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Construction of GCM hypersurfaces in perturbations
of Kerr
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Abstract. This is a follow-up of [5] on the general covariant modulated (GCM) proce-
dure in perturbations of Kerr. In this paper, we construct GCM hypersurfaces, which play
a central role in extending GCM admissible spacetimes in [7] where decay estimates are
derived in the context of nonlinear stability of Kerr family for |a| < m. As in [}], the
central idea of the construction of GCM hypersurfaces is to concaltenate a 1-parameter
family of GCM spheres of [5] by solving an ODE system. The goal of this paper is to get
rid of the symmetry restrictions in the GCM procedure introduced in [4] and thus remove
an essential obstruction in extending the results to a full stability proof of the Kerr family.
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1 Introduction

1.1 Stability of Kerr conjecture

In this paper, we construct general covariant modulated (GCM) hypersurfaces, which play
a central role in the proof of the nonlinear stability of Kerr family for |a| < m.

Conjecture (Stability of Kerr conjecture). Vacuum initial data sets, sufficiently close
to Kerr initial data, have a maximal development with complete future null infinity' and
with domain of outer communication which approaches (globally) a nearby Kerr solution.

The paper builds on the strategy laid out in [4] in the context of the nonlinear stability
of Schwarzschild for axially symmetric polarized perturbations. The central new idea of
[4] was the introduction and construction of GCM spheres and GCM hypersurfaces on
which specific geometric quantities take Schwarzschildian values. This was made possible
by taking into account the full general covariance of the Einstein vacuum equations. The
construction, however, also made essential use of the polarization assumption.

The goal of this, and its companion papers [5] and [6], is to get rid of the symmetry
restriction in the GCM procedure and thus remove an essential obstruction in extending
the result in [4] to a full stability proof of the Kerr family.

1.2 Stability of Schwarzschild in the polarized case
1.2.1 GCM admissible spacetimes in [4]

In [4], Klainerman and Szeftel proved the nonlinear stability of the Schwarzschild space un-
der axially symmetric polarized perturbations. The final spacetime in [4] was constructed
as the limit of a continuous family of finite GCM admissible spacetimes as represented in
Figure 1 below, whose future boundaries consist of the union AUC,UC,UX, where A and
Y, are spacelike, C, is incoming null, and C, outgoing null. The boundary A is chosen so
that, in the limit when M converges to the final state, it is included inside the black hole
region of the limit spacetime. The spacetime M also contains a timelike hypersurface T
which divides M into an exterior region we call ) M and an interior one ™ M. Both
) M and ™) M are foliated by 2-surfaces as follows.

!This means, roughly, that observers which are far away from the black hole may live forever.



Figure 1: The GCM admissible space-time M of [4]

(i) The far region (°* M is foliated by a geodesic foliation S(u,s) induced by an out-
going optical function u initialized on ¥, with s the affine parameter along the null
geodesic generators of (“* M. We denote by r = r(u, s) the area radius of S(u, s).
On the boundary ¥, of (“® M we also assume that 7 is sufficiently large.

(ii) The near region (™ M is foliated by a geodesic foliation induced by an incoming
optical function w initialized at T such that its level sets on T coincide with those
of u.

To prove convergence to the final state one has to establish precise decay estimates for all
Ricci and curvature coefficients decomposed relative to the null geodesic frames associated
to the foliations in *) M and (" M. The decay properties of both Ricci and curvature
coefficients in (“* M depend heavily on the choice of the boundary ¥, as well as on
the choice of the cuts of the optical function u on it. As such, the central idea of [4]
was the introduction and construction of GCM hypersurfaces on which specific geometric
quantities take Schwarzschildian values.



1.2.2 The role played by GCM admissible spacetimes

As mentioned above the final spacetime was constructed as the limit of a continuous
family of finite GCM admissible spacetimes. At every stage one assumes that all Ricci
and curvature coefficients of a fixed GCM admissible spacetime M verify precise bootstrap
assumptions. One makes use of the GCM admissibility properties of 3, and the smallness
of the initial conditions to show that all the bounds of the Ricci and curvature coefficients
of M depend only on the size of the initial data and thus, in particular, improve the
bootstrap assumptions. This allows to extend the spacetime to a larger one M’ in which
the bootstrap assumptions are still valid. To make sure that the extended spacetime is
admissible, one has to construct a new GCM hypersurface ¥, in M’ \ M and use it to

define a new extended GCM admissible spacetime M.

The goal of the present work is to extend the construction of ¥, of Section 9.8 of [4], for
polarized perturbations of Schwarzschild, to the case of general perturbations of Kerr.

1.3 Review of the main results of [5]

The main building block of our GCM hypersurface are the GCM spheres constructed in
[5] which we now review.

1.3.1 Background space

As in [5], we consider spacetime regions R foliated by a geodesic foliation S(u, s) induced
by an outgoing optical function v with s a properly normalized affine parameter along the
null geodesic generators of L = —g®dzud, where g is the spacetime metric. We denote
by r = r(u, s) the area radius of S(u,s) and let (es, e4, €1,€2) be an adapted null frame
with e4 proportional to L and ej, e5 tangent to spheres S = S(u, s), see Section 2.8. The
main assumptions made in [5] were that the Ricci and curvature coefficients, relative to
the adapted null frame, have the same asymptotics in powers of r as in Schwarzschild
space. Note that these assumptions hold true in the far region of Kerr and is expected
to hold true for the far region of realistic perturbations of Kerr. The actual size of the
perturbation from Kerr is measured with respect to a small parameter € > 0, see sections
2.8.2 and 2.8.3 for precise definitions.



1.3.2 Null frame transformation

In general, two null frames (es, ey, €1, €2) and (€}, €}, €], €}) are related by a frame trans-
formation of the following form:?

=\ (64 + fPey + i|f|263> )

1 1. 1.,
( b if fb) vt gheot (3ha+ §IIPL) o (1)
—x ((1 byl ol PR et (£ 4 PP ) ot glaPen )

where the scalar A and the 1-forms f and f are called the transition coefficients from
(€3, €4, €1,€2) to (€5, €}, €], €h).

1.3.3 Basis of / =1 modes

We introduce the following generalization of the ¢ = 1 spherical harmonics of the standard
sphere?.

Definition 1.1. On a sphere S, an gfapproximated basis of £ = 1 modes is a triplet of
functions J®) on S verifying

(r*A +2)J®) = 0(2), p=0,+,—,

|S|/J '](q = 5Pq+0() pvq:07+7_7 (12)

Tol Jp:OEJ p:07+7_7
57 L0 =0

where € > 0 is a sufficiently small constant.

Remark 1.2. For simplicity, throughout this paper, J® is called a basis of ¢ = 1 modes.

Assuming the existence of such a basis J®) p € {—, 0, —l—}, we define, for a scalar function

h,
(his, = {/ShJ(p), pz—,o,+}. (1.3)

2See Lemma 2.13 for a precise statement.

3Recall that on the standard sphere S?, in spherical coordinates (6, ¢), these are .J 05%) = cos 0,
JHE) = sin 6 cos ¢, J—5°) = sinfsin .



A scalar function A is said to be supported on ¢ < 1 modes, i.e. (f)f22 = 0, if there exist
constants Ag, B_, By, By such that

h=A+ B J7) + B,JO + B, M. (1.4)

1.3.4 Definition of GCM spheres

The null expansions « := try and s := try relative to the adapted null frame (es, €4, €1, €2)
are defined by
try == g"xa,  trx = g"x,,
where
Xab = 8 (De,ea,65), X, =8 (De,€3,€).

The mass aspect function p is defined by

: L.
p=—dive—p+ox-x,

where the shears X, X, the torsion ¢ and the curvature components p are defined by

A 1 O 1
Xab = Xab — 56@&7 Xap = Xap — §6abﬁ7
1 1
Ca = §g (Dea€47 63) ) p= ZR<€37 €4, €3, 64)'

In an outgoing geodesic foliation of Schwarzschild spacetime, we have:

2 27 2m
_ —__== = 1.5
= K s h=g (1.5)

where T =1 — 27’” and r, m denote the area radius and Hawking mass of S, i.e.

|S]| 2m 1
=4/ — — =14 — . 1.6
" 47’ r * 167 SKLﬁ (16)
The idea to construct GCM spheres is to mimic the condition (1.5) in the perturbed
spacetimes. More precisely, the GCM spheres are topological spheres S embedded in R
endowed with a null frame (€3, €3, €3, e5) adapted to S (i.e. €¥, €5 tangent to S), relative

to which the null expansions % = tryS, x5 = trxs and mass aspect function ;S satisfy:

2 27s 2ms
RS — < =0, (ﬁs + —S> =0, (us - 3> —0, (1.7)
r r >2 (75) >2

where S and m® denote the area radius and Hawking mass of S.
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1.3.5 Deformations of spheres and frame transformations

The construction of GCM spheres in [5] was obtamed by deformlng a given sphere S =
S(u, s) of the background foliation of R. An 0(5) deformation of S is defined by a map
U S—>SCRoftheform

o O

U(u,s,y',y%) = (5 +U®WY, %), s+ S v, v, yQ) (1.8)

with (U, S) smooth functions on S, vanishing at a fixed point of S, of size proportional to

the small constant ¢ and (y', y?) are spherical coordinates on S. Given such a deformation
we identify, at any point on S, two important null frames.

1. The null frame (e3, ey, €1, €2) of the background foliation of R.

2. A null frame (e, €3, e$,€5) obtained from (1.1) adapted to S, (i.e. €F, €5 tangent
to S).

Remark 1.3. Throughout this paper, we denote (f, f,\) the transition coefficients from
the background frame (es, ey, e1,e3) of R to the null frame (€5, e, €3, e5) adapted to S.

1.3.6 GCM spheres with / =1 modes in [5]

Here is a short version of the main result in [5].

Theorem 1.4 (Existence of GCM spheres in [5
dowed with an outgoing geodesic foliation S(u, s

). Let R be fized spacetime region, en-
, verifying specific asymptotic assump-

\_/n—n

tions' expressed in terms of two parameters 0 <
GCM quantities of the background spheres in R,

2 27 2
e, (m—) , (u——?) , (L9)
r T ) >2 ™/ >2

are small with respect to the parameter d. Let S = S(&, g) be a fixed sphere of the foliation

N@)O

<e In particular we assume that the
. €.

with 7 and m denoting respectively its area radius and Hawking mass, with r sufficiently
large. Then, for any fized triplets A, A € R? verifying

o

AL Al S 6, (1.10)

4Compatible with small perturbations of Kerr.



there exists a unique sphere S = S(A, A), together with a null frame (5,3, €3, e3), which

1s GCM, i.e. S is a deformation of g, such that®

D) 278 2mS
S — 5 =0, (@S+—S> =0, <us— 7:@) =0, (1.11)
r r >2 (r5) >2

and

(div® ooy = A, (divS ey = A

==

(1.12)

where (f, f,\) denote the transition coefficients of the transformation (1.1) from the back-
ground frame of R to the frame adapted to S.

Remark 1.5. The conditions (1.9), (1.11) and (1.12) depend on the definition of £ = 1

modes respectively on S and S. In [5], once a choice of { =1 modes on S is made, it is
then extended to S using the background foliation. As a consequence, the GCM spheres

of Theorem 1.4 depend on the particular choice of £ =1 modes on S.

1.4 First version of the main theorem

The goal of this paper is to construct hypersurfaces which are suitable concatenations of
the spheres of Theorem 1.4. We give below a simplified version of our main theorem, see
Theorem 4.1 for the precise version.

Theorem 1.6 (Existence of GCM hypersurfaces, first version). Let R be fized spacetime
region, endowed with an outgoing geodesic foliation S(u, s), verifying same assumptions as
Theorem 1.4. Assume in addition that e3(J®), (divn)e=r, (divE)e1, r—s and e3(r)—es(s)

are small with respect to the parameter 6.

Let Sy be a fized sphere included in the region R, let a pair of triplets Ao, A, € R?
such that

Aol [Ao] <,

and let JSoP) g basis of ¢ = 1 modes on Sy, such that we have on S

2 27 S0 2mSo
bhew (M) ()
=0 0 ) g>9 (r50) >2

®Note that the GCM conditions (1.11) require a choice of £ = 1 modes on S, see Remark 1.5.
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and
(div® f)e—1 = Ao, (div™ f)omr = Ay,

where (f, f) denote the transition coefficients of the transformation (1.1) from the back-
ground frame of R to the frame adapted to Sy.

Then, there exists a unique, local, smooth, spacelike hypersurface ¥y passing through Sy,
a scalar function uS defined on Xy, whose level surfaces are topological spheres denoted
by S, a smooth collection of triplets of constants AS,AS and a triplet of functions JS»)
defined on ¥o verifying,

ASo = A, ASo = A, J(S7p)|so - J(So,p)’

such that the following conditions are verified:

1. The surfaces S of constant uS, together with a null frame (€5, €3, €3, eS), verify

2 2mS
Sofoo (#45F) -0 (w-2) -0
rS - rS 1>2 (r8)3 >2 ( )

and
(div® f)emy = AS, (div® f)emr = AS, (1.14)
for the triplets of constants AS,AS and ¢ = 1 modes JSP).
2. The following transversality conditions
&=0 =0 7P=-C, (1.15)
and
5 (uS) =0, () =1 (1.16)
are assumed on Y.

3. We have, for some constant cy,

uS + 15 =c¢o, along . (1.17)
4. Let VS be the unique vectorfield tangent to the hypersurface ¥y, normal to S, and
normalized by g(v5,e5) = —2. Let bS be the unique scalar function on Yo such that

S

V> 1s given by

VS = e + 0565 (1.18)

11



The following normalization condition holds true

— QTI’L(O)
bS = —1— s (1.19)
where bS is the average value of bS over S and M) 5 a constant.
5. We have the following identities on g
(AivSp®)mr =0, (divS€S)m = 0. (1.20)
6. The transition functions (f, f,\), area radius rS and Hawking mass mS verify ap-

propriate estimates.

Remark 1.7. Theorem 1.6 is the generalization of Theorem 9.52 in [4] in the absence of
symmetry. It plays a central role in the proof of Theorem M6 and M7 in [7], see sections
8.4 and 8.5 in [7].

Remark 1.8. We prouvide below more explanations for the statements 1-5 in Theorem
1.6:

1. Since we concatenate a family of GCM spheres S(AS,AS) emanating from Sy to
construct the GCM hypersurfaces X, by Theorem 1.4, we have automatically (1.13)
and (1.14) on every S.

2. The transversality conditions (1.15) and (1.16) are consistent with a local extension
by an outgoing geodesic foliation initialized on X, see item 1 in Remark 4.12. The

role of these transversality conditions is to make sense of n° and és on X, see item
5 below.

3. uS should be chosen to be constant on the GCM spheres foliating ¥o. The choice
(1.17) is simple and fulfills this condition but other choices making ¥¢ spacelike are
possible.

4. The value bS is free and should be prescribed. Note that the choice (1.19) coincides
with the value for the hypersurface {u +r = ¢y} in Schwarzschild spacetime.

5. In (1.20), 5 and és are defined intrinsically on Xy by

775 = %g (Dusefa GS) > §S = %g (Dys€§7 65) + bscs'

These definitions are consistent with the standard ones provided ¥ satisfies (1.15)
which is equivalent to extending Xg locally by an outgoing geodesic foliation, see item
2 in Remark 4.12. In the sequel, (1.20) will be enforced thanks to a special choice of
AS and AS, see Section 1.5 for more explanations.

12



Remark 1.9. As in Section 9.8 of [}/, ¥o is chosen to be spacelike. One may wonder
whether Y could be chosen to be nullP. The reason for choosing it to be spacelike is that
it allows more flexibility: all spheres foliating ¥¢ in Theorem 1.6 are GCM spheres, while
only one could be a GCM sphere on a null hypersurface.

1.5 Sketch of the proof of the main theorem

The idea of the proof is to construct ¥y as a 1-parameter union of GCM spheres.

Step 1. For every background sphere S(u,s) in R, every pair of triplets (A, A) and
every triplet of functions J® satisfying

Z |J® — J@)

p:07+7_

bsmaaﬁ (S(u7s)) S 706’

where J® is the £ = 1 modes on S(u, s) and b, (S(u,s)) denotes the Sobolev space on
S(u, s) of order $,,q., we construct by Theorem 1.4 a unique GCM sphere S|u, s, A, A, j(p)],
as a deformation of S(u,s) with £ = 1 modes in the definition of (1.11) and (1.12)
computed w.r.t. J®. In particular, (1.11) and (1.12) are verified and we have Sy =
S[&, S, Ao, Ay, j(p)], provided we choose j(p)|so = JSop),

Step 2. Given (¥(s),A(s),A(s)) such that

[¢]

U(s)=u, A(s)=ANo, A(5) = A,

We construct, relying on Step 1 and a Banach fixed-point argument, see Theorem 4.10,

a family of basis of £ = 1 modes J(s) and of GCM spheres S[U(s), s, A(s), A(s), J(s)]
verifying

us(j(s)) =0 onX, j(p)(g) _ J(Son)

where the hypersurface X is given by
S = JS(s) = JS[¥(s), 5, Als), Als), J(s)],

and where 15 is the unique vectorfield tangent to ¥ with g(v5,e?) = —2 and normal to

S(s), see Figure 2 for a geometric description.

6n the context of the stability of Minkowski, the last slice in the original proof by Christodoulou and
Klainerman in [2] is spacelike, while it is null in the proof by Klainerman and Nicold in [3] in the case of
the exterior of an outgoing null cone.
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Figure 2: The GCM hypersurface ¥y as a deformation of ¥ = {u = U(s)}

Step 3. We then derive for (¥, A, A) an ODE system of the following type:

\1//1<3)A'(S> =(diven®)pmr — %T‘Ws) - %r—lA(@ ot
q,,l(s)A’(s) =(div® £%)1 + Lot (1.21)

1 (= 2mS
U(is)=—1—=(bS+1+— ) +1Lo.t.,
( ) 9 < rS
where 1. 0.t. denote lower order terms, see Section 4.4 for the precise statement.

Step 4. We look for a special choice (U(s), A(s), A(s)) such that the additional GCM
conditions (1.19) and (1.20) are verified. These conditions lead, in view of Step 3, to an

ODE system for (U(s), A(s), A(s)), with prescribed initial conditions at § which allows us
to uniquely determine the desired hypersurface .

Remark 1.10. The proof of Theorem 1.6 is largely analogous to that of Theorem 9.52 in
[4]. Below, we compare the proof in this paper and that in Section 9.8 of [4].

e In Step 1 and Step 2, we show that, in general, one can choose the approrimate
basis of £ = 1 modes so that they are transported along the normal direction to the

14



GCM spheres S(s) on 3. This contrasts with [4] where the basis of £ = 1 modes is
fized by the polarized symmetry.

e Once the choice of £ =1 modes is made, in Step 3, we derive the system of ODFEs
(1.21). Note that the coefficients of linear terms of A(s) and A(s) on the R.H.S. of
(1.21) are different from that of (9.8.74) in [4], which is due to the different choice
of £ =1 modes.”

e Steps 1-3 are significantly more involved than the corresponding in [4] due the
absence of symmetry, while Step 4 is similar to that in [4].

1.6 Structure of the paper
The structure of the paper is as follows:

e In Section 2, we review the geometric set-up of [5].
e In Section 3, we review the main result of [5] on the construction of GCM spheres.

e In Section 4, we prove our main theorem concerning the construction of GCM
hypersurfaces.

2 Geometric set-up

2.1 Ricci and curvature coefficients

Asin [5], we consider given a vacuum spacetime R with metric g endowed with an outgoing
geodesic foliation by spheres S(u, s) of fixed (u, s), where u is an outgoing optical function®

with L = —g*?95ud, its null geodesic generator and s chosen such that
1
L(S):Ea L<§):O

Let e, = ¢L and es the unique null vectorfield orthogonal to S(u,s) and such that
g(es,eq) = —2. We then let (e1,ey) be an orthogonal basis of the tangent space of

"More precisely, the basis of £ = 1 modes in [4], fixed by polarized symmetry, is not transported along
the vectorfield /5.
8That is g*?9,udsu = 0.
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S(u, s). The corresponding connection coefficients relative to the null frame (e, ey, €1, €2)
are denoted by x, x,§,§, w,w,n,n, ¢ and the null components of the curvature tensor by
a,a, 3,8, p, *p. For the convenience of the reader we recall their definition below:

Xab - g(D“e37 617)? Xab = g(Da€4, 6(,),
1 1
§a = Eg(D3637 60,)7 ga — §g(D4€47 ea)’
1 1
W= Zg(D:s@s, es), w= Zg(D4e4’ e3), (2.1)
1 1
1, = 58Maesca). M= 58(Dsesea),
1
Ca = §g(Dea€4, 63)7
and
Agp = R(eaa €4, €, 64)7 Qup = R(ea, €3, €y, 63),
1 1
fa = SR(€a €4, €3, €4), B = -Rleaq, e3,€3,¢€4), (2.2)
2 a9
1 N X
P= ZR(€3’€4’€3’ €); P=7 Roes, 4, €3, €4),

where "R denotes the Hodge dual of R. The null second fundamental forms x, x are
further decomposed in their traces x = try and s = try, and traceless parts ¥ and x:

1

£t = 0"Xab Xab = Xab — 50a,
. 1 (2.3)
K=ty =0"x,, Xy = Xy — 5(5&;]@.
We define the horizontal covariant operator V as follows:
1 1
VXY = ny - §X<X, Y)€4 - §X<X, Y)eg.

