.

We may now include the inhomogeneus term. The general solution of the inhomogeneous prob-
lem on each domain in given by the general formula

ui(r) :C’fuf(r) + Cfuf(r) + u]i_-,(r), (D.16)

where Cf, C* are arbitrary constants and a particular solution uflg(r) on each domain is given

by

" ut(s)FE(s) " ut(s)FE(s)
ulij(r) = ui(r) /7"i Wi(s)ds — uf(r) /7"i ;Wii(s)ds’ (D.17)

where 74 are arbitrary values subject to r— € (0,a] and 74 € [a,00). The behaviour of the
integrands near zero and near infinity are, respectively,

ut (s)F*(s) 0_ uz(s)F(s) Qoo—AT—1

2 () = 520 RAL-1 (0t 4 (1)), 2 (s) =s (u~ +0(1)),

for suitable constants u*, u~. Since A9 , AT° are positive, assumption (D.13) implies g+ # 0,
0o — AL # 0. It is then straighforward to check, using I’'Hopital’s rule, that

LOFHS) | gy (it
/r+ 2W(s) — ooty <7a0 N +o(1 )) +oF near r =0,
() . C )
/T_ 82(W)/ (S()S) = oA <7awﬂ_ e + 0(1)> + 9 near 1 = 00,
where Q1 and Q7 are constants. Consequently
U (r) =up(r) — Qful (r) + QFuX(r) (D.18)
_ om( pt(AY —20) N (1)> 0 (D.19)
7 e + AD(ag + A7) 7 near =1 '
Up (1) :=up(r) — Qrui(r) + QZuZ(r) (D-20)
(T ) B
=r ((aoo (=A%) + 0(1)> near r = +00.

Absorbing the constants Qi into Cf, the general solution (D.16) has the form
u*(r) =CTui(r) + CEu=(r) + U (r).

Note that Uf (r) is bounded near r = 0 while Up (r) is bounded at infinity. We now impose
that the solution {u™(r),u™(r)} is bounded everywhere. Since A% ,A>° < 0 and A9, A5° > 0 this

7



is equivalent to setting C = C7 = 0 and we are left with two constants to determine. Thus,
the general solution (D.16) reads

ut(r) = CEuE(r) + U (r). (D.21)
Imposing the matching conditions (D.12) yields a system of two equations of the form

ut(a —u_(a d Us(a)—UZ(a
< duf( ) du:( ) ) < gi— > = < ° —ZU;P( ) d[]/?;( ) ) . (D22)
dr

W‘r:a _W‘T:a d1+

‘r:a dr lr=a

We apply now Lemma C.3 to u™ (1) and Lemma C.5 to u~(r) to conclude that ™ (r) and u_ (r)
and their derivatives are all non-zero at a and, moreover, u™ (a) has the same sign as it derivative
at a, while u_ (a) has opposite sign than its derivative. It follows that the 2 x 2 matrix in (D.22)
is invertible, and hence there exits a unique pair of constants {C*,C~} satifying the transition
conditions (D.12). This concludes the proof of existence and uniqueness of a bounded solution
of problem (x).

We conclude with the the behaviour of the first derivative of the solutions (D.21), i.e.

dut(r) _ ., iEduﬂf(r) N dUﬁ(r)7
dr dr dr

at the origin and at infinity correspondingly. Firstly, the terms de;E /dr are obtained by direct
differentiation of their definitions (D.18) and (D.20) and introducing (D.14)-(D.15) together
with the differentiation of (D.17), which provides

- S s.
dr dr )., s2W=(s) dr J.. s2W=E(s)
The results are
AU (r) _ ao1 (_0on™ (A2 =AY
- 1 = D.2
dr " (a0 + A2)(ap + A2) +o(1) near r = 0, (D.23)
a7 (o — ) (am — =) T oD near r = oo, (D.24)

Regarding u™(r), the assumption 1 + A° < 0 ensures, c.f. (D.14), that du™/dr has a limit at
r — 0 and is, in fact, O(r*(l“‘g)). The expression (D.23) implies that if ag—1 > 0 then dU} /dr
also has a limit at 7 — 0 and is O(r(®~1). The claim for u*(r) follows. As for u™(r), since
0 < 0 and A\>° < 0 by assumption, the claim follows analogously from (D.15) and (D.24). H

Remark D.5. The behaviour of the first derivative of the particular solution U, (r) near the
origin is given by (D.23), and therefore, if g —1 > 0 then U} (r) extends to a C1([0, a]) function
as UL(r) = r*(UY% + o(1)) and U’ (r) = 7%~ (aoU% + o(1)) with U% € R.
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