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Abstract

The conformal method is a technique for finding Cauchy daggemeral relativity solving the Einstein
constraint equations, and its parameters include a comlartass, a conformal momentum (as measured
by a densitized lapse), and a mean curvature. Although thigoal method is successful in generating
constant mean curvature (CMC) solutions of the constrajnagons, it is unknown how well it applies in
the non-CMC setting, and there have been indications tkatibunters diiculties there. We are therefore
motivated to investigate alternative generalizationdief€MC conformal method.

Introducing a densitized lapse into the ADM Lagrangian, wel fihat solutions of the momentum
constraint can be described in terms of three parameteisfifBlhis conformal momentum as it appears
in the standard conformal method. The second is volumetamentum, which appears as an explicit
parameter in the CMC conformal method, but not in the non-Cidt@ulation. We have called the third
parameter drift momentum, and it is the conjugate momentuimfinitesimal motions in superspace that
preserve conformal class and volume form up to independdigodorphisms. This decomposition of
solutions of the momentum constraint leads to extensiottseo€£MC conformal method where conformal
and volumetric momenta both appear as parameters. The@ésthan one way to treat drift momentum,
in part because of an interesting duality that emerges, anil@ntify three candidates for incorporating
drift into a variation of the conformal method.

1 Introduction

arxiv:1407.1467v1 [gr-qc] 6 Jul 2014

An initial data set in general relativity consists of the gedry and matter distribution of the universe at
an instant in time, along with the instantaneous rate of ghanf these quantities. The associated Cauchy
problem is to determine an ambient spacetime for the initéh set that satisfies the Einstein equations
as well as the applicable matter field equations. In contmastewtonian gravity, initial data cannot be
freely specified, and must satisfy certain underdetermauadpatibility conditions known as the Einstein
constraint equations. These constraint PDEs admit a widetyaf solutions, and as a consequence we
have enormous flexibility, but not complete freedom, in fyéw initial conditions. One would therefore
like to find intrinsic parameters describing the set of Soha of the constraint equations.

This problem is already flicult, and not yet understood, for vacuum spacetimes witmekiang cosmolog-
ical constant, in which case an initial data set consistsRieanannian manifold¥I", gap) and a symmetric
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tensorKyy representing the second fundamental form of the embeddin’anto its ambient spacetime.
Vacuum spacetimes are Ricci flat, and hence the Gauss an@Ziedaations imply the following relations
betweerga, andKap:

Ry - |K|é + (trg K)?=0 [Hamiltonian constraint] (1.1a)
divg K — d(trg K) = 0 [momentum constraint] (1.1b)

whered is the exterior derivativeRy is the scalar curvature, djvs the divergence, andgtis the trace
operator ofg,,. Equations 1.1) are the vacuum Einstein constraint equations, and thettiattthey are
underdetermined reflects the physical property that gatiwital waves can propagate in vacuum, as well as
the gauge property that we have freedom to choose coordiimaspacetime.

There are a number of approaches for finding solutions ofdhstecaint equations in specific circumstances,
and we note in particular the examples provided by gluindogs CDOJ[CS04[CIPOF[CCI1] [CS14,

as well as the density and perturbation techniquedHofofj[Hul(. These constructions provide deep
insight into the diversity of solutions of the constraintiatjons and their properties, but they do not yield
parameterizations. Indeed, as far as concrete paransgieng are concerned, there is presently only a
single general purpose candidate, the conformal methadijtasccurs in the literature in two principal
variations. The original conformal method was initiated ighnerowicz [Li44] and later extended by York
to construct constant-mean curvature (CMC) solutiofts’B] and, along with O’Murchadha, to construct
non-CMC solutions of the constraint equatio®®\Y74]. Subsequently York developed the Lagrangian
conformal thin-sandwich (CTS) methodld99] and then with Pfdter presented the Hamiltonian form of
the CTS methodRY03. It turns out that the standard and CTS conformal methoe$veo diferent ways

to write down the same parameterization of the constrainagons Mal4l, and we will refer to all these
techniques collectively as the conformal method. Usingdhguage ofllal4l that emphasizes the role
of conformal geometry, the Hamiltonian form of the conformathod has four parameters:

e A conformal clasg), represented by the choice of a metyig € g.

e A conformal momentunar, represented by a paigd,; oap) Whereoy, is trace-free and divergence
free. Writingq = 2n/(n — 2) for the critical Sobolev exponent,df> 0 is a conformal factor then the
pair (#%2gan; ¢ 20 ap) represents the same conformal momenttm

e An arbitrary functionr dictating a mean curvature.

e A so-called densitized lapse represented by a gair (N) whereN is a positive function. I > 0 is
a conformal factor,42gap; ¢9N) represents the same densitized lapse.

The choice of a densitized lapBkallows for a notion of conformal momentum to be assigned tolation

of the constraint equations, and after fixing a densitizgddaevery solution of the constraint equations
uniquely determines conformal parametey,sx, 7, N). The central question for the conformal method is the
extent to which this map is a bijection.

Suppose for concreteness tihvhtis compact. If we restrict our attention to CMC solutionstoé tonstraint
equations (i.e. solutions with = 7o for some constanty) then the map from solutions of the constraint
equations onto conformal parameters is indeed a bijecti&®¥[ with the following caveats based on the
sign of the Yamabe invariai, of the conformal clasg:



e If Yy > 0, theno = 0 is impossible.
e If Yy <0, thenrg = 0 is impossible.

e If Yy =0, theno = 0 is impossible andy = 0 is impossible, except that there is a homothety family
of solutions corresponding to the case where laoth O andry = 0.

Moreover, these same results largely extend into the nbiC-@&gime: see, e.g.]}196] and [ACI08] as
augmented byNlal4H for existence and uniqueness theorems, and Isgl(4] for non-existence results
whenYy > 0 ando = 0. Indeed, the theory for near-CMC solutions is satisfacamd complete, except that
existence is not understoodgfadmits nontrivial conformal Killing fields.

On the other hand, the properties of the conformal methoahwieefar-from-CMC are largely unknown. On
compact manifolds we have a single far-from CMC existeneatbm HNTO9J[Ma09: given a Yamabe
positive conformal clasg and an arbitrary mean curvaturgif o # 0 is close to zero (with closeness
depending o), there existat leastone associated solution of the constraint equations. Thayfinto
far-from-CMC territory can, moreover, be thought of as atymration d¢f of a CMC solution withrg = 0
[GN14. And although the far-from-CMC existence result is cotesis with the possibility that the good
properties of the CMC conformal method extend to far-froM{solutions, subsequent case studies in
[Mal]] and [Mal4d show that at least sometimes they do not.

The work in Mal1] exhibits a family of symmetric conformal data on the toruststhat in the far-from-
CMC regime there are multiple solutions wheris small, no solutions with the symmetry of the data when
o is large, and certain rare cases that lead to one-paranaetdiefls of non-CMC solutions. The mean
curvatures studied injal1] haveL™ regularity, and although it not known if similarficulties occur for
smooth mean curvatures, the follow-up study afl4d shows that at least the one-parameter families
persist.

The conformal parameters consideredVta[l4d have the formd, uo”, 7, N) whereg is the conformal class
of a flat product metrigap on the torusg™ is a particular conformal momentumajs a constant, and where
7andN = (gap; N) are arbitrary, except thatandN depend on only one factor of the torus. Writing

NT w
o T (1.2)

fM N wg
wherewy is the volume form ofjap, [Mal4d shows that ifu andr* have the same sign, then the conformal
parameters generate a slice of a flat spacetime (typicallgsm&r solution, with certain other spacetimes
occurring non-generically). The case whete= 0 is special, however: it andt* both vanish, then the
conformal parameters construct a one parameter familylafisos of the constraint equations. Note that
if T = 1o for some constanty, thent* = 1o and the CMC one-parameter families occur whegn= 0.
But if 7 is not constant then the computationtfinvolves a particular choice of representativegpind
the conditiont* = 0 is not readily computed in advance. Indeed.can be computed with respect to
the physical metric that solves the constraint equatiomstdocomputer* when working with some other
background metric, one must first conformally transform tilagmetric, at which point one has all but
solved the constraint equationgl§14d. Hence we have an example of non-uniqueness for certain non
CMC conformal parameters where the non-uniquenesslisult to detect priori.

The success of the conformal method in the CMC setting hasipddyconsequences including, for example,
Fischer and Moncrief’s program of Hamiltonian reductié®/01]. In contrast, failures of the conformal



method for non-CMC conformal parameters may not imply aimgtin particular about general relativity.
The set of solutions of the constraint equations has, whesng suitable topology, a manifold structure
[CDO0J3[Ba0y at generic points, and there are many possible choicesast<for this manifold. Although
the conformal method provides a useful and successful amatneighborhood of CMC solutions, we
interpret the evidence to date as suggesting that this simaply breaks down outside of this neighborhood.
If this is indeed the case, the details of this breakdown neaypbaningful facts about the conformal method,
but perhaps not about the constraint equations.

In this article we examine the possibility that the CMC canfal method admits an extension, other than the
standard conformal method, that potentially has bettepgnttes for non-CMC solutions of the constraint
equations. In particular, we identify geometrically and/gibally motivated alternatives that replace the
mean curvature parametemwith two independent quantities: the constahtfrom equation {.2) along
with a second parameter, described below, that we will caltit.. The guiding principle of leading to
these alternatives is to treat the densitized lapse as af@atal object, and to apply it uniformly to both
conformal and volumetric degrees of freedom.

Densitized lapses first appeared in the context of the cainstequations in York’s development of the
conformal thin sandwich method$99], where they occur as lapses that conformally transfornoiaticg
to N — ¢9N when we chang@a, — ¢%2da. Although densitized lapses arrived somewhat late in the
development of the conformal method, because the origimafocmal method and the CTS methods are
equivalent, densitized lapses have been a part of the coafenethod all along. In this work we represent
a densitized lapse by a choice of volume farran M. To every metrig,, we then assign a lapse according
to

Wy

Ng,w = 1.3)
(07

wherewy is the volume form of,. Since volume forms conformally transform accordingo— ¢%wy we
recover York’s transformation law, and in terms of our earntiotation the volume forma corresponds to the
densitized laps#l represented byghn; wg/@). Note that if we interpret as ‘coordinate area’, then equation
(1.3 expresses the lapse as the ratio of physical to coordimeseia addition to its standard interpretation
as the ratio of physical to coordinate time. Using equatio8) to rewrite the usual Arnowitt-Dieser-Misner
(ADM) LagrangianRDM62] so that it depends om instead of the standard lapse, we find that the following
features emerge.

e The densitized lapse assigns each pais, Kap), regardless of whether it solves the constraint equa-

tions or not, a conformal velocity and a conformal momentdimotion inC/ Do, whereC is the set

of conformal classes oW and?y is the connected component of the identity of th@edimorphism
group. These dynamical quantities are associated with stedard ADM counterparts as described
in diagram §.2), but doing so requires a densitized lapse rather than #relatd ADM lapse. For
CMC solutions of the constraints, the measurement of comibmomentum is independent of the
choice of densitized lapse, but this is not true for non-CM@itons. The conformal method uses
conformal velocity or conformal momentum as one of its partars depending on whether we use
the Lagrangian or the Hamiltonian formulation, and thesangjties are connected to each via a Leg-
endre transformation associated with a Lagrangian (camdbkinetic energy) on the tangent bundle
T C/Dy. Sections3 and4 describe these results.

e The densitized lapse assigns each pai, Kap) @ volumetric velocity and momentum of motion in
V/Do, whereV is the set of volume forms. Volumetric velocity and momentana associated with



ADM velocity and momentum as described in diagréar and again this relationship uses a densi-
tized lapse. Volumetric momentum is a single number, anfd®a, = 7o for some constant,, the
volumetric momentum is-2«ktg wherex = (n — 1)/n. For non-constant mean curvature the measure-
ment of conformal momentum depends on the choice of deeditapse and equal2«r* wherer*

is the quantity {.2) identified previously inl[al4d. In the CMC conformal method, the volumet-
ric momentum is one of the explicit parameters, but this isthe case for the non-CMC conformal
method. Volumetric velocity and momentum are connectedatthevia a Legendre transformation
associated with a Lagrangian (volumetric kinetic energy}tee tangent bundl& V/D,. Sections

6 and 7 describe these results, and we see in these sections thedlthmetric parameters have a
structure that completely parallels that of the confornsabmeters, but that is ignored in the standard
conformal method where the mean curvature is specified@ttypli

Conformal momentum at a metrig,, is related to the York decomposition of trace-free tengggs

1
Aab = 0ap + WLgWab (1.4)
9.0

whereoy, is transverse traceledsy is the conformal Killing operator afa,, andW? is a vector field.
Volumetric momentum is associated with a York-like spiittiof mean curvature functions

1

0.

T=7"+ divVv (1.5)
wheret* is a constant ani¥¥? is a vector field. In this wayr* plays the same role for volumetric
degrees of freedom thaty, plays for conformal degrees of freedom.

Let M be the space of metrics. Instantaneous motioVifiD, can be decomposed into three com-
ponents: conformal, volumetric, and drift. The decompositiepends on the choice of a densitized
lapse, and the conformal and volumetric components of théohposition agree with the notions
of conformal and volumetric velocity just discussed. A digf an instantaneous motion i/ Dq
that preserves both conformal class (moduléedimorphisms) and volume form (moduldfdomor-
phisms). Although a metric is uniquely determined by itsfoomal class and volume form, there are
nontrivial drifts, and indeed the drifts at a metgg, can be identified with the space of vector fields
on M, modulo the divergence-free vector fields and conformairijifields ofg,,. Sectiond contains
basic results concerning drifts.

It is well known that solutions of the momentum constraintrespond to the momenta of motion
in M/Do. In Section10 we show that after selection of a densitized lapse, such mtarean be
decomposed into three components: conformal, volumetnid,drift. The conformal and volumetric
momenta are the quantities identified previously, and a aifmentum aga, can be described by a
pair of linked drifts v, V). The driftswW andV can be represented by vector fieltf8 andV?@ solving
the drift equation
. 1 1 .

divg [m LgW|=«d [@ divg V
wherel 4 is the conformal Killing operator aja,. Equation {.6) has a remarkable symmetry between
the conformal and volumetric paramet®® andV?a. We can specifyw? and solve foM/?, in which
case we can add an arbitrary divergence-free vector fialé tbut equation.6) is only solvable after
adding a specific choice of conformal Killing field ¥?. Conversely, we can specity? and solve

(1.6)




for V2, in which case we can add an arbitrary conformal Killing figldVv? and we must additionally
add a particular divergence-free vector field to ensureghaétion {.6) is solvable. So a paiiy/, V)
representing a drift momentum is uniquely determined bheeiits conformal drifiV or its volumetric
drift V. Section10 describes these results in detail.

e The CMC solutions of the constraint equations are the smistivith zero drift momentum.

¢ Although solutions of the momentum constraint correspanchdbmenta inM/ Dy, solutions of the
constraint equations are not well described in terms ofoités in M/Dg. There exist distinct solu-
tions of the vacuum constraint equations, generatingmtisipacetimes, that nevertheless have iden-
tical geometries and velocities i/ Dy. This phenomenon occurs because the drift momentum of
a pair W, V) corresponds to a velocity — W in M/Dy, and this can vanish even\¥ andV do
not. Either the conformal driftV or the volumetric driftV can be taken as a parameter of motion that
determines the other, but using théfeienceV — W leads to non-uniqueness. Sectibhdescribes
how we can take either factd¥ or V to be the drift velocity corresponding to drift momentumgan
thatin either case we can construct a Lagrangian (confawmadlumetric drift kinetic energy) whose
Legendre transformation connects drift velocity and motumen

e The kinetic energy term of the ADM Lagrangian, when restdcto solutions of the momentum
constraint, decomposes into three independent termsspameling to conformal, volumetric, and
drift kinetic energy.

These main resultdiectively comprise a study of the interaction of densitizagaskes with the momentum
constraint. In Sectiori2 we then propose variations of the conformal method wherg#rameters in-
clude a conformal class, a conformal momentