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Abstract: We prove a nonlinear characteristic Ck-gluing theorem for vacuum gravita-
tional fields in Bondi gauge for a class of characteristic hypersurfaces near static vacuum
n-dimensional backgrounds, n ≥ 3, with any finite k, with cosmological constant Λ ∈ R,
near Birmingham-Kottler backgrounds. This generalises the C2-gluing of Aretakis, Czimek
and Rodnianski, carried-out near light cones in four-dimensional Minkowski spacetime.
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1 Introduction

In a recent series of pioneering papers, Aretakis, Czimek and Rodnianski [1, 2] presented
a C2-gluing construction near-Minkowskian characteristic initial data for four-dimensional
vacuum Einstein equations. The construction connects together two spacetimes using a
characteristic initial data surface, ensuring continuity of the initial data and of two trans-
verse derivatives. The differentiability properties of the spacetime obtained by evolving the
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resulting initial data are rather poor, when taking into account the differentiability losses
arising in the characteristic Cauchy problem. As a result, the usefulness of the resulting
spacetimes for further constructions or applications is rather limited.

The purpose of this paper is to show how to carry-out the characteristic gluing with an
arbitrary finite number of transverse derivatives. While this does not lead to smooth space-
times by evolution, one obtains spacetimes which are of arbitrarily high differentiability
class, whether classical or Sobolev-type.

We further carry-out the gluing in any spacetime dimension, and allow any cosmological
constant Λ ∈ R.

From the point of view of four-dimensional physics, the key contribution of our work is
the proof that characteristic gluing in asymptotically Minkowskian four dimensional space-
times can be carried-out with an arbitrary number of transverse derivatives. As already
mentioned, this resolves the issue of poor differentiability of the spacetimes, and hence of
the spacelike initial data sets obtained from spacetimes evolved from the characteristic data
constructed in [1, 2]. Moreover the generalisation to higher dimensions, and to arbitrary
cosmological constants, has interest of its own.

The heart of the proof is to show that the linearised gluing problem can be solved. This
has been done in [3, 4]. One then needs to setup an implicit function theorem, which turns
out to be intricate because of the differentiability properties of various fields. The aim of
this work is to carry this out.

To make things precise, the main question of interest is the following: Consider a
smooth hypersurface N and two characteristic data sets on overlapping subsets N1 and
N2 of N . Suppose that the data on both N1 ⊂ M1 and N2 ⊂ M2 arise by restriction from
vacuum spacetimes (M1, g1) and (M2, g2). Can one find a vacuum spacetime (M , g), with
N ⊂ M , so that the data on N , arising by restriction from g, coincide with the original
ones away from the overlapping region, after possibly moving N2 within M2? (compare
Figure 1.1).

𝒩 1

�̃� 2

g1

g2

S1

S̃2

Figure 1.1. The gluing construction of [1]. Given N1 ⊂ M1 and N2 ⊂ M2, the goal is to
construct characteristic data interpolating N2 and Ñ 2 ⊂ M2, a nearby hypersurface from N2.
Figure from [5].
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Here we analyse this question for small (nonlinear) perturbations of (n+1)-dimensional
Birmingham-Kottler backgrounds, n ≥ 3; these include the Minkowski, anti-de Sitter or de
Sitter ((A)dS), or Myers-Perry backgrounds. In Bondi coordinates the background metrics
can be written as

g̊ ≡ g̊αβdx
αdxβ = g̊uudu

2 − 2du dr + r2γ̊AB︸ ︷︷ ︸
g̊AB

dxAdxB , (1.1)

with

g̊uu := −
(
ε− ℓ−2r2 − 2m̊

rn−2

)
, ε ∈ {0,±1} , ℓ−1 ∈

{
0,

√
2Λ

n(n− 1)

}
, m̊ ∈ R ,

where γ̊ ≡ γ̊ABdx
AdxB is a u- and r-independent Einstein metric of scalar curvature equal

to (n− 1)(n− 2)ε on an (n− 1)-dimensional manifold S (which we assume to be compact
and boundaryless), with the associated Ricci tensor taking the form

R[̊γ]AB = (n− 2)ε γ̊AB , ε ∈ {0,±1} . (1.2)

Further, ℓ−1 ∈ R+ ∪ iR+, with a purely imaginary value of ℓ−1 allowed to accommodate
for a cosmological constant Λ < 0. Finally, the parameter m is related to the total mass of
the spacetime.

The hypersurface N will be taken to be {u = 0}, with

N1 = {r < r2} ∩ N , and N2 = {r > r1} ∩ N ,

for some r2 > r1 > 0.
We will follow the original strategy of [1], where an implicit function theorem is first

used in a form which leads to obstructions to gluing (compare [5, Appendix C]; see [6]
for an alternative approach). Both in [1] and here one then gets around this problem by
considering instead a family of data on a deformation of N2 which carries enough global
charges to compensate for these obstructions. In order to account for the obstructions,
we will say that a family F of smooth metrics defined near N2 is a compensating family
if F is parameterised diffeomorphically by a set of radial charges obstructing the gluing.
An example in four spacetime dimensions and with Λ = 0 is provided by the family of
boosted-and-translated Kerr metrics.

Let 1 ≤ k ∈ N be the number of derivatives transverse to N that we want to glue;
the case k = 0 can be achieved by any smooth interpolation of the unconstrained Cauchy
data and does not deserve further considerations. For simplicity let us at this stage assume
that all fields on N are smooth; this will have to be relaxed in the proof. The space of
smooth fields on N with k smooth transverse derivatives will be denoted by Ck

u C
∞
(r,xA)

. As
explained in [5] the problem of Ck

u C
∞
(r,xA)

-gluing of N1 with a deformation of N2 can be
reduced to the following: Let a ∈ {1, 2} and

Sa := {u = 0 , r = ra} ,
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and let xa ∈ Ψ[Sa, k] be smooth vacuum codimension-two data of order k (see Section 2 for
the definition) induced on Sa by the codimension-one data on Na. One then wants to find
a vacuum characteristic data set on N ∩ {r1 ≤ r ≤ r2} which interpolates between x1 and
a deformation of x2.

In view of the already-mentioned works on the subject, it is rather clear that the
following should be true:

Conjecture 1.1 Let k ∈ N and let F be a compensating family of smooth metrics defined
near N2. A smooth, spacelike, vacuum, codimension-two data set x1 ∈ Ψ[S1, k], which is
sufficiently close in a suitable topology to the data arising from a member of F , can be
Ck
u C

∞
(r,xA)

-glued to data induced on a deformation of S2 within a nearby member of F .

In this paper we prove some special cases thereof. The following result is the special
case kγ = ∞ of Theorem 8.1 below:

Theorem 1.2 The conjecture is true near (n+1)-dimensional Birmingham-Kottler metrics,
n ≥ 3, with mass parameter m ̸= 0, where S1 is a section of the hypersurface {u = 0} in
the coordinate system of (1.1), and where F is the family of{

Kerr-(A)dS metrics, when Λ ∈ R, S1 ≈ Sn−1 or a quotient thereof ;
Birmingham-Kottler metrics, when Λ ∈ R, R(̊γ) < 0.

(1.3)

Remark 1.3 We view the Minkowski metric, the Birmignham-Kottler metrics, the Myers-
Perry metrics [7], and their Λ-counterparts [8, 9], as members of the Kerr-(A)dS family.
From the point of view of the linearised analysis in [3, 4], the metrics missing in (1.3) are
the Birmingham-Kottler metrics with a) Ricci-flat sections (S, γ̊), and b) Einstein sections
with positive Ricci tensor distinct from the round sphere or its quotients. This is due to
the lack, to the best of our knowledge, of families of such metrics with enough parameters
to compensate for the obstructing radial charges (see [10, 11] for some partial results). The
existence of any suitable such family near the Birmingham-Kottler metrics would extend
without further due the range of validity of our gluing results. □

Acknowledgements: PTC is grateful to Lev Kapitanski for bibliographical advice.

2 Gluing fields

The aim of this section is to provide a description of the interpolating fields.
Recall that codimension-two data Ψ[S, k] on a submanifold S of codimension two are

defined in [5] as the collection of jets of order k induced on S by smooth Lorentzian metrics
defined near S. Throughout this work we will implicitly assume that the metric induced on
S is Riemannian, and that the data satisfy the differential and algebraic relation following
from the vacuum Einstein equations.

We use the parameterisation of the metric of Bondi et al. (cf., e.g., [5, 12] and references
therein), namely

g ≡ gαβdx
αdxβ

= −V
r
e2βdu2 − 2e2βdudr + r2γAB

(
dxA − UAdu

)(
dxB − UBdu

)
, (2.1)
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together with the conditions

∂r det γAB = ∂u det γAB = 0 . (2.2)

The existence of such coordinates follows from, e.g., [5, Appendix B].
The Bondi parametrisation of the metric allows one to parameterise Ψ[S1, k] in terms

of a reduced set of free data which we denote as ΨBo[S1, k] (see [5] or Section 3 below).
Now, in [5] all fields have been assumed to be smooth for simplicity, but for the purpose
of analysis it is awkward to work with such fields, so that it is useful to make explicit an
index kγ ∈ N in Ψ[S1, k; kγ ] to characterise the differentiability class of the fields. A precise
definition of Ψ[S1, k; kγ ] in terms of the Bondi parameterisation ΨBo[S1, k; kγ ] is given in
Definition 3.4 below.

It is convenient to assume that the codimension-two data ΨBo[S1, k; kγ ] and ΨBo[S2, k; kγ ]

arise from vacuum metrics g1 and g2, defined near S1 and S2 respectively, both in Bondi
gauge with the same determinant normalisation, i.e.

det
(
(ga)AB

)
= r2(n−1) det(̊γAB) , a = 1, 2. (2.3)

The Bondi gauge involves no loss of generality for expanding null hypersurfaces, as is the
case here, and can be realised while preserving the smallness needed in Theorem 1.2 by
e.g. [5, Appendix B]. The metrics g1 and g2 will both be assumed to be close to some
background metric g̊, in norms that are made clear in Theorem 8.1 below. For the purpose
of Theorem 1.2 the metric g̊ will be one of the Birmingham-Kottler metrics with m ̸= 0

and g2 will be a nearby Kerr-(A)dS metric, or a nearby Birmingham-Kottler metric.
We choose a number 0 < η < (r2 − r1)/16, such that g1 is defined on {u = 0} for

r ≤ r1 + 4η, and that g2 is defined in a neighborhood of {u = 0} for r ≥ r2 − 4η. The
gluing to g2 will take place at r = r̊, a section close to r = r2, where

r̊ = r̊(u, xA) (2.4)

is a function which depends upon the data being glued. The gluing procedure below makes
use of a tensor field gABdx

AdxB defined on

N[r1 ,̊r] := {u = 0} ∩ {xA ∈ S , r1 ≤ r ≤ r̊(u = 0, xA)} ; (2.5)

this field will interpolate between the given (g1)AB and (g2)AB on N[r1 ,̊r]. It takes the form

gAB = ω
(
g̊AB + ϕ1

(
(g1)AB − g̊AB

)
+ ϕ2

(
E(Ψ∗g2)AB − g̊AB

)
+

∑
i∈ιℓ−1,m

κi
[i]
φAB︸ ︷︷ ︸

=:ĝAB

)
, (2.6)

with

κi : (r1, r2) → R , i ∈ ιℓ−1,m := {k[ℓ−1], k[ℓ−1] +
1

2
, k[ℓ−1] + 1, . . . , k[m] + 4} ⊂ 1

2
Z , (2.7)
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Figure 2.1. The supports of ϕ1, ϕ2 and of the κi’s.

where

k[ℓ−1] :=

{
4− n , ℓ−1 = 0

min(4− n, 7−n−2k
2 ) , ℓ−1 ̸= 0

, k[m] :=

{
k , m = 0

k(n− 1) , m ̸= 0
, (2.8)

and where the summation ranges originate from the analysis of the linearised problem
in [3, 4]. In addition:

1. The function ω > 0 is determined by the remaining fields appearing in (2.6) by the
requirement that the Bondi determinant condition is satisfied by gAB:

det
(
gAB

)
= r2(n−1) det

(̊
γAB

)
⇐⇒ ω2(n−1) =

r2(n−1) det
(̊
γAB

)
det

(
ĝAB

) . (2.9)

2. The function ϕ1 = ϕ1(r) is a smooth function which is equal to one for r ∈ [r1, r1+η]

and vanishes for r ≥ r1 + 2η, see Figure 2.1. Hence for r ∈ [r1, r1 + η] we have
gAB = ω (g1)AB, which together with (2.3) implies that ω ≡ 1 there. It follows that
gAB matches smoothly (g1)AB at S1.