We also define V4 X and V3X to be the horizontal projections:

1 1
V4X = D4X - §g(X, D4€3)64 - §g(X, D4€4)€3,

1 1
V3X = DgX — §g(X, D363)63 — §g(X, D3€4)€4.

16



As a direct consequence of (2.1), we have the Ricci formulas:

1 1
D.ey = Ve, + S Xab€s T 5 X, €4

Dges = x e + Cats,

Do.es = Xaver — Calu,

Dseq = Vieq +na€3 + € €4,
Dyeq = Vaeq +1 €1+ ata,
Dses; = —2wes + 2§beb,
Dses = 2wey + 2mpey,

Dyeys = —2wey + 286y,
Dyes = 2wes + 21, ep.

We recall, see Lemma 2.4 in [5], that the geodesic nature of the foliation implies

2
W= 5 - 07 n= _Ca S =
- e3(u)
We denote
2
Q= es(r), z = e3(u) = —.
S

The area radius r = r(u, s) is defined such that the volume of S is given by 4mr?

Hawking mass m = m(u, s) of S = S(u, s) is given by the formula
2m n
— = — | kK.
r 167 J¢ —

The Gauss curvature of S is denoted by K. It verifies the Gauss equation

1 1 .
K = —p—zm@—i-g)px.
The mass aspect function p is defined by
: [N
o= —dva—p—Féx-x.
As in [5], we define the renormalized quantities’
try (= try — —, try ;= try + —, Wi=w—
r = = r
> 1 - 2m - 2m
K:K—T—Q, Pi=Pt po= =
Q=0+7, Ci=¢—1, Zi=z—2

9Renormalized quantities are obtained by subtracting their Schwarzschild values.
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(2.6)

(2.7)

(2.8)

(2.9)



where

T := _2m

and the sets

T, = {% X G K, TR, P, mp, T8, ra; rff},
(2.10)

Ty = {n, %5, 6 B @ T S Y ealr) ”)}'

Remark 2.1. The renormalized Ricci coefficients are divided into two groups I'y and I'y
according to their r—weights. See Remark 4.2/ for more details.

2.2 Basic equations for the renormalized quantities

We recall some of the null structure equations and Bianchi identities for the renormalized
quantities, see Proposition 5.1.17 in [7].

Proposition 2.2. In an outgoing geodesic foliation, the following null structure equations
hold true

Vik+-E=T,-T

g»

N =S| o

V4X+;X:—Q+F9-FQ,
2
V4C+;<:_B+F9'Fga
L1 . S O
VuE+—-FE=-2div(+2p+ —K+ 14Ty,
r

Vix +

S|
[<>

T . A
:7X—V®C+Fb'rg7
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and

Vg/ﬁ—%/ﬁ—levn—l—Qp—l/{—l—Zle%—Q—Z +2§+F6-Tb,
V3K—¥H—2lef+£W—i—?ﬁ—(%—i—?)?jﬂLFb'Fb,
VgX-?X:—a—Lx+V®§+Fb Iy,

Vs( — %C:—Q—QVQ‘FT(?H‘O‘F f+2—m(f n) + Ty - T,
V3X_I V®n—1x+2mx+Fb [,

Also,
curln ="p+ 1 - Ty,
CUI‘1§ = Fb . Fb,
p=—div(—p+1TIy-T,.
The Bianchi identities are given by

T 4m 6
Vga—7a—V®ﬂ+—a+ 4Ty (o, 8)+ 77T, - T,,

gs

VB + —52 —diva+r_1Fg-F
r

27 N 2m 6m _
Vsﬁ—Tﬁz(VﬂJr Vp)+?5—ﬁn+r Ty - Ty,

3 3
V4ﬁ—|——ﬁ:divﬁ+—mR—l—FlFb-F s

3T 3 6m ~ 1
Vgp——:—leﬁ—l——mH——TQ X -a+r7Ty - Ty,
r r 2
3
Vip+ —*p =—curl B+ 7'} - Ty,
3T 1
Vgp——p——curlﬁ—éx *a+ 17Ty, - Ty,

Proof. The proof follows immediately from the standard null structure equations and
Bianchi identities (see Propositions 7.3.2 and 7.4.1 in [2]) and the definition (2.9) of the
renormalized quantities, see Proposition 5.1.17 in [7] for more details. [

2.3 Commutation lemmas

We recall the following commutation lemmas.
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Lemma 2.3. For any tensor on a sphere S, the following commutation formulas hold
true

Vi, Valf = =XV + (1o = GV — 5,90 +E,Vaf + (E[f]

[v4a va]f = —%tTXVaf + (ﬂa + Ca)v4f - )%abvbf + favfﬂf + (F[f])m

where the tensors F[f] and F|[f] have the following schematic form
Fifl=00.x-nx-&-f.  Elfl=B.,x-nx-&-f

Proof. See Lemma 7.3.3 in [2]. O
Lemma 2.4. The following commutation formulas hold true for any tensor f on a sphere
S:
T -1 <1
Vs, VIf = 7Vf+Fb'V3f+7“ [y - 0= f,
1 _
[V47 V}f = _;Vf +r 1Fg ’ Dflf,
2
[vlla V}f - ;Vf + Fb : Vl/f + r_lrb : Dglfv
4
V., Alf = ;W’w—lwﬁl (Ty- Vo f4+r7'Ty-0f),
where
0 € {V3, rVy, #}, g:=rv, 0=lf:=(f0f). (2.11)
Proof. See Lemma 5.1.19 in [7]. O

2.4 Hodge operators

We recall the following Hodge operators acting on 2-surface S (see Chapter 2 in [2]):

Definition 2.5. We define the following Hodge operators:

1. The operator d takes any 1—form f into the pair of functions (div f,curl f).
2. The operator (o takes any symmetric traceless 2—tensor f into the 1-form div f.

3. The operator (7 takes any pair of scalars (h,*h) into the 1-form —Vh + *V*h.
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4. The operator d% takes any 1-form f into the symmetric traceless 2—tensor —%V@)f.

On can easily check that ¢} is the formal adjoint on L?*(S) of d for k = 1,2. Moreover,
didy = -0 + K, didy = —Ao,

2.12
Bifa= 300K, dadi= 351+ K) 212)

where Ay, k = 0,1, 2 is the Laplace operator on scalars, 1-forms and symmetric traceless
2-tensors.

2.5 Definition of / = 1 modes

Definition 2.6. On a sphere S, a (suitable e—approzimation of ) basis of £ = 1 modes is
a triplet of functions J®) on S satisfying'

(r’A +2)JP = 0@% p=0,+,—,

(@) — = ¢ = —
|S|/J J\ 35Pq+0(6)7 p,q=0,+,—, (2.13)

Tol Jp:OZJ p:07+7_7
57 L7 =0

where ¢ > 0 is a sufficiently small constant.
Remark 2.7. For simplicity, throughout this paper, J® is called a basis of ¢ = 1 modes.
Proposition 2.8. For a basis of ¢ =1 modes J®) defined in Definition 2.6, we have

dsaig® = r20(e). (2.14)

Proof. See Lemma 5.2.8 in [7]. O

Definition 2.9. Given a scalar function f defined on a sphere S, we define the { = 1
modes of f by the triplet

nkﬂ:{éfﬂﬁ p:&+;}.

19The properties (2.13) of the scalar functions JP) are motivated by the fact that the £ = 1 spherical
harmonics on the standard sphere S2, given by J(©5") = cos@, J&5*) = sin @ cos ¢, J(—5) = sinOsin ¢,
satisfy (2.13) with € = 0. Note also that on S2, there holds

47

/ (cos 0)? :/ (sin @ cos p)? :/ (sin @sin p)? = —, IS?| = 4.
S2 S2 S2 3
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2.6 Elliptic estimates

For a tensor f on a sphere S, we define the following norms for any integer £ > 0

k
1o == D I# Fllas),
= (2.15)
[1f llooys := 19 fllzoo(s)s
§=0
Under the assumptions
ITgllock < e [|Tylloon < er (2.16)

where € > 0 is sufficiently small, we have the following coercive properties of the operators

dlv an diﬁ

Lemma 2.10. Consider a sphere S such that its Gauss curvature K satisfies

<, (2.17)

1
ez
" Bsmaz—1 (%)

Then, the following estimates hold for all integer k < Sppqu:

1. If f is a 1-form
[ llosics) S 7lE oS lloucs)- (2.18)
2. If v 1s a symmetric traceless 2-tensor
[0llesacs) S 7l o]l cs): (2.19)
3. If (h,*h) is a pair of scalars
(B =R, *h = D) [lgyeiscs) S AT (R "B [l s)- (2-20)

Proof. See Lemma 2.20 in [5]. O

Lemma 2.11. On a fized sphere S for which (2.17) holds, we have for any 1-form [ and
integer 0 < k < Spmaz:

[y S rlldaflowcs) + 1) e=1l, (2.21)

where the £ = 1 modes are given by Definition 2.9.
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Proof. See Lemma 2.19 in [5] for the case k = 0. Assume that (2.21) holds for 1 < k <
n — 1, we have from standard elliptic regularity that

1fllowsics) S A llon i)
S A fllpacs) + (A S) =]

S PIAL o) + A, A31F [l o) + 1

J@anw

AN

2 oncs) + 1 flloacs)
A5 f 1) + 1 )e=al,

where we used (2.21) in the case of £ =n — 1 and (2.13) at the last step. By induction,
we deduce (2.21) for k = n. This concludes the proof of Lemma 2.11. ]

fAJ ‘

N

The following corollary will be useful in Section 4.3.

Corollary 2.12. On a fized sphere S for which (2.17) holds forg small enough, we have
for any symmetric traceless 2-tensor v and integer 0 < k < S0, — 1:

[0/l a5y S 2 A5 Aol s)s (2.22)
. 1
2 (dz do+ ﬁ) v

v r (2.23)

Hf)k+2(5) 5

hi(S)

Proof. By Lemma 2.11, we have

Iavlnns S il davlls + (1 da0)e]
ol s dsvllouis) \ [tz

Pl 3 vl + / o(d3 43P

rll 2 davllpis) + €llvlloor,

N

A

AN

where we have used integration by parts and (2.14). Then, we apply Lemma 2.10 to
conclude

[olloea05) S 7l d2vllpisics) S 720 A5 d2vllnecs) + €rllolloo ks
which implies, together with Sobolev and € > 0 small enough,
[Vlloy o) S 2l A5 davllnus)
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This concludes (2.22).

Since (3 d is a positive operator on L*(S), the case k = 0 of (2.23) follows immediately
from (2.22). Assuming that (2.23) holds true for 0 < k < n — 1, we have

[0llgnas) S 72l A5 dovll.s)

(32t )0
(#3255 )

where we used (2.23) for K = n—2. By induction, we obtain (2.23) for all 0 < k < S0, — 1.
This concludes the proof of Corollary 2.12. O]

S +l[vlloacs)

bn(S)

N

r? ,

hn ()

2.7 General frame transformations

We recall below Lemma 3.1 in [5].

Lemma 2.13. Given a null frame (eg, ey, €1, €3), a general null transformation from the
null frame (es, ey, €1, €2) to another null frame (ef, €y, €|, €4) can be written in the form,

1
= <€4 + fley + Z\f|2€3) ,

€
, 1 1 11,

€a 5ab+§iafb €b+§ia€4+ §fa+§’f| /) es a=1,2, (2.24)
€5 !

A~ <(1—|—%f'i+ %‘f|2|i|2> es + (ib+%l|i|2fb) €b+%|i|264),

where X is a scalar, f and f are horizontal 1-forms on the sphere generated by (e}, e5).
The dot product and magnitude |- | are taken with respect to the standard Euclidean norm
of R21Y We call (f, £, A) the transition coefficients of the change of frame. We denote

Fo=(f,f.)),  A=A-1

We recall some of the identities of Proposition 3.3 in [5].

HHere f and f are 1-forms defined on a sphere, we use an orthonomal basis of the sphere to define
the dot product and magnitude w.r.t. the standard Euclidean norm of RZ.
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Proposition 2.14. Under a general transformation of type (2.24), the Ricci coefficients
transform as follows:

e The transformation formula for € is given by
N =64 Vi f o+ ltrxf wf + Bro(,€),
Brr(6,€) = 37 R+ 1P+ 5(F-0) f — 317Pn (2.25)
£ (50 £+ 50 DE) +Low

e The transformation formula for § is given by

(2.26)

e The transformation formula for try is given by
Ay = trx +div' f 4+ f o+ [ (4 Err(try, try),
Err(trx', trx) Zi-£+ii-ftm<+w(f-i) —wlf]” (2.27)
— i|f|2t@— }l(f - AT + Lot
e The transformation formula for  is given by
€=~ Vlos) - LIS+ wf —wf + 3 fic+ Br(.0),

Br(C.¢) = s F 4+ 5 (F-Of = 5 (F ) + 30(F )+ 10(F )

2.28)
1 * _ i} / B A/(

+7 f(f/\n)+1 i(f/\C)+4id1v f+4 feurl f+2/\ X

1 1

— g DA I A DI+ Lot
o The transformation formula for n is given by
1 1
W =0+ VA + pftrx —w f + Breln, o),
(2.29)

Bt of) = 5(F - font 30 R+ 50O = (£ P+ 340 ) + Lot

25



o The transformation formula for n is given by

1 1 ,
n=n+ 3 Ve f + Ztm_g“ —wf+ Err(n, 1),
! 1 T (2.30)
Brotnof) = 30 R+ 50 mf — 70 -Of = JUPAE + Lot
e The transformation formula for w is given by
1 1
A =w— ATt (log\) + = f - (C—n) + Err(w, W),
o 2 N (2.31)
Err(w,w') = —Z|f|2g - §t79_<|f|2 + 5)‘_2i &+ 1Lo.t.
e The transformation formula for w is given by
)\g':c_u+§ es(log \) — —f ¢ — —f N+ Err(w,w’),
1 1
Brifwo) = f - fu— (IfPot o f -+ (7 Diry— glffme (232
1 , 1 1
VA U P )~ PG ) + Lot

where, for the transformation formulas of the Ricci coefficients above, 1.0.t. denote ex-
pressions of the type

Lo.t. =O((f, )T+ O((f, )T

containing no derwatives of f, f, I' and I.

Proof. See Appendix A of [5]. O

2.8 Background spacetime

2.8.1 Adapted coordinates

Recall that we consider given a vacuum spacetime R and endowed with of (u, s) foliation,
see Section 2.1. A coordinate system (u, s, 4", y%) on R is said to be adapted to an outgoing
geodesic foliation as above if e4(y') = e4(y?) = 0. In that case the spacetime metric can
be written in the form, see Lemma 2.6 in [5],

g = —2duds + ¢*Qdu® + ga (dy“ — gﬁ“du) (dyb — gﬁbdu), (2.33)
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where
1
Q - 63(8)7 Ea - 563(?/1), Gab = g(ay“7 0 b)' (234>

Relative to these coordinates

1 1
Oi=es,  Ou=cs (563 — 5 Qe - ana) L O =) Yoe, a=12 (235)
c=1,2
with coefficients Y(Z) verifying
gar = > Y Vi

c=1,2

As a direct consequence of (2.35), we have!?
es = O, eg = 20, + Q05 + 2B*0ya, ec = X(0Oye, (2.36)

where X (a) 18 defined by

> XY =1

c=1,2

As in [5], we assume that R is covered by two coordinate systems, i.e. R = Ry U Rg,
such that:

1. The North coordinate chart Ry is given by the coordinates (u,s,yx,y%) with
(yh)? + (y%)* < 2 while the South coordinate chart Rg is given by the coordi-
nates (u, s, ys, y5) with (ys)* + (y5)* < 2.

2. The two coordinate charts intersect in the open equatorial region Rg, :== Ry NRg
in which both coordinate systems are defined.

3. In R, the transition functions between the two coordinate systems are given by

the smooth functions pgy and png = gpg}v.

The metric coefficients for the two coordinate systems are given by

g = —2cduds +*Qdu® + gl (dy% — sBdu) (dyby — sBidu),
g = —2duds +<*Qdu® + g3, (dyé — sB&du) (dy% — gﬁf’gdu),

?Recall that z := 2 is defined in (2.5).
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where

1

a 1 a a a
Q = e3(s), By = 563(%\/), Bg = 563(95)-

For a S(u, s)-tangent tensor f, we consider the following norms

[ lloo == M1 Fllzegsys MFllo = [ llz2cs)s

koo koo 2.37
Ul = S0 e 1 fllap = 3 107 (2:37)
1=0 1=0

where 9% stands for any combination of length i of operators of the form es, re4, 7V.

Finally, we recall the following lemma for geodesic foliations.

Lemma 2.15. For the background geodesic foliation of R and any scalar function h
defined on R, we have

e (/Sh) :/5(64(h)+m),

(2.38)
e3 (/ h) = z/ (2 es(h) — 27 'Qeq(h) + 2~ 'kh — 27 'Qrh) + Q/ (es(h) + Kkh).
s s s
In particular, we have for the area radius r:
_ Iz _ (T =
eq(r) 55 es(r) 5 (zz K — 22710k + Qli) : (2.39)

Proof. Firstly, recall from (2.35) that we have

ey </s h) = 0O (/s h) = /Sasm g%g(D,0,, 0p)h = /S(e4(h) + Kkh) (2.40)

as stated. Next, recall from (2.35) that
O, ( / h> = / Ouh + g°g(D40, 0,)h
S S
2
_ / s eg(h) — 27 10es(h) = ZBO(R) + g g(Da("es), )0
2

— 964) 8b)h + gabg (D (;EC(‘?C) ,81,) h
s

= / — 27 'Qe4(h) + 2 'kh — 271 QKA
s

2 2
/ ZB°g®g(D,0.,d)h + V. <—§Ch) .
S < Z
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Recall that the divergence theorem implies that

/Vc (gﬁch> =0.
S z

1 1
gabg(Daaca 81)) - gabg(Dcaaa 81)) = §gabg(Dcaaa 813) + §gabg(Dcaba aa)

1

1
= igabDC(gab) = §D6(gabgab) =0.

On the other hand

Thus, we obtain

Oy (/ h) = /z_leg(h) — 2 'Qey(h) + 2 kA — 27 QKA.
s S

Together with (2.35) and (2.40), we infer

([3) - () (1)

— z/ (2 "es(h) — 27" Qeq(h) + 27 'kh — 27'Qkh) + Q/ (ea(h) + Kh)
s s

as stated. Taking h = 1, we obtain (2.39). This concludes the proof of Lemma 2.15. [

2.8.2 Background spacetime region R

In the following definition, we specify the background spacetime region R.

Definition 2.16. Let mg > 0 a constant. Let € > 0 a sufficiently small constant, and let

o O

(u, s, 72) three real numbers with sufficiently large so that

Z < my, ;)" > my. (241)

We define R to be the region

R;:{|u—&|g2, ys—z\gé}, (2.42)

such that assumptions A1-A4 below with constant € on the background foliation of R, are
verified.
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2.8.3 Main assumptions for R

Given an integer spq, > 5, we assume'® the following:

Al.

A2.

A3.

A4.

For k < spmuz
Collkoo < gr—z’
0 < 57 o)
1T |lkoe < €r™
The Hawking mass m = m(u, s) of S(u, s) verifies
sup o 1' < e (2.44)
R |To
In the region of their respective validity'* we have
By, Byer Ty, Zy, ZgeTly, 1 Gg, 172G €11y, (2.45)
where
4r?
N N
9 ab = Gap — 5aba
P (n)? + (6R)?)
472
~9 S
Gab = YGop — 6ab7
Tl (y5)? + (3)?)
Z¢ = B'%Yp.

We assume the existence of a smooth family of scalar functions J® : R — R, for
p = 0,4+, —, verifying the following properties

(a) On the sphere S of the background foliation, there holds (2.13) with € = ¢, i.e.

