arxiv:0804.0874v1 [gr-qc] 5 Apr 2008

A class of solutions of the vacuum Einstein constraint
equations with freely specified mean curvature

David Maxwell

April 5, 2008

Abstract

We give a sufficient condition, with no restrictions on theameurvature, under which the conformal
method can be used to generate solutions of the vacuum Hicstestraint equations on compact mani-
folds. The condition requires a so-called global supetsmitbut does not require a global subsolution. As
a consequence, we construct a class of solutions of the maélinstein constraint equations with freely
specified mean curvature, extending a recent result [HNWii¢h constructed similar solutions in the
presence of matter. We give a second proof of this result stgpthat vacuum solutions can be obtained
as a limit of [HNTO7] non-vacuum solutions. Our principaisience theorem is of independent interest
in the near-CMC case, where it simplifies previously knowpdtjieses required for existence.

1 Introduction

The Cauchy problem of general relativity requires initiaktal (a metric and a second fundamental form
defined on a 3-manifold) that satisfy a system of nonlinede®known as the Einstein constraint equations.
The constraint equations admit many solutions (permittiregspecification of different initial conditions)
and it is important to understand the structure of the setlgiassible initial data on a given manifold.
Various approaches have been given for constructing solsitincluding parabolic methods [Ba93] and
gluing constructions [Co00] [CIPO5]. From the point of viefvclassifying the set of all possible solutions,
the most fruitful technique has been the conformal methdaiad by Lichnerowicz [Li44] and extended
by Choquet-Bruhat and York [CBY80].

In the conformal method, one specifies the conformal clasiseoiitial metric, a piece of the second funda-
mental form corresponding to part of the time derivativeha tonformal class, and the trace of the second
fundamental form (i.e. the mean curvature). One then seskéugion of the constraint equations match-
ing this data. For constant mean curvature (CMC) data, fipscach has lead to a complete classification
of solutions on compact [CBY80] [Is95], asymptotically Eidean [Ca79] [CaB81] (with a correction in
[Ma05b]), and asymptotically hyperbolic [ACF92] [AC96] mifolds. On the other hand, we have very
few results concerning non-CMC solutions, and most of tle@egoerturbative. Near-CMC solutions have
been constructed on compact [CBIM91] [MI96] [ICA07] [HNT0&nd asymptotically Euclidean [CB93]
[CBIYO00] manifolds, and we have a near-CMC non-existene®tbm for certain data [IOMO04]. It is re-
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markable, however, that despite the success of the confonethod in the CMC case, very little is known
about the construction of solutions in the absence of @ftns on the mean curvature.

An important recent result of Holst, Nagy, and TsogtgereM[7] (see also the summary in [HNTO8])
gives the first construction, using the conformal methoda aflass of initial data without a near-CMC
hypothesis. The authors of that paper show that solutiottssoéonstraint equations on compact manifolds
can be constructed using the conformal method when globakswd supersolutions (defined in Section 1.1)
can be found. For Yamabe-positive metrics, for non-vanigimatter fields, and under a certain smallness
condition not involving the mean curvature, [HNTO7] proesda global subsolution/supersolution pair that
does not have a near-CMC hypothesis and hence yields thermogsof certain far-from-CMC solutions.

It is natural to ask if this far-from-CMC construction can égended to the vacuum case. The global su-
persolution of [HNTO7] (hereafter the HNT global supersion) is also applicable in vacuum, and indeed
requires that the matter fields, if present, be weak. Theesponding HNT global subsolution, however, re-
quires the presence of matter. Itis not unusual for the camibmethod to require non-vanishing conditions
on parts of the specified data, so it was conceivable thatdhevacuum hypothesis was necessary.

In this paper we show that this is not the case, and that thfowoal method can be used to construct a
corresponding set of vacuum solutions. We give two proofhisffact. First, we prove that solutions exist,
under certain mild technical conditions, whenever a glaglersolution can be found (Theorem 1). The
proof relies on an a-priori estimate (Proposition 10) tlegiaces the need for a global subsolution. Hence
the HNT global supersolution alone is sufficient to deduae eékistence of solutions via the conformal
method, and we obtain vacuum far-from-CMC solutions. Tteosd proof considers a sequence of HNT
non-vacuum solutions where the matter fields are convergirzgro. Again, a lower bound (Proposition
16) is found for the sequence and is used to obtain a corrd@mpsubsequence converging to a vacuum
far-from-CMC solutions. The key steps in both proofs relyasotechnique from [Ma05a] for constructing
subsolutions.

1.1 The conformal method

On a given smootB-manifold M/, the Einstein constraint equations for a megriand a symmetri¢0, 2)-
tensork are . -
Ry — |K| +trg K* = 2p

- _ 1)
divg K —d trg K = J,

where R; is the scalar curvature gf, p is the matter density, and is the momentum density. We are
primarily interested in the vacuum case whegre 0 andJ = 0.

Data for the vacuum conformal method on a compact smoothfoldni/ consists of a Riemannian metric
g specifying a conformal class, a transverse tracelessyfnenetric, trace-free and divergence-frée)2)-
tensoro specifying part of the time derivative of the conformal slaand a scalar functionspecifying the
mean curvature. We seek a solutign &) of the constraint equations of the form

¢'g
K=¢?
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In equations (2) the unknowns are a positive functioand a vector fieldV, while L is the conformal
Killing operator defined by

2
LW =V W, + VW, — 3 div W gap. )

If matter is present, it can be specified by scaled soys@esd J which are conformally related toand.J
byp=¢ 8pandJ = ¢ 6J.