3. The functions κi = κi(r) are smooth, supported in [r1 + 2η, r2 − 2η], and satisfy

⟨κi, κ̂j⟩ ≡
∫ r2

r1

κi(s)κ̂j(s) ds = δij , where κ̂i(s) := s−i (2.10)

(cf., e.g., [4, Equation (5.8)]).

4. The tensor fields
[i]
φAB are g̊-traceless, are independent of r, and belong to a Hölder

space Ckγ ,λ(S) or a Sobolev space W kγ ,p(S); they are free fields which will be used
to achieve gluing.

5. Ψ is a diffeomorphism defined in a neighborhood of S2 and preserving the Bondi

form of the metric. The diffeomorphism Ψ, together with the fields
[i]
φAB, provides the

degrees of freedom needed to achieve gluing. Meanwhile, E is an extension map (see
Section 5.2), with

det
(
E(Ψ∗ g2)AB

)
= r2(n−1) det

(̊
γAB

)
. (2.11)
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Note that the right-hand side of (2.11) is chosen once and for all, even if (g2)AB

is another Birmingham-Kottler metric g′AB. We emphasise that, in this last case,
the metric γ′AB will be different from γ̊AB in general, so that (2.11) typically re-
quires adjusting the Bondi coordinate r; this can be done as follows: Let us write a
Birmingham-Kottler metric g′ as

g′ = g′uudu
2 − 2 du dρ+ ρ2γ′ABdx

AdxB , g′uu := −
(
ε− ℓ−2ρ2 − 2m′

ρn−2

)
. (2.12)

Introducing

r = ρ

(
det γ′

det γ̊

)1/(n−1)

=: ρχ (2.13)

transforms g′ to a Bondi form

g′ = g′uudu
2 − 2 du (χ−1dr − rχ−2dχ) + r2χ−2γ′ABdx

AdxB , (2.14)

where now (2.11) holds:

det
(
g′AB

)
= r2(n−1) det

(
χ−2γ′AB

)
= r2(n−1) det

(̊
γAB

)
. (2.15)

6. Let 0 ≤ ϕ̊2 : R → R be a smooth function which is equal to one for x ∈ [−η,∞) and
vanishes for x ≤ −2η. We set

ϕ2(r, x
A) = ϕ̊2

(
r − r̊(u = 0, xA)

)
. (2.16)

For r ∈ [̊r − η, r̊] we have gAB = ω(E(Ψ∗g2)AB), which implies that ω ≡ 1 there. It
follows that gAB matches smoothly E(Ψ∗g2)AB at

S̃2 := {r = r̊} ⊂ N[r1 ,̊r] . (2.17)

3 Definitions, Function spaces

We need function spaces which are tailored to elliptic equations on S. As the argument is
identical in Hölder spaces and in Sobolev spaces, for kγ ∈ N, p ∈ (1,∞) and λ ∈ (0, 1) the
space XS

kγ
we will use is

XS
kγ :=

{
either Ckγ ,λ(S) ,

or W kγ ,p(S) ,
(3.1)

where either the first choice is made throughout, or the second. The precise values of the
Sobolev index p or of the Hölder index λ are irrelevant in the calculations that follow, and are
assumed to remain the same throughout the paper. The case Hkγ ≡ W kγ ,2 is presumably
most relevant from the point of view of the evolution problem, but the remaining ones
might be of some interest. In what follows, in the Sobolev case the index kγ could in fact
be any real number satisfying the inequalities imposed.

Again in the Sobolev case, it might be useful to recall the Moser inequalities on a
compact d-dimensional manifold S: for s ∈ R+, for all tensor fields f ∈ L∞(S) and for
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all smooth (possibly tensor-valued) maps F there exists a constant C = C(s, F, ∥f∥L∞(S))

such that
∥F (f)∥W s,p(S) ≤ C∥f∥W s,p(S) . (3.2)

We remark that the right-hand side will be finite for s > d/p by Sobolev’s embedding, and
we will assume throughout that we are in this regime when Sobolev spaces are used.

The manifolds N[r1 ,̊r] carrying the characteristic data in the gluing region will be of
the form (2.5). We will often simply write N for N[r1 ,̊r] whenever confusion is unlikely to
occur.

The following spaces of functions on N[r1 ,̊r] turn out to be natural for our problem at
hand:

X
N[r1 ,̊r]

kγ
:=

{
either {f such that f ∈ Ckγ ,λ(S1) and ∂rf ∈ Ckγ ,λ(N[r1 ,̊r])} ,
or {f such that f ∈W kγ ,p(S1) and ∂rf ∈W kγ ,p(N[r1 ,̊r])} .

(3.3)

To avoid ambiguities: we will use Sobolev spaces on N[r1 ,̊r] when boundary data are in
Sobolev spaces, and Hölder spaces on N[r1 ,̊r] when boundary data are in Hölder spaces.

Remark 3.1 Strictly speaking, the requirement of Hölder regularity of f in the r-direction
is irrelevant for the problem at hand and can be removed from (3.3). We use the space
Ckγ ,λ(N ) there to avoid the introduction of yet another nonstandard function space. □

Remark 3.2 Given a C1 function r̊ = r̊(u, xA) > 0, each of the maps parameterised by u

N[r1 ,̊r] ∋ (r, xA) 7→
( r2
r̊(u, xA)

r, xA
)
∈ N[r1,r2] (3.4)

is a diffeomorphism. It does not preserve the Bondi form of the metric, but for many
purposes, e.g. for considering the differentiability properties of the fields, the manifold
N[r1 ,̊r] can be thought of as being the same as N[r1,r2], keeping in mind that our functions
r̊(u, ·) will be C1 close to r2. □

We have the following observations, which make it clear how the spaces X
N[r1 ,̊r]

kγ
arise

in the calculations below:

Proposition 3.3 Let fS ∈ XS
kγ

and

fN ∈

{
Ckγ ,λ(N[r1 ,̊r]) in the Hölder case, or
W kγ ,p(N[r1 ,̊r]) in the Sobolev case.

Then

1. At fixed r the functions f(r, ·) = fS(·) +
∫ r
r1
fN (s, ·) ds are in XS

kγ
, and

2. The function (r, ·) 7→ fS(·) +
∫ r
r1
fN (s, ·) ds is in X

N[r1 ,̊r]

kγ
.
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Proof: The claims are obvious in Hölder spaces.
In Lp-type Sobolev spaces with p ≥ 1, we identify N[r1 ,̊r] with N[r1,r2] as in Remark 3.2.

We then have

∥∂A1 . . . ∂Ai

(
f(r, ·)− fS(·)

)
∥Lp(S) =

∥∥∫ r

r1

∂A1 . . . ∂AifN (s, ·) ds
∥∥
Lp

≤
∫ r

r1

∥∂A1 . . . ∂AifN (s, ·)∥Lpds

≤ C(p, r)
(∫ r

r1

∥∂A1 . . . ∂AifN (s, ·)∥pLpds
)1/p

= C(p, r)
(∫ r

r1

∫
S
|∂A1 . . . ∂AifN (s, ·)|p dµγ ds

)1/p

= C(p, r)∥∂A1 . . . ∂AifN ∥Lp(N[r1,r]
) , (3.5)

and the result readily follows. □

Definition 3.4 1. We define spacelike, vacuum, codimension-two Bondi data ΨBo[S, k; kγ ]

of order k, with regularity index kγ, as the following collection of fields on an (n − 1)-
dimensional manifold S:

V ∈ XS
kγ−2 , ∂rU

A ∈ XS
kγ−1 ,

∀ 1 ≤ ℓ ≤ k : ∂ℓrγAB ∈ XS
kγ+1−ℓ ,

∀ 0 ≤ ℓ ≤ k : ∂ℓuβ ∈ XS
kγ−2ℓ , ∂ℓuU

A ∈ XS
kγ−1−2ℓ , ∂ℓuγAB ∈ XS

kγ−2ℓ , (3.6)

where γAB is a Riemannian metric on S.
2. We define vacuum, characteristic Bondi data ΦBo[N[r1 ,̊r], k; kγ ] of order k, with

regularity index kγ, as the following collection of fields on an n-dimensional manifold
N[r1 ,̊r] ≈ [r1, r2]× S and on S1 := {r = r1} ⊂ N[r1 ,̊r]:

γAB ∈ X
N[r1 ,̊r]

kγ
,

V |S1 ∈ XS
kγ−2 , ∂rU

A|S1 ∈ XS
kγ−1 ,

∀ 0 ≤ ℓ ≤ k : ∂ℓuβ|S1 ∈ XS
kγ−2ℓ , ∂ℓuU

A|S1 ∈ XS
kγ−1−2ℓ , ∂ℓuγAB|S1 ∈ XS

kγ−2ℓ , (3.7)

where each γAB(r, ·) is a Riemannian metric on the level sets of r within N[r1 ,̊r].
3. We say that ΨBo[S1, k; kγ ] are compatible with ΦBo[N[r1 ,̊r], k; kγ ] if the data induced

by the latter at r = r1 coincide with the former.
4. We define a set of “deformation-and-gauge fields” G [S, k; kγ ] of order k, with regu-

larity index kγ, as the following collection of scalars ψi and vector fields
(i)

XA on S:

ψ0 ∈ XS
kγ+2 , ψ1 ∈ XS

kγ , . . . , ψk ∈ XS
kγ+2−2k , (3.8)

(0)

XA ∈ XS
kγ+1 ,

(1)

XA ∈ XS
kγ−1 , . . . ,

(k)

XA ∈ XS
kγ+1−2k . (3.9)

□

– 9 –



The fields G [S, k; kγ ] are used to define the tensor field E(Ψ∗g2)AB in Section 5.2;
compare (5.70)-(5.77).

In this terminology, the set of fields ΨBo[S1, k] defined in [5] coincides with ΨBo[S1, k;∞];
similarly for ΦBo[N[r1 ,̊r], k;∞].

4 The equations and their properties

In Definition 3.4, the information contained in ΦBo[N[r1 ,̊r], k; kγ ] is equivalent to that con-

tained in ΨBo[S1, k; kγ ] after supplementing by γAB ∈ X
N[r1 ,̊r]

kγ
. The reason for these defi-

nitions is that each of these sets allows one to determine the values of the u-derivatives of
the metric on N up to order k:

Theorem 4.1 Let k ∈ N, kγ ∈ N ∪ {∞}. We suppose that, in n-space dimensions, n ≥ 3,
the regularity index kγ satisfies

kγ

{
≥ 2 + 2k in the Hölder case, or
> 2 + 2k + (n− 1)/p in the Lp-type Sobolev case.