((PA+2)09 =0@,  p=0+-,

1 1 o
|§| /gJ(p)J(q) = §5Pq+0(e), p,q=0,+,—,

(2.46)

1 o
’§|/§J(p):0<6)7 p=0,+,—.

13In view of (2.43), we will often replace I'y by r~'T%.
14That is the quantities on the left verify the same estimates as those for I'y, respectively T'y.

30



(b) We extend J® from StoR by 0,J®) = 9,JP) =0, ie.

TP (u, s,y %) = TP (u, 8, y", y?). (2.47)

Remark 2.17. We note that the assumptions A1, A2, A3, A4, are expected to be valid

in the far regions, i.e. v large, of a perturbed Kerr. In particular, they hold in far regions
of Kerr, see Lemma 2.10 in [5].

2.9 Deformation of surfaces in R

Definition 2.18. We say that S is a deformation of S if there exist smooth scalar func-
tions U, S defined on S and a map ¥ : S — S wverifying, on any coordinate chart (y*,y?)
of S,

o O

U(u,s,y' y°) = ('3 + U 9%, s+ Sy, ', y2> : (2.48)

Definition 2.19. Given a deformation ¥ : S — S we say that a new frame (e§, €3, €3, €5)

on S, obtained from the standard frame (es, eq, €1, €2) via the transformation (2.24), is S-

adapted if the vectorfields 3, €5 are tangent to S and the vectorfields €5, €5 are orthogonal
to S.

Definition 2.20. Let S C R be a compact 2-sphere, which is a deformation of a leaf
S(u, s) of the background geodesic foliation of R and let (e5,¢€3,¢e3,e5) the null frame
adapted to S. Then, we denote

o by x5, XS, (S,..., the corresponding Ricci coefficients,
° by aS, 8, pS, ..., the corresponding curvature coefficients,

o by S, mS, KS and 1S respectively the corresponding area radius, Hawking mass,

Gauss curvature and mass aspect function,
e by VS the corresponding covariant derivative.

Definition 2.21. We will work with the following weighted Sobolev norms on S

I1f

hs(S) T Z ||(¢S)if||L2(S)7 ?‘S = rSVS. (2.49)
i=0

We will need the following lemmas.
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Lemma 2.22. Let S CR. Let W : S — S be a deformation generated by the functions

(U, S) as in Definition 2.18 and denote by g5 the pull back of the metric g5 to S. Assume
the bound

U9 .+ (U.S . < 4 2.50
IS gy T 1@, )Hhmml(s) S (2.50)
Then
1. We have
1% = all oo + 7 [l6%% = 9], g SO (2.51)
2. For any tensor h on R
1Pl S 7sup (135010}, 0 <5 < Sy (2.52)
R

3. If V € bhy(S) and V# is its pull-back by ¥, we have for all 0 < s < Spaz,

v

009 = VI g sy = IVFIL 55 (1 00710). (2.53)

(8, g5#

4. As a corollary of (2.53) (choosing V =1 and s =0), we deduce

o

=1+0( 1) (2.54)

ﬁolﬁyJ

where rS is the area radius of S and v that of S.

5. We also have

|m —mS| = 0(0). (2.55)
Proof. See Lemma 5.8, Proposition 5.10 and Corollary 5.17 in [5]. O

We also have the following lemma.

Lemma 2.23. Under the same assumptions as in Lemma 2.22, the following estimate
holds for a scalar function F defined on R,

/F—[F‘ < 5r <sup|F|+rsup(|8uF|+]85F|)>.
s 5 R R
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Proof. See Corollary 5.9 in [5]. O

We introduce the following schematic presentation of the error terms which appear in
various calculations below.

Definition 2.24. We denote by Err,, k = 1,2, error terms'® which can be written
schematically in the form,
rBrry=F-(rTy) + F2 4+ F - (rV)E = F-(rTy) + F - (rVS)S'F,

2.56
r2Erry = (rVS)SYrErr) + F - 1oLy, (2.56)

where

F o= (ffA), A=Ai-1

We recall the following identities, see Corollary 4.6 in [5].

Proposition 2.25. The following relations hold true for any adapted frame (€5, €5, €3, e5)

to a given sphere S connected to the reference frame (es, eq, €1, €3) by the transition coef-

ficients (f, f, ),

curl® f = — Erp[curl® f],
curl® f = — Erry [curl® f],
div® f + A 2 b s_ 2 2 Err[div® f] 2r — r%)?
v KA ——==b=K"— < —|K—=| — -
(rS)? rS r 1 r(rS)2
o 2 ° 2 2 , 2(r — rS)?
S _ .S S 2.
div i—@)\+<rs)2b =K +T_S_ (ﬁ—i—;) — Err[div ﬁ—i—W, (2.57)
o o ]_ 1 o
ASN + VXN =45 —p— <g+ Zlﬁ> (FLS — l'i) + (w + Zm) (@S —ﬁ) + Erry[AS )],

ASp = %divS (i— Tf+ Em[ASZ]> :

where

7 s
b = r—r>,

1
Vo= —(§Hﬁ+ﬁg+ﬁw>,

15Note however that the precise error terms differ in each particular case and that we only emphasize
here their general structure.
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and the error terms Erri[curl® f], Erri[cwl® f], Err[div® f], Erri[div® f] and Err [ASZ]

are consistent with Erry in Definition 2.24 whereas the error term Erry[ASN] is consistent
with Erry in Definition 2.24.

Proof. The first two identities in (2.57) follow from the fact that Wk :=€® x4, = 0
and Wg =€ y X,, = 0. The third, fourth and fifth identities in (2.57) follow from the
transformation formulae for #, s and ¢. See Lemma 4.3 in [5] for a detailed proof. The
last identity in (2.57) is proven in Corollary 4.6 in [5]. O

3 GCM spheres

3.1 GCM spheres with / =1 modes in [5]

We review below Theorem 6.1 of [5] on existence and uniqueness of GCM spheres in the

context of an arbitrary choice of a £ = 1 modes on S, denoted J®, which verify the
assumptions A4 given in Section 2.8.3.

Theorem 3.1 (GCM spheres with ¢ = 1 modes in [5]). Let mg > 0 a constant. Let
0 <8< e two sufficiently small constants, and let (a’g’;) three real numbers with 1
sufficiently large so that

Z < mo, 7(2' > my.

Let a fixed spacetime region R, as in Definition 2.16, together with a (u,s) outgoing

geodesic foliation vemfymg the assumptions A1-A4. Let S = S(u s) be a fixed sphere

from this foliation with 1 and m denoting its area radius and Hawking mass. Assume that
the GCM quantities Kk, k, . of the background foliation verify the following:

2 .

/i:——l-li

@z——+0 +ZO A, (3.1)
2

p=20 M0+ZM(pJ(”

p

where the scalar functions Cy = Cy(u,s), C® = CP)(u,s), My = My(u,s) and M® =
M®)(u,s), defined on the spacetime region R, depend only on the coordinates (u,s), and
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where K, £ and [ satisfy the following estimates
sup | = (R, )| S 70, Sup | F=men ] S 0%, (3.2)

where § = 1rV. Then for any fived triplets A, A € R?® verifying

(o}

AL Al S 9, (3-3)

there exists a unique GCM sphere S = S(A, A), which is a deformation of S, such that
there exist constants QOS, osP) Mg, MEP) pe{— 0,4} for which the following GCM
conditions are verified

S 2

kS = —
rS’

2
S__ 2SS (S2) 7(p)
B =—3T +C5+) B,

> (3.4)
S _ 2m"> + MS + Z MSp) @)
s |
p
Relative to these modes we also have
(divS oo = A, (div® [y = A, (3.5)
The resulting deformation has the following additional properties:
1. The triplet (f, f,\) verifies
1 5 2 lospine) S 0 (3.6)
2. The GCM constants CS, CS?) MS, MS?) pe {—,0,+} verify
s =S Sp) _ A 2%
C5 —T°| + |c57 — C07| <073, .
. — 8 o :
|M§ = My | + [MEP — M@ | < r3%.
3. The volume radius 5 verifies
rS °
< 1' < ’I"_I(S (38)
>




4. The parameter functions U, S of the deformation verify

o

U,S o S 7o 3.9
G, @ = (3.9)

5. The Hawking mass mS of S verifies the estimate

[e)

> < 0 (3.10)

o
|m —m

6. The well defined'® Ricci and curvature coefficients of S wverify,
S o _
”Fg ||h3maw(s) SJ er 1’

”FE hsmam(s) SJ €.

(3.11)

7. The transition parameters f, f, A are continuously differentiable with respect to A, A

and
of _ of ° af ° of -
GO0 =06, Fr=0(r). ZE=067).
O O (312)
5r =06, 51 =06,

8. The parameter functions (U, S) of the deformation are continuously differentiable
with respect to A, A and

ou ou S oS

— =0(1), P O(1), e O(1), oA O(1). (3.13)

OA

9. Relative to the coordinate system induced by W the metric g™* of S = S(A,A) is
continuous with respect to the parameters A, A and verifies

1026, 0297 L=(s) S O(?). (3.14)
Remark 3.2. The conclusions of Theorem 3.1 still hold if we replace (3.2) with the weaker

condition'”

(o}
<r'6

Bsmaz (S) > ; | ©) S 7"_2;5, (3.15)

(s, )

for any deformed sphere S with (U, S) satisfying (3.9), where (3.15) is uniform w.r.t such
spheres. See Remark 6.2 in [5].

hSmaz

16Note that while the Ricci coefficients x5, x5, )A(S,Xs, ¢S as well as all curvature components and mass
aspect function ;S are well defined on S, this in not the case of ns,gs,fs,és7ws,gs which require the

derivatives of the frame in the e§ and e directions.
1"Note that (3.2) implies (3.15) in view of (2.52).

36



3.2 Linearized GCM equations

Definition 3.3. Let S C R a smooth O(€)-sphere. We say that F = (f, £ j\) verifies the
imhomogeneous linearized GCM system on S if the following holds true:

curl® f=h— h_ls,

curlsi:hl_h_ls,
o 2 o
S
div f+_/\_(rS)2b:h2’
[¢] 2 o ()
S il — P) 1(S,p)
div i+TSA+(TS)26—Co+§p G T A hy, (3.16)
2 \3 (»)
S — (p) 7(S;p) (8,p)
<A +(rs)2))\_M0+§p M®PJ p+2 (CO+§p cJ p>+h3,

o 1 . .
Asb—§d1vs<i—f>:h4—h4s, b = by,

for some choice of constants QO,MO,Q(p),M(p), by, and scalar functions hy, hs, hs, ha,

El; h2'

The following proposition provides a priori estimates for the linearized GCM system
(3.16), which play a crucial role in the proof of Theorem 3.1 (see the proof of Theorem
6.1 in [5]).
Proposition 3.4. Assume S is a given O(Z)—sphere m R. Assume given a solution
(fo A Co. MO,Q(p),M(p),b) of the system (3.16), and verifying

(dist)z:1 = A, (diVSf)ezl =A

Then, the following a priori estimates are verified, for 3 < s < Spaz + 1,

—s
N N = (p) .
, ,)\—)\> + (ﬁg +r3M(”))
|(r.2 i 2 (ICT )
—S —S —S —S (3.17)
Srli(hy—hi by —hy, ho —hy s ha — Dy )ln, 1 (s)
—S —S
+1%\\hs = hy |lp._o(s) + 7llha — ha |ln,_as) + |A] + AL
and
o - o —s —s —S —s
| Col + 77| Mo| + 7| A ’ Srli(he—hy, by —hy o ho —hy s ha — By )b,y (s) (3.18)

—S —S
+ 72| hg — Ry |lg,_a(s) + 7l ha — ha

e—s(8) + Al 4 [A] 4 [bol.
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Proof. See Proposition 4.13 in [5]. O

Proposition 3.4 will be used in Sections 4.5 and 4.6.

3.3 GCM spheres with more general / =1 modes

We have the following corollary of Theorem 3.1.

Corollary 3.5. Under the same assumptions as in Theorem 3.1, assume moreover that
there exists a triplet of scalar functions J®) verifying

3 HJ@’) _ . <ré, (3.19)
hsmaz (S)
p
and B _
0y P (u, 5,9",5%) = 0P (u, 5,9", y%) = 0. (3.20)
Then, for any fized triplets A, A € R? verifying
AL Al S 6, (3.21)

there exists a unique GCM sphere S = S(A, A, j(p)), which is a deformation of S, such
that there exists constants Q(?, My, CSP) MEP) p e {—,0,4} for which the following
GCM conditions are verified

2

S _

KR = T—S,
S — __TS CS C Sp)J

= oo Z (3.22)
s 2m® S S.p) T

m :W+MO +ZM( ») J(p)

Moreover,
(div® £y = A, (div® f)emr = A, (3.23)

where (divS f) 1, (divsi)gzl are defined with respect to Jw). Finally, the resulting defor-
mation verifies all the properties 1-9 of Theorem 3.1.

Proof. Notice that (3.19), (3.20) and (2.46) implies that J®) satisfies Assumption A4,
Then, it suffices to apply Theorem 3.1 with J® replacing J®. O
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4 Construction of GCM hypersurfaces

We are ready to state the precise version of the main result of this paper.

Theorem 4.1 (Existence of GCM hypersurfaces, version 2). Let my > 0 a constant.

Let 0 < & < ¢ two sufficiently small constants, and let (13, ;7 70“) three real numbers with v
sufficiently large so that

Z<<m0, 72>>m0.

Let a fized space-time region R as in Definition 2.16, together with a (u,s) outgoing
geodesic foliation and a basis of ¢ = 1 modes J®) verifying assumptions A1-A4 in Section
2.8.3. We further assume that

supr [0 ey (JP)| S 0, Spar > 5, (4.1)
R

where

0 = (e3— (24 Q)ey, ), 3=rV,

denotes the weighted derivatives tangent to the level hypersurfaces of u + s. In addition,
we assume on R, the estimates

sup [05meet (i )| < 26, sup |5Ss’"“‘”+1ﬂ| < ry, (4.2)
R R
and
[(divn)e=1]| < 6, [(div€)e=1| S 0. (4.3)
We also assume
[r— s[ + [es(r) —es(s)] < 9, (4.4)

as well as the existence of a constant mg) such that we have on R,

- 2 o
cra-1- 10l <4 (4.5)
T

where z 4+ ) denotes the average of z + Q on the sphere S(u, s).
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Let Sy be a fized sphere included in the region R, let a pair of triplets Ao, A, € R3
such that

|A0|a |AO| 5 57 (46)

and let JSoP) be q basis of £ = 1 modes on Sy satisfying

[e)

||J(So’p) —Jw Bsmaz+1(So0) SEL (4.7)

Assume that we have on Sy

2
S —_— —
K0 S
27 So
So _ _ So (S0,p) 7(So,p)
£ = s T +;QO S (4.8)
2mSo
So _ S (So,p) 7(So.p)
pSo = - +MOO+ZM 0:p) j(So.p)
p
as well as
(le fo)gzl = Ao, (le io)gzl = A()? (49)

with (fo,io) corresponding to the coefficients from the background frame to the frame
adapted to Sy, and the { = 1 modes being taken w.r.t. the basis JSoP).

Then, there exists a unique, local, smooth, spacelike hypersurface ¥ passing through Sy,
a scalar function uS defined on X, whose level surfaces are topological spheres denoted by
S with adapted frame (e, €3, ¢35, e5), a smooth collection of constants AS, A® and a triplet
of functions JSP) defined on Xy verifying

ASo — Ao, ASo — Ay, J(S’p)’So — J(Sop)

Y

such that the following conditions are verified:

1. The following GCM conditions hold on ¥

2

S _

K —T—S,
2
S _ S S (S:p) j(S:p)
=——=T C c>r g
K ST 4GS +;_ : (4.10)
0 —W + My + E J .
p
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2. Denoting rS to be the area radius of the spheres S we have, for some constant co,

uS + 15 =c¢y, along . (4.11)

3. Let S be the unique vectorfield tangent to the hypersurface Yo, normal to S, and
normalized by g(vS,eS) = —2. There exists a unique scalar function bS5 on g such
that VS is given by

VS =5 + b,

Then, the following normalization condition holds true on every sphere S

P =1 2%0), (4.12)
where bS denotes the average of bS on the sphere S.
4. The triplet of functions JSP) verifies on '
SIGP) =0, p=0+,—. (4.13)
5. The following transversality conditions are assumed'®
G=0  S=0  9¥=-C, (4.14)
and
() =1, e§ (uS) = 0. (4.15)

6. In view of (4.14), the Ricci coefficients 773,§S are well defined for every S C .
They verify

(div® 7)1 =0, (div® €5)emy = 0. (4.16)

7. The transition coefficients from the background foliation to that of ¥y verify

1CFs fs M) lbepanr1(8) + IOCES £ M) by (9) S 6 (4.17)

where

v¢ {V?,TVS,TVS}.

18 A basis of £ = 1 modes verifying (4.13) can simplify the transport equations along vS for the ¢ = 1
S

modes of the transition functions (f, f), see Lemma 4.34 for more details.
9A priori, the quantities 5, wS, 1S, €3(rS) and €§(uS) do not make sense on ¥y. The conditions

(4.14) and (4.15) are in fact consistent with a local extension of ¥ by an outgoing geodesic foliation, see
Remark 4.12.
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We state the following corollary.

Corollary 4.2. Let R be a fized spacetime region with a background foliation verifying
the assumption of Theorem 4.1, including (4.1)-(4.5). Also, assume given a GCM hyper-

surface o C R foliated by surfaces S such that

2
S _
K = 7~_S’
278
S = _T_S_,_Qg_i_ZQ(SJD)J(SJD)7
p
s 2m® s (S) 7(5.)
M :W—FMO—FZM’J’,
P

(divn®)em = (diviE®)my =0, SISy =0, p=0,+,—,
where the £ = 1 modes are defined w.r.t. JSP). Assume moreover
pE e (divi)emt| S0, 5 (div €| S0,
and
555 (ey(r) — esls)] S 0,

where 0 € {e3 — (2 + Q)eq, P}. Then:

(4.18)

(4.19)

1. If we assume in addition that for a given sphere Sg on X, the transition coefficients

(f, [, A) from the background foliation to Sy verify

ICF, £ 0) 5,

bsmaz‘f’l(so) §

then

= £, M2y S 0.

(4.20)

2. If we assume in addition that for a given sphere Sy on Xq, the transition coefficients

(f, £, A) from the background foliation to Sy verify

SO —1 N < 3
Hf hsmamﬂ(so)—i_(r ) ”(iv)‘) Dsmaz+1(S0)  ~ )

then
||O§$max+1f||L2(SO) + (Tso)—lnaﬁsmazH(L A )||L2(SO) + Hoﬁsmazvss (L A )||L2(SO)

42
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Remark 4.3. Theorem /.1 is the generalization of Theorem 9.52 in [4] and Corollary
4.2 is the generalization of Corollary 9.53 in [4] in the absence of symmetry. Theorem
4.1 plays a central role in the proof of Theorems M6 and M7 in [7], see Section 8.4 and
8.5 in [7]. Note that Theorem 4.1 and Corollary 4.2 are restated as Theorem 8.1.10 and
Corollary 8.1.11 in [17].

Remark 4.4. The proof of Theorem 4.1 and Corollary 4.2 is similar to the one of Theorem
9.52 in [4}] and Corollary 9.53 in [4]. The main differences are:

e the absence of symmetry in Theorem 4.1 and Corollary 4.2 while []] relies on axial
polarization,

e the dependance of the construction on the choice of the basis of ¢ = 1 modes, while
the basis of £ =1 modes in [}] is fized by the polarized symmetry.

The proof of Theorem 4.1 is given in Sections 4.1-4.5 and the proof of Corollary 4.2 is
given in Section 4.6.

4.1 Definition of a family of hypersurfaces X

As stated in Theorem 4.1, we assume given a spacetime region
R={lu—ul<é|s—s <é¢}

endowed with a background foliation such that the conditions A1-A4 and (4.1)-(4.5) hold
true. We also assume given a sphere Sy, triplets (Ag, A,) and a basis of £ = 1 modes .JS0)
satisfying (4.6)-(4.7). In view of the uniqueness in Corollary 3.5, note that Sy is in fact
the deformation sphere

SO = S['Ii, ga A07A0a ‘](p) [SOH

of the given sphere g =5 (fL, ;) of the background foliation provided by Corollary 3.5. Our
goal is to construct, in a small neighborhood of Sy, a spacelike hypersurface ¥ passing
through Sy verifying all the desired properties of Theorem 4.1. To this end, we first define
more general families of hypersurfaces within which we will make a suitable choice of ¥
in Section 4.5. We start with the following definition.