It follows thatg and K~ solve the vacuum constraint equations so long as
2
—8A ¢+ Ryp = —572¢5+ o+ LW[?o7 (4)
. 2 6
divLW = §¢ dr. (5)

If matter is present we must add the terapg—3 and.J to the right-hand sides of (4) and (5) respectively.
The operatodiv L is the vector Laplacian, and hence these equations are &edaumlinear elliptic system
for ¢ andWV.

If 7 is constant then equation (5) has a trivial solution and tiedlpm reduces to an analysis of the Lich-
nerowicz equation (4). One technique for finding solutiohthe Lichnerowicz equation is via the method
of sub- and supersolutions, which was used previously itk of Kazden and Warner [KW75] on the

prescribed scalar curvature problem. Isenberg [Is95] tlisanethod to complete the classification of CMC
solutions on compact manifolds. A generalization of thehudtapplies in the non-CMC setting as well,
and we review the terminology now.

Consider the equation
2 [ _
~8A¢+Ro= -6 + |5 67" (6)

wheref is a symmetrid0, 2)-tensor. We say. is asupersolution of (6) if
2 _
—8A¢y +Roy > —27¢% + 167637

A subsolution is defined similarly with the inequality reversed.

For the coupled system, we follow [HNTO7] and define globalsslutions and global supersolutions as fol-
lows. Given a functiom, let W, be the corresponding solution of (5). We say is aglobal super solution
if whenevern) < ¢ < ¢4, then

—8A ¢, + Rop, > —§72¢i + o+ LWy|* ¢l
We say¢_ > 0 is aglobal subsolution if wheneverp > ¢_, then
—8A$p_+Rop_ < —§TQ¢5_ + o+ LWyl o7
The existence result of [HNTO7] states thapif < ¢, are global sub- and supersolutions, then there exists

a solution(¢, W) of system (4)—(5) such that. < ¢ < ¢. The authors of that paper also present a number
of global sub- and supersolution pairs, including one thaisied to construct far-from-CMC solutions.



1.2 Summary of results
Our primary result concerning the solution of system (4)-+&s three cases depending on the Yamabe
invariant), of the metric. Recall that

Jur 8IVFE + Ry f? dv,
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(Our notation forL? spaces and Sobolev spad&$» follows that of [LP87] with the additional convention
that subspaces of positive functions are indicated by acsigbs-.)

Theorem 1. Letg € W?2P with p > 3 be a metric on a smooth, compact 3-manifold. Suppobas
no conformal Killing fields and that one of the following c@rhs holds for a transverse traceless tensor
o € WP and a functionr € Wt?,

1.Y,>0,0#0,
2.Y,=0,02£0,7#0

3. Y, < 0 and there existg in the conformal class of such thatR; = —272.

If o, € Wf’p is a global supersolution fofg, o, 7), then there exists a solutiqg, W) € Wf’p x W2p of
system(4)~(5) such thatp < ¢-..

The new results of Theorem 1 are Cases 1 and 2; Case 3 can beedddam the existence of a global
subsolution found in [HNTO7]. Note that Theorem 1 is only aistence theorem. It is not known if the
solutions provided by Theorem 1 are unique.

If 7 is constant then the conditions of the three cases reduaetisply the same conditions under which
CMC solutions of the constraints can be found (aside fromamiditional singular casg, = 0, 0 = 0,

7 = 0). The hypothesis om in Case 3 is necessary for Yamabe-negative metrics sinseniééded for
solutions of the Lichneowicz equation to exist [Ma05a]. sitniot known if the conditiom # 0 in Cases
1-2 is necessary. However, it was proved in [[OMO04] tha¥jf> 0 and ifc = 0, then there do not exist
near-CMC solutions of (4)—(5) unlegg, = 0 and7 = 0 also. Hence some condition involvirg(and
possibly alsor) must be required. The hypothesis in Case 2 that 0 (if o # 0) can be shown to be
necessary — otherwise the metric would be be Yamabe-pesitiv

Our first application of Theorem 1 is to the HNT supersolutighich exists under the following hypotheses.

Proposition 1 ((HNTO7]). Supposgy € W27 with p > 3, and that), > 0,7 € W'?, ando € WP, If
||o||~ is sufficiently small, then there exists a global supersouof (4)(5).

A proof of Proposition 1 can be found in Section 4.2. From Teeo1 and Proposition 1 we immediately
obtain the following result, which is the primary aim of tipiaper.

Corollary 1. Letg € WP with p > 3 be a Yamabe-positive metric on a smooth compact 3-manifold.
Suppose has no conformal Killing fieldsy € W'? is a transverse traceless tensor, andc Wh?, If
o # 0 and if ||o||« is sufficiently small, then there exists a solutign 1) < Wi"p x W?2P of system

(4)(5).



We also provide a second proof of Corollary 1 in Section 5 thatdependent of Theorem 1 but instead
uses a sequence of HNT non-vacuum solutions.