(4.1)

Let I ⊂ R be an interval containing 0 and let 0 < r̊ : I × S 7→ R satisfy

0 ≤ i ≤ k ∂iur̊(u, ·) ∈ XS
kγ−2i . (4.2)

The vacuum Einstein equations define a smooth map Ξ which to r̊ and to the characteristic
data ΦBo[N[r1 ,̊r], k; kγ ] satisfying (3.7) assigns the fields

0 ≤ ℓ ≤ k : ∂ℓuβ, ∂
ℓ
uγAB ∈ XN

kγ−2ℓ , ∂ℓuU
A, ∂ℓu∂rU

A ∈ XN
kγ−1−2ℓ , ∂ℓuV ∈ XN

kγ−2−2ℓ .

(4.3)

Proof: We can use Einstein’s equations [5] (see [12] in spacetime-dimension four) together
with (3.2) to define the following maps:

1. We integrate in r, within the range
[
r1, r̊(u = 0, xA)

)
, the equation

0 =
r

2(n− 1)
Grr = ∂rβ − r

8(n− 1)
γACγBD(∂rγAB)(∂rγCD) . (4.4)

This determines
β ∈ XN

kγ , (4.5)

in terms of β|S1 ∈ XS
kγ

and of the fields on S. We thus obtain a smooth map{
β|S1 ∈ XS

kγ , γAB ∈ XN
kγ

}
7→ β ∈ XN

kγ . (4.6)

Here (and in what follows), the dependence upon r̊ (and its u-derivatives) will be kept
implicit.
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Assume moreover, for the sake of induction, that there exists 1 ≤ ℓ ≤ k− 1 such that
we have a smooth map which, to the free data which are listed in the theorem and
which will be made clear as the argument progresses, assigns the fields

∂iuγAB ∈ XN
kγ−2i for 0 ≤ i ≤ ℓ, (4.7)

smoothly in the free data. Integrating in r the equation obtained by differentiating
(4.4) in u, we obtain similarly

∂iuβ ∈ XN
kγ−2i for 0 ≤ i ≤ ℓ, (4.8)

smoothly in the free data.

2. The fields UA|S1 and ∂rUA|S1 are used to obtain UA(r, ·) and ∂rUA(r, ·) by integrating

0 = 2rn−1GrA

= ∂r

[
rn+1e−2βγAB(∂rU

B)
]
− 2r2(n−1)∂r

( 1

rn−1
DAβ

)
+ rn−1γEFDE(∂rγAF ) .

(4.9)

Combined with (4.6), this leads to a smooth map

XS
kγ ⊕XS

kγ−1 ⊕XN
kγ ∋

(
β|S1 ,

{
UA , ∂rU

A
}
|S1 , γAB

)
7→

(
β , {UA , ∂rU

A}
)
∈ XN

kγ ⊕XN
kγ−1 . (4.10)

Assuming (4.7)-(4.8) and

∂iuU
A|S1 , ∂

i
u∂rU

A|S1 ∈ XS
kγ−1−2i for 0 ≤ i ≤ ℓ, (4.11)

by u-differentiation one also finds

∂iuU
A, ∂iu∂rU

A ∈ XN
kγ−1−2i for 0 ≤ i ≤ ℓ, (4.12)

smoothly in the free data and in r.

3. The function V |S1 is used to integrate the equation

2Λr2 = r2e−2β(2Gur + 2UAGrA − V/r Grr)

= R[γ]− 2γAB
[
DADBβ + (DAβ)(DBβ)

]
+

e−2β

r2(n−2)
DA

[
∂r(r

2(n−1)UA)
]

−1

2
r4e−4βγAB(∂rU

A)(∂rU
B)− (n− 1)

rn−3
e−2β∂r(r

n−3V ) , (4.13)

obtaining thus V |N . This results in the smooth map

XS
kγ ⊕X

S
kγ−1 ⊕XS

kγ−2 ⊕XN
kγ ∋

(
β|S1 ,

{
UA , ∂rU

A
}
|S1 , V |S1 , γAB

)
7→

(
β , {UA , ∂rU

A} , V
)
∈ XN

kγ ⊕XN
kγ−1 ⊕XN

kγ−2 . (4.14)
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Assuming (4.7)-(4.8), and (4.11) together with

∂iuV |S1 ∈ XS
kγ−2−2i for 0 ≤ i ≤ ℓ , (4.15)

one also finds
∂iuV ∈ XN

kγ−2−2i for 0 ≤ i ≤ ℓ, (4.16)

smoothly in the free data.

4. The field ∂uγAB|S is used to determine ∂uγAB(r, ·) by integrating

0 = r(n−5)/2TS[GAB]

= ∂r

[
r(n−1)/2∂uγAB − 1

2
r(n−3)/2V ∂rγAB − n− 1

4
r(n−5)/2V γAB

]
+
n− 1

4
∂r(r

(n−5)/2V )γAB

+
1

2
r(n−3)/2V γCD∂rγAC∂rγBD − 1

2
r(n−1)/2γCD(∂rγBD∂uγAC + ∂uγBD∂rγAC)

+r(n−5)/2TS

[
e2βr2R[γ]AB − 2eβDADBe

β + r3−nγCADB[∂r(r
n−1UC)]

−1

2
r4e−2βγACγBD(∂rU

C)(∂rU
D) +

r2

2
(∂rγAB)(DCU

C) + r2UCDC(∂rγAB)

−r2(∂rγAC)γBE(D
CUE −DEUC)

]
, (4.17)

where the symbol TS denotes the traceless-symmetric part of a tensor with respect
to the metric γAB and where R[γ]AB is the Ricci tensor of the metric γAB. Hence we
obtain the smooth map

XS
kγ ⊕X

S
kγ−1 ⊕XS

kγ−2 ⊕XN
kγ ∋(

β|S1 ,
{
UA , ∂rU

A
}
|S1 ,

{
V , ∂uγAB}|S1 , γAB

)
7→

(
β , {UA , ∂rU

A} ,
{
V , ∂uγAB}

)
∈ XN

kγ ⊕XN
kγ−1 ⊕XN

kγ−2 . (4.18)

Note that this justifies (4.7) with ℓ = 1. Assuming that (4.7)-(4.8), (4.11) and (4.15)
hold with some ℓ ≥ 1, together with

∂ℓ+1
u γAB|S1 ∈ XS

kγ−2−2ℓ−2, (4.19)

one also finds
∂ℓ+1
u γAB ∈ XN

kγ−2−2i, (4.20)

smoothly in the free data and in r. Equivalently, (4.7) holds with ℓ replaced by ℓ+1.

5. As already pointed-out, the u-derivative of β on N can be calculated by integrating
the equation obtained by u-differentiating (4.4), after expressing the right-hand side
in terms of the fields determined so far:

∂r∂uβ =
r

8

(
γAC∂uγ

BD(∂rγAB)(∂rγCD) + γACγBD(∂rγAB)(∂r∂uγCD)
)
. (4.21)
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For this we also need the initial value ∂uβ|S, which leads to the smooth map

XS
kγ ⊕X

S
kγ−1 ⊕XS

kγ−2 ⊕XN
kγ ∋(

β|S1 ,
{
UA , ∂rU

A
}
|S1 ,

{
V , ∂uγAB , ∂uβ}|S1 , γAB

)
7→

(
β , {UA, ∂rU

A} ,
{
V , ∂uγAB , ∂uβ}

)
∈ XN

kγ ⊕XN
kγ−1 ⊕XN

kγ−2 . (4.22)

6. The equation

−2e2βGuA = 0 (4.23)

reads

0 = ∂r

[
e4β∂u

(
e−4βr2γABU

B
)

− e2β∂r

(
rγABU

BV e2β
)
− 2rV ∂r(γABU

B) + r2UB∂uγAB

]
+ FA , (4.24)

where FA can be read-off from (A.1) in Appendix A. This equation allows us to
determine algebraically ∂r∂uUA(r1, ·) in terms of fields which have been determined
in the previous steps. One thus obtains a smooth map

XS
kγ ⊕XS

kγ−1 ⊕XS
kγ−2 ⊕XS

kγ−3 ⊕XN
kγ ∋(

β|S1 ,
{
UA , ∂rU

A
}
|S1 ,

{
V , ∂uγAB , ∂uβ}|S1 , ∂uU

A|S1 , γAB

)
7→

(
β , {UA, ∂rU

A} ,
{
V , ∂uγAB , ∂uβ} , {∂uUA, ∂u∂rU

A}
)

∈ XN
kγ ⊕XN

kγ−1 ⊕XN
kγ−2 ⊕XN

kγ−3 . (4.25)

Note that this shows that the ∂iu∂rUA-part of (4.11) holds with ℓ = 1. We remark
that the consistency of this equation with the one obtained by u-differentiating (4.9)
follows from Bianchi identities.

7. We can determine algebraically ∂uV on S from the Einstein equation (Guu+Λguu)|N =

0:
Guu =

n− 1

2r2
∂uV + ... , (4.26)

where “...” stands for an explicit expression in all fields already known on N , see
(A.2) in Appendix A. This shows that (4.15) holds with ℓ = 1.

The whole argument so far leads thus to a smooth map

XS
kγ ⊕XS

kγ−1 ⊕XS
kγ−2 ⊕XS

kγ−3 ⊕XN
kγ ∋(

β|S1 ,
{
UA, ∂rU

A
}
|S1 ,

{
V , ∂uγAB , ∂uβ}|S1 , ∂uU

A|S1 , γAB

)
7→

(
β , {UA, ∂rU

A} ,
{
V , ∂uγAB , ∂uβ} , {∂uUA, ∂u∂rU

A} , ∂uV
)

∈ XN
kγ ⊕XN

kγ−1 ⊕XN
kγ−2 ⊕XN

kγ−3 ⊕XN
kγ−4 . (4.27)
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(Similarly to (4.9) and (4.24), the consistency of (4.27) with the equation obtained by
u-differentiating (4.13) follows from Bianchi identities.)

One can inductively repeat the procedure above using the equations obtained by dif-
ferentiating Einstein equations with respect to u. This finishes the proof. □

5 Deforming S2

The aim of this section is to provide a parametrisation of the map Ψ appearing in (2.6).
This requires an analysis of coordinate transformations which preserve the null-hypersurface
form of the metric

g = −αdu2 + 2νrdudr + 2νAdudx
A + gABdx

AdxB , (5.1)

together with the Bondi determinant-conditions

|∂r(det gAB)| > 0 , ∂r
(
r−2(n−1)det gAB

)
= 0 = ∂u

(
r−2(n−1)det gAB

)
. (5.2)

Thus, consider a coordinate transformation xµ → x̌µ ≡ (ǔ, ř, x̌A). It is convenient to write
(hoping that no confusion will with the field UA of Section 4 and the field UǍ here)

∂u

∂ǔ
= Uǔ ,

∂r

∂ǔ
= Rǔ ,

∂u

∂ř
= Uř ,

∂r

∂ř
= Rř , (5.3)

∂u

∂x̌C
= UČ ,

∂r

∂x̌C
= RČ ,

∂XA

∂ǔ
= XA

ǔ ,
∂xA

∂ř
= XA

ř ,
∂xA

∂x̌B
= ΛA

B̌
. (5.4)

It holds that

g →
[
gABX

A
ǔ X

B
ǔ − αU2

ǔ + 2νrRǔUǔ + 2νAUǔX
A
ǔ

]
dǔ2

+

[
gABX

A
ř X

B
ř − αU2

ř + 2νrRřUř + 2νAUřX
A
ř

]
dř2

+

[
gABΛ

A
Č
XB

ǔ − αUǔUČ + νr(RČUǔ +RǔUČ) + νA(UČX
A
ǔ + UǔΛ

A
Č
)

]
2dǔ dx̌C

+

[
gABΛ

A
Č
XB

ř − αUřUČ + νr(RČUř +RřUČ) + νA(UČX
A
ř + UřΛ

A
Č
)

]
2dřdx̌C

+
[
gABX

A
ǔ X

B
ř − αUřUǔ + νr(RǔUř +RřUǔ) + νA(UǔX

A
ř + UřX

A
ř )

]
2dǔ dř

+
[
gABΛ

A
Č
ΛB

Ď
+ UČ(2νrRĎ + 2νAΛ

A
Ď
− αUĎ)

]
dx̌Cdx̌D . (5.5)

To preserve the null form of the metric we need,

gABX
A
ř X

B
ř − αU2

ř + 2νrRřUř + 2νAUřX
A
ř = 0 , (5.6)

gABΛ
A
Č
XB

ř − αUřUČ + νr(RČUř +RřUČ) + νA(UČX
A
ř + UřΛ

A
Č
) = 0 , (5.7)

while Bondi coordinates require in addition the x̌µ-equivalent of the determinant condition
(5.2).
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We concentrate first on (5.1) and its hatted equivalent, ignoring momentarily both
(5.2) and its hatted equivalent. In the first two steps of our construction we will restrict
ourselves to coordinate transformations for which

ř ≡ r , (5.8)

so that
∂r

∂ř
=
∂ř

∂r
= 1 ,

∂r

∂ǔ
=

∂r

∂x̌C
=
∂ř

∂u
=

∂ř

∂xA
= 0 . (5.9)

The equations simplify somewhat if νA = 0. We then have

g =
[
gABX

A
ǔ X

B
ǔ − αU2

ǔ + 2νAUǔX
A
ǔ

]
dǔ2

+2
[
gABΛ

A
Č
XB

ǔ − αUǔUČ

]
dǔ dx̌C + 2

[
gABX

A
ǔ X

B
ř − αUřUǔ + νrUǔ

]
dǔ dř

+
[
gABΛ

A
Č
ΛB

Ď
− αUČUĎ︸ ︷︷ ︸

gČĎ

]
dx̌Cdx̌D , (5.10)

with

gABX
A
ř X

B
ř − αU2

ř + 2νrUř = 0 , (5.11)

gABΛ
A
Č
XB

ř − αUřUČ + νrUČ = 0 . (5.12)

Equations (5.11)-(5.12) imply

(αUř − νr)
2 UČUĎ(Λ

−1)ČA(Λ
−1)ĎEg

EA︸ ︷︷ ︸
=:|y|2

= (αUř − 2νr)Uř . (5.13)

From now on we assume that
α |y|2 < 1 ,

as needed to solve the quadratic equation (5.13) for a real-valued function Uř. The relevant
solution is the one which is small when |y|2 is small:

Uř = − νr|y|2

1− α|y|2 + (1− α|y|2)1/2
. (5.14)

This allows us to rewrite (5.12) as

XA
ř = − νr

(1− α|y|2)1/2
gAB(Λ−1)ČBUČ︸ ︷︷ ︸

=:yA

. (5.15)

Inserting (5.14)-(5.15) into (5.10) we obtain the following gřǔ-component of the metric:

gřǔ =
νr

(1− α|y|2)1/2
(
Uǔ − UČ(Λ

−1)ČAX
A
ǔ

)
. (5.16)

When νA is nonzero, as is the case in (2.14), we have to solve the full equations (5.6)-
(5.7) for XA

ř and Uř. We continue to assume that ř ≡ r. It is convenient to define the
fields

θř := νAX
A
ř , Y A

ř := XA
ř − θř

νA

|ν|2
, (5.17)
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where
|ν|2 = gABνAνB . (5.18)

Equations (5.6)-(5.7) expressed in terms of these fields become

gAB

(
Y A
ř + θř

νA

|ν|2

)(
Y B
ř + θř

νB

|ν|2

)
= (αUř − 2νr − 2θř)Uř , (5.19)

Y A
ř + (|ν|2Uř + θř)

νA

|ν|2
= (αUř − νr − θř)y

A . (5.20)

Contracting (5.20) with νA gives an expression for θř in terms of Uř and of the metric
functions:

θř =
(ανAy

A − |ν|2)Uř − νry
AνA

1 + yAνA
. (5.21)

Next, we can find another equation relating θř and Uř by calculating gABY
A
ř Y

B
ř using

(5.20). After this (5.19)-(5.20) become, using Y A
ř νA = 0,

gABY
A
ř Y

B
ř +

θ2ř
|ν|2

= (αUř − 2νr − 2θř)Uř , (5.22)

gABY
A
ř Y

B
ř +

(|ν|2Uř + θř)
2

|ν|2
= (αUř − νr − θř)

2yAyA . (5.23)

Eliminating gABY
A
ř Y

B
ř yields

(αUř − 2νr − 2θř)Uř −
θ2ř
|ν|2

= (αUř − νr − θř)
2yAyA − (|ν|2Uř + θř)

2

|ν|2
(5.24)

which, upon substituting (5.21), leads to the following quadratic equation for Uř:

(α+|ν|2)[(1+yAνA)2−|y|2(α+|ν|2)]U2
ř−2[(1+yAνA)

2−|y|2(α+|ν|2)]Uř+|y|2ν2r = 0 . (5.25)

Let us assume that

z :=
(1 + yAνA)

2

α+ |ν|2
> |y|2 , (5.26)

with |y|2 = gABy
AyB as in (5.13), which is clearly true for sufficiently small yA, as needed

below. Then the solutions to (5.25) are real-valued and equal to

Uř =

(
z − |y|2 ±

√
z (z − |y|2)

)
(α+ ν2) (z − |y|2)

νr =: F (∂Ǎu, ∂B̌x
A) . (5.27)

We take the negative root, which reduces to (5.14) in the limit νA → 0.
Finally, we can write down our solution for XA

ř substituting (5.21) into (5.20) and
recalling Y A

ř = XA
ř − θřν

−2νA. This gives,

XA
ř =− Uřν

A +

(
(α+ |ν|2)Uř − νr

1 + yAνA

)
yA

=− νr

(
z − |y|2 −

√
z (z − |y|2)

)
(α+ ν2) (z − |y|2)

νA − νr√
(z − |y|2) (α+ |ν|2)

yA

=: FA(∂Ǎu, ∂B̌x
A) . (5.28)
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The key fact for us is that the functions F and FA defined in (5.27)-(5.28) are smooth
functions of their arguments and of the metric coefficients when the derivatives ∂Ǎu are
small.

5.1 Regularity

The gluing construction of [1, 2] requires a deformation of the section

S2 = {r = r2} ∩ N[r1,r2]

in the spacetime (M 2,g2), as well as a prescription for the calculation of the u-derivatives of
this deformation. This is needed to control some of the gauge-dependent radially-conserved
charges. One needs furthermore to include in the construction a diffeomorphism ΦA of S2,
as well as its u-derivatives. Last but not least, one needs to make sure that the regularity
of the resulting fields is consistent with the characteristic constraint equations and their
u-derivatives.

Now, our aim is to provide a scheme to which the implicit function theorem can be
applied. This puts stringent requirement on the differentiability properties of the fields at
hand, and makes the construction demanding. We note that trying to do all the coordi-
nate changes at once, or changing the order of the coordinate transformations below, or
introducing ǔ as a function of u rather than u as a function of ǔ, etc., leads to fields with
problematic regularity properties.

In the original coordinate system the new section, which we denote by Š2, will be given
by the equations

Š2 = {u = ψ0(x
A) , r = r2} ⊂ {r = r2} =: |H 2 , (5.29)

with a function ψ0 which will be determined in the course of the proof of Theorem 8.1. After
carrying-out this deformation, for the purpose of this last theorem we will need to adjust
the coordinates xA on Š2, and to adjust the coordinate r on N[r1,r2] which will determine
the function r̊ of (2.4).

Remark 5.1 In our gluing results we allow only a finite number k of transverse derivatives.
In the current section k = ∞ is allowed, because equations (5.32), (5.51) and (5.78) can
be understood in the sense of Borel summation. However, it is not clear whether k = ∞
would make sense in (2.6); this is at the origin of our restriction k < ∞ in theorems such
as Theorem 8.1. □

So let 1 ≤ k ∈ N∪{∞} be the number of transverse derivatives which we wish to glue.
Let kγ ∈ N ∪ {∞} satisfy

kγ/2− 1

{
≥ k , in the Hölder case,

> k + (n− 1)/2p , in the Lp-type Sobolev case.
(5.30)

Recall that kγ encodes the differentiability properties of the fields.
In the calculations that follow we work on a spacetime manifold M satisfying

gµν ∈ Ckγ+1,σ(M ) , (5.31)

for some σ ∈ [0, 1), with σ ≥ λ in the λ-Hölder case.
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5.1.1 First coordinate transformation.

For ǔ near 0, on |H 2 we set

u(ǔ, x̌A) = ψ0(x̌
A) + ψ1(x̌

A)ǔ+ ψ2(x̌
A)
ǔ2

2
+ . . .+ ψk+2(x̌

A)
ǔk+2

(k + 2)!
, (5.32)

with functions
ψi ∈ XS

kγ+2−2i, and where ψ1 > 0. (5.33)

Equation (5.32) should be understood in the sense of Borel-summation when k = ∞.
We find

u|{ǔ=0} = ψ0 ∈ XS
kγ+2 , ∂ǔu|{ǔ=0} = ψ1 ∈ XS

kγ , . . . , ∂k+2
ǔ u|{ǔ=0} = ψk+2 ∈ XS

kγ−2k−2 ,

(5.34)

and

∀ i > k + 2 ∂iǔu = 0 , (5.35)

in particular it holds that

∀ 0 ≤ 2i ≤ kγ + 2 ∂iǔu ∈ XS
kγ+2−2i . (5.36)

(Should one wish to minimise losses of differentiability of the transformed metric away from
{ǔ = 0}, in (5.32) one could apply to the coefficients ψi suitable extension maps so that
u is smooth away from {ǔ = 0}, while maintaining (5.34). But this is irrelevant for the
considerations to follow.)

On |H 2 we replace the coordinates (u, xA)|
|H 2

by a new set of coordinates (ǔ, x̌A = xA),

where ǔ|
|H 2

is defined by (5.32), and we define the coordinates (ǔ, ř, x̌A) away from |H 2 by
setting ř = r and flowing along the null geodesics1 orthogonal to the level sets of ǔ within
the hypersurface |H 2 of (5.29). (We remark that imposing ∂řu = 0, which would vastly
simplify what follows, is not compatible with (5.11)-(5.12) unless ∂Ǎu = 0.)

We emphasise that the above construction automatically preserves the null form of the
metric; in particular (5.14)-(5.15) hold.

Let us first consider the algebraically simpler case νA = 0. From (5.5) we obtain

g = −αU2
ǔ︸︷︷︸

=:α̌

dǔ2 − 2αUǔUČ︸ ︷︷ ︸
=:ν̌Č

dǔ dx̌C + 2 (−αUřUǔ + νrUǔ)︸ ︷︷ ︸
=:ν̌ř

dǔ dř

+(gCD − αUČUĎ)︸ ︷︷ ︸
=:gČĎ

dx̌Cdx̌D . (5.37)

It holds that:
1Since kγ ≥ 2k ≥ 2, there still exists a class of geodesics which are uniquely defined by their initial

data, even though the metric might be poorly differentiable in different coordinates used as long as the
coordinates are C1-related to the well-behaved ones.
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1. Using

∂ǔgµν |{ǔ=0} = Uǔ ∂ugµν |{ǔ=0} ∈ XS
kγ , . . . , ∂

i
ǔgµν |{ǔ=0} ∈ XS

kγ+2−2i , (5.38)

Equations (5.36)-(5.37) show that

∀ 0 ≤ 2i ≤ kγ ∂iǔgǔǔ|Š2
, ∂iǔgǔǍ|Š2

∈ XS
kγ−2i , ∂

i
ǔgǍB̌|Š2

∈ . (5.39)

2. Recall the definitions of |y|2 in (5.13) and of z in (5.26):

|y|2(ǔ, ř, x̌A) = UČUĎ(Λ
−1)ČA(Λ

−1)ĎEg
EA , z :=

(
1 + gAB(Λ−1)ČBUČνA

)2
α+ gABνAνB

.