Definition 4.5. Under the same assumptions as in Theorem 4.1, let U(s) be a real valued
function, A(s), A(s) triplet of functions satisfying

[A(s)], [A(S)], IA(s)], [A'(s)], [W(s) + s —col, [W'(s) +11 S0, sel,

o o o

i (4.22)
A(s) = Ay, A(s) = A, U(s) = u,
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where
o

Co=u+ 3, I:=1s,s1],
with sy verifying |sq — §| < ¢. Then, we denote
Sy = S((s),s)
sel
and vy 1is the unique tangent vector to Xy normal to S(¥(s), s) with g(vy,eq) = —2. By

definition, Yu is the hypersurface {u = V(s),s € I}.

Let a triplet of functions J defined on Xy such that

SUlOD Z HJ(p)(S) — J(p) Bsmax (S(E(s),s)) S 7’5, J(S) = J‘S(‘I/(s),s)' (4.23)

sel P

For every s € I we apply Corollary 3.5 to the background sphere S(V(s), s) and the triplet
J(8)2 to obtain a GCM sphere S[U(s), s, A(s), A(s), J(s)]. The deformation map is given
by:

7 (s) : S(W(s),s) —> S[W(s),s,A(s),A(s), J( )] C R,
(U(s), 5,9" y?) — (U(s) + U7 (V(s),5,5",9%), 5 + 57 (V(s), 5,5", %), 4", 12).

The adapted null frame of S[U(s), s, A(s), A(s), J(s)] is denoted by (63761,6{,62) and the
transition functions are denoted by

P9 = (P60 7037

Moreover, we denote
FI#(s) = (#7607 ) = @)% (P60 £79.376) ).

Then, we define

Sy = | JS[W(s),5,A(s),Als), J(s)]. (4.24)

o
sel

20For every s, we extend J(s) to R by (3.20) in order to apply Corollary 3.5.
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Let v the unique vectorfield tangent to the hypersurface X5 such that g(uj, ej) = —2 and
normal to S[V(s), s, A(s), A(s), J(s)]. We define

vi= (@), 0.

which is a tangent vectorfield on Xy, where P Yy — X5 1s defined by

In the sequel, we denote

S = S(U(s),s), S:=S(u,89). (4.25)
We will need the following four lemmas.

Lemma 4.6. For a triplet of functions J on Yy satisfying (4.23), we define (Uj, ST F7, y%:{)
as in Definition 4.5. Then, we have

vl = (1 AU, S, Fj’#)> vy + BUU7, 87, FT#)d,., (4.26)
where
AU, S, F)=0(03'(U,S),F),  B“U,S,F)=e 003 (U,S),F),
with

0 = {9 vxt

Proof. See Appendix A. m

Lemma 4.7. For a triplet of functions J on Yy satisfying (4.23), we define (Uj, ST F7, I/;g;)
as in Definition 4.5. In addition, we assume that

J
vi(J ‘ <1. 4.27
H ) P (4.27)
Then, we have
HV#<Uj7 Sj) hs(S) 5 7"57 0<s< Smazx- (428)
Proof. See Appendix B. O
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Lemma 4.8. For two triplets of functions J and J on Yy satisfying (4.23), we define
(UJ,SJ,FJ,V;E) and respectively (UJ,SJ,FJ,V#) as in Definition 4.5. In addition, we
assume that

Huj;(], f)H <1. (4.29)

Lo(Sy)

Then, we have

r (U = U7, 8T = SN genis) + 1 F# = F# g vs) S eI = Tllnus), (4.30)

for all 0 < s < S0 and

o~

v (U7 = U7, 87 = 87, u8) S €lT = Tlnus) + €llva(T = Dllpacs)s (4.31)
for all 0 < s < Sppae — 1.
Proof. See Appendix C. O]

Lemma 4.9. For a triplet of functions J satisfying (4.23), we define 1/%;{ as in Definition
4.5. Then, for any scalar function h and 0 < k < S0, we have

. (4.32)

sup ||h §1—1—02 hll - + su Hyjh
S Allgs) < (1= 0@IAl, ¢+ sup [,

Proof. See Appendix D. O

The following theorem will allow us to introduce a suitable family of hypersurfaces in
Definition 4.11.

Theorem 4.10. There exists a unique J satisfying (4.23) and verifying

i (<(¢,7)-1># j) o, on 37,

] L (4.33)
<(cI>J)—1> Jw) = jSor)  on Sy,

Proof. The proof follows from a standard Banach fixed-point argument. More precisely,
we construct a map 7" which sends a triplet of functions J on X4 to another triplet of
functions T'(.J) on Y4. By taking a suitable choice of the domain of 7', we prove that T is
a contraction map and hence admits a unique fixed point. Finally, we conclude that the
fixed point of T" satisfies (4.33).
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Step 1. Construction of the map 7.

For a triplet of functions J defined on Yy satisfying (4.23), we define the triplet of
functions 7'(J) on X4 by the following transport equation:

I/#(T(J)) =0, on Y, (430

T(J)® = JP[S,],  on S,
where J®)[S] is the extension of J50P) to R by 9,(J P [Se]) = 95(J P [Se]) = 0.
We define the following norms for triplets of functions H® on Yy and 1 <5 < Syt

1Hllx, = sup Y (IHP o, + llvg(HP)
SCEy

We denote H € Xj if ||[H||x, < +00. Then X is a Banach space for 1 < s < 8,40

Recalling 9,(J®) = 9,(J®) = 0, we can rewrite (4.7) as follows:

> I1TP[Se] — TP o < Cyrd, (4.36)
hSmaz"rl(S)
p
where Cj is a given constant. We define
x.=1Jje XSW/HJ— Tllx. <2073, Hy;(J)H <1 (4.37)

By definition, X is a closed subset of X,

maz—1"
Step 2. Boundedness of T

Notice that for J € X, (4.23) holds true. Thus, T is well-defined on X. Moreover
(4.27) holds, and we can thus apply Lemma 4.7 to obtain

24U, S s (5) S 70 (4.38)

Moreover, (3.6) and (3.9), together with Lemma 2.22%! imply

r U7, s7) 5 <0 (4.39)

be.a1(s) + [|(F77)

hsmaz+1(

2lLemma 2.22 allows to compare the norms ||F‘7||h5maw+1(s) and ||Fj’#Hhsmw+1(S)-
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Recalling (4.1), (4.26), (4.34), (4.38) and ||.J

bsmaz+l(s) 5 T) we lnfer

L (T(T) —J)

5) + €0r~2(|9ya ()

hSmaz (S) <44O)

Applying Lemma 4.9 with h = T(j) — J and recalling (4.36), for ¢ small enough and r
large enough, we obtain

IT(J) =7 < (L+0O)IT(T) = J|

 sup v (T(T) = J)

hsmaz (S)
(4.41)

hSmaz

hSmaz (S)

IN
So

3 o
505

Moreover, recalling (4.26), (4.38), (4.39)?2) (4.40) and (4.41), we have

s (TT) = Do sy S Nwb(TT) = J)

bnr-1(5) + €20 (T(T) = Dl 15)
S S+ & BT ~ Tl S 0.
Thus, for r large enough, we obtain
74 (TT) = Dlpsisr < 5Cob7 (4.42)
From (4.41) and (4.42) we obtain
ITCT) = lpart) + 10T CT) = Dl (59 < 2C007 (4.43)
which implies
IT(T) = Il < 2Co07. (4.44)
Moreover, (4.43) implies that
(TNl 1(5) S 7 (4.45)

22(4.38) and (4.39) imply the boundedness of A and B in (4.26).
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Next, recalling (4.26), (4.34), (4.35), (4.43), (4.45) and applying Lemma 4.8, we infer

@@ = @) - i)
S AT, ST FTD#) — AT, ST, P |y (T(T))]
v | BETY), 1D pTO#) _ 7, 87, Fj’#)‘ 10,0 (T(T))]
< st —u 57O - Sf)’ 1 ‘Fm),# _ Ff,#’
S @ NT) = Tlhacs) + e va(T(T) = Dlacs)
S &) = Tl S9.

which implies for ¢ small enough

Hyi(‘” (T(] )HLOO(Z#) <1. (4.46)

Notice that (4.44) and (4.46) imply T'(J) € X. Hence, we have T': X — X.
Step 3. T is a contraction map.

For two triplets of functions Jand Jin X , we have

o~

)

~

vl (T(T) = T(J)) ))

omar—1(8) = [l (V2 — V) (T(

Boma1(5) = V(T
Recall from (4.26) that

hsmaz*l(s) :

yi—l/j = O(Bil(Uj—Uj,Sj—Sj),Fj’#—Fj’#)l/#
¢ <l/r7J J ol I\ . # T #
+ ﬁo(a# w7 — U7, 87— %), FI# _F )aya.

Applying Lemma 4.8, (4.35) and (4.45), we obtain

~

WL(T(T) = Tl i) S 5 U7 = U7, 87 — 57), FI# - pT#

S E(1T = Tllperi) + (T = )

€l = T2

hsmazfl(s)

bsmaw—2(5)> (447)

~Y

~ ~ -~

Applying Lemma 4.9 with h = T'(J) — T(J) and Recalling that T'(J) = T(J) on g’, we
obtain

IT(T) = T(Dllsynaisy S €lT = J]

(4.48)

Xsmae—1"
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Moreover, we have from (4.26), (4.35) and (4.47)

|l (T(T) — T(T))

W (T(J) = T(T))
el —J|

oma—2(8) T NTCT) = T(D) gy -a(9)

hS'ma:t—Q(S) 5
< T(J) —T(J)

+¢|

X hsma:c—l(s).

max—1

Combining with (4.48), we obtain

~ ~ ~

IT(T) = TNl -s05) + 04 (TT) = Ty a9) S €llT = T

Xs

ma:l:*l :
Hence, by (4.35) and for € small enough, we have

- ~ 1 ~ =~
1T(T) = T(Nllxepper < 51 = Il (4.49)

which implies that 7" is a contraction map on (X, || - |

XSmazfl ) :

Step 4. Fixed point of T'.

Since X' is a closed subset of X .. 1, we deduce that (X,| - |lx, . _,) is a complete
metric space. Then, applying Banach fixed-point theorem to T': X — X', we obtain a
unique fixed point J € X of T', i.e.

T(J) = J. (4.50)
Injecting (4.50) into (4.34), we obtain
Vi(j) = 0, on My,
J® = J®WIS]  on S,
Finally, we have
v (@) () = (@)wh) (@)HF(D)) = vi(d) =0,
which implies (4.33). This concludes the proof of Theorem 4.10. O

Definition 4.11. Let P(s) := (V(s), s, A(s),A(s)) be a curve satisfying (4.22). By The-
orem 4.10, we define a triplet of functions J®) and a hypersurface of the form

= |JS[Ps) = [JS[¥(s),5,As), As), J7)]. (4.51)

We define the following family of triplets on X:
JEP) = (1) H#(JW), (4.52)
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According to the construction in (4.51), there is an S—adapted null frame (3,5, €5, e)
on every GCM sphere S[P(s)].

We also assume the transversality conditions:
&=0 =0, ==, o3, (4.53)
and
es(r%) =1, ef(W®) =0, onx, (4.54)
where uS is defined as
uS o= cg—15 on3, uS‘SO = u. (4.55)
Remark 4.12. Let us provide below justifications for introducing the transversality con-

ditions (4.53) and (4.54):

1. (4.53) and (4.54) are consistent with a local extension by an outgoing geodesic folia-
tion initialized on 3. The use of transversality conditions instead of a local extension
1s chosen here to have intrinsic definitions on 3.

2. The role of the transversality conditions (4.53) is to make sense of the Ricci coeffi-
cients 1S, §S and wS on ¥ through the formulae:?

g(Dysel, ep) = 205 + 26°€5 = 215,
g(Dyses, ) = 265 + 20%° = 265 — 26°¢, (4.56)

g(D,sef, e}) = 4w° — 4b50° = 405,

3. The role of the transversality conditions (4.54) is to make sense of €5 (rS) and €5 (u®)
on ¥ through the formulae:

%) — 1S (r5) = 15(r%) — 18,

u®) — 565 (u®) = 5 ().

o
w
—
=
n
S~—
I
n
—

(4.57)

n
—~

We have the following proposition.

Proposition 4.13. Let ¥ a hypersurface given by Definition 4.11. Then, the following
properties hold:

ZNote that the L.H.S. of (4.56) are well defined on ¥ since S is tangent to X.
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1. The curve v(s) = (V(s),s,0,0) of South Poles of the background spheres S(¥(s), s)

o

verifies y(s) C 3, s € I.
2. On S, the following GCM conditions hold

2

S _

K™ = T—S,
2
S _ S S (S:p) j(S.p)
=—=T>"+C c=r g

S _ 2m> M+ ZM(SJ))J(SJJ)

w = (TS)S 0 . ’
where JSP) is defined by (4.52). Moreover,

(div® o = A, (div® [ = A, (4.59)

where (f, f, ) are the transition parameters of the frame transformation from the
background frame (es3, ey, e1,€2) to the adapted frame (e5,€3,e3,e5) and the ¢ = 1
modes are defined w.r.t. JSP). The triplets of constants AS, AS depend smoothly on
the surfaces S and

ASo = A, ASo = A,.

Y

3. There are two maps Zg : Rs — S and =y : Ry — S given by

Esv (U, 8, Ys v Ysn)

(4.60)
(U + US,N(yé‘,N7 y?,."Nv U, S, AaA)a s+ SS,N(yé7N7 ?/?971\/, u, s, A)A)a y§7N7 y?},N)

with Ug, Ss vanishing at South Pole and verify the following transition condition
EN = Z5 0 PNs,

where png 1S the transition map between the 2 coordinates charts. Using these two
maps, we can define a map = : S(u,s) — S by

== ES on RS, == EN on RN- (461)

4. Let S be the unique vectorfield tangent to the hypersurface X, normal to S, and

normalized by g(vS,e$) = —2. There exists a unique scalar function bS on ¥ such
that vS is given by

S_ S _ S8
V> =e3 +b%e;.
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5. The transversality conditions hold:
=0, wS =0, QS =—C5 on3,
and

eS(rS) =1, W) =0, onX.

6. The Ricci coefficients KS,ES,XS,XS, ¢S are well defined on each sphere S of ¥, and

hence on . The same holds true for all curvature coefficients oS, 55, pS, *ps,ﬁs,gs.
Taking into account our transversality conditions (4.53) on 3, we remark that all
the Ricci coefficients are well defined on X including 1S, §S and WS, see item 2 in

Remark 4.12.
7. The £ =1 modes JSP) verify:

VS<J(S7P)) =0, J(S’p)‘SO - J(So,p)’ p=0,+,—

8. The hypersurface ¥ constructed above is a smooth hypersurface.

Remark 4.14. Since we always work on the hypersurface 3, with no risk of confusion,
we denote

ESJV(Sa yé’,N? yg‘,N) = ES,N(\I](S)7 S, yé’,Na yg‘,N) (462)

in the following context.

Proof of Proposition 4.13. Properties 1-7 are immediate consequences of Definition 4.11.
So we only prove Property 8. For this purpose, we first prove the smoothness of the
functions =, for p = S, N. Notice that

0sZp (8, Yps Yp) = (V'(5) + OpU, () P'(s), 1 + 0pS,(-)P'(s),0,0), (463)
Oys Zp (5. Yy Up) = (O Up(), 0y Sp (1), 0, 0a2) '

where

OpU()P'(s) = W'(5)0uUp(-) + OsUp(:) + N(5)OrUp(-) + A'(5)0sU(+),
OpSp(-)P'(s) = W(5)0uSp(+) + 0sSp(-) + N'(5)0aSp(+) + A'(5)0a5()-

Thus, in view of the smoothness of U, S, w.r.t. the parameters A, A and u, s, which are
statements 7-9 in Theorem 3.1 and Corollary 6.11 in [5], we deduce that =, for p = S, N
are smooth and they are immersions at every point. Recall that

Ep(s,up ) = (U(s)+Uyy s, P(5), s+ Sy, ya: P(5)), 4y, 0r) -
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According to (4.63) and the implicit function theorem, at every point (s, y;, yp%), its inverse
map is locally given by

2y (020, Yy U2 205 YY) = (5(2ps U U): U Y (4.64)
where h(z, ), y2), 5(2p, Yy, ¥3) are smooth functions.

Now we recall the following result, see Theorem 2.1.2 in [1] for a proof.
Theorem 4.15. V' is a d-dimensional smooth submanifold of R™ if for every point x € V,
there exists an open neighborhood U C R"™ of x, an open domain Q C R? and a map
g:Q — R" such that

1. g is a smooth map.

2. g is homeomorphism from Q to UNV.

3. g is an immersion at every point of ().

For every x € ¥, without loss of generality, we assume that = can be written as
= Es(s0, %, %) = (¥(s0) + U(wg, yo: P(s0)). 50 + S (v, 4o, P(50)): %o, o)
in the South coordinate chart. We define
U, := B(z,¢) := {q € ]R4/ llg — x||rs < 5} .
Then, for every®*
q=(V(s)+ Uy, v% P(s)),s + S y% P(s), v, v € U, N Y,

we have

s+ S(y', 9% P(s)) — so — Sy, w5, P(so))| [y —wal, [v2 — w5l < e
Thus, in view of the smallness dependence of S w.r.t. the parameters (s, y',3?), we deduce
that ¢ € N where

N = {(s,y" %) € R/ |s = sol, [y — wols [v* — ol < 2¢}.
For & small enough, =g is a homeomorphism from A to its image. We then denote
Q== (U, N%) CN,
where 25" is defined in (4.64). Hence, the map
ES‘Q:Q — U, N,

is smooth, homeomorphism and is an immersion. The similar conclusion holds for =Zy.
Applying Theorem 4.15, we deduce that ¥ is a smooth hypersurface as stated. This
concludes the proof of Proposition 4.13. m

24By taking e small enough, ¢ can be written in the South coordinate chart.
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4.2 Estimates for the transition functions (f, f, \)

Let ¥ be a smooth spacelike hypersurface defined as in Definition 4.11. We define the
scalars®®

25 = e (u®), 05 .= e5(rS), (4.65)
and the renormalized quantities
P B S R o i (4.66)
We define the following quantities along ¥
< 2mS

BS = (div®n®) =1, BS = (div®¢®) oy, DS =

where the ¢ = 1 modes are defined w.r.t. JS»),

The goal of this section is to prove Proposition 4.22. To this end, we first prove a series
of lemmas which will be used throughout this paper.

Lemma 4.16. We have the following identities:
ea(2%) = (¢ —n3)2",
e (2%) = (¢§ —n3)2® - &5, (4.68)
B =25 - 05

Proof. By Lemma 2.3, we have

1 ~
[eas €3] = Shea + X400 — Vaea + (G = 1a)es — € a-

Since €5 (uS) = e3(rS) = 0, e (rS) = 1 and €3 (uS) = 0, we deduce that

1 ~
S = [ eSS = | 36368+ Bed — Vugel (G - D) - 88| B
= (G —mi)es (),
1
SN = B = e+ 55 - Ve + (- e - ]

= (G —m)e3(r®) — €.

a

ZRecall that (4.54) allows to make sense of € (uS) and €5 (rS), see item 3 in Remark 4.12.
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We deduce, in view of the definition of 25 and Q5,

€a(2%) = €a(e5(u®)) = (¢ —12)2",

2 (%) = e3(e3(r%)) = (62 —n2)Q° — &,

a

(4.69)

D
w0
—~
2
10)]
~—
I

which implies the first two identities in (4.68).

Next, we prove the last identity in (4.68). In view of the definition of v5 and 25 we make
use of (4.54) to deduce

Vs(us) = eg(us) + bsef(us) =25,

On the other hand, since uS = ¢y — rS along ¥, we have
S =188 = —50%) = =5 (r®) — 35 (rS) = -5 — 15, (4.70)
where we used (4.54) and (4.65). This concludes the proof of Lemma 4.16. O

Lemma 4.17. For every scalar function h, we have the formula

VS (/S h) - zS/S(zS)—l (v3(h) + (55 + b5K5)R) . (4.71)

In particular

where the average is with respect to S.