Theorem 1 permits a strengthening of the current existdrea®@y for near-CMC data inasmuch as itremoves
conditions in current theorems required to find subsolstidn [ICA07] the authors present an existence
and uniqueness theorem for Yamabe non-negative metriesy gitesent constant global supersolutions so

long as
d . -
M is sufficiently small (7
min(|7])
and also assume non-scale invariant conditions on the $izérpto obtain subsolutions and to obtain
uniqueness. Previously [MI96] gave a similar proof for Ydr@anegative metrics, again presenting a global
supersolution under condition (7) and making an additi@sslumption about the absolute size|df|.
[HNTO7] provides a global supersolution under a near-CM@dition similar to (7), but also requires in
the Yamabe-nonnegative case either a non-vacuum hypstheiiatmin |o| is sufficiently large to obtain
a subsolution. Using Theorem 1 we have the following singaliféxistence result.

Corollary 2. Let the conditions of one of the cases of Theorem 1 hold. If

max(|dr])
min(|7|)

is sufficiently small, then there exists a solutign') of systen{4)~(5).

The utility of Theorem 1 is limited to cases where a globalkssgplution can be found. It is not known if the
converse of Theorem 1 is true; in particular, given a sotutibsystem (4)—(5) it is not known if there also
exists a corresponding global supersolutiddevertheless, Theorem 1 makes clear that any future advance
in the existence theory of non-CMC initial data using thelmetof sub- and supersolutions need only focus
on supersolutions.

In the following, Sections 2 and 3 provide a summary of thadessults we require in the analysis of
equations (4) and (5) respectively. Section 4 is devotetl@@toof of Theorem 1, which is obtained using
the Schauder fixed point theorem in an approach similar taatimed in [HNTO7]. The key step in Section

4 is Proposition 10 which eliminates the need for a subsmiutSection 5 provides the alternative proof of
Corollary 1 using a sequence of non-vacuum solutions.

2 ThelLichnerowicz operator

In this section we consider properties of the map takin@)-tensorss and scalar functions to a solution
¢ of the Lichnerowicz equation

886+ Ro=—27%6" + 5207, ®

1Given a solutior(¢, W) of system (4)—(5), it is not clear if itself is a global supersolution. Althoughis, for one particulaiV’,
a solution and hence a supersolution of (4), it is not appdhext it is a supersolution for the whole class of vector &éld required
for it to be a global supersolution.



The solvability of this equation has been considered inrs¢veorks under various hypotheses on the zeros
of 8 andr as well as the Yamabe class @f Building on previous work in [Is95] and [CB04], a complete
description of solvability of this equation on compact nfalais, including the Yamabe negative case, ap-
peared in [Ma05a]. In the context of the function spaces us¢lde current paper we have the following
classification.

Proposition 2. Supposes, T € L?” andg € W?2P? wherep > 3. Then there exists a positive solution
RS Wi"p of (8) if and only if one of the following is true.

1. Y, >0andg #0,
2. Y, =0ands #0,7 #0,
3. Y, < 0 and there existg in the conformal class of such thatk; = — 272,

4. Y, =0,=0,7=0.
In Cases 1-3the solution is unique. In Case 4 any two solsiaoamrelated by scaling by a constant multiple.

In [Ma05a], Proposition 2 was proved under low regularityuaaptions on the conformal data. In this paper
we work for convenience with metrics iv2-? with p > 3. This level of regularity ensures that the metric
is O, The corresponding hypothesis in Proposition 2 that € L2 arises to ensure that the solution
¢ € W?2P and is related to the fact that A +V : W?2P — LP is an isomorphism i/ € L?, V > 0, and

V £ 0 (see, e.g, [CB04]). We will later make the stronger assuongttiato, 7 € WP when working with
the coupled system.

We are primarily interested in the map that, for fixedakess to a solution of equation (8). We say that
andr areLichnerowicz compatibleif they satisfy one of the conditions of Cases 1-3 and we saty/tls
admissibleif it further satisfies the same condition. We will not needdmsider the singular Case 4, which
has no bearing on the construction of non-CMC solutions.

If g andr are Lichnerowicz compatible, we define the Lichnerowiczrapm £, to be the map taking to
the unique solution of (8). Proposition 2 effectively déises the domain of . as an open subs&, of
L?*: D, = L?\ {0} if Y, > 0andD, = L?if Y, < 0.

2.1 Sub- and supersolutions

The existence of solutions in Cases 1-3 of Proposition 2vialfrom the method of sub- and supersolutions
In the context of the function spaces used in this paper we ta following propositions, which can be
deduced, e.g., from the results for less regular metricsla0pba].

Proposition 3. If g € W?2P? andr € L?? are Lichnerowicz compatible andif € L?7 is admissible, then
there exist a subsolutiof and a supersolution, of (8) such thatp_ < ¢, .

Proposition 4. Supposey € W2? and 3, € L?” for somep > n. If ¢_, ¢, € W?P are a subsolution
and a supersolution respectively (8) such thatp_ < ¢, then there exists a solution € W?2?(M) of
(8)suchthatp . < ¢ < ¢



An important technical tool used in the proof of Propositibis the well-known conformal covariance of
(8), which allows us to pick a convenient conformal représtve forg. This covariance can be expressed
in terms of sub- and supersolutions.

Lemmal. Supposg € WP andf, T € L2 for somep > 3. Suppose also that € Wﬁ’p. Define
Wiy

(L

T.

o @
Il

>
Il

Then¢ is a supersolution (resp. subsolution) (8) if and only if ¢ = 1»~1¢ is a supersolution (resp.
subsolution) of the conformally transformed equation

8059+ Ryb = 276" + |

2
; o " 9)

In particular, ¢ is a solution of(8) if and only ifi)~'¢ is a solution of(9).