(5.40)

Since ΛA
Ǎ||H 2 is the identity, using (5.27)-(5.28) we find

∂iǔ(|y|2)|Š2
, ∂iǔz|Š2

, ∂iǔUř|Š2
, ∂iǔX

A
ř |Š2

∈ . (5.41)

Taking a ř-derivative of (5.40) gives

∂ř(|y|2)|Š2
= ∂ř

(
UČUĎδ

Č
Aδ

Ď
Eg

EA
)

= 2 UČ,ř︸︷︷︸
∈XS

kγ

UĎδ
Č
Aδ

Ď
Eg

EA + UČUĎδ
Č
Aδ

Ď
E ∂řg

EA︸ ︷︷ ︸
∈XS

kγ

∈ XS
kγ , (5.42)

with a similar calculation for z, where we used the notation f,ř := ∂řf , and of course
all terms on the right-hand side are evaluated at Š2. We also used ∂rgµν |Š2

∈ XS
kγ

and (5.41) to estimate the last term:

∂řg
EA = ∂rg

EA + ∂řu∂ug
EA + ∂řx

B∂Bg
EA ∈ XS

kγ . (5.43)

By induction over i and j,

∀ 0 ≤ j + 2i ≤ kγ + 1 ∂iǔ∂
j
ř |y|

2|Š2
∈ XS

kγ+1−j−2i , (5.44)

which immediately implies

∀ 0 ≤ j + 2i ≤ kγ + 1 ∂iǔ∂
j
řUř , ∂

i
ǔ∂

j
řX

A
ř ∈ XS

kγ+1−j−2i . (5.45)

The last line can be rewritten as

∀ i ≥ 1 , 0 ≤ j + 2i ≤ kγ + 1 ∂i−1
ǔ ∂j+1

ř Uǔ , ∂
i−1
ǔ ∂j+1

ř XA
ǔ ∈ XS

kγ+1−j−2i

⇐⇒ ∀ j ≥ 1 , 0 ≤ j + 2i ≤ kγ ∂iǔ∂
j
řUǔ , ∂

i
ǔ∂

j
řX

A
ǔ ∈ XS

kγ−j−2i . (5.46)

Together with (5.39), Equations (5.45)-(5.46) translate into

∀ 0 ≤ j + 2i ≤ kγ ∂jř∂
i
ǔgǍB̌|Š2

∈ XS
kγ+1−j−2i , ∂

j
ř∂

i
ǔgǔǔ|Š2

, ∂jř∂
i
ǔgǔǍ|Š2

∈ XS
kγ−j−2i .

(5.47)

3. Using ν̌ř ≡ gǔř = −αUřUǔ + νrUǔ we also obtain

∀ 0 ≤ j + 2i ≤ kγ ∂jř∂
i
ǔgǔř|Š2

∈ XS
kγ−j−2i . (5.48)

An identical argument applies when Ck+1,β(M ) ∋ νA ̸= 0 using (5.27)-(5.28), we leave
the details to the reader.
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5.1.2 Second coordinate transformation.

We need next to make a change of coordinates xA on Š2. Note that the first coordinate
transformation required moving the null hypersurface {u = 0} in spacetime, while a change
of xA’s does not. Therefore the current step can be viewed as a “gauge transformation” of
sphere data, while the previous one has a substantially different character.

In order to exploit the equations so far, and to avoid an explosion of notation, we
rename the coordinates x̌µ of Section 5.1.1 to xµ, and denote the new coordinates to be
constructed here again by x̌µ. Thus (5.5) applies with the metric functions satisfing, instead
of (5.31), for 0 ≤ j + 2i ≤ kγ ,

∂jr∂
i
ugAB|Š2

∈ XS
kγ+1−j−2i , ∂jr∂

i
uα|Š2

, ∂jr∂
i
ǔνr|Š2

, ∂jr∂
i
uνA|Š2

∈ XS
kγ−j−2i . (5.49)

Note that we cannot assume νA = 0 now, even in cases where we could in Section 5.1.1.
The construction will invoke a map ΦA := ΦA

1 , which is the t = 1 solution of the flow

dΦA
t

dt
(xB) = XA

(
Φt(x

B)
)
, ΦA

0 (x
B) = xA , (5.50)

with XA|
|H 2

of the form

XA(ǔ, x̌B)|
|H 2

=
(0)

XA(x̌B) +
(1)

XA(x̌B)ǔ+ . . .+
(k+1)

X A(x̌B)
ǔk+1

(k + 1)!
, (5.51)

with vector fields
(i)

X ∈ Hkγ+1−2i(S); Equation (5.51) should be understood in the sense of
Borel-summation when k = ∞. Thus

XA|Š2
=

(0)

XA ∈ XS
kγ+1 , ∂ǔX

A|Š2
=

(1)

XA ∈ XS
kγ−1 , . . . , ∂k+1

ǔ XA|Š2
=

(k+1)

X A ∈ XS
kγ−2k−1 .

(5.52)

This implies

ΦA|Š2
∈ XS

kγ+1 , ∂ǔΦ
A|Š2

∈ XS
kγ−1 , . . . , ∂k+1

ǔ ΦA|Š2
∈ XS

kγ−2k−1 . (5.53)

We set

u = ǔ , r = ř , xA(ǔ, x̌B) = ΦA(ǔ, x̌B) . (5.54)

In particular
Uř ≡ 0 ≡ XA

ř . (5.55)

Equation (5.5) becomes

g = (gABX
A
ǔ X

B
ǔ − α+ 2νAX

A
ǔ ) dǔ

2 + 2(gABΛ
A
Č
XB

ǔ + νAΛ
A
Č
) dǔ dx̌C

+2νr dǔ dř + gABΛ
A
Č
ΛB

Ď
dx̌Cdx̌D , (5.56)

leading directly to (the reader is referred to [13, Lemma A.2] or [14, 15] for composition of
maps in Sobolev spaces)

∂iǔgǍB̌|Š2
, ∂iǔgǔř|Š2

∈ XS
kγ−2i , and ∂iǔgǔǔ|Š2

, ∂iǔgǔǍ|Š2
∈ XS

kγ−1−2i . (5.57)
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Since u and xA are ř-independent, the ř-derivatives follow a pattern identical to (5.49),
namely, for j ≥ 1,

∀ 1 ≤ j + 2i ≤ kγ ∂jř∂
i
ǔgǍB̌|Š2

∈ XS
kγ+1−j−2i , ∂

j
ř∂

i
ǔgǔř|Š2

∈ XS
kγ−j−2i ,

∂jř∂
i
ǔgǔǔ|Š2

, ∂jř∂
i
ǔgǔǍ|Š2

∈ XS
kγ−j−2i . (5.58)

5.1.3 Third coordinate transformation.

The last step is to adjust the radial coordinate r; this is a coordinate change on N[r1,r2],
thus a gauge and not a deformation. Again, in order to exploit the equations so far and to
avoid an explosion of notation, we rename the coordinates x̌µ of Section 5.1.2 to xµ, and
denote the coordinates to be constructed here by x̌µ. It follows from (5.57)- (5.58) that
(5.5) applies with metric functions satisfying

∂iuνr|Š2
, ∂iugAB|Š2

∈ XS
kγ−2i , ∂iuα|Š2

, ∂iuνA|Š2
∈ XS

kγ−1−2i , (5.59)

and, for 1 ≤ j + 2i ≤ kγ and j ≥ 1,

∂jr∂
i
ugAB|Š2

∈ XS
kγ+1−j−2i , ∂

j
r∂

i
uνr|Š2

, ∂jr∂
i
uα|Š2

, ∂jr∂
i
uνA|Š2

∈ XS
kγ−j−2i . (5.60)

We define a function ρ > 0 by

ρ2(n−1) :=

√
det g√
det γ̊

. (5.61)

The function r̊ is defined as the value of ρ at r = r2

r̊ = ρ|Š2
. (5.62)

This defines r̊ as a smooth function, in the topologies listed, of the deformation-and-gauge
data.

We set
u = ǔ , xA = x̌A , ř := ρ . (5.63)

It follows from (5.59)-(5.61) that

∀ 0 ≤ j + 2i ≤ kγ , ∂jř∂
i
ǔr|Š2

∈

{
XS

kγ−2i, j = 0 ;

XS
kγ+1−j−2i, j > 0 .

(5.64)

Equation (5.5) gives

g = (−α+ 2νrRǔ) dǔ
2 + 2(νA + νrRǍ) dǔ dx̌

A + 2νrRř dǔ dř + gAB dx̌
Adx̌B, (5.65)

and from what has been said we obtain, with the first line for 0 ≤ 2i ≤ kγ and the remaining
ones for j ≥ 1,

∂iǔgǍB̌|Š2
, ∂iǔgǔř|Š2

∈ XS
kγ−2i , ∂

i
ǔgǔǍ|Š2

∈ XS
kγ−1−2i , ∂iǔgǔǔ|Š2

∈ XS
kγ−2−2i , (5.66)

∀ 1 ≤ j + 2i ≤ kγ , ∂jř∂
i
ǔgǍB̌|Š2

∈ XS
kγ+1−j−2i , ∂

j
ř∂

i
ǔgǔř|Š2

, ∂jř∂
i
ǔgǔǍ|Š2

∈ XS
kγ−j−2i ,

(5.67)

∀ 1 ≤ j + 2i ≤ kγ − 1 , ∂jř∂
i
ǔgǔǔ|Š2

∈ XS
kγ−1−j−2i . (5.68)
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Summarising, we have proved that we can do apply a deformation-and-gauge transformation
to a spacetime metric g with the right differentiability of the final metric to apply the
implicit function theorem in the next section (recall that k denotes the number of transverse
derivatives to be glued, and note the different ranges of λ and p here, as compared to
Theorem 8.1, because we do not have to solve any elliptic equations in this section):

Theorem 5.2 Assume that g is in Ckγ+1,σ(M ) where σ ∈ [0, 1], with σ ≥ λ ∈ [0, 1] in
the λ-Hölder setting and p ∈ [1,∞] in the Lp-Sobolev setting in Definitión 3.4. Let I be an
interval containing zero, and let k , kγ ∈ N ∪ {∞} satisfy

kγ/2− 1 ≥

{
k , in the Hölder case,

k + (n− 1)/2p , in the Lp-type Sobolev case, p > 1.
(5.69)

Given a set of deformation-and-gauge fields

ψ0 ∈ XS
kγ+2 , ψ1 ∈ XS

kγ , . . . , ψk+2 ∈ XS
kγ−2k−2 , (5.70)

(0)

XA ∈ XS
kγ+1 ,

(1)

XA ∈ XS
kγ−1 , . . . ,

(k+1)

X A ∈ XS
kγ−2k−1 , (5.71)

there exist a diffeomorphism Ψ and a function r̊ : I × S → R+ satisfying

∂iur̊(u, ·) ∈ XS
kγ−2k

which bring g2 to a Bondi form with, for 0 ≤ j + 2i ≤ kγ in the first two lines and
0 ≤ j + 2i ≤ kγ − 1 in the last one,

∂iugAB|S̃2
, ∂iugur|S̃2

∈ XS
kγ−2i , ∂

i
uguA|S̃2

∈ XS
kγ−1−2i , ∂iuguu|S̃2

∈ XS
kγ−2−2i , (5.72)

∀ j ≥ 1 , ∂jr∂
i
ugAB|S̃2

∈ XS
kγ+1−j−2i , ∂jr∂

i
ugur|S̃2

, ∂jr∂
i
uguA|S̃2

∈ XS
kγ−j−2i , (5.73)

∂jr∂
i
uguu|S̃2

∈ XS
kγ−1−j−2i , (5.74)

where S̃2 = {u = 0, r = r̊|u=0}. Ψ is a composition of a map satisfying

u|Š2
= ψ0 , ∂ǔu|Š2

= ψ1 , . . . , ∂kǔu|Š2
= ψk , (5.75)

where Š2 = {u = ψ0, r = r2}, and of a t = 1 solution of the flow

dΦA
t

dt
(xB) = XA

(
Φt(x

B)
)
, ΦA

0 (x
B) = xA , (5.76)

where

XA(ǔ, x̌B) =
(0)

XA(x̌B) +
(1)

XA(x̌B)ǔ+ . . .+
(k+1)

X A(x̌B)
ǔk+1

(k + 1)!
, (5.77)

in the sense of Borel-summation when k = ∞, followed by a redefinition of r. The map
Ψ and the functions ∂iur̊ depend smoothly upon the deformation-and-gauge fields in the
topologies listed. □
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5.2 E(Ψ∗ g2)AB

We are ready now to construct the desired field E(Ψ∗ g2)AB. For the purpose of the defini-
tion (2.6) we take g in (5.1) to be g2. We rename the coordinates (ř, x̌A) of the last section
to (r, xA), and for kγ <∞ we set

E(Ψ∗g2)AB =

kγ∑
j=0

Ej(∂
j
rgAB|S̃2

)
(r − r̊)j

j!
∈ X

N[r1 ,̊r]

kγ
, (5.78)

where Ej(∂
j
rgAB|Š2

) = Ej(∂
j
rgAB|Š2

)(r, xA) are tensor fields such that the Taylor expansion
in r at r = r̊ of E(Ψ∗g2)AB coincides with that of

kγ∑
j=0

∂jrgAB|S̃2

(r − r̊)j

j!
. (5.79)

The existence of such extension maps in Hölder spaces is given, e.g., in [16, Corollary 3.2].
In Sobolev spaces this can be justified as follows: By [17, Theorem 6.4.4] the spaces W ℓ,p(S)

with p ≥ 2 embed in the Besov spaces Bℓ
p,p(S). The extension map given in [18, 4.4, p. 193]

gives the desired extension E(Ψ∗g2)AB in W kγ+1/p,p(N ) ⊂ W kγ ,p(N ). For p ∈ (1, 2) one
notices that W ℓ,p(S) ⊂W s,p(S) = Bs

p,p(S) for any ℓ− 1 < s < ℓ, and the desired extension
is then in W s+1/p,p(N ) for all s < kγ , again a subset of W kγ ,p(N ).

When kγ = ∞ we define E(Ψ∗g2)AB using directly Borel summation on the sum (5.79).

6 Radial charges

In this section, we define
[1]

Q and
[2]

Q, the linearisations of which constitute gauge-invariant
obstructions to the linearised gluing problem in the case m ̸= 0. Indeed, for metrics which
asymptote to a Birmingham-Kottler metric as r tends to infinity, the right-hand sides

of the r-derivatives of
[1]

Q and
[2]

Q are at least quadratic in the deviation between g and
its asymptotic Birmingham-Kottler counterpart. Therefore their linearisations are radially

conserved. These linearisations of
[1]

Q and
[2]

Q coincide with their counterparts in [3, 4], and are
therefore invariant under linearised gauge transformations. This implies that deformations

and gauge transformation of
[1]

Q and
[2]

Q which are of order ϵ lead to transformations of
[1]

Q

and
[2]

Q which are of order ϵ2.

6.1
[1]

Q

Using the Einstein equations (4.4) and (4.9), it can be verified that the following transport
equation holds (cf. Appendix B):

∂r

[
rn+1e−2βγAB(∂rU

B) + 2rn−1DAβ
]
=

rn

2(n− 1)
DA

[
γECγBD(∂rγEB)(∂rγCD)

]
− rn−1γEFDE(∂rγAF ) . (6.1)
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Denoting the term in the square brackets of the left-hand side as

(∗)
HuA := rn+1e−2βγAB(∂rU

B) + 2rn−1DAβ , (6.2)

the obstructions
[1]

Q(πA) are defined as a family of maps, parameterised by the πA’s, on the
space of Bondi cross-sectional data, given by the projection of the above onto the space of
Killing vectors of γ̊: for vector fields πA satisfying D̊(AπB) = 0 on S and x ∈ ΨBo[S, k; kγ ],

[1]

Q(πA)[x] :=

∫
S
πA

(∗)
HuA dµγ , (6.3)

where dµγ =
√
det γAB d

n−1x is the natural measure on S induced by the spacetime metric
g.

6.2
[2]

Q

Again from the Einstein equations (cf. Appendix B), one can verify that we have the
following transport equation:

(n− 1)∂r

(
rn−3V − rn−2

n− 1
DA∂r(r

2UA)−
2rn−2

n− 1
e2β∆β︸ ︷︷ ︸

=:χ

)

= 2rn−1[DB, ∂r]U
B + ∂r(2r

n−2DA(e2β)DAβ)

+ 2rn−2[DA, ∂r](e
2βDAβ)− 2rn−1DA[∂r(e

2β/r)DAβ]

+ rn[DB, ∂r]∂rU
B − 2γABe2βrn−3DADBβ

+ e2βrn−3

[
− 2Λr2 +R[γ]− 2γAB(DAβ)(DBβ)−

1

2
r4e−4βγAB(∂rU

A)(∂rU
B)

]
− 2rnDB[(∂rU

B)∂rβ] + rnDA
[
(∂rγAB)(∂rU

B)
]

−DA

[
e2βrn−1

2(n− 1)
DA

(
γECγBD(∂rγEB)(∂rγCD)

)]
+ rn−2DA[e2βγEFDE(∂rγAF )] .

(6.4)

Given x ∈ ΨBo[S, k; kγ ] the obstruction
[2]

Q is defined as:

[2]

Q[x] :=

∫
S
e−2βχdµγ . (6.5)

6.3 Further radial charges

When the mass parameter m vanishes, further radial charges with similar properties have
been listed in [3, 4]. Nonlinear counterparts of these linearised radial charges can be obtained
by, e.g., replacing in the definitions of [3, 4] the linearised metric perturbations δgµν by
gµν − g̊µν . We will collectively denote this set of radial charges at ra as Q[·]. The key
properties of these radial charges, as relevant for our problem at hand, are:
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1. Suppose that a set of null hypersurface data y ∈ ΦBo[N , k; kγ ] satisfies y−
(0)
y = O(ϵ),

then
∂rQ[y|r] = O(ϵ2) , (6.6)

where the explicit formulae for ∂r
[1]

Q and ∂r
[2]

Q can be obtained from the equations in
the previous sections. We can define a charge-transport map TQ by integration:

TQ[y] := Q[y|r=r1 ] +

∫ r̊

r1

∂rQ[y]dr = Q[y|r=r1 ] +O(ϵ2) . (6.7)

2. Given a metric g, let us denote by z∗(x, g) the action of a set of gauge-and-deformations
z ∈ G [S, k; kγ ] (cf. Definition 3.4) on a codimension-two data set x ∈ ΨBo[S, k; kγ ]. If
z = O(ϵ), then

Q[z∗(x, g)]−Q[x] = O(ϵ2) . (6.8)

7 The gluing up to radially-conserved charges

As a step to prove Theorem 1.2, we establish a nonlinear-gluing result up-to-radial obstruc-
tions. Indeed, it turns out that the gluing-problem of order k near Birmingham-Kottler
metrics can always be solved up to a finite-dimensional space of obstructions determined
by ΨBo[S1, k; kγ ].

Lemma 7.1 (Gluing up to radial obstructions) Let k ∈ N, kγ ∈ N ∪ {∞}, σ ∈ [0, 1), σ ≥
λ ∈ (0, 1) in the λ-Hölder case, p ∈ (1,∞) in the Lp-type Sobolev case. We suppose that,
in n-space dimensions, n ≥ 3, the regularity index kγ satisfies

kγ

{
≥ 2 + 2k in the Hölder case, or
> 2 + 2k + (n− 1)/p in the Lp-type Sobolev case.

(7.1)

Let r1 < r2, and for a = 1, 2, let x̊a be codimension-two data arising from a Birmingham-
Kottler metric g̊ at {u = 0, ra}. There exist

1. a finite set of radial charges Q, and

2. a neighborhood U of g̊ in the space of Ckγ+1,σ metrics defined near r = r2, and

3. neighborhoods Oa ⊂ ΨBo[Sa, k; kγ ] of x̊a, and

4. a smooth map ΘΦ from O1 ×O2 ×U to the set of characteristic data ΦBo[N , k; kγ ],
and

5. a smooth map ΘG from O1×O2×U to the deformation-and-gauge data G [N , k; kγ ],

such that the following holds: Given two codimension-two data sets xra ∈ Oa, with xr2
induced by a metric g2 ∈ U , the vacuum characteristic data set ΘΦ(xr1 , xr2 , g2)

a) is compatible with xr1 and
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b) induces a deformed codimension-two data set z∗r2(xr2 , g2), where zr2 = ΘG (xr1 , xr2 , g2),
if and only if

Q[z∗r2(xr2 , g2)] = TQ
[
ΘΦ(xr1 , xr2 , g2)

]
, (7.2)

where TQ is as in (6.6).

In other words, we can use the map ΘΦ to solve the gluing problem if we can arrange
that the finite number of conditions (7.2) is satisfied. We will show how to do this in the
situation considered in the next section.

Remark 7.2 When the mass parameter of g̊ vanishes, the number of radial charges is given
in the last line of Table 7.1 in spacetime dimension four, with k = 2. The reader is referred
to [4, Table 1.2] for the list of radial charges when the mass vanishes. When the mass
parameter of g̊ is non zero, the number of radial charges equals c̊γ + 1, where c̊γ is the

dimension of the space of Killing vectors of (S, γ̊), with the radial charges Q = (
[1]

Q,
[2]

Q)

given by the integrals of Section 6. □

Proof: In order to proceed some notation will be useful. Given an element xr1 ∈ ΨBo[S1, k; kγ ]

and a function r̊ > 0 on I × S2 let us denote by Ξxr1
the map of Theorem 4.1 which, to a

set of characteristic data y ∈ ΦBo[N , k; kγ ] compatible with xr1 , assigns a codimension-two
data set Ξxr1

(y) ∈ ΨBo[S̃2, k; kγ ].

Next, we define Θ(xr1 , xr2 ,
[i]
φ, zr2 , g2) as the characteristic data set compatible with xr1 ,

with the characteristic data field γAB given by

r2γAB = ω
(
g̊AB + ϕ1

(
(g1)AB − g̊AB

)
+ ϕ2

(
E(Ψ∗g2)AB − g̊AB

)
+

∑
i∈ιℓ−1,m

κi
[i]
φAB︸ ︷︷ ︸

=:ĝAB

)
, (7.3)

where ω, ϕ1, ϕ2, ιℓ−1,m, κi, and
[i]
φ have been defined below (2.6), and

1. ga, a = 1, 2, are Ckγ+1 vacuum metrics inducing xra , and

2. E(Ψ∗ g2)AB is constructed from zr2 ∈ G [N , k; kγ ] and from g2 using Theorem 5.2
and (5.78)-(5.79).

Given two codimension-two data sets xr1 and xr2 of order k and the metric g2, we wish to

find (
[i]
φ, zr2) solving the equation

Ξxr1

(
Θ(xr1 , xr2 ,

[i]
φ, zr2 , g2)

)
= z∗r2(xr2 , g2) , (7.4)

using the implicit function theorem.

Remark 7.3 A comment concerning the integration range in r might be in order, as here
the gluing takes place at {r = r̊(u = 0, xA)}. The question then arises, whether this affects
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S2 T2 genus g ≥ 2
[1]

Q: m = 0 6 2 0

m ̸= 0 3 2 0
[2]

Q: m = 0 4 1 1

m ̸= 0 1 1 1
[3,1]

Q

[H]

: m = 0 0 coincides with
[2]

Q 2g

m ̸= 0 0 0 0
q
[TT]
AB : m = 0, ℓ−1 = 0 0 2 6(g− 1)

m = 0, ℓ−1 ̸= 0 0 0 0
m ̸= 0 0 0 0

[3,2]

Q

[H]

: m = 0 0 0 2g

m ̸= 0 0 0 0
[2]
q
[TT]
AB : m = 0 0 2 6(g− 1)

m ̸= 0 0 0 0
together: m = 0, ℓ−1 = 0 10 7 16g− 11

m = 0, ℓ−1 ̸= 0 10 5 10g− 5

m ̸= 0 4 3 1

Table 7.1. The dimension of the space of obstructions for linearised C2
u C

∞
(r,xA)-gluing, spacetime

dimension four, from [3]. On S2 the four obstructions associated with
[2]

Q correspond to spacetime

translations, the three obstructions associated with
[1]

Q when m ̸= 0 correspond to rotations of S2,
with the further three obstructions arising when m = 0 corresponding to boosts. The reader is
referred to [3] for further definitions.

the relevance to the current work of the linearised equations analysed in [3, 4], where the
gluing takes place at {r = r2}. We assert that the results in these last two references apply
without further due.

To see this, consider a family of spacetime metrics parameterised by a parameter ϵ.
Let F (ϵ, r, u, xA) denote a collection of fields, built from the metric functions and their
derivatives, which satisfies a transport equation of the form

∂rF (ϵ, r, ·) = f(ϵ, r, ·) , (7.5)

and such that F |ϵ=0 takes the Birmingham-Kottler values. Let r̊(ϵ, ·) be a family of functions
such that r̊ = r2 at ϵ = 0. The gluing equations here take the form

F (ϵ, r̊(ϵ, ·), ·) = F (ϵ, r1, ·) +
∫ r̊(ϵ,·)

r1

f(ϵ, s) ds . (7.6)
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Differentiating with respect to ϵ and setting, as usual, δF = ∂F
∂ϵ

∣∣
ϵ

one obtains

δF (r2, ·)+
(∂F (ϵ, r2, ·)

∂r

∂r̊(ϵ, r2, ·)
∂ϵ

)∣∣∣
ϵ=0

= δF (r1, ·)+
∫ r2

r1

f(ϵ, s) ds+f(0, r2)
∂r̊(ϵ, r2, ·)

∂ϵ

∣∣∣
ϵ=0

.

(7.7)
which is equivalent to

δF (r2, ·) = δF (r1, ·) +
∫ r2

r1

f(ϵ, s) ds , (7.8)

which are the equations analysed in the r̊ = r2–linearisation procedure in [3, 4]. □

It holds that:

1. For r ∈ [r1 + 2η, r2 − 2η] we have

gAB = ω
(̊
gAB +

∑
i∈ιℓ−1,m

κi
[i]
φAB

)
. (7.9)

Tracelessness of the
[i]
φAB’s shows that the determinant det ĝAB is a polynomial in the

[i]
φAB’s without linear terms. It follows that the linearisation of ω, as given by (2.9),

with respect to the
[i]
φAB’s is zero.

2. The linearisation of the map defined by the second coordinate transformation of Sec-
tion 5.1.2 corresponds to the linearised gauge-transformations ∂iuξA of [3, 4]. For
example, let Ψ be generated by a vector field ζA∂A. Using the formula

det
(
gAB + ϵAAB

)
= (det gAB)

(
1 + ϵgABAAB +O(ϵ2)

)
one finds, on S2, that the linearisation of (Ψ∗g)AB with respect to Ψ at Ψ = Id is

C(ζ)AB := DAζB +DBζA − 2gCDDCζD
d

gAB ,

where d = n− 1. These are the linearised gauge transformations ζA∂A of [3, 4].

3. Similar calculations show that the linearisation of the map defined by the first coordi-
nate transformation of Section 5.1.1 corresponds to the linearised gauge-transformations
∂iuξ

u of [3, 4].

Consider the image, say ℑ, of the linearisation with respect to its first two arguments
of the map

(
[i]
φ, zr2 , xr1 , xr2 , g2) 7→ Ξxr1

(
Θ(xr1 , xr2 ,

[i]
φ, zr2 , g2)

)
− z∗r2(xr2 , g2) . (7.10)

at (0, 0, x̊r1 , x̊r2 , g̊). By2 [3, Theorem 5.1] in spacetime dimension four, or by [4, Theorem 6.1]
in higher dimensions,

2In [3] and [4] L2-based Sobolev spaces are considered, with stronger r-differentiability hypotheses than
here in [3]. But the analysis in both references applies without further due to the XS and XN[r1,r̊] spaces
used here.
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1. this linearisation is surjective on ℑ,

2. with splitting kernel, say K, and

3. letting q be the dimension of the space of radial charges (cf. Remark 7.2), near x̊2 we
can write

ΨBo[S2, k; kγ ] = ℑ⊕ Rq . (7.11)

Returning to the proof of Lemma 7.1, let Π denote the projection on the first factor in
(7.10). The implicit function theorem (cf., e.g., [19, Theorem 5.9]) shows that there exist

neighborhoods U and Oa as in the statement of Lemma 7.1 and unique fields (
[i]
φ, zr2),

belonging to the closed subspace complementing the kernel K, such that the equation

Π
(
Ξxr1

(
Θ(xr1 , xr2 ,

[i]
φ, zr2 , g2)

)
− z∗r2(xr2 , g2)

)
= 0 (7.12)

holds. The maps ΘΦ and ΘG are defined as

ΘΦ(xr1 , xr2 , g2) := Θ(xr1 , xr2 ,
[i]
φ, zr2 , g2) , ΘG (xr1 , xr2 , g2) := zr2 ,

where (
[i]
φ, zr2) are the fields just mentioned. The proof for finite kγ is completed.

Finally, the fields (
[i]
φ, zr2) are obtained by solving an elliptic system of equations, which

implies in particular that the solution is independent of kγ ∈ N satisfying (7.1). This
justifies the claim for kγ = ∞. □

8 The gluing to a nearby Kottler-(A)dS metric

We are ready now to pass to our main result:

Theorem 8.1 (Gluing to a nearby metric) Let r1, r2 ∈ R with 0 < r1 < r2. Let k ∈ N,
kγ ∈ N ∪ {∞}, with λ ∈ (0, 1) in the λ-Hölder case, or p ∈ (1,∞) in the Lp-type Sobolev
case, in the Definition 3.4 of the function spaces. We suppose that, in n-space dimensions,
n ≥ 3, the regularity index kγ satisfies

kγ

{
≥ 2 + 2k in the Hölder case, or
> 2 + 2k + (n− 1)/p in the Lp-type Sobolev case.

(8.1)

Let xr1 ∈ ΨBo[S1, k; kγ ] be a codimension-two Bondi data set sufficiently near to the data
arising from one of the following (n+ 1)-dimensional metrics with nonzero mass:{

Kerr-(A)dS metrics, when Λ ∈ R, S ≈ Sn−1 or a quotient thereof;
Birmingham-Kottler metrics, when Λ ∈ R, R(̊γ) < 0.

There exist a function r̊ > 0 and a null-hypersurface data set y ∈ ΦBo[N[r1 ,̊r], k; kγ ] con-
necting xr1 with a codimension-two data set at {r = r̊} induced by a nearby metric within
the corresponding family.
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Proof: The result follows in a standard way from Lemma 7.1, see [1], or [20, 21] in a
related context. The only thing to check is that the families listed contain the whole set of
compensating charges. In spacetime-dimension four this has been shown in [3, Section 6].
For the Myers-Perry metrics near the Birmingham-Kottler metrics this has been shown in
the linearised case in [4, Section 7], which suffices for the purpose of our small-deformation
results here. For negatively curved (i.e., R(̊γ) < 0) Birmingham-Kottler metrics the radial

charge
[1]

Q is trivial, as the relevant metrics γAB have no Killing vectors, and so only the
mass parameter remains.

For illustration we give the proof which covers the last case, when the dimension of
the space of charges is one, i.e. the only obstruction is the mass parameter, as then the
argument is completely elementary, and proceeds as follows: Suppose that xr1 is ϵ-near to,
e.g., a negatively curved Birmingham-Kottler metric g[m̊] with mass parameter m̊. We can

normalise
[2]

Q so that for a codimension-two data set, say x̊m,r, induced by a Birmingham-
Kottler metric g̊[m] on the level sets of r within {u = 0}, we have

[2]

Q [̊xm,r] = m. (8.2)

For any zr2 which is ϵ-small we have, in view of (6.8),

[2]

Q[z∗r2 (̊xm,r2)] = m+O(ϵ2) . (8.3)

There exists a constant C > 0 such that

|
[2]

Q[xr1 ]− m̊| ≤ Cϵ . (8.4)

Given s ∈ [−2Cϵ, 2Cϵ], Lemma 7.1 provides characteristic data

ym̊+s := ΘΦ(xr1 , x̊r2,m̊+s, g[m̊+ s])

connecting xr1 and z∗r2 (̊xm̊+s,r2 , g[m̊+ s]) such that (cf. (6.8))

T
[2]

Q[ym̊+s] =
[2]

Q[xr1 ] +O(ϵ2) . (8.5)

Consider, now, the continuous function

[−2Cϵ, 2Cϵ] ∋ s 7→ F (s) :=
[2]

Q
[
z∗r2 (̊xm̊+s,r2 , g[m̊+ s])

]︸ ︷︷ ︸
=m̊+s+O(ϵ2)

− T
[2]

Q
(
ym̊+s

)︸ ︷︷ ︸
∈m̊+[−Cϵ,Cϵ]

. (8.6)

We have
F (−2Cϵ) ≤ −Cϵ+O(ϵ2) and F (2Cϵ) ≥ Cϵ+O(ϵ2) .

Continuity implies that, for ϵ small enough, there exists s such that F (s) = 0, which
provides the desired codimension-two data set induced by the metric g[m̊+ s]. □
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A GuA and Guu

We collect the equations in increasing powers of r. R[γ]AB denotes the Ricci tensor of the
metric γAB. We have:

GuA =+
1

2r2
(n− 4)DAV

− 1

2r

[
(n− 4)(n− 3)γABU

BV

e2β
−DA∂rV − 2DAV ∂rβ + γBCDBV ∂rγAC

]

+
e−2β

2

[
e2β

(
−2DA∂uβ − 2DAU

BDBβ + 2DAβDBU
B + 2UB(2DAβDBβ +DBDAβ)

−DBDAU
B + γBCDC∂uγAB

)
+ (n− 2)UBV ∂rγAB

+ γAB

(
e2βγCD

(
UB(R[γ]CD − 6DCβDDβ − 4DDDCβ) +DDDCU

B
)

+ 2UBV ∂rβ + (1 + n)V ∂rU
B − 2(n− 3)UB∂rV

)]

+
re−2β

8

[
−4(n− 1)γBCU

BDAU
C − 4(n− 1)γACU

BDBU
C − 8γABU

BDCU
C

+ 8nγABU
BDCU

C − 4γCDUBV ∂rγAC∂rγBD − γABγ
CDγFGUBV ∂rγCF∂rγDG

− 8γABV ∂rβ∂rU
B + 4V ∂rγAB∂rU

B − 8γABU
B∂rβ∂rV + 4UB∂rγAB∂rV

− 8γABU
BV ∂2rβ + 4UBV ∂2rγAB + 4γABV ∂

2
rU

B − 4γABU
B∂2rV

− 4(n− 1)UB∂uγAB

]

+
r2e−2β

4

[
−2γBC(U

B DA∂rU
C +DAU

B ∂rU
C) + 2γAC

(
2UB(2 UCDB∂rβ − DB∂rU

C)

+ (2UBDBβ − DBU
B)∂rU

C
)
− 2γAB (∂r∂uU

B − 2 ∂rU
B∂uβ)− 2 ∂rU

B∂uγAB

+ 2UB
(
−2UCDC∂rγAB − DCU

C∂rγAB + (−DAU
C + DCUA)∂rγBC

+ γAB(2 DC∂rU
C +DDUC ∂rγCD + 2DCβ ∂rU

C + 4 ∂r∂uβ)− 2 ∂r∂uγAB

+ γCD∂rγBD ∂uγAC + ∂rγAC(−DBU
C +DCUB + γCD∂uγBD)

)
+ γAB γCDγFGUB∂rγCF ∂uγDG

]

+
r4e−4β

4
(2γACγBD + γABγCD)U

B∂rU
C∂rU

D , (A.1)
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Guu =− 1

2r4
(n− 3)(n− 1)V 2

+
1

2r3

[
e2βγAB

(
R[γ]ABV + 2DAβ(−V DBβ +DBV )− 2V DBDAβ +DBDAV

)
+ (n− 1)V (2V ∂rβ − ∂rV )

]
− 1

8r2

[
8(n− 1)UAV DAβ + 4(n− 7)UADAV

− V
(
(4 + 8n)DAU

A − γABγCDV ∂rγAC ∂rγBD − 8(n− 1) ∂uβ
)
− 4(n− 1) ∂uV

]
+

1

4r

[2(n− 4)(n− 3)γABU
AUBV

e2β
+ 4V DA∂rU

A + 2V DBUA∂rγAB

− 4UA(DA∂rV + 2DAV ∂rβ − γBCDBV ∂rγAC) + 2DAV ∂rU
A

− 2DAU
A(2V ∂rβ + ∂rV ) + γABγCDV ∂rγAC∂uγBD

]
− e−2β

4

[
2(n− 2)UAUBV ∂rγAB

− 2γABU
A
(
−e2βγCD

(
UB(R[γ]CD − 6DCβDDβ − 4DDDCβ) + 2DDDCU

B
)

− 2UBV ∂rβ − 2(1 + n)V ∂rU
B + 2(n− 3)UB∂rV

)
− e2β

(
−4DA∂uU

A − 2DBU
A(DAU

B +DBUA)

+ UA
(
8DA∂uβ + 8(−UBDAβ +DAU

B)DBβ − 4γBCDC∂uγAB

)
+ 8DAU

A∂uβ

− 4DBUA∂uγAB + γABγCD(−2∂rγAC + ∂uγAC)∂uγBD

)]
+
re−2β

8

[
8(n− 1)γBCU

AUBDAU
C + γAB

(
−2V ∂rU

A∂rU
B + UA

(
8V (2∂rβ∂rU

B − ∂2rU
B)

+ UB
(
−8(n− 1)DCU

C + γCDγFGV ∂rγCF∂rγDG + 8∂rβ∂rV + 8V ∂2rβ + 4∂2rV
)))

+ 4UA
(
γCDUBV ∂rγAC∂rγBD − ∂rγAB(2V ∂rU

B + UB∂rV )

+ UB
(
−V ∂2rγAB + (n− 1)∂uγAB

))]

− r2e−2β

4
UA

[
γBC

(
8UB(UCDA∂rβ −DA∂rU

C)− 4(−2UBDAβ +DAU
B)∂rU

C
)

− 4
(
γACDBU

B∂rU
C + γAB(∂r∂uU

B − 2∂rU
B∂uβ) + ∂rU

B∂uγAB

)
+ UB

(
−4UCDC∂rγAB − 2DCU

C∂rγAB

− 4
(
(DAU

C −DCUA)∂rγBC + ∂r∂uγAB − γCD∂rγAC∂uγBD

)
+ γAB(4DC∂rU

C + 2DDUC∂rγCD + 4DCβ∂rU
C + 8∂r∂uβ + γCDγFG∂rγCF∂uγDG)

)]

− r4e−4β

4
(2γACγBD + γABγCD)U

AUB∂rU
C∂rU

D . (A.2)
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B Transport equations of
[1]

Q and
[2]

Q

B.1
[1]

Q

From the vacuum Einstein equations we have,

0 =
r

2(n− 1)
Grr = ∂rβ − r

8(n− 1)
γACγBD(∂rγAB)(∂rγCD), (B.1)

and

0 = 2rn−1GrA

= ∂r

[
rn+1e−2βγAB(∂rU

B)
]
− 2r2(n−1)∂r

( 1

rn−1
DAβ

)
+ rn−1γEFDE(∂rγAF ) .

(B.2)

Subtracting −4rn−1 ×DA (B.1) from (B.2) gives

∂r

[
rn+1e−2βγAB(∂rU

B)
]
= 2r2(n−1)∂r

( 1

rn−1
DAβ

)
− rn−1γEFDE(∂rγAF )

− 4rn−1DA

[
∂rβ − r

8(n− 1)
γECγBD(∂rγEB)(∂rγCD)

]
= −∂r

(
2rn−1DAβ

)
− rn−1γEFDE(∂rγAF )

+
rn

2(n− 1)
DA

[
γECγBD(∂rγEB)(∂rγCD)

]
. (B.3)

Hence,

∂r

[
rn+1e−2βγAB(∂rU

B) + 2rn−1DAβ
]
=

rn

2(n− 1)
DA

[
γECγBD(∂rγEB)(∂rγCD)

]
− rn−1γEFDE(∂rγAF ) , (B.4)

which is (6.1) of the main text.

B.2
[2]

Q

From the Einstein’s equations,

2Λr2 = r2e−2β(2Gur + 2UAGrA − V/r Grr)

= R[γ]− 2γAB
[
DADBβ + (DAβ)(DBβ)

]
+

e−2β

r2(n−2)
DA

[
∂r(r

2(n−1)UA)
]

−1

2
r4e−4βγAB(∂rU

A)(∂rU
B)− (n− 1)

rn−3
e−2β∂r(r

n−3V ) , (B.5)

or,

(n− 1)∂r(r
n−3V )− 2(n− 1)rn−2DAU

A − rn−1DA∂rU
A + 2γABe2βrn−3DADBβ

= e2βrn−3

[
− 2Λr2 +R[γ]− 2γAB(DAβ)(DBβ)−

1

2
r4e−4βγAB(∂rU

A)(∂rU
B)

]
. (B.6)
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From (B.1),

rn−1

2(n− 1)
DA

[
γECγBD(∂rγEB)(∂rγCD)

]
− rn−2γEFDE(∂rγAF )

=
1

r
∂r

[
rn+1e−2βγAB(∂rU

B) + 2rn−1DAβ
]

= (n+ 1)rn−1e−2βγAB(∂rU
B) + rne−2βγAB(∂

2
rU

B) +
1

r
∂r

[
2rn−1DAβ

]
− 2rnγAB(∂rU

B)e−2β∂rβ + rne−2β∂r(γAB)(∂rU
B) . (B.7)

Multiplying by e2β and taking DA gives,

(n+ 1)rn−1DB(∂rU
B) + rnDB(∂

2
rU

B)︸ ︷︷ ︸
rn∂r(DB∂rUB)+rn[DB ,∂r]∂rUB

+
1

r
DA

[
e2β∂r

(
2rn−1DAβ

)]
= 2rnDB[(∂rU

B)∂rβ]− rnDA
[
∂r(γAB)(∂rU

B)
]

+DA

[
e2βrn−1

2(n− 1)
DA

(
γECγBD(∂rγEB)(∂rγCD)

)]
− rn−2DA[e2βγEFDE(∂rγAF )]

(B.8)

Subtracting (B.8) from (B.6) gives,

(n− 1)∂r(r
n−3V )− 2(n− 1)rn−2DAU

A − rn−1DA∂rU
A

− (n+ 1)rn−1DB(∂rU
B)− rn∂r(DB∂rU

B)

− rn[DB, ∂r]∂rU
B − 1

r
DA

[
e2β∂r

(
2rn−1DAβ

)]
+ 2γABe2βrn−3DADBβ

= e2βrn−3

[
− 2Λr2 +R[γ]− 2γAB(DAβ)(DBβ)−

1

2
r4e−4βγAB(∂rU

A)(∂rU
B)

]
− 2rnDB[(∂rU

B)∂rβ] + rnDA
[
∂r(γAB)(∂rU

B)
]

−DA

[
e2βrn−1

2(n− 1)
DA

(
γECγBD(∂rγEB)(∂rγCD)

)]
+ rn−2DA[e2βγEFDE(∂rγAF )] ,

(B.9)

where the first two lines can be rewritten to give

(n− 1)∂r

(
rn−3V − rn−2

n− 1
DA∂r(r

2UA)

)
− 2rn−1[DB, ∂r]U

B

− rn[DB, ∂r]∂rU
B − 1

r
DA

[
e2β∂r

(
2rn−1DAβ

)]
+ 2γABe2βrn−3DADBβ

= e2βrn−3

[
− 2Λr2 +R[γ]− 2γAB(DAβ)(DBβ)−

1

2
r4e−4βγAB(∂rU

A)(∂rU
B)

]
− 2rnDB[(∂rU

B)∂rβ] + rnDA
[
(∂rγAB)(∂rU

B)
]

−DA

[
e2βrn−1

2(n− 1)
DA

(
γECγBD(∂rγEB)(∂rγCD)

)]
+ rn−2DA[e2βγEFDE(∂rγAF )] .

(B.10)
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We rewrite the second term in the second line of (B.10) as

1

r
DA

[
e2β∂r

(
2rn−1DAβ

)]
= ∂r

(
2rn−2e2β∆β

)
+ ∂r(2r

n−2DA(e2β)DAβ)

+ 2rn−2[DA, ∂r](e
2βDAβ)− 2rn−1DA[∂r(e

2β/r)DAβ] ,

(B.11)

which can be substituted back into (B.10) to give

(n− 1)∂r

(
rn−3V − rn−2

n− 1
DA∂r(r

2UA)−
2rn−2

n− 1
e2β∆β︸ ︷︷ ︸

=:χ

)

= 2rn−1[DB, ∂r]U
B + ∂r(2r

n−2DA(e2β)DAβ)

+ 2rn−2[DA, ∂r](e
2βDAβ)− 2rn−1DA[∂r(e

2β/r)DAβ]

+ rn[DB, ∂r]∂rU
B − 2γABe2βrn−3DADBβ

+ e2βrn−3

[
− 2Λr2 +R[γ]− 2γAB(DAβ)(DBβ)−

1

2
r4e−4βγAB(∂rU

A)(∂rU
B)

]
− 2rnDB[(∂rU

B)∂rβ] + rnDA
[
(∂rγAB)(∂rU

B)
]

−DA

[
e2βrn−1

2(n− 1)
DA

(
γECγBD(∂rγEB)(∂rγCD)

)]
+ rn−2DA[e2βγEFDE(∂rγAF )] .

(B.12)
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