Proof. See Lemma 5.2.2 in [7]. O

Lemma 4.18. We have the following properties for the transition coefficients (f, f, A):

Vs (f) :2(778—77)—lﬁ(i—i-bsf)—|—2fg+F-Fb+l.o.t.,

2
Vis(f) =2(6% =€) - %iﬁ —2(f = V) +b° (QVSW - li’f) (4.72)
+ F-T'y+1lo.t.,

VS:(A) =2(5 —w) — 2w\ + F Ty +Lo.t.,

where 1. o.t. denotes terms which are linear in T'y, Ty, and linear and higher order in F.%

26Here 1. 0. t. is different from that of Proposition 2.14.
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Proof. Schematically, from the transformation formulas for 7, § and w in Proposition 2.14,
we have

1
Vi(f) = 2(77S—77)—§jn+2gf+F-Fb+1.o.t.,

VI() = 2 -0 - yfa-Wwf+F Tytlot,

Vi) = 2(wS —w)—2w\ +F-Ty+Lo.t.,
where F' = (f, f,\) and l.o.t. denotes terms which are linear in I'y, T, and linear and
higher order in F. Recall also that the e§ derivatives of F' are fixed by our transversality

condition (4.14). More precisely we have from (4.14) and the transformation formulas of
§, w, n and ¢ of Proposition 2.14

1
VE(f) = —5kf+F Ty+lo.t,

Vi(f) =2V + 2wf — %im +F-Ty+Llo.t, (4.73)
V() =F T, +1lot.

Using 5 = €5 + 15, we obtain (4.72). This concludes the proof of Lemma 4.18. O

Lemma 4.19. We have, for any scalar function h on R, and any 1 <1 < s,
1) hl, s S sup ([B5h]+ 50=A]) + | (755 (P, = )y s sup [0,

where

0:=(e3— (2 +Q)eq, P), b:=—z—Q.

Proof. We denote
VR = e3 + bey.
By definition, we have
v3(h) —vr(h) = (e§ —es)h +b%(ef — ea)h + (0% — b)ea(h).
Applying Lemma 2.13, we have

eSh—esh = O(F)(05'h),  e§h —esh = O(F)(0='h).
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Thus, we obtain
VS(h) —vr(h) = O(F)o='(h) + O(b° — b)o='(h).
More generally, for 1 <[ < s we have
(W3 (h) = (vr)'(h) = O ((V5s)=7H(F,6° = b)) 9='(h),
which implies

1) (h) = () (M) ly, ) S N(V5s)='H(F, 07 = b)

h.-1(8) SUD [0=°h. (4.74)

Next, applying (2.52), we have

100l o s (1955~ ) (1) + 510 (1)
) (4.75)
< rsup (]5<Sh\ + 5]D<Sh\) .
R
Combining (4.74) and (4.75), we deduce
W) Al s < rsup (9A] + 010=]) + [(V5)='H(F.0° = )y, _,cs) sup 0=
as stated. This concludes the proof of Lemma 4.19. n
In the remainder of this section, we denote K := 8,4, + 1 and
vi=15 = ¢e§ + b5e].
Lemma 4.20. Under the assumption (4.2), we have for 0 <1 < K
5 I
[V (s i), ) SN0+ DS e Z 1OV2) ()l ),
= (4.76)

l
[y sy S T30+ 772D 7%y VRV (F)llok )

j=1

Proof. Notice that we have from (3.13) and (4.22)

S —2, 05 —b=0(1),
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which implies from Lemma 4.16 that
6], 128, 12°] S 1. (4.77)

Applying Lemma 4.16 and (4.77), we infer that (25 —28) — (2 —%) and (Q5 —@) —(Q-9Q)
can be estimated by % —n and § S_ §. Thus, these quantities can be controlled by V(f, f)
thanks to Lemma 4.18 and hence

(=)~ (=2~ F) - Q- LIV Dl 4TS

Combining (4.78) and Lemma 4.16, we obtain

|0 =85~ =B) S0+ rIVE Dl s (4.79)

hx

Recalling (4.5) and Lemma 2.22, we deduce

— _ 2 2 °
S b= DS —1—ﬂ+1+mzps+r—10(5). (4.80)
rS
Thus, we have
155 — Bllpwcs) < 0+ r[ D8] + 7| V(. Dllvse-v(s)- (4.81)
Similarly, we have
IV = Bl () S 70+ 71D + rZ V2V (s Dl (482)
j=1
Applying Proposition 2.2, we deduce
. 2 . _3 o
esh = ——hk+1,-Ty=1r""0(e),
r
1 o
esi = ——k—2div(+25+ 1T, =r720(e),
r

eaf. = ey(—divg—p+T,-T,) =r*0(e).

Recalling (4.2), we obtain

o

0%k, k) =1 20(€), = =r"20(e). (4.83)

59



Applying Lemma 4.19 with h = (£, &) and s = K, combining with (4.2), (4.82) and (4.83),
we infer

1V (s )loseuis) S rsup (\59(/%,&)! + 5|0§5(/%’E)|> (V5= HFB® = b)lloe_us) sup 0%k, &)

l
<l 42 (ré +7[ DS+ II(Vf)jFIIhK_j<s>>

j=1
. l
S+ r DY Y (VS Fllo, s
j=1

which implies the first estimate in (4.76). The second estimate in (4.76) is similar. This
concludes the proof of Lemma 4.20. n

Lemma 4.21. In view of the GCM conditions (3.4), the system (2.57) can be written in
the following form.:

curl® f = hy — h_ls,

curlsi =h, — ES,

divS f + A — (i)?z = ha,
div® f + T—SK + (rz)j) = O+ ;Q(p)J(S P) + hy, (4.84)
<AS + (rz)Z) A = My + > M@ e 4 (CO + ZO(”)J(SP)> + hg,
P P
¢ 1. g s oS
ASh— S div® (f—f) =ha=hs, b =b
where
Z = r—r>,
and
[V (A, By Pz, B )| g+ [V (Bs)]] )
<+ fr Y (H(Vf)l(F)“hs(sa a0 hs(S)) (4.85)

+r (H(VE)“*(F) h.(s) T r_lH’/SHZ ||bs(S)> + 28 (09 s
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Proof. See Remark 4.10 in [5] for the proof of (4.84) and the explicit expressions of
(h1,hy, ho, hy, hs, hy). Remark that (4.85) is a direct consequence of GCM conditions
(3.4), Remark 4.11 in [5] and Lemma 4.20. O

Proposition 4.22. We have the following estimate

1 Nepria8) T IVEFllgyn9) S 6+ B3| + B + D). (4.86)

Proof. In view of the construction of ¥ and (3.6), for every S C X, we have

Iia <. (4.87)

hSmuz+1(S)

To derive the remaining tangential derivatives of F' along ¥,, we commute the GCM
system (4.84) with respect to V5. Applying v(JSP) =0 and |v(r®)| < 1?7, we obtain

curl® VS(f) = VS(hy — h_ls) + [curl®, VS,
curls VS(f) = VS(hy — By) + [ewrl®, VS f,

o

S~ o

pe)

div® vf(f)+ VS( ) — ) = V5(hy) + [divs,vf]f+r—20(F)+r—30(2),

divS VE(f) + T—SVE(A)

(7“)
()

0‘0

) =v(C, +Z C)JEP) 4 VS (hy)

+ [div®, VSIS + r‘zO(F) + r-3o<2),
<As N 702 )(VS V(M) +Z (4.88)

+—< +Z >> + V3 (hs)

+[AS, VEIA + 720(F) + r20(Cy, (),
AS(VSD) — 5 div® (VS — V3F) = VS — i) + [A%, V5Ib + [aiv®, V3)(F),

v

—s
bél) =vb .

Recalling that

F=r10(), b=00),

ZTNotice that we have from (3.13) and (4.22) that v(rS) = O(1).
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and using Lemma 2.4, we have

([divS, VI £, [eurl®, VS]F) = 1720(8) + 'O VS (F),

and

(o]

[AS, VSIF = r10(8) + 7§ (T, - VEF) = r40(0) + r20(8) 3= (VS (F)).
[AS,VS]b = r30(8) + r 1 35T, - VBb) = r20(0) + 1 20(Q) 1V (b))
Moreover, applying Proposition 3.4 to (4.84), we deduce
(Co, C7) = 1720(9). (4.80)

Thus, applying Proposition 3.4 to (4.88), in view of (4.85), we infer

S

VS(f, £),v(N) —v(\)

SO+ [(@vSVEF), |+ [(@veVEf),
hr—1(S) (4.90)

) (195 g+ 1)y s))-

and

(A )

S0+ |(@vSVSF),_ [+ (@ vSs),_ [+ b
(4.91)

+(e+rh) (HVE(F)H:,KM +r_1H”(b)H"K1(S)) '

To estimate the £ = 1 modes of (V35)(f, f), we make use of the equations (4.72) to obtain

/ divS(VS)(f)JS? = 2 / (divSyS — divSn)JSP) +1.0.1.
S S

= 2B5 — /(divn)J(s’p) + /(divn — div® 5)JSP) 1 0.t.
s s

o

= 2B5 +0(6),

where we used (4.3), (4.67), Lemmas 2.22 and 2.23 at the last step. Similarly, we have

o

/ div3(V5)(f)J®? = 2B% +0(9),
S
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Thus, we deduce from (4.90) that
s
VR(f. ) vA — v

bic—1(S) (4.92)
SO+ B+ |5+ (€407 (}}VS’<F>IIbK1 )l )
and
OS (0]
rl(wA )| S8+ B8+ BS| + by
(4.93)

# ) (192 g+ B o)

In the sequel, we denote for 1 <1 < s,,40 + 1.

gl;=3+|BS|+|§S|+\DS|+<ZM1><II<VE>Z<F>HbKl<s>+"”1”” M > oy

Next, we consider b[()l) =v(r— rs)s. Applying Lemmas 2.15, 4.17, (2.24), (4.2), (3.6) and
(4.70), we infer

vr=1%) = eylr) +8%eu(r) = (%) + 0()

<Q/<J + 2271k — zz—lﬁ/s:> + bsgﬁ — gzs(zs)_l(ﬁs + bs/is)s + O(S)
Eﬂ — 22710+ b8 — ;zs(zs)—lﬁss +25(28) 105 + zS)S +0®)

= QO+ %E — 22710 -05 — §ZS(ZS)—_1ﬁSS + zs(zS)TQSS + O(g)

Recall from Lemma 2.22 and Proposition 2.14 that

|2 1=

+

(o}

r—1S=0@), K —r=0() (4.95)
Notice that (4.81) and (4.92) imply
b= 0% S0+ D5+ IVE(f, Dllower(s) = O(EL). (4.96)

Recall that Lemma 2.23 allows us to compare the average on S and S. Thus, we may
assume from now on that all averages are on S. We obtain

vir—r%) = Q+ %Z‘lﬁ — 22710 - 08 — gzs(zs)—lﬁ +25(28)7105 + O(g)
— [ S— —
= —b+ %2—1@ + 227104+ b5 — %(25)—1§ — 252518 + 0(&)




We denote
T o

—ﬁ+b = —2+h0, hOZTFb:O(E).
Thus, we deduce

vir—r5) = —2 <ZF — zs(zs)_1> +0(e)z — 25+ 0(&). (4.97)

Taking the average of (4.97) on S, recalling that ab = @b + (a — @)(b — b) and applying
(4.78), we obtain

Wr=r%) = —2(Z T =S EF)) +0()): - 25+ 0(&)

= 2 ((z —Z)(z7 = 271) — (28 — 25) ((zs)*1 — (zs_l)>) +0(e)|z — 25|+ 0(&)
= 0(6)z — S+ 0(&).
On the other hand, we apply (4.2), (4.4), (4.70), (4.96) and Lemma 2.15 to obtain

o

vir —r8) = es(r) +05%4(r) — 05 — Q%+ O(5) = es(r) + bgﬁ + 25 +0(&)

= e3(r) —es(s) + Q+b+ 25+ 0(00) = es(r) —es(s) + 25 — 2+ O(&)
= ZS —zZ+ 0(81)

Thus, we deduce

o

S —2=v(r—1S)+0(&) = 0(e)(25 — 2) + O(&), (4.98)
which implies
2=8=0&), v =0(&),
and hence, recalling (4.94) and Lemma 2.23, we obtain
b = vlr =) +0(0)
S0+ |B5|+ B+ D) (1.99)

4 ) (192 g+ Do)

Finally, we recall the equation of b in (4.88). By (4.85) and Lemma 2.10, we have

S

v(b) — v(b) Sro 1 [VSE),, g+ E+r)]pb (4.100)

)HhKfl(S)'

hr—1(8S)
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Thus, from (4.92), (4.93) (4.99) and (4.100), we conclude that

+rt ()

hr—1(S)

va, £ A)

br—1(S)
S S B+ B+ 1%+ o) (VP O )

For ¢ and small enough and r large enough, we deduce (4.86). This concludes the proof
of Proposition 4.22. O

4.3 Extrinsic properties of X

The goal of this section is to prove the following proposition.

Proposition 4.23. We assume that

2
|BS| + |BS| + |DS| < €°. (4.101)

Then, the following estimates hold true for all k < Spaz:

1. The Ricci coefficients ns,gs,c_us verify

M) S €+ 187,
1€8lhs) S €+ 1B,
S

155 ]l0us) < €+ [B%] +|B3].

2. The scalar bS verifies
(r5) "M 05wy S €+ 1B+ D).
3. We also have
1S o
)7L (o) S €+ B3+ (B85 + D%,
(r9) M sy S €+ 1B+ (B +|DS|.
Remark 4.24. We split the Ricci and curvature coefficients as follows.
FS = {ES7 5(\87 CS7 ES7 /rbls7 T*ps7 T/BS7 raS? Tﬁs7 T_[\gs}’
Fhw = {X°78% 0%},
Fl?,i = {775> §S’ QS} .
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Since all the terms in F? U Ff,w are well-defined on a sphere, as a direct consequence of
Corollary 3.5, see also (3.11), we have the following estimates for k < Smaz-

TS sy S et 175 lhes) S . (4.102)

~Y

By the null structure equations and Bianchi equations introduced in Proposition 2.2, we
obtain immediately®

IVETS o, ) Ser IVETS ullne vy Sert (4.103)

~

Remark 4.25. In the sequel, unless stated otherwise, we admit the following conventions:

e For a scalar quantity hS defined on S, we denote hS for its average over the sphere
S;

o For a background scalar quantity h, we denote h for its average over the background
sphere S(u, s);

. —S .
e For any scalar quantity h, we denote h™ for its average over the sphere S.

Recalling that ¢ < g, applying Proposition 4.22, (4.101) and Lemma 4.18, we deduce the
following estimates for k£ < $,,40

2
IT5llous S € (4.104)

Notice that we have

2
o o3

2
VST o) S €'r™h IVEL o, u(s) S €, (4.105)

~Y

as a direct consequence of (4.104) and Proposition 2.2.

To prove Proposition 4.23, we need the following lemmas.

Lemma 4.26. Under the GCM conditions (4.58) on %, we have

o

V(ST AF ) = 1 0(@),
VES(VSK:S) = O,
VS (A5 457 +2K5) 45" 45*65) = 17°0(@).

28 As explained in Remark 4.12, the transversality conditions are consistent with extension by local
outgoing geodesic foliation initialized on Y. Hence, the equations in Proposition 2.2 are valid on X.
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Lemma 4.27. The following estimates hold true for k < Spae — 5

—1
)

<

S, o
|| d2 *ns||f]k+4(s) 5 €
S, o _
2" Nlpypas) S € (4.106)
<e¢

S,* — - —
||d1 QSHMM(S) rl 1H778”hk+4(s) +r 1||§S||f)k+4(s)‘

Lemma 4.28. We have the following identity for Q_

IE<|

_ ~s - —Q bS .
= wS — = - Q+—<Ms—ns-ns+3is-xs>-

H(ES, B0 < re (4.107)
bk (S)

Proof of Lemma 4.26. Recalling that

A5 = M§ 4+ MEP e, (4.108)

p
we infer
g Sx , S;x 5 Sx ,
2S 1 pS = ZM(SP)WzQ h J(Sp))-
p

Therefore,

VSs(dy™ d 1Sy = vS(MEPY g3 g3+ 780 + MEPITE (g3 43+ TSP (4.109)

Firstly, we estimate Vg ( S*AS* ISP Recall that v5(J2) = 0, By Lemma 2.4, we
have

Vs (A" A7 TED) = Vs, 5" )5

= [V, 4571 A" TSP + 454 [Vs, 47T
2 * * *

— _SdQS 15 J(S’p)"’FE‘adf’ J(S»)
-

* 2 *
+ dzs (r_s 1S JEp 4 FE . aJ(S,p)>
4 . Sk B ox
= S ASTARTIS 4 (15)0(E).
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Recall that (see Lemma 2.8 and also Corollary 5.2.10 in [7]).

s7 S? .
[ A" ISP S

€
S, M®P epmIrS,

According to (4.109), we deduce

Vis (" Ay ®) = (%) 0(e),

which implies the first estimate. The third estimate is similar and left to the reader.
Finally, the second estimate follows immediately from the GCM condition x5 = r% This
concludes the proof of Lemma 4.26. O

Proof of Lemma 4.27. We denote

Cr=V5(A3™ A us),
Cy = V5 (VES), (4.110)
Cy=V5(dy" A5 +2KS) 4" g 755,

Recalling that v5 = e§ + b5¢§, we obtain in view of Lemma 4.26

Cr = —DSVE(A 47" 1%) +17°0(e),
OQ = —bSVE(VSHS),
Gy = 1595 (MOD(g$ a5 +25%) 45 455 ) +170().

We claim that

S,* o —
”VE( 1 S)Hhk 3(8) S er ’,
\|V§(VSHS)an,2(S) S e (4.111)
V5 (45" a5 +2K5) 45 a5 s5) < &
br—5(8)
Indeed, making use of Lemma 2.4 and (4.103), we have

ViVEKS = [V§, VOIES + VOVIRS

= —r VK5 + r’lfs S0STRS 4 7’*10V§(F§)

= r740(e),

which implies the second estimate in (4.111). The first and third estimates in (4.111) are
similar and left to the reader.
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Writing b5 = S — 1 — 222 recall the bootstrap assumptions (4.104) and making use

rS
of product estimates we deduce

1Cllasy S €™,
1Callo o) S e,
[Callyess) S e
Next, we estimate the error terms
Ep = T lous) + 1T - Th llous)
S e T o) TS lous)
< rle VEk < Smag-

We cite the following identities, see Propositions 5.1.21 and 5.1.22 in [7]:

2 4
A ARSI = g5 T IV + 2R g - K g gt
S O )
QdQS’* d1 dz 2 S :v?s)( 287*d2s+2KS) S*_S+ —< Vs 1S’*MS

4 * * 1 — _
~ s STAYT VB8 + (rF) (¢S)§4F§ + (%) ()T - T),
1 1 _
QVSQS _ T_S§S . V?CS _ﬁs + 70_8775 + (Ts) 11“3 +F§ . Ff.

Recalling that
S, S,*
1 dlsz2dzsd2 + 2K,
we deduce
S % S*
SHAS Ay +K)¢i2 n°
S,* S*
2 dzs “hy 77 + d s n°
+2Kd287*¢l2s 2’778+2¢l2 (K )dz S* n°.

dldQ S*S = Qd
24

Notice that

S*S

2K A QTR0 = O@r) d2 ,
205" (K) A5 A3 n° = O(er™)d5 dsn®,
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where we used (4.102). Thus, by Corollary 2.12, we obtain

S, S, S, S, S, S,
” d2 *775||hk+4(5) S 7"4” d2 *d2s 2 *d2s 2 *WSHhk(S) —|—r2||d2 *d2s 2 *nSHhk(S)
Sx 48, S, ° S,
S AT AT AT AP A0 luis) + OO A 0> la(s)

which implies
S, S, S, S,
[ *77S||hk+4(s) . r4||d2 oy *dlsdzs 2 *USHhk(S)-
Using (4.102), (4.103) and (4.104), we deduce
S,x o _ o _
Iy 1 lloas) S TlICelloeesis) + 1 [Chlloyes) + e + Eapy Ser.
Similarly, we have
S,x o _ o _
122" E Moeas) S 1Csllues) + 72 N1C1lnigacs) + €' + Bagy S
Finally, recalling that T@S € I'$ is well-defined on a sphere, we obtain
S,* _ S _ _1°
I P losas) S 1 Noewats) + 77 115 logears) + 77 e+ B
<

— S — -19
r 1||§ ||hk+4(S)+r 1||ns||hk+4(8)+7“ 'e

as stated. This concludes the proof of Lemma 4.27. m

Proof of Lemma 4.28. We recall the following null structure equation, see Proposition
7.4.1 in [2],

1
vgﬂ.s + EESK)S _ 2C_L)SK/S — 2diVS’r]S _ Xs . SC\S + 2(,'78)2 + 2,08

Making use of the GCM condition x5 = r% we deduce

1 [ 1 o
gS — ﬁ V§KS+§§SI€S—2diVSUS+XS'XS—2(US)2—2pS]

= LU (R) s 4 LS aanSS 130 2 - 20— 28

o 2,€S VS T’S 4 9~ n X X n p
1 [ _eS(rS)+08 1 . 1 ' .