Proof. Letg’ = ¢*g, and letR, be its scalar curvature. Then it is well known that
Ry = ¢ °(—8Ay ¢+ Ry9).

Butg' = (1~'¢)*3, so
Ry =9 ¢ (=885(¢71) + Ry~ 9).

Hence

~ ~ o A2 ~12
“885 6+ Byd+ 270 — [8] 67T = —8 A,6710) + Byv o+ 2r (w1 - | w) T

2

=9 (=84, 0+ Ry0) + 1/}7557,%5 _ s |ﬂ|§ 6
2

= {—8%% Ry6+37°¢° — |ﬁ|§¢7} il

The result now follows noting that—® > 0 everywhere. O

Proposition 4 requires that. < ¢_.. This never poses a problem in practice, however, since weleays
rescale sub- and supersolutions of (8) to obtain this inktgua

Lemma 2. If ¢ is a supersolution o{8), then for anya > 1, a¢ is also a supersolution. kp_ is a
subsolution of(8), then for anyn < 1, a¢_ is also a subsolution.

Proof. We employ the monotonicity of the terms on the right-hane sifl(8). Note that forv > 1,

880 + Ragy + 27(00+)° — |91 (agy) 7 >

> a|-27%6% + 18637 | + 27%(@0:)° — ] (a6s) T

= (0" @) 27%6% + (a—a ") 5 63
> 0.



Henceag¢, is a supersolution. The argument for subsolutions is simila O

An immediate application of Lemma 2 (and uniqueness of &mistof (8) for Lichnerowicz compatible
data) is the fact that any supersolution at all of (8) proside upper bound for solutions.

Lemma 3. Supposg € W?2P andr € L2 are Lichnerowicz compatible ané € L?" is admissible. If
o4 € Wf”’ is a positive supersolution @B), thenZ, (5) < ¢.. An analagous result holds for subsolutions.

Proof. Supposes.. is a given supersolution and let. be the subsolution from Proposition 3. Piek< 1
such thaivg_ < ¢ everywhere. For example we can take

a = min (1, min(¢4)/ max(4-)) .

Then Proposition 4 implies there exists a solutioaf (8) satisfyings_ < o< ¢+. Since solutions of (8)
for Lichnerowicz compatible data are unique, we concluéédh= ¢ and therefore) < ¢, . O

3 Thevector Laplacian

The vector Laplaciadiv L is well known to be elliptic and its kernel consists of the fuvmal Killing fields
of g. Hence the equation

divLW = X (10)
is solvable if and only iffM (X,Z) dV = 0 for every conformal killing fieldZ. In the context of the
function spaces used in this paper, we have the followingdstal existence result (see, e.g., [CB04]).

Proposition 5. Supposg € W?2? with p > 3 has no conformal Killing fields. GiveN € L” there exists a
unique solutiorV of
divLW = X.

Moreover, there is a constantindependent ok such that

W llw=» < cl|X]||Lr- (11)

The hypothesis thatM, g) has no conformal Killing fields is superfluous. For smoothringt [[OM04]
proved that a similar existence theorem and estimate felleven in the presence of conformal Killing
fields, so long as we tak® to be L? orthogonal to the subspace of conformal Killing fields. Oonstruc-
tion of non-CMC solutions in this paper requires solvapitf equation (10) in general, however, and we
must therefore assume thahas no conformal Killing fields. It is a curious fact that alireent non-CMC
existence theorems require the hypothesis ghddes not have any conformal Killing fields, whereas this
hypothesis is not required in the CMC case.

For a scalar field in W17 with p > n, definew,. : L= — W?2? by
WT(Qb) =W

whereWV is the solution of 5
divLW = §¢6d7. (12)

8



We have the following standard estimate from [MI96]; a stremnversion that applies even in the case where
g has conformal Killing fields can be found in [IOMO04].

Proposition 6. LetT € WP with p > 3. Then there exists a constakit. such that
LW (9)llo < K-[l0l15

for everyp € L.

Proof. From the Sobolev embeddidg'? — L> and inequality (11) we have for various constasts
independent of andr,

ILW-(9)lloe < crllWr(0)l[w.o
< 2| Wr(9)llwzo < esl|@®dr||re < callrllwin||6]]%-

Taking K; = ca||7||w1.» completes the proof. O

4 Existence of solutions of the coupled system

The standard approach to finding solutions of the coupletesy$4)—(5) is via a fixed point argument.
In [MI196] and [ICAQ7] the authors use the contraction magpprinciple to find a (unique) fixed point.
Topological methods have also been used to find fixed poirgs, leeray-Schauder theory in [CBIM91]
and the Schauder fixed point theorem in [HNTO7]. These metheduire weaker hypotheses but do not
ensure unigueness. Our existence theorem uses the Sclii@adguoint theorem and is closely related to
the approach of [HNTO7] (although the specific map we find adfixeint for is different). In particular, we
also do not obtain a proof of uniqueness.

In this section we assume that W?2? andr € W' (with p > 3) are Lichnerowicz compatable and that
o € WP is admissible (i.ec # 0 if ), > 0). This is exactly the hypothesis thatr, ando satisfy one of
Cases 1-3 of Theorem 1.

DefineN ., : L¥ — W27P by
Nor(9) = Lr(o + LW ().

To ensureV/,, , is well defined, we assume thahas no conformal Killing fields (so that the domainf,
is all of L>°). We must must also verify that+ LW, (¢) belongs to the domain af . for any choice of



¢ € LY. Itsuffices to show that i, > 0, theno + LW, (¢) # 0. However, letting?” = W, (¢) we have

/ lo + LW, (6] dV:/ o+ LW dv
M M
:/ o> +2 (o, LW) + |LW|* dV
M
:/ o2 = 2 (dive, W) + LW dV
M
:/ o2 + LW av
M
2/ lo|* av # 0,
M

sinces £ 0if Y, > 0.

The solutions of system (4)—(5) for conformal datandr are in one-to-one correspondence with the fixed
points of V', .. We will find fixed points of\/,, - via an application of the Schauder fixed point theorem,
which states that iff : U — U is a continuous map from a closed convex sulb5etf a normed space to

itself, and if f (U) is compact, therf has a fixed point [Bo92].

In Section 4.1 we show thatdf, is a global supersolution, then there is a constént> 0 such that the set
U={¢peL>:Ky<¢<¢;}isinvariantundel, .. ClearlyU is closed and convex ifi*°. In Section
4.2 we show thatV', - (U) is precompactir.>° and that\/,, , is continuous, which establishes Theorem 1.

41 Aninvariant set for NV, .

Leto, € Wi’p be a global supersolution. We seek an invariant set of the {fare L>° : Ky < ¢ < ¢
whereK, > 0 is a constant. To begin, it is easy to show thate L> : 0 < ¢ < ¢} is invariant under
Nor.

Proposition 7. If ¢ € LS satisfiesp < ¢, then

NU,T(¢) < ¢+-
Proof. Lety = N, -(¢), s0¢ is a solution of
_sAw+Rw:—272w5+la+LW|2w*7 (13)

whereWW = W_(¢). Sinceg, is a global supersolution and singe< ¢ < ¢, we conclude thap is a
supersolution of (13). Lemma 3 then impligs< ¢, . O

To find the lower bounds, for the invariant set we consider the ca3gs> 0 and), < 0 separately. For
the case), > 0 an estimate for a lower bound fo¥, -(¢) can be obtained from a lower bound for the
Green'’s function of a certain elliptic PDE.

10



Proposition 8. LetV € L? with p > 3 and suppos& > 0, V # 0. Then Green'’s functiot¥(z, y) of the
operator— A +V exists and satisfies
G(z,y) 2 ma

for some constant > 0.

Proof. Let H(x,y) be a positive Green'’s function for the Laplacianiah so

1
—A,H =0 — ———.
v H(y) Vol(M)
The existence of this Green’s function and its propertiesemtablished in [Au98] in the case of smooth
metrics; the same techniques applytb metrics and hencl’?» metrics ifp > 3. In particular,

He,y) = oo =y + hizy) 14

where, sincelim(M) = 3, h(z, y) is continuous o/ x M.

For fixedz, H(x,-) € L>~¢foranye > 0. SinceV € L? for somep > 3, we conclude thatl (z,-)V (-) €

L” where )

1
ro 5 + 3—¢€ < 3
for e sufficiently small. ThatisH (z, )V (-) € L" with » > 3/2.

1 2

Let ¥(z,y) be the solution of

Ay V(z,y) +V(y)¥(z,y) = - V(y)H(z,y).

Vol(M)
The solution exists and belongs 62" since H (z,-)V (-) € L" with » > 3/2 [CBO04]. In particular, for
fixed 2z, Sobolev embedding implieg(z,y) is continuous iny. Moreover, the map taking to H(z, -)
is easily seen to be continuous as a map frhto L3~¢ and hence the map takingto V(-)H (z,-) is
continuous from\/ to L". It follows that¥(z, y) is continuous in both: andy.

DefineG(z,y) = H(x,y) + ¥(z,y). ClearlyG(z,y) is the Green’s function for A +V. We now show
thatG is uniformly bounded below by a positive number. Note thatalsymptotic structure @ implies
thatG(x,y) > 1inin a neighborhood of the diagonal il/ x M. SinceG is continuous oM/ x M \ U,
it follows that it achieves a minimum oW x M \ U at a point(xg, yo). Takee so small thatG(xg,y) > 1
on Bc(zp). Then onM \ B.(xy) we have

— Ay G(zo,y) + V(y)G(zo,y) =0

and G(zp,y) > 1 on dB.(x¢). The strong maximum principle of [Tr73] (or [GT99] Theorenl8 if
V € L*) then applies and?(zo, yo) > 0. Settingms = min(1, G(xo, yo)) completes the proof. O

The estimate for the lower bound 6f(z,y) implies an estimate for the lower bound of the solution of
— A ¢+ V¢ = fwheneverf is non-negative.

11



Proposition 9. LetV € L? with p > 3 and suppos& > 0, V' # 0. There exist positive constantsand
c2 such that for every € LP with f > 0 the solutionp of

—Ap+Vop=1f
satisfies
max(¢) < c1||f[|rr (15)
and
min(¢) > ca|f|[L1. (16)

Proof. SinceV > 0, V # 0 we have— A +V : WP — LP is an isomorphism an¢||y2.» < ¢||f||L»
for some constant independent off. By Sobolev embedding} 2P embeds continuously &> which
establishes inequality (15).

Let G(z,y) be the Green'’s function for A +V. Then, sincef > 0,

o(z) = /M Fw)Cla,y) AV (y) > ma /M F(8) AV (y) = mal|f]]1,

wheremg is the lower bound foG(x, y) found in Proposition 8. This implies inequality (16) with =
meg. O

We can now establish the desired lower bound (in the Yamahewegative case) fo¥, - (¢) wheng < ¢...

Proposition 10. Supposeb, € Wi”’ is a global supersolutiory, > 0, ando # 0. Then there exists a
constantKy > 0 such that whenevér < ¢ < ¢,

Ko < Nor (). 7
Proof. Supposé < ¢y < ¢+ and letW = W, (¢o). We will construct a subsolutiop_ of the equation
2
—8A¢+R¢:—572¢5+|0+LW|¢*7 (18)

and determine a lower bour, for ¢_ that is independent of the choice@f. Estimate (17) then follows
from Lemma 3.

The construction of the subsolution follows a procedurentbin [Ma05a]. Picky € Wi”’ such thaty =

y*g has continuous positive or zero scalar curvature deperditige sign of/, . Definef = = 2(c+L W)

and letn be the solution of
~12
Bl

g

2
—8Ag77+ (Rg+§T2>n=

SinceR; + %72 > 0 and is not identically zero, it follows that the solutigrexists and is positive.

We now claim thatvy is a subsolution of

9 2
—8Ag¢+RQ¢: —§T2¢5 + ‘ﬂ’g¢77

12



if v is taken small enough. To see this, note that

2

, (an)™" = % [(am)® — am] 7 + [ — (an) 7]

2

B

2
—8Agan+ Ryan + —TQ(an)5 — B

3

Hencean is a subsolution iv® < =7 anda < n~!; we takea = min(1, max(n)~!). By Lemma 1 it
follows thaty~'amn is a subsolution of (18). If we can determine a uniform loweuthdm’ for an, then
settingK = min(¢~!)m’ completes the proof.

To find a uniform lower bound fofvy = min(1, max(n)~!)n, it suffices to find uniform upper and lower
bounds fom. From Proposition 9 applied te A, +§(Rg + %7—2) we have constants andc, such that

12
max(n) < ¢
and
12
min(n) > co ) _
gl
Now ,
~ 4 ~
/ ‘ﬂ’ dV :/ U)*12p+6 |ﬂ|(2] dv < max(¢12p76)/ |ﬁ|§p aV
M g M I 18,
and

/M ‘BE dv = /M Y182 v > min(w*"‘)/M B2 av.

Sincey is a fixed conformal factor and does not dependoit suffices to estimate
/ 827 dv :/ o+ LW[2” dV from above
M ) M :

and
/ lo + LW|* from below.
M

Following the argument at the start of Section 4 we have

o+ LW dV:/ lo]* + [LW|? dVZ/ lo|* dV.
M M M

Sinceo # 0 we have obtained the desired lower bound.

On the other hand,
/ o+ LW dv < 22P—1/ lo[? + |[LW[** dV.
M M

Moreover, from Proposition 6
2
ILW|* < Vol(M)|| LW/ < Vol(M) [K, max(¢4)°] ™

which establishes the desired upper bound. O
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The proof of the lower bound in the Yamabe negative case ishreasier. In [MI196] a global subsolution
was found under the hypothesis thahas no zeros. This was extended by [HNTO7] to any compatible
using a technique from [Ma05a]. The proof is short, and weaepce it here.

Proposition 11. Suppos€), < 0 and thatr is Lichnerowicz compatible. Then there exists a constant
Ky > 0such forany € L,
Ko < No (). (19)

Proof. Pickn € Wi”’ such thayj = n*g has scalar curvature%#; such a conformal factor exists since
is Lichnerowicz compatible. Then

2 - 2, . 2 B -
~8 Ay 1+ Ryn + §T2n5—|ﬁl2n T= +§T2n5—|ﬁl2n T=—8PnT <0

Hencey is a subsolution. Lemma 3 then implies tltat 1 and hencd<{, = min 7 is a lower bound. O

4.2 Mapping propertiesof AV, .

Suppose that, € W?2? is a global supersolution. Lek, be the constant from Proposition 10 or 11
depending on the sign @f,, and defind/ = {¢ € L™ : Ky < ¢ < ¢+}. We know from Section 4.1
thatU is invariant undesV,, -, and we now complete the proof using the Schauder fixed pogorem that
N, - has a fixed point /. As mentioned earlier, it suffices to show ti\}, - is continuous andv/,, , (U)

is precompact.

Proposition 12. There exists a constatt such that for any) € U,

[N o (D) lw2w < M. (20)

Proof. LetW = W.(¢), and lety = N, -(¢). We have the elliptic regularity estimate
[¢llw2r <clll A¢llee + [1l|zr] -

Since0 < ¢ < ¢4 we have|¢||» < Vol(M)max(¢4 ). Also, solves
2
—8AY =—Ryp — gT%p*'ur|a+LW|2¢*7. (21)
SinceR € LP, 0 € L?",0 < Ko < 1 < ¢,, and since Proposition 6 implies

LWz < K, max(6:)°,

it follows that the right-hand side of (21) is bounded/if independent ofy. Hence inequality (20) holds.
O

Corollary 3. The setV, ,(U) is precompact.

Proof. From Proposition 12, it follows thaV/,, . (U) is contained in a ball if¥?? and hence in a ball in

Cle. By the compact embedding 6f« in L>°, we conclude tha\, - (U) is compact. O

14



To show\/, - is continuous, it is enough to show that, and £, are continuous. That/ . is continuous is
obvious, but there is something to show fr. The continuity in this case follows from the implicit furia
theorem.

Proposition 13. If g € W?2? andt € L% are Lichnerowicz compatible, then the mép: D, — W?2? is
Cct.

Proof. Let By € D, and letyy = L-(60) = L(Bo). Defineg = g and letZ be the corresponding
Lichnerowicz operator. That i€ ($) is the solution of

2 _
—825¢+ Ry = —37°6" + |5 7.
By conformal covariance we have

L(8) = oLy (g 2B)

and hence to show that is C! nearp, it suffices to show that: is C'! nearBD = %‘250. Noting that
Z‘(BO) = 1, we may drop the hat notation and it suffices to show tha C'! near any point3, such that

L(Bo) = 1.
DefineF : W} x D, — L* by

F($.5) = -89+ R+ 276" — |5 67,

the Lichnerowicz operator satisfids(L.(5),3) = 0. A standard computation shows that the Gateaux
derivative ofF is given by

10
DFy 5(h,k) = —8 Ah+ Rh+ ?7'2¢4h + 7182 ¢ 8h — 2077 (B, k).

It is easily seen that the operatb#’ is continuous inp andj.

Now 10
DF, g, (h,0) = =8 Ah + Rh + ?T% +718o|? b

But sincel(5y) = 1,

2
R=-2r+ |ol”

and hence 8
DFlﬁo(hv O) =—-8Ah+ |:§T2 + 8 |BO|2:| h.

Since the potentiald/3)72 + 8 |5|* is non-negative and does not vanish identically (sip@ndr are
Lichnerowicz compatible ané is admissible), we conclude th&F, 5, : WP — LP is an isomorphism.
The implicit function theorem then implies thétis aC! function in a neighborhood af;. O

This completes the proof of Theorem 1. Our result of primatgriest, Corollary 1, relies crucially on the
HNK supersolution. For completeness, we give a proof heits eistence.
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Proposition 14 ([HNTO7]). Supposg € WP withp > 3,), > 0,7 € WP, ando € WP, If ||o]| iS
sufficiently small, then there exists a global supersofutib(4)—(5).

Proof. Pickvy € Wi"p such that the scalar curvatuReof § = ¢ is strictly positive. We claim that if is
sufficiently small, and if|o|| .~ is additionally sufficiently small, thes) is a global supersolution.
Supposé < ¢ < e, and letW be the corresponding solution of (5). Note that
~8A(e) + R(ew) +7°(ev))” — |0 + LW[*(er)) ™" =
= Ry + 7 (e))’ — o + LW[* ()7
> eRy® = 2[LW|* ()" = 2|0 () 7.
By Proposition 6 there exists a constdit such that
ILWlloo < K- |lg]5 < Kre® max(y)°.
Hence
eRy® —2[LWI* ()" =2 o] (et)) " 2
> emin(R) min(y)® — 2K2¢® max ()" min() 7" = 2 |of* () 7

o eemax(¥)? [min(R) (min@)\"” 4| o
=e2K_ (o) ( ( ) 6‘| 2lo|” (e)™". (22)

2K2  \ max(¢)

Now pick e so small that

) ()

is positive. It then follows thady is a global supersolution so long gs|| .~ is so small that the right hand
side of (22) remains positive. O

5 Vacuum solutions asthe limit of non-vacuum solutions

In this section we give an alternative proof of Corollary Ingssequences of non-vacuum solutions. We
start with the following theorem which is an immediate capsance of the results of [HNTO7].

Proposition 15 ([HNTO7]). Letg € W?2? with p > 3 be a metric on a smooth, compact 3-manifold.
Suppose thay has no conformal Killing fieldsy is Yamabe positive, and that € W'? is a transverse
traceless tensor and € W'. If ||o||- is sufficiently small, then for eagh, = 1 there exists a solution

(6n, W) € WP X W2P of
2
—8AGn + Rydn = =575 + |0+ LWal” 6,7 + 2000, (23)
2
divL W, = §¢;6 dr. (24)

Moreover, there exists a constant. > 0 independent ofi such tha) < ¢,, < N, for everyn.

16



We now consider what happens to the sequeiageV,,) and show a subsequence of it converges to a
solution(¢, W) of the vacuum equations.

Lemma 4. There is a subsequence i, } that converges it/ and weakly inlW2? to a limit W.
Moreover{L W,,} converges uniformly t& 1.

Proof. From Proposition 6 we have
L Wallwzs < clldrd[|ze < clldr||zo||¢nllZ~ < clldr||Lo N

So the sequencéWV,,} is bounded inW2? and has a subsequence that converges weakly it and
strongly inW* to a limit .

Reducing to this subsequence, we know 1atV,, } is bounded irC* since{W,, } is bounded if¥%? and
therefore inC'* for somea > 0. But then by the Arzela-Ascoli theorem, a subsequencearges inC°.
SinceL W,, — L W in LP, we conclude thak W,, — L W in CV. O

We henceforth reduce to this subsequence.

Lemma5. Suppose # 0. Theno + LW # 0.

Proof. If o + LW = 0 thendiv L W = 0 weakly, and henc# is in the kernel of the vector Laplacian. In
particularL. W = 0, soo = 0, a contradiction. O

We henceforth also assume tlatz 0, which is necessary to establish the following lower bouwrdtiie
sequence.

Proposition 16. If o # 0, then there is a constad{_ such that
0<N_< ¢y,

for everyn.

Proof. Pick) € Wf”’ such thaj = ¢)*¢ has positive scalar curvature;; this is possible sincg’, > 0.
Letf, =c +LW,, B=0c+LW, Bn = 1/;_2511, B = 1/3_251 andﬁn = Q/J_Spn-

Following [Ma05a] we seek non-constant sub- and supelisolsibf
2 12
8050+ Ryo = —27°6" + |B 077 +2,07" (25)
)

We will find a positive lower bound for the sub-solutions aise this lower bound to obtain a positive lower
bound for the functions,,.

For eachn, let+),, be the solution of

2 .
_8A§7/)n + [RQ =+ 572] Y = |Bn|§ + 200,
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which exists sinceR; + §r2 > 0. Sincef, andp, converge uniformly to3 and0, it follows thats),,
converges i/ 2 to the solutiony of

2 A
—8 28y + Ryv + 570 = B3,

In particular, from Sobolev embedding, this convergenda i€°. Note that since3 (i.e. o + LW) is
not identically zeroy) is not identically zero. From the weak and strong maxiumumaiples ([GT99]
Theorems 8.1 and 8.19) it follows that ea¢h and alsoy is a positive function. Since the convergence is
uniform on a compact manifold, there are constantand M such that) < m < ¢,, < M for everyn.

Consider the functions),,. Then
2 5 _ R _
= 885005 + Ryatpn + 37%(avhn)” = |BI3(athn) 7 = 2pn(aghn) * =

27 [(onn)® — ] + ‘B’Z o= ()] +pla— ()] (26)

One readily verifies that ife > max(1, min(s,,)~1) then each term on the right-hand side of (26) is non-
negative andvi),, is a supersolution. We define, = max(1,m™1).

Similarly, if o < min(1, max(z,,) ') then each term on the right-hand side of (26) is non-posatindevi),,
is a subsolution. We define_ = max(1, M ~1).

Sincea_1,, anda, 1, are sub- and supersolutions of (25) it follows from Lemmadt th ¢)~'4),, and
a Y~ 1¢, are sub- and supersolutions of (23). Lemma 3 then implies

CY_’L/J_I’L/Jn S ¢n S a+1/1_11/1n
for eachn. Letting N_ = a_ max(¢)) ~*m completes the proof. O

Proposition 17. A subsequence éf),, } converges uniformly and ii’!-* to a functiong € Wi"p that is a
solution of

—8A¢+ Rop = —27%5 +lo+ LW 7.

Proof. The functionsy,, solve
2
_8A¢n = _R(bn - 57-2(?5?1 + |U + LWn|2¢7:7 + 2071(257:3- (27)

Since the right-hand side of (27) is bounded.if (here we use the fact that_ < ¢,, < N, for everyn)
we conclude from elliptic regularity estimate

lonllwz2r < 1 ([| A gnllr + ¢nllr) < c2 ([| A nllr + Ny)
that the sequencgp,, } is bounded if¥2?:?. Reducing to a subsequence, we conclude {hat converges
weakly in W2? and strongly iniW? and also inC? to a limit ¢ € W2? and¢ > N_ > 0. A standard
convergence argument shows thds a weak solution of
2 [
—8A¢+ Rp = —57%0 +lo+ LW 7.

Sinceg is a weak solution and € W?2? we conclude tha is a strong solution. O
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Proposition 18. The vector fieldV is a solution of

divLW = §¢6d7.

Proof. SinceW,, — W in W and¢Sdr — ¢5dr in L?, and since
. 2 6
divLW, = §¢nd7',
a standard argument shows thEtweakly solves
. 2 6
divLW = §¢ dr.
SincelV € W2P, W is a strong solution. O

This completes the second proof of Corollary 1.

6 Conclusion

The conformal method of solving the Einstein constraintagiquns is remarkably effective when the mean
curvature is constant, and is remarkably recalcitrant wihennot. In this paper we have made progress
towards our understanding of the non-CMC case. We have grihna there exist solutions of the vacuum
constraint equations whenever a global supersolution edound. Using a well-known near-CMC global
supersolution, we have simplified the hypotheses requoeeésfistence in the near-CMC case. And as a
consequence of the HNT supersolution, we have shown thatdorabe-positive metrics, and for small
enough transverse traceless tensors, there exist vacuutioss of the constraint equations for any choice
of mean curvature.

Our existence theorem shows that any potential failure @fctinformal method must arise from a loss of
control from above of the conformal factor. Currently knoglobal supersolutions impose this control by
making strong smallness assumptions, either on the meanataue, or on the transverse traceless tensor.
Presumably one can interpolate between these smallnediions, but the question of existence for generic
large data remains open. There also remain numerous otkarquestions, including the existence of far-
from-CMC solutions for Yamabe-null or Yamabe-negativeniest uniqueness for far-from-CMC data, and
existence for metrics admitting conformal Killing fieldss & consequence, the applicability of the confor-
mal method for general mean curvatures remains largely awkn Nevertheless, the results of [HNTO07]
and the current paper are a step towards answering thisouest
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