= 948 —2-% ((TS)Q +0° (5(“3)2 + |XS|2) + §ESHS — 2div®p® +XS X0 —2n°)? - ZPS]
1 : 2¢5(r°) | sis2, L os s .S S | oS oS S\2 S

= 5 | T e PYIRT A g = 2di R X RE - 20)7 - 2
eS(rS) 1 . 1 rS _ Y

= _32(T + ZbS,r,S|XS|2 + ZﬁS + Z [_2d1VSnS +XS . XS o 2(,'75)2 . 2,08} 7
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where we used

() =1,  93=e5(r%), (%) = —S (%) = 5]

Taking the average over S, and recalling that ;8 = —divS¢S — pS + %XS x5 and (4.116),
we obtain

— 1 =85 1S bS
S — _ - Ol s (pS)2 L |82
w 58 5kt = (17) 4 S IXEP
or
< — mS 18 (g ———= 8
0> = wS — - ——0 S —pS.pS 4+ _yS.yS .
W =w S o8t T [T =T XX
This concludes the proof of Lemma 4.28. m

Proof of Lemma 4.29. We have from Proposition 4.22, (4.79) and (4.3) that

2

|@ =) - @-b)|| <ro+rDd S

Y

br(S)
which implies
2

2 S .2
16%ll6u(s) S 7€ +7[D5] 4 [Ib = bllycs) S 7€’ (4.112)
We have from Lemma 4.28 and (4.104)

or . _ 2
| 1l 2 ]+ i 8 5 €

Next, we have from Proposition 4.22, (4.78) and (4.3) that

H(Q—Q_) @9

2

[} =1
<rd +r|DS| < ré’

h(S)

which implies

I ey S 7"+ [2-8 < (4.113)
Finally, we have from (4.68) that
omS omS
:—175—1—%—QS—1+TES (4.114)
— -0
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which implies from (4.112) and (4.113)

N VS (o]
12 l5.8) S 6% Mlocs) + 12 [lo,s) S e’

win

(4.115)
Combining (4.112), (4.113) and (4.115), this concludes the proof of Lemma 4.29. O

We are now ready to prove Proposition 4.23.

~S
Proof of Proposition 4.23. We start with the estimate of 2 . We first note that the GCM
condition xS = Tls together with the definition of the Hawking mass

2mS 1
ﬂs = 14+ — /{SES
T 167 S
implies that,
— 278
S _ _ 4.116
u S ( )
where TS5 =1 — 2;”—58 Thus, in view of Lemma 4.17, we deduce
S5 v S | 18 sisy_ " s
Q +0°-2 = Q°+b :V(T):?Z (28)"1(kS 4 bSKS)
S S S
_ sy (w5 20 (ys o 2m7 2
2~ (%) (ﬁ rS + rS ) rS
S 7S
. T S _ S 4 2b
= ?Z (Zs)l<ﬁ—r—s+r—s>
S g ~S S7.8V-1 . .S ¥
= 3% (28)71R® — 22°(28) 71 4 2°(25)~1bS.
Multiplying by (25)~! and taking the average over S, we infer
S
~S
Q7 (5)1 = %(ZS)_%S
We write
1 1
i — -4+ 038
285 2428 2 +0(2),
and hence, recalling that ? = 0, we infer
58 'S | SHvs\S
Q = 0(35)Q +r°0(Z8)E”. (4.117)
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Combining Lemma 4.16 and (4.117), we obtain

) = (¢F—n)® -,

— O(F)Q + TS,

S

|2«

€al

2

Applying Lemma 4.29 and (4.102), we deduce for k < $,,00 — 1,

r L by 8) S loees) + 1€ Moucs) + 1T loucs) + r211Z° - Q7 [l re(s)
Sln®llaws) + 1€ Ihucs) + €.

Applying Lemma 2.10 to the equation

(4.118)

we derive
r 12 = 2l S ICE = 1%)28 s
SIS =1%o + 7% s + € (4.119)
S e+ 173 louis)-
Next, we estimate ¥S. For this, we have from (4.114)
B = 5-Q =-D5-Q.
Then, applying (4.118), we obtain
=g =S 2
28] S ID3| + 12 |z S 1D%] + [1n%llous) + 1€ i) + €.
By (4.119) and the above estimate, we conclude
P s S DS+ 0P llues) + 1€ lus) + € (4.120)
Finally, according to (4.114), we have

1Y _ 10 xS
r 1||bs||f)k+1(s) 57“ 1||,\2’/S||bk+1(s)—|—7” 1”2 ||hk+1(s

. : . (4.121)
S D7+ 1107 ) + 1€ hs) +

)
€.
It remains to estimate (ns,és, QS). Recall from Lemma 4.27 that, Vk < $,,4: — 5, we have

r

Y

S, o _
|| d2 *778Hf1k+4(s) 5 € !
S, o _
|| d2 *§S||f]k+4(s) 5 €r 17
<e

S,* — — _
|| dl QSHUM-AL(S) r ! +r 1H778Hhk+4(s) +r 1H§SHhk+4(S)'
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In view of the definition of BS and BS and Lemma 2.11, we deduce

Hns”hm—s(s) 5 2—1— |BS| + |(Curls T]S>Z:1|’

. . . s (4.122)
1€l i58) S €+ [B7[ + [(curl® €)=
Recall from Proposition 2.2 that

curl® S = *pS+F§-F§,
curlS§S = 15.15.

Applying (4.102) and (4.104), we obtain

curl®nS = r730(e),
curl>¢® = r20(e).

Thus, (4.122) implies
e+ B85,
e+ |BS|.

175 lb15(8)
1€% 16, 5(8)

Next, we have from Lemma 4.28 that

AR AN

s .. ~S
S| S 05T i) + T5 + 1505 sy
S e P lns) T IE sy

Together with the above estimate for dls *wS and Lemma 2.10, we obtain

e+ (0% llnu(s) + 11€% s cs) + 1)
6+|BS‘+|§S|7 kSSmam_ly

|| Hflk+1 5
N

which concludes the statement 1 of Proposition 4.23.

We can then go back to the preliminary estimates (4.118), (4.120) and (4.121) obtained
above to derive

1S o o
P sas) S €+ 105 lloues) + 1€ lues) S €+ B85+ 8%,
P P ) S €4 1D+ 103 loees) + 1E5]l0ucs) S €+ [BS| +1B®| + |D),
1 S e+ D3] + 0% lowis) + 18 louis) S €+ [BS| + B + | D).

||hk+1

This concludes the remaining statements 2 and 3 of Proposition 4.23. O]
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4.4 ODE system for (V,AA)

The goal of this section is to prove the following proposition which provides an ODE
system for (WU, A, A).

Proposition 4.30. Let ¥ a smooth spacelike hypersurface as in Definition /.11. We
define r(s), B(s), B(s) and D(s) on S := S(s) = S[P(s)] as

where BS, BS are given by (4.67).

Then we have the following equations for the functions D(s),r(s) and the triplets A(s),
A(s), B(s), B(s):

—1 A/ = B(s) + A A S) + B.B,D. A A S
1 r(/}/(s) (8) ( ) G( 7_7w>( ) N( = s 4y 2 ¢)( )7

—1 A/ = B(s —l—(;’ AA S) + B.B,D. A A S
1 "(/1’(8) <8) ( ) _( 7_7w>( ) M( ) = g 4y L1y ¢)( )7

W(s) = —3 D(s) + H(B, B, A A ¥)(s) + M(B.B, DA, A, v)(s).

where
YP(s) = V(s)+ s — co, (4.124)

and G,G, H, N, N, M satisfy the following properties:
o GG,G are O(1)-Lipschitz functions of (A, A, );
e H is a O(1)-Lipschitz function of (B, B, A, A,v);

1
e M,N,N are O(gg)sz'pschitz functions of (B, B, D, A, A, ).

Before proving this proposition, we first study some properties of the derivation d%. Recall
that, according to Section 4.1, we have

s= U &6/ o250+ 62 <2}, (4.125)
p:{S,N}

where the maps =Z,(s, yll,, yf,), p =S, N are defined in (4.62).
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Definition 4.31. We define the vectorfield X, along ¥ as the push forward of d% by =,,
i.e, for every scalar function h, we define

d. ,_
Xp(h) = gh(:p(s,y;,yi)). (4.126)

Proposition 4.32. We have the following expression for X,

Xp|(s,y},,y§) = <\I[,<S) + Ap(sa y;;a y;)) Oy + (1 + Bp(‘sa yzl)a yf;)) s,

where
Ap(s,up,) = 0pUy(uy, s, P(5)) P'(5),
BP(SJygl;Jygz;) = 8pSp(y;,y§,P(s))P/(s),
with

OpU(-)P'(s) = W'(s)0uUp(-) + OsUp(-) + N(s) - OaUp(-) + A'(s) - OaU(-) + 05U, - J'(s),
OpSp()P'(s) = W(s)0uSp(-) + 05Sp(-) + N'(s) - OnSp(-) + A'(s) - OnSp(-) + 95 Sp - J'(s).
Proof. Clearly,

0sZp(8,Yp: ) = (T'(8) + 0pUp(yy, . P(5))P'(5), 1+ 9pSy (4, vy P(3))P'(5),0,0) .

Given a function on ¥, we infer

ShEsh ) = (V)4 00U, (uhe o PO)P() Ot
+ (L4 00y, P(s)P() Ok
= X,(n).
as stated. O

Lemma 4.33. Let v(s) be the curve of the South Poles of the background® that intersect
the spheres foliating X2, i.e.

v(s) = (¥(s),s,0,0) (4.127)

in the south coordinates chart.

Then, for a function h defined on ~(s):
h(s) = h(¥(s),s,0,0),

29By the construction of GCM spheres in Theorem 3.1, the South poles of GCM spheres coincide with
that of background spheres. Hence, we have y(s) C 3.
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we have (recall VS5 = e§ + b5¢5)
X"y(s)(h) = C(S)I/SL(S)(h)’ (4.128)

where

| + F Ty + O(F?), (4.129)
and
F o= (L), A=Ai-1

Moreover, we have the following expression for bS:

z — QU'(s)

S _
b "y(s) - )\2\:[/,(8)

+ F Ty + O(F?). (4.130)

v(s)

Here [, f, A are the transition coefficients and z,§) correspond to the background foliation.

Proof. Note that U(0,0, P(s)) = 5(0,0, P(s)) = 0, so we have
A(s,0,0) = B(s,0,0) = 0
in Proposition 4.32. Thus, we have
X|7(s) - \D/(s>au + 0.
Note that X is tangent to . Thus, we have

g(X,N%)| =0,  N°=¢f -0,

(s)
since the vectorfield NS is normal to ¥. Now, applying (2.35), (2.24) and Z¢ € I',*°, and
recalling that z = %, we have
g(X, NS) = g (\IJ’(S)@U + 0O, eg - bsef)
1 Q 2
U'(s) <—63 — ey — —Zcec> e, A res + AT e, — b5 (Ney + )\fcec)> + O(F?)
> L

z z

v’ Qu’ 20’ 7¢
= g (—63 + (1 — = > €4 — e, N tes — A\bSey + (/\_lfc — /\bsfc) ec> + O(F?)
z z z =
2
A

\D/
= — (1—— )+2)\bs?+F-Fb+O(F2).

39See mentioned in Assumption A3.
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Since g(X, NS)‘W = 0, we deduce

(s)

/ /
[—2 (1 _ oy > + 2Absg]
A z z

which implies

S zZ — Q\Ij,
|7(s) o A2/

+ F Ty + O(F?),

v(s)

as stated in (4.130).

In view of 5 = e§ + bSe§, (2.24) and (2.36), we have

VS =e§ + b%¢}
=271 (e + fPep) + 5N (s + fPey) + O(F?)
=A"leg + A%y + (AT O+ ABP fO)e. + O(F?)

=A"1(20, + Q0, + 2B 0ye) + X650, + (A7 [+ A° f) X () Dye + O(F?) 15
ziau + (% + >\bS> Os + (2A7' B + (AT O+ M fO) X)) Bye + O(F?).
Applying (4.131) to a function h(s) = h(¥(s),s,0,0), we obtain
s < Q s
v ]7(8)(h) = Xau(h) + (X + Ab >8S(h). (4.132)
Recalling (4.130) and comparing (4.132) to X|7(S) = U'(s)0, + Js, we obtain
X[ (1) = O], ),
where
C(s) = =V'(s) . +F-Ty+ O(F?),
as stated in (4.128). This concludes the proof of Lemma 4.33. O

Now, we derive the following equations for A(s) and A(s).
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Lemma 4.34. We have the following identities

V] A(s) = /VS(diVSf)J(S’p) - %A(S) + E(s),
; A (4.133)
LA = [P I — oA + E).

with error terms>!

2 <
B6) = (548 avense
#2550 [ (=7 SAVSF) — = divSf+ (255 455 ) divSy ) 76
¥(s) S ~(s) rS S A" ,

2~
/ (—sbs + ES) (divS £).JSP)
s\’ =
- - . 4 2 g\ .
—i—zSL{(S)/S <<ZS) e 1‘7(3)) (Vs(d“’si) - T—SleSi-l- (T—Sbs —i—ﬁs) leSi) JSP),

&=
P
(V)
N—"
I

Proof. According to Lemma 4.17 we have

VS (/S h) — ZS/S(ZS)-l (V3(h) + (&5 + b3K°)R) .

Thus, choosing h = (div® f)J®?) we infer

VS‘W(S)(A) = 5 (/S(divsf)J(S’p)>

= ZS"y(s) /(ZS)_l (ys((divsf)J(S,p)) + (ES + bSKs)(diVSf)J(s’p)) .
S

v(s)

Recalling that x5 = 7%, we have

S S S _ S
2 S omS 2 S 278 oS
= r—s(b +1+T_S)_’I”_S(_T +2)—T—s+ﬁ
2~ 4
— _bS__ ~S
TS TS+

31For a scalar function h defined on S, h — h’v(s) is the scalar function define on S by subtracting its

value at South pole ~(s).
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Since vS(JSP)) = 0, we infer

7]

A) = /S (5 (div® £) TP + (55 + 6565 (div £) JEP)
+25) /S <(zs)—1 — (zs)_1|7(s)> (V3 (divS £)JEP) + (55 + b5K5) (div® ) J S 7))
= /S (ys(divs f)JE») (%ES - % + ES> (div® f)J(S”’))
+25 /S ((zs>‘1 - (zs>‘1lv(s)) (vs<divsf) — %divsf + (?%ES + ES) div® f) J&»)
iéﬁmw%ﬂ@m—%M$+E@,

as stated. The proof for A(s) is similar and left to the reader. This concludes the proof
of Lemma 4.34. ]

Recall that in Proposition 4.23 we have made the auxiliary assumption (4.101), i.e.
2
|BS| +|BS| +|DS| < €.

Moreover, recalling the definition (4.67) of DS and (4.123) of D(s) and applying Assump-
tion Al and (4.5), we have

2m 2m(0)

S [F+f+oserose
T T

Recall from (2.55) that

thus, we obtain

2 1 °
|D® — D(s)| = r—s\ms —m)| S ;|m—m(0)| Se

so we have the estimate
2
o3

|B(s)| + |B(s)| + |D(s)| S €.

The following notation is very useful in the proof of Proposition 4.30.
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Definition 4.35. For a function h of (B, B, D, A\, A, 1), we denote

h = Good,

h = 0(e), %:0(22), Yo € {B,B,D,A, A, ¢}

Lemma 4.36. We have
o=Y(F-T}) = r"2Good, F-F =7r"2Good, Err, = r~2Good, (4.134)

where Erry is defined in Definition 2.24 and Good is defined in Definition 4.35. We also
have

VS(divef)- Ty, =r=3Cood. (4.135)

Finally, for the following background quantities, we have

( / (divn)J®), / (div €).J®), / A(E)J@)) = Good,  (4.136)
S(W(s).9) S(W(s)s) S(W(s),)

and

2m(0)

z+0Q—-1- = Good. (4.137)

r

Proof. Notice that (4.134) is a direct consequence of Definitions 2.24, 4.35, Assumption
A1 and (3.6).

Since divn, div{, A(K) and J ) only depend on the background foliation, the quanti-
ties in (4.136) only depend on 1. Recalling (4.104), we have

Oy (/ (divn)J(p)> = 0, (/ (divn)J(p)>
S(¥(s),s) S(u,s)

= 0, (/S\/det g(s)(div n)J(p)dyldyQ)

= /&u(\/det g(s)J(p))(divn)dyldy2+/ Dy(divn).J®
S S(u,s)

= rP(y) +r0=3(T,) = O(e).
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Recalling from (4.3) that (divn),—; = O(J), we conclude

/ (divy)J® = Good.
S (u,s)

Similarly, using (4.3) and (4.2), we have

/ (div £)J® = Good, / (AR)J®) = Good.
S(u,s) - S(u,s)
This concludes (4.136).

Next, Recall that (4.5) implies

- 2 o
10— 1- 0 _ o).
T

Since z, ), r only depends on the background foliation, 2 + Q2 — 1 — 2”;& only depends on
1. We have

1

. 2 o
Oy (z+Q— 1-— @) =7r0='Ty, = O(e”),

which implies (4.137).
We have from Proposition 4.22 that

I3 (F)loes) S 0+ B[+ 1B + D5, (4.138)

Applying Lemma 2.4, (4.134) and (4.138) , we have
SAVSf) = [Vs, divS)f + div¥ (Vs f)
= 2@V ) 4TS TS 05 b (V)
= (@) 4 5V )+ Good.
Then, we infer

SAvEf) Ty = 7 35 - Ty +r 1YV f) - Ty 4+ 72 Good
% Good,

where we used (4.134) and (4.138). This concludes the proof of (4.135), and hence con-
cludes the proof of Lemma 4.36. O
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We are now ready to prove Proposition 4.30.

Proof of Proposition 4.30. Step 1 Firstly, we prove the following identities:
/ VS(divS £)JSP) = 2B(s) + 3rtA(s) — 77 *A(s) + A(s)O(r~2) + Good,
S(s)

(4.139)
/ Vs(divsi)J(S’p) =2B(s) + 5 'A(s) + r7TA(s) + O(r*)(A(s) + A(s)) + Good.
S(s)

In order to prove the first identity in (4.139), we write
Sivef) = [V, div®]f +div¥(V,sf),
According to (4.72), Proposition 4.23 and Lemma 4.36, we have
1
div8(V,sf) = div® (2(ns —n) — §r<c(i—|— b3 f) + 2fg) +r SN F - Ty) +Lo.t.
.S S S L. s b s 2m .. s —15<1
= 2diviy® —2diviy — —div’ f — —div>f + —-divC f + 770> (F - T}) + Lo t.
R r
.S S S L. s L. s dm . s -3
= 2div®n> — 2divny — ;le [+ ;le f+ ?dlv f+r°Good.
Also, by Lemma 2.4 and (4.138), we have
2
VS, dive]f = T—Sdivsf+rb-v§sf+r—1rb-aé1f+1. o.t.
2
= —Sdivsf + 772 Good .
”
Recalling from Lemma 2.22 that |rS — r| < d, we obtain

1 4
VS(dive f) = 2divSyS — 2divSy — =divS f + 3 i f+ —?divs f+7r3Good. (4.140)
T - T T

Thus, recalling from Lemma 2.22 that |m® —m| < 6, we obtain

1 4 1
/ VS(divSf)JSP) = 2B(s) — 2/ (divSn)JSP) 4+ (— + —?) A(s) — =A(s) +r ! Good.
S(s) S(s) 3T T T
We claim that
1o
divSp)JS») divn)JP| < %6, 4.141
(diven J S
S(s) S(¥(s),s)




Indeed,

/ (divsn)J(S’p)—/ (div ) J®
S(s) S(¥(s),s)

/ (divsn — div T])J(S’p) / div n(J(S’p) — J(p))
S(s) S(s)

/ (divn)J(p)—/ (div ) J®
S(s) S((5),9)

The first term can be estimated by Lemma 2.22. The second term can be estimated by
(4.23). The last term can be estimated by Lemma 2.23. Hence,

/ (diVSn)J(S’p)—/ (divn).J®
S(s) S((s),9)

Recalling its structure and Definition 4.35, we obtain

<

~Y

_|_

+

Olo
2
< e d.

/ (divSn)JE» —/ (div ) J® = Good.
S(s) 5(¥(s),s)
Applying (4.136), we deduce
/ (divSn)JSP) = Good. (4.142)
S(s)
Therefore,
/ VS(divS £)JSP) = 2B(s) + 3rA(s) — 7t A(s) + A(s)O(r~2) 4+ Good .

S(s)

Similarly, starting with

Vis(f) = 28-¢ - %1@ —2w(f —b5f) +b° (QVS(A) — %iﬁ) +F-Ty+1Llo.t.,

we deduce
/ VS(divS £)JSP) =2B(s) — 2/ (divS€) TSP 4 4r=1A(s) + 2/ (AS)).JSP)
S(s) - S(s) - S(s)
+O(r ) (A(s) + A(s)) +r~* Good .
Similarly to (4.141), we can prove
lo
/ (divSe) S5 — / (div €)W < 2%, (4.143)
S(s) B S(¥(s)8) B
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and thus,

/ (divS¢) &P — / (div €)JP = Good.
Sts) S(Ws)s)

Applying (4.136), we obtain
/ (divS¢)JSP) = Good.
S(s) -
Next, we recall the transformation formula for « in Proposition 2.14:
MRS = k4+divSf+F Ty +1lo.t.
Applying Definition 4.35 and Lemma 4.36, recalling x5 = 7,2—5 and from Lemma 2.22 that

[¢]
lr — S| < 8, we infer

0 S
A= A—1= —3 -
K,—i-le f+F-Ty+1lo.t.
% + & + div® f+Good
- %(1—§ﬁ——divf+c;ood)—
r—rS  r?
= s —ﬁlﬁ——dlv f + Good
_ .8 s
- = —%E—EdivstrGood.

Thus,
o 1 S
/S(AS)\)J(S,p) — /AS( rS).JS») _ % /S AS(¥).JSP)

r

. (4.144)

—r—/ASdlv JSP) 4 Good.

Similary as (4.141) and applying (4.136), we obtain

© / AS(%).JSP) = Good..
2 Js

Applying Proposition 2.8 and Lemma 2.22, we infer

/ AS divS(f)JEP = / divS(f)AS JS»)
S S

2
= 5P /S divS(f)JSP 4 Good

2
= _T_zA(S> + Good .
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Recalling (2.57), we infer

/S AS(r—r9) TP = /S div® ( T f+Err1[ASZ]) S
_ %A(s) _ %A(s) +O(r?)A(s) + r Good .
Now, from (4.144) we deduce
/S (ABX)JG9) = LA(s) + 5-Als) + O ?)A(s) + Good

Finally, we obtain
/ VS (divS £)JSP) = 2B(s) + 5 A(s) + r Als) + O(r2)(A(s) + A(s)) + Good
S(s) -

This concludes the proof of (4.139).
Step 2 Now, we prove that the error terms E(s), E(s) defined in Lemma 4.34 satisfy

E(s) = Good, E(s) = Good. (4.145)
Recall that
B(s) = /S (TESZS + ES> (divS f).JS?)

S S\-1 S\—1 S( 1S 4 s 258 | +S) 1:.8 S
+z {’Y(S)/S <(z ) —(27) ‘7(8)> (1/ (div™ f) _T_sdlv f+ (T‘_Sb + K )le f) J(S»)
Since
(T%ZS + ES) = 77Ty - 25(f), (4.146)

we obtain from Lemma 4.36

2VS ~S .S S,p) __
/S <—Sb +E ) (divS f)J5P) = Good. (4.147)

r

Also, since 2% = 2+ rI', and

/S <<ZS)71 - (zs>7l|v(s)> (‘%divsf + (7%53 +ES) divsf) JEP) = =17, Sl ),
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we obtain from Lemma 4.36 that
_ _ 4 2vg o .
Zs’w@)/s <(ZS) F—(2%) l‘ws)) <_T_s + gb° +ﬁs) (div®f).J®?) = Good . (4.148)
Next, recalling 25 = 2 4+ rI", and applying Lemma 4.36, we have

/ ((zs)’l - (ZS>*1|W(S)) VS (divS £)J8?) = Good.. (4.149)
s
Combining (4.147), (4.148) and (4.149), we deduce

E(s) = Good

as stated. The proof for E(s) is similar and left to the reader. This concludes the proof
of (4.145).
Step 3 Recall from (4.133) that we have
4
S A(s) = / VS (divS F)TSP — L A(s) + E(s),
S r

v(s)
SlLhe) = [ SIS - A+ Bs)

Applying (4.128), (4.139) and (4.145), we obtain

()

Q

\I/’(s)Al(S) = ) (2B(s) —r'A(s) = r"A(s) + O(r~?*)A(s) 4+ Good) ,
LY NCIC) s)+rTA(s) + rtA(s r2 s s 00
P = ok @B+ A + A+ 0l )A) + AG) + Good).

Recall that z = 2+ O(€) and also A = 1 + O(T*ICOS), thus, in view of (4.129)

o 14 O(r‘lg)

+00) 24 O(e) ;

+0@6) = 5 +0).

! N(s) = <% + O(g)) (2B(s) —r'A(s) —r"A(s) + A(s)O(r™?) + Good)

1

= B(s)— 57"_1/\(3) — %r‘lA(s) + A(s)O(r™?) + Good,
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where we used

(o]

O(€)B(s) = Good.
Recalling that U(s) = —s + 1¥(s) + ¢y, we obtain

1 ! = s s s
m/\ (s) = B(s)+GAAY)(s)+ N(B, B, D, A, A, ) (s)

where
G(A, A, ) (s) — —%r‘lA(s) - %r‘lA(s) O A(s), N = Good,

verify the properties mentioned in Proposition 4.30.

In the same manner, we derive

1 ! = S S S
N = B+ G Y)) + N(BED AL,
where
G(A A )(5) = 3r*A(s) + 57 'Als) + O )(A(s) +A(s), N = Good,

verify the properties mentioned in Proposition 4.30.

Step 4 It remains to derive the equation of ¢'(s). In view of (4.130) and Lemma 4.36,
we have

z

7 I(s)

By Definition 4.35, 25 =2 + 71, b5 = —1 — 2:”—: + 1Ty and Q = =Y + 7T, we have

z B z .z 1
A5+ S+ NS+ S+ Q| Q-0

bS+Q
z 22’;\ bS
= — d
S1a St oP + Goo
- o (1 -%) Cood
= — + Goo
bS_|_Q (—2—2%5—1—27"12

z ° 2m
= m‘i‘)\ (1+T>+G00d.
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Hence,

B +2+0 ° 2m
v(s)
Recall that
— 2m(0)
S = D(s)—1-— S
Applying (4.137), we infer?
O+, = O+ +E+Q-2+Q)]  +2+Q
o Qm(o) QTR(O) S
= D(s)— ( s ) (S —b )Ms)

+(z+Q — 2+ Q)| + Good
= D(s)+ H(s) + Ha(s) + Hs(s) + Good,

where

Hi(A A, 0)(s) = (2m(0) B 2m<o>>

r rS

Hy(B,B,AAW)(s) = (05— B9)] .
Hy(s) = (2+Q—2+Q)ly.
From (3.14) and Assumption A1, we deduce that Hy is O(1)-Lipschitz on (A, A, ).

We then consider H, = (b5 — b_s)h(s). Applying Lemma 4.16, we obtain
a0 = (G —m)n°+¢&.

Takmg another choice of (A A 7,0) we construct by Definition 4.11 another hypersurface
3. Denoting X the associated quantity of X on E we have for a = 1,2:%

S(E%) — S0%) = (¢ —n)5 =09 + (- ) - S —m) ) 5+ - &,
Applying Lemma 2.13, (3.12) and elliptic estimate, we deduce
05 =1%) = (5 = 15) = O() (i — 5.~ &) + 0()(A = KA~ K0~ ).
32Recall that bS is the average of bS over S while z + Q is the average of z + Q on S(¥(s), s).

33Recall that we extended rS and uS to R in Definition 4.11. Thus, 25 and Q5 are well defined in R
by (4.65) and hence bS is also well defined in R by bS5 = —25 — Q5.
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which implies that b8 — bS is O(r)-dependent on 7% and §S. Next, we proceed as in the
proofs of Lemma 4.27 and Proposition 4.23 to deduce

—_~—

2 My — 0% = O (A = A A = A v — ),
curl® nS — CurlS;]E =0 YA =N A=A —1).

Applying Lemmas 2.11, 2.13 and 2.22, we deduce that
(1%~ 5¥) ~ (5~ %) =O()(B~ B,B~B A~ KA~ LK o—1)
Thus, Hs is O(1)-Lipschitz on (B, B, A, A, %) but independent on D. Moreover,

2 S — °
Hl — m(o) (T T) — 7"_20<5),

rrS
Hy = b5 —05=10°—-b5=0(),
Hy = 1Ty = O(e).
On the other hand, we have

2m(0)

(0° + Q)| = D(s)—1-—

s N .
7(s) .5 +(bhg—w>+QW@—TM@

= D(s) — 2+ Hs(s) + Ha(s),

where

By Assumption A2, (3.8), (3.10) and (3.11), we have

°© o

Hy(s) = O(0) + rT'y = O(e).

Remark that Hy(s) is O(1)-Lipschitz on (A, A, ).
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Then, we infer
B+z+Q
bS +Q
D(s) 4+ Hi(s) + Ha(s) + Hs(s) + Good
D(s) — 2+ Hy(s) + Hy(s)

W(s) =

o 9
LA (1+~lz>—%Good
(s) r

—l—f\ <1 + 2_m> + Good

r

2
+ O(D(s)H(s)) + O(D(s)?) + Good,

:_émQ_HH$H4Mg+Ew»+MH@%+RQ+—»

where
H(s) = (Hi(s), Ha(s), Hs(s), Ha(s))
is O(1)-Lipschitz on (B, B, A, A, ). Thus, we can write
1
Y'(s) = —§D(S) + H(B,B,A, A, ¥)(s) + M(B, B, D, A, A, ¢)(s),
where
1 ° 2
HB.BAAGNS) =~ (H(6) + Hals) + Halo) + O + 4 (1427,
M(B,B,D,AA)(s) = O(D(s)H(s)) + O(D(s)2) + Good,

verify the properties stated in Proposition 4.30. This concludes the proof of Proposition
4.30. O

4.5 Proof of Theorem 4.1

Step 1. From Proposition 4.30, we have the following closed system of equations in
(A A )
1

—1+9/(s)
1

—1+9/(s)

N(5) =B(s) + G(A, A, 9)(5) + N(B, B, D, A, A, 4)(s)
N(9) =B(s) + G(A A, 6)(s) + N(B, B, D, A, A, 6)(s), (4.151)
W(s) =~ £ D(s) + H(B,B. A A ¥)(s) + M(B.B.D. A A )(s).

91



with initial conditions

(e}

WE) =0, A =N, AB) =4, (4.152)
see Proposition 4.30 for the properties of G, G, H, N, N, M.
The system (4.151) is verified for all hypersurface ¥ as in Definition 4.11, and hence
for any choice of (A, A,1)). We now make a suitable choice to obtain the GCM hypersur-

face Y.

Consider in particular the system obtained from (4.151) by setting B, B, D to zero, i.e.

1 N VNN
T ot © =CE L)) + NALD)
—K(s) =GR A ) (s) + FK, A ) (s), (4.153)
_1+77ZJ/(S)

where
N(A A 9)(s) = N(0,0,0,A,A,%)(s),
N(A A, ) (s) = N(0,0,0,A, A, )(s),
MK, A, ) (s) == M(0,0,0,A, A, )(s).

We initialize the system at s = s as in (4.152), i.e.

V]

¥(s) =0, A(s) = Ao, A(3) = A,

Proposition 4.30 implies that G, G, H, N, N, M are O(1)-Lipschitz functions of (_/u\,A, 1/;)
Applying Cauchy-Lipschitz theorem, we deduce that the system admit a unique solution

v

(A(s), A(s),1(s)) defined in a small neighborhood I of s, which satisfies

V] v

(K(s), A(s),d(s))] < .

The desired hypersurface X, is given from this solution (]\(s), A(s), 1/7(5)) by:

V)

o = S[W(s), s, As), A(s)].

Step 2. Next, we show that the functions B, B, D vanish on the hypersurface ¥, defined
above. Since the system (4.151) is verified for all functions and triplets (A, A, 1) and
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=
<

in particular by (A, A, 4), and since (A, A, 1)) satisfies (4.153), we deduce, taking the
) and

difference of (4.151 (4.153),

—%D(S) +H(B, B, P)(s) + M(B, B, D, P)(s) = H(0,0, P)(s) + M(0,0,0, P)(s),

B(s) + N(B, B, D, P)(s) = N(0,0,0, P)(s), (4.154)
B(s)+ N(B, B, D, P)(s) = N(0,0,0, P)(s),
where
P = (AA )

The first equation and the properties of M and H stated in Proposition 4.30 imply that

% V] 9

ID(s)] S [H(B,B,P)(s) — H(0,0,P)(s)| + [M(B, B, D, P)(s) — M(0,0,0, P)(s)|

=

L y
S sup|B(s)| +sup|B(s)| + € sup [D(s)|.
1 1 I

Taking the supreme over I, for ¢ small enough, we obtain

sup |D(s)| < sup|B(s)| + sup |B(s)]. (4.155)
i 7 i

The properties of N, N imply, together with (4.155), that

1 o v
W@EQH@—MM&H@IS?GWWWHWEM>
7 7
1 o v
wwﬁamm—MW@m@|s?&wwwﬂw@w>
I I

Hence, the second and third equations of (4.154) imply that

[NIES

sup [B(s)| + sup B(s)| S €
I I

(sgp |é(8)\ + sup |B(5)‘> )

I I
and thus, for € small enough,

B=0, DB=0, on. (4.156)
Finally, (4.155) and (4.156) imply that

V]

D=0, on Y. (4.157)
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In view of the definition of B, B and D, this implies that the desired identities (4.12) and
(4.16) hold on .

Step 3. X, satisfies the statements 1,2,4,5 of Theorem 4.1 by Proposition 4.13. Also, it
satisfies the statements 3,6 of Theorem 4.1 by Step 2. Thus, it only remains to derive the
estimates in the statement 7 which we recall below for convenience:

“(fa i? /\) Dsmaz+1(S) + ||0<f, i? )‘)‘ Dsmaz (S) 5 67 (4158>
To this end, we first apply Proposition 4.22 to obtain
1 i 8) + IV Nps) S 6 (4.159)

where we used (4.156) and (4.157). Next, we recall the following null transformation
formulae (4.73)
1
NS = e+ VS f T O(F) + Lot
¢S = (—VS(log)) +r'O(F) +lo.t.,
1
QS = n+t §V§_1€§i+ rO(F) +1.o.t.,

1
A = w— §A’1e§(log A +7rO(F) +1o.t.,
where 1. 0.t. denotes terms decay better. Combining with (4.14), we deduce

<15, (4.160)

< hsma:c+1(5) ~

||VE§(F> hsmaz(s) ~ T_IHF

Then, we have from (4.159) and (4.160)

HVS? (F) (S) SJ |‘VES(F)||hSmaz(S) + ||bsv§§ (F)”bsmaz(s) 5 6' (4'16]’)

|| hsmaz

Combining (4.159), (4.160) and (4.161), we obtain (4.158) as stated. This concludes the
proof of Theorem 4.1.

4.6 Proof of Corollary 4.2

Step 1. Consider first the simpler case where

||(f7i7>‘)’|hsmaz+1(so) 5 57
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so that the estimates (4.87) holds true for Sg. We then proceed exactly as Proposition

4.22 to derive the estimates for V5°(f, f, ) for our distinguished sphere Sy. Note that Sy
can be viewed as a deformation of the unique background sphere sharing the same south
pole. In the sequel, we denote

S:=Sy, vi=15 =15,

The proof of the estimates for (V5)!(f, f,A) in the cases I > 2 is similar so we only
provide a sketch:

1. Elliptic estimates.
We commute the GCM system (4.84) by (VS)!(F) and obtain the analog of (4.88)
for (VS)!F. All the commutators can be estimated by Lemma 2.4 as before, remark
that

VS ([V3,dive]f) = VS( divSf 4 T% - vf(f))+1.o.t.

S
= ( ) (div® f) + 3 vs(dw )
+ Vo(Ip)-V

S(f )+F§~(V§) (f) +1Llo.t.

Thus, in the cases | > 2, we obtain the new terms (V5)<!=1(5S €% &) from the
commutators. Notice also that

)2 (%)\) _ Tﬁsﬁ(i) +ow (%) v(N) + 1 (TES) A
)

Recalling (4.70), in the cases [ > 2, we have the new terms (VS)<!=1(b8, 25, Q5) in
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the R.H.S. of the analog of (4.88) for (V5)!(F). Applying Proposition 3.4, we infer

S

o

H(Vf)l(f, DG IR | S5 @)L+ |,

hr—1(S)

l l
or~! Z 177 (6%, 2%, Q%) ey a0y + 0 D 107 7H (05,65, 0%l sa09)
: p

(4.162)
+Z|I (VoY M (F) Ik _yan(s) + 77 ZH (V5)~ 1( Mow_j1(8)
7j=1
° -1 S\! ST P
Y <||<v,,> ()l sy + [ <b>u;,K_l<s>) |
and
e} S (e}
VN) | S0+ [(divS(VE)f),_ 1\+((dw (V) |+ 165
o ! . o ! X
T or! Z HVJ_I(bS’ ZS’QSW‘]K—J'H(S) + 52 ||V]_1(7787§S,&S)Hhxﬂ-+1(5)
' i=1 (4.163)

+Z|| VS - 1 ”hK j+1(8 _IZH VS - 1 Hf)K j+1(S)

F e+ (n(v:f)l(F)HhK_l(s) - r—1||ul<b>uhk_l<s>) 7

where

—s
b(()l) = vib) .

Applying Lemma 2.10 for the equation of 2!(b), we obtain

S

S0+ (VHF) lox_uis) + E+ 17DV B) o _is)

V(b)) — v (b)

br—1(S)
l
+6r—12||w—1<bs,zs,szs Mor_ss +az||w 65,09l _yn(s) (4.164)

+ Z IOV (F) s yonis) + 7~ Z VS ) o 1(5)-

j=1
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2. Estimates for the £ = 1 modes of (V3)'(f, f).
Applying Lemmas 2.4, 4.17, 4.18 and B = 0, we infer, since v is tangent to X,

0= v(B(s)) = v ( /S (divSnS)J(S’p))
=5 /(ZS)1 (V ((diVSnS)J(S’p)) + (ﬁs + bsfﬁs)(divsns)J(S’p)) (4.165)
s
= ;5 /(zs‘)_1 (divs(ans) + VS, div®)n® + (x5 + bsfis)(divsns)) JS»)
s

Recall from (4.18) that we have

V(/S(divn)ﬂm> — 0).

Similarly, applying Lemmas 2.4, 2.22, 2.23, 4.17, 4.18 and

(bs_ba ﬁs_ﬁa ZS_Z7 QS_Q7 ’{S_’%) :O((%)’

which is proved in Proposition 4.22, combining with (4.165) and the fact that J(S»)
verifies (4.23), we deduce

/S (divS (VS0 — ) + [VS,div®] (1 — ) + (5% + 6565)divS (S — ) TS = 0(0).

Recalling from Lemma 4.18 that

VS(f) = n®—n+r'O(F)+1o.t,
(VO2(f) = V50 —n)+r'O(F)v(°) +r'VS(F) + Lo.t.,

we deduce

[e)

(5% + 0565)(div®(n® — ) = (&5 + b3K5) (diVS V3 (f)) + 7"*30(3) =r7°0(9),
and from Lemma 2.4 that
) 2 .
V2 div?l(n® =) = ~gdiv®(n® =)+ T3 - Vo(r® = n) + Lot

= 1780(3) + 0@ (VEP(F) + 12 0(0)(H).

Thus, we obtain
/S (divS(VE (S = n)))) JEP = O(8) + rO(E)(VEA(F) + OG)w(HS).
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Hence, we have

5 o+ r_15||y(bs>ZSvQS)HbK—l(S) + ”(VE)FHhk—l(S)

JRCARG
S

+ell (V)2 (F) [l _as)-

Similarly, we have

S 0+ 0w %, 2% Q) lne_us) + 1V E) o)

JRCAR
S

HEl (V)2 (F)lgscas)-

These are the desired estimates for [ = 2. The cases of [ > 3 are similar. Hence, we
have for { > 2

[(@vS (V) ()| + | (@S (9)(f),,

[
SO+ (I3, 25,05y, J+1<s>+ZH (VM) Iy a(s) (4:166)
j:

1 7j=1
+ el (V) (F)lyseucs)-

. Boundedness of v=!71(b5,25,08) and (VS5)<I=1(S, 5, wS).
Recall that the £ = 1 modes of V5 (S, §S) are estimated in the previous step. Then,
we commute the equations in the proof of Lemmas 4.27 and 4.28 with v to deduce

195 0%), V3(E%), V(e Hh .

° 12 - (4.167)
Setr 152““ (0%, 2%, 9%) |l ia(9) +Z|| F)lloxe_j9)-
j=1
We commute equations (4.69) and (4.70) with v to obtain
v(b%) = VP, (=) — (=), v(Q%) - v(@5)|
b —1(8)
< S S
STV, VAN s (4.168)
2 2
Ser+0y 17705, 2%, 0%l ya09) + 7 D VDY (F)llie_y()-
j=1 j=1

To estimate v(b8), we apply Lemma 4.17 and D = 0 to deduce

V(i) = —u (2:5) _ _16in (/S ,@S@S) —0(1).
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On the other hand
N
A = v ([#) -5
= Ez /S(z )7 (v (0°) + (5° + b°5)6%) + O(1)
- /S(ZS)—l (Vb)) + O(1).

Combining these three estimates, we obtain

v(bS) = O(1). (4.169)

To prove the boundedness of v(28), we start from

s
S =054+ =v(r®) = %zs(zs)*l(ns + bSkKS),

which implies

/(ZS) Y8 4+ 0565) = =875,

Hence, we have

v </S(ZS)_1(RS + bsﬁs)) = —8mv(rS) = O(1). (4.170)

Then, applying Lemma 4.17 and (4.169), we can deduce
(=5 !<1+§:HVS F)llpre_y9),
details are left to the reader. Then (4.168) and (4.70) imply that, for § small enough

P (05,2529, s S 1+Z|| VY (F) |l s)- (4.171)

Similarly, we can prove that

||(VS)H(77S &)y, e TR )

(4.172)
<1+Z:IIVS E)llox_(s)
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Notice that (4.162), (4.166) and (4.172) imply

s
(VL D)V (A) = (V)
hr—1(S)
!
SIS oINS L AN
Jj=1 =1

4. Estimate for b(()l).
We need to prove that

b0 = (b)) = —15) = O(9). (4.174)
Similar to (4.97), we can deduce
Vr—r8) =271 <zF — ZSW> + O(g)m
+0(&) + O ((Vo)=71(F) + O(w=""(r —1%)),
where & is defined in (4.94). Similar to (4.98), we can obtain
V(2 = 28) = O(1(z — 25) + O(&).

Thus, we have
vz = 28) = 0(&).

By iteration, we conclude (4.174). The details of the proof is tedious but straight-
forward and is similar to the case of [ = 1. We leave to the reader. Notice that
(4.163), (4.166), (4.172) and (4.174) imply

l
+ Z || VS - 1 ||hK i(s) T Z H VS - 1 HhK j+1(S)
=1 (4.175)

S

VI(\)

bK—l(S)

#6407 (I P+ r‘llrv%b)llwa) -

5. Conclusion.
Combining all the above estimates, we obtain for € small enough and 7 large enough,

-1 -1
IOV Fllose_us) + I 0l _us) S +Z (VS Fllgg_y) +77" Y 170 s,
7=0 7=0
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which, together with (4.87), yields by iteration the desired estimates for all tangen-
tial derivatives

(Vo) Fllys) S 0, VISK (4.176)
Notice that (4.176) implies for 1 <[ < K

IV 0%, & Py, o+ 705,25, 20

W, s =0Q).  (4177)

Next, remark that the estimates for (V$)!(F) follows directly from the transversality
conditions (4.14) and the null transformation formulas (4.73). Then, the estimates
for (V5)!(F) follows directly from v = e§ + bSe$ and the estimates for v=!(b5).

This concludes the proof of the statement 1 of Corollary 4.2.

Step 2. It remains to prove Corollary 4.2 in the more difficult case where

1 b2 500 + (5T M lppiase) S 0. (4.178)

In view of the control (4.178) for (f, f,\), we may apply Lemma 7.3 in [5], which yields

So So o
r r
- —1‘+sup——1‘ S 6
r So r

so that 7 and 75° are comparable, and hence

. (4.179)

Hf Bsmant1(S0) T T71H(i7 )‘)

Next, we introduce as in Proposition 4.22 the notations K = S, + 1 and v := v
Note that Sy can be viewed as a deformation of the unique background sphere sharing
the same south pole. We proceed exactly as Step 1 to derive the desired estimates for our
distinguished sphere S :=S,.

hsmaz+1(S0) SJ

So

In the following, we revisit all the terms estimated in Step 1, and explain that we can
obtain the same estimates for (VS)!(F) when [ > 1 under the weaker assumption (4.179).

1. Commutators.
Applying Lemma 2.4, we have

2
VS, VSIF = ;VS(F) +TPVS(F) + 71T - 0SH(F),

101



which implies®*

o

1 €
IIV5, VO] Fllos) S ;HFHmH(sW;HVE(F)HM%

Similarly, by Lemma 2.4, we have

[¢]

1 €
V8 8% F ) S 51 Fllnsats) + 51V s

Observe that the terms of ' on the R.H.S. gain a power of r~! when compared to

the terms of V5 (F), which is consistent with the anomalous behavior of (f, A)**

2. Coefficients (C’O,C'(p))
Recalling (4.89), we have

(G0, O = r710),

according to the anomalous behavior of (f, A). We have

(218 (c +ch>JsP)>

= O<:>(CO+ZC JSP>+—< (Cy) +Z J(SP>.

Remark that the first term on the R.H.S. has order 7—2O(d), which is consistent
with the estimates (4.85). Thus, we can obtain the same estimates as Step 1.3

3. Error terms in (hy, by, ha, hy, hg, hy).
We recall Definition 2.24:

rErr; = F-(rTy) + F- (rVSS'F,
r’Erry, = (rVS)S'(rErry) + F - 7ol

34Recall that V§(F) can be easily estimated by (4.73).
35In (4.21), the decay of (f,A) lose a power of r~1 when compared to the decay of f, it is called

anomalous behavior of (f,\)
36The second term on the R.H.S. appears on the L.H.S when applying Proposition 3.4.
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According to the anomalous behavior of (f, \), we lose one power of r~! in F'- (rT).
But if we inspect all the error terms in (2.57) carefully (see Lemma 4.3 and Corollary
4.6 in [5] for their expressions), we can write that

Frry, = [-Ty+(f,A) Ty+r'F-F+F VSF,
Erry = (rV®)='(rErr) + f - rol, + (LS\) TN

According to Assumption A1l and (4.179), we have
v(Err)) = v(F)-Ty+ r_QO(L;\) +rO(f) +r =N F - v(F) +r2F - F.

Thus, we gain a power of r~1 for (f;A) when comparing to the other terms. The
estimate for v(Errs) is similar.

. Nonlinear terms in (hq, hy, ha, hy, hg, hy).
The nonlinear terms include (see Remark 4.10 in [5]):

20 2 o o 2 o 2 °
T—S)\, (TS)2)\’ (l{— T_S> )\, (ﬁ—i—r—s) /\, (V— (TS)2> )\, (4180)
and
2(’[“ — TS>2 . = (0) 1(s.p) . () 1(S.p)
r(rS)2 Co+ ZQ S, My +ZMP JP (4.181)
P P
where
1
vV = - (§Kﬁ+ﬁg+ﬁw) )

We also have

2 0 v(rS)e 2 o 1) ¢ 1\ o
Remark that the first term on the R.H.S. gains a power of r~!. The estimates for

the other terms in (4.180) are similar. The first term in (4.181) can be estimated
as before. The other two terms in (4.181) can be estimated by Corollary 5.20 in [5],

o

Recalling that their estimates gain a power of r~! for S and are independent on A.

. The remaining terms in (hy, hy, ha, hy, hs, hy).
According to Remark 4.11 in [5], the remaining terms in (hy, by, ha, hy, hs, hy) either
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depend on (, &, f1) or contain an additional power of r~! compared to the other

terms. The latter can be ignored since we obtain the desired estimate despite the

anomalous behavior of (f, \).

Notice that v!(k, &, f1) can be estimated by Lemma 4.20 as before, Recalling that its

proof gains a power of r~! for §, which is consistent with the anomalous behavior
of ( fiA ).

6. Estimate for |bo|.
To estimate by, we proceed exactly as Proposition 4.22, just Recalling that (4.95)

also holds under the weaker assumption for (f, A ).

In summary, we can obtain, as in Step 1, the following estimate

K
S IS (F)llog_ys0) S 0. (4.182)
j=1

To complete the proof of statement 2, we use the transversality conditions (4.14) and the
null transformation formulas (4.73) to deduce the estimates of V$(F), and then recover
the estimates of V5(F) from v = €§ + b5¢$. This concludes the proof of Corollary 4.2.

A Proof of Lemma 4.6

We denote
Xo = V'(s)d, + 0..

Notice that X is tangent to X4 and recall that v is the unique tangent vectorfield to
Y4, normal to S such that g(v4,es) = —2. Together with (2.35), we deduce

1 Q 2
Xo=V'(5)0, + 95 = V'(s) (—63 — —ey — —Qaaya) + ey
z z z

— \11(3)63+ (1_2\11_(3)) 64_&(3)33@/& (A.1)
z z z

_Y(s) 2W'(s)

=— Vg . B0ya,
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where

2 QU (s
Vg = €3 + b#€4, b# = \I/’(S) (1 — = Z( )) . (A2)

Notice that @i(XO, Oy1,0,2) forms a basis of the tangent space of ¥ 5. We have
LX) = (V(s)+ Xo(U7)) B+ (14 Xo(57)) 0,

©L(0) = 0o (U0 + 0, (S7)0 + 0.

By Lemma 2.13 and (2.35), we can express v’ as follows:

v = eg + bjegl7

= es+bles+ O(Fj)(el, €, €3, €4)

= 20, + Q05 +2B0ya + bjﬁs + O(Fj)(el, eg, €3, €4)
= A;0L(Xo) + BLL(9,0),

for suitable A5 and B? In order to compute A5 and B%, we write
AFOL(Xo) + B30L(0) = (AW/(s) + AzXo(U7) + B3dye(U7)) B,

+ (A + A7Xo(ST) + B3dye(S7)) 0, + By,

Comparing the coefficients of 9, and d,. with the above expression of v , we obtain

o < J T
Ar = Gy T AU,
B% = 2B"+ By(F’),
where
Thus, we have
vi = A% Xo + (BY*0,, (A.4)
where
4 20 o7 A 7 a\# a_ gl J (A.5)
7:\11’(5)+ go @, (Bj) =2B%0 ¢’ + Byo ®. .
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In view of (A.1), (A.4) and (A.5), we infer

v] = %+Aoo©j>Xo+<2§ao®j+Boo<I>‘7>8ya
_ Z\;(f)j + Ago @f> (%(S)u# _ %(S)Qaa@ + (23@ 0o®' 4+ Byo cbf) 2y
_ zoZ<I>f+ \If’z(s)Aooq)j> vy + <2§a (%W) +2(B 0 &' — BY) +D0> Dy
where
Dy = —2\11;(5)5“(/40 o ®’) + (By o ®7). (A.6)

Thus, we obtain

B* = 2B* (—) +2(B"0 &' — B*) + Dy,

Applying Taylor formula, recalling ¥ € 7T, B € r~'T%, (A.3) and (A.6), we have
AU, 87 FI*) = 00317, 87), FI*), BT 8T FI#) = 5003 U787, ),

r

This concludes the proof of Lemma 4.6.

B Proof of Lemma 4.7

Firstly, notice that (3.6), (3.9) and Lemma 2.22 imply

PO M bupria) + 1T LH AT a05) S . (B.1)
Recall that the GCM system (4.88) is defined on S := S[U(s), s, A(s), A(s), J(s)]. We
pull it back by 7 to obtain a GCM system for VS}#(fj’#,ij’#, A j’#) on S := S(U(s),s).
Similar as (4.90) and (4.100), we have, for ¢ small#enough and r large enough

+ ‘ (divs’# vy ’#>
(=1

#

HVSi#(fJ,#?iJ,#)HbS(S) ,S ) + ‘ (divs’# VS}#JCJ’#>
/=1

#

, (B.2)
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where the ¢ = 1 modes are computed w.r.t. j(p)(s). Recall from Lemma 4.33 that

WA S IN(s) S

Denoting
~ ~ #  ~
JSp) . ((q)J)%) (J(p)),
we have from (4.27)
T Fs0) T (7 H-1\* 5w 7 (5
\y (TS| = oL () ((cp) ) TPV = pl(7P)) <1, on¥u  (B3)

Applying Lemmas 2.4, 4.17 and (B.3), we infer

V(M) = v ( /S (aivss7) J<Svp>)
- ZS/S(ZS)— 7 (v 7) 789) + (6 4+ 1965) (aivsf7) T2 |
= S /s (=) (divSf7) T 4 28 /S (=) (aivS57) o7 (T89) 4171 0(0)
- ZS/S(ZS)I (aivSvs,s7) J<Sm>+zs/s( S)- <[VSJ,Z11V 1£7) TP+ 0(0)
= 8 /S (5™ (divSVij‘7> TSP 4 &0 (Vf;fj> +0(0)
- /S (aivsVS;17) T2 + &0 (V5:17) + 0(0),

which implies

‘ (divs’# vf}#fi#)
/=1

#

- X | (v, p7) 750

< WI(A(s))] + 6 + €V (f7)
O+ eIV ()

hs(S)

N

Similarly, we have

‘ (divs’# vS# fv#)
(=1

Vi

o

S SV

hs(5)-
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Thus, (B.2) implies that for ¢ small enough

IVSF(7#, £7%)
l/# -
Next, we recall that
= - 5 # . o #
007 = (U TV 08T = (SUT TG (B.5)
where

(=T +f)+ OO f),

N —

UL, f.T)=f+0()(f [,  S(f.f.T)=

see Proposition 5.14 and Remark 5.15 in [5]. Commuting (B.5) with yi and using Lemma
2.4, (B.1) and (B.4), we obtain

r N B (U7, S lous) S0+ |!fo(f"’#,f’#)llhs(5) < 0. (B.6)
We deduce

r iU, 57)

() S 0+ |VE(U7, 87|

2] (B7)
where (s) is the curve of South Poles of S(¥(s), s).
Next, we estimate l/i(Uj, Sj)‘y(s). Recall that we have

Ul(v(s) =0,  S7(y(s)) =0.

Then, we have

where vgp is the tangent vector field along «(s). Notice that vgp is parallel to X, =
U’(5)0y + 0s. Combining with (A.1) and (B.1), we obtain

vy (U, SJ)|7(S) = 2B"0y (U, SJ)MS) = 0(9). (B.8)
Applying (4.26), (B.1) and (B.8), we infer
V%{E(U‘],S‘])h(s) = 0(9). (B.9)
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Thus, (B.7) and (B.9) yield
F (U7, 87 ) < 6. (B.10)

To conclude, it remains to prove (B.10) with V:;ZE replaced by v4. To this end, we consider
the connected open component w, C S centered at y(s), i.e.

wy = {p€S/d(p,¥(s)) < A},

where d is the geodesic distance on S induced by g and A > 0 is a constant. Define
2 C (0,400) the set of A such that the following holds:

(U7, 57y <6 (B.11)

Notice that (B.8) implies that (B.11) holds for @y when A small enough, thus © is non-
empty. Note also that € is closed. Recalling (B.1) and (B.11), we have for A € Q

1 1
2 2

JAW, 87, FT )y S0 IBUT,ST, FT#) gy S8 1.

Together with (4.26), (B.1) and (B.10), we have for § small enough

N[

v (U7, S lhaiwon) S VAU, S bu(eon) + 1050 (U7, S lpoiwny S76 < 576 . (B.12)

— N =

Thus, we have A+ € € ) for € small enough. By definition of 2, we obtain (0, A+ ¢€) C €,
which implies that € is open in (0, +00). Hence Q is a open-closed non-empty subset of
(0, +00), which implies Q = (0,+00). Since S is compact, there exists a A € Q large
enough such that @y, = S. Finally, injecting @, = S into (B.12), we obtain

F v (U7, 87 i) < 0. (B.13)

This concludes the proof of Lemma 4.7.

C Proof of Lemma 4.8

Notice that (4.30) is a direct consequence of Corollary 6.11 in [5]. Also, the proof of (4.31)
is similar to (4.30) and Lemma 4.7, so we only provide a sketch.
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We denote
SH* = HI* —HI* He{f fAb},
oh = h7—h, he{Co, €V Mo, MW, by, by, ha, g, s, B}
We recall the following GCM system, see (C.1)-(C.5) in [5],
curlS# Of = dhy,
curlS# of =dhy,

divS# 6 f + 35& _ 2 b = 6hy,
(rS)?
S#5f+ T 2) = 6hs, (C.1)
2 1
(AS# + oy ) N = 6My +Z§M +58 (5QO +25Q<p>J<p>> Shs,
p

~ o 1 ~
ASHGh — o divS#(6f — 6f) = ha,
and
(divS#6f)my = 0A,  (divS#f)my = OA. (C.2)

See Appendix C in [5] for the structures of (dhq,d0h,,dhs, dhy, dhg,0hy). We can deduce
the following analog of (4.85):

Bt (A )

Hl/#<5h1,5h1,(5h2,(5h2,(5h4) hs(S)- (03)

s(5) +7"HV#(5h3)

We commute the GCM system (C.1) with V%i to obtain the following analog of (B.2):

va}#@fﬁ[) Ser T = Tlpues) +er™ 1||V#(J Nlloacs)
# bs+1( ) (C4)
+ (divg’# V?’f(éf)) ‘(dws#vs#(éf)) .
Vi =1 Vi =1

Recalling (B.25) in [5] for a similar structure of (6A, JA), we can deduce that

o

VL (0A,58)] < 8||[VSH (51, 6f)

#

1@ 0, s
hs(S) (C.5)

ALl R (G

+r i 46
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Then, we proceed as in (B.4) to obtain
.. S S, . S, S,
(dws’# vyf((s f)) + ' (dws At f)) Z
=1

VEH#(01.61)

#

(=1

161,88 i) + 77 + ) v (60, 85)

< ¢
hs(s) hs

Injecting it in (C.4) and applying (4.30), for ¢ small enough we obtain

Ser T = Tllyes) + e (T = llus)
hs+1(S) (06)
+r i 46 ’V%i(éU, 4S)

va’;#(éf, of)

#

hs(S)

Then, relying (B.5) and using (4.30), we easily obtain the following analog of (B.6),

BT 58l S ér 1T = Tlos) + V57 67.61) (1)
bs(S)
Then, (C.6) and (C.7) imply, for 1 large enough and € small enough
VU 5S)l..io+ |V5 61,51
# hs+1(S) (CS)
S e T = Tleues) + er M v (T = Dllous) +r7° ‘y;(aU, 53)!%5)’ .
Recalling (B.5), proceeding as (B.8) and (B.9), we obtain the following estimate:
v (0U, 55)’7(3) = 0(9). (C.9)

Finally (C.8) and (C.9) yield (4.31). This concludes the proof of Lemma 4.8.

D Proof of Lemma 4.9

For any integer k, applying Lemma 2.15 we infer

o ([ 198) = (et vaen ([ 19%0)

- / (= eal| F*I2) — = Qes(|FERI2) + =Ll PFRJ% — 2 0n] 3HJ2)
2 2 k112 k112
i 2/9(64(|¢'“h| ) + 5] ) >+b#/s<e4<|¢ B2) + 5 FRP)
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Recalling from (A.2) that by + Q = we obtain

Ty
v ([19902) = = [ (a9 0P) 7' ea( 9402 + <l 0 — 22l 90
5 [ 570+ D) (ea )+ P
= = [ U + (o )| 0P)
= = [ ) + 06
Applying Lemmas 2.4, 4.6, 4.7, Z € rI', and the divergence theorem, we infer
[ = s [ AT == [ AT B0 )
= z/S,zl(l—kA)lu%’:(|¢kh]2)+z/sdiv (z7'(1+ A)7'B) [#*h)?
= = [ AR + O,
Combining the last two identities and applying Lemma 2.4, we infer

AVIED

which implies

< /)y;(|¢kh|2)‘+|yh||§k(s>§Hv;i(h)H 1llyecs) + Fles),
S bk (S)

v (Itlos)] S [vd )] o+ Illecs)

b (

Integrating it from S = S and recalling that || < ¢, we infer
Pliss = Il & S Esup )| +Esup lalg,s)
Il — Il g, % & @], +Esup s

Taking the supremum over S C Xy, for ¢ small enough, we have

b (S)

sup [[ally(s) < (1+O(E)IRN o
SCZ# k

+ sup Hy;:];(h)
SCZ#

This concludes the proof of Lemma 4.9.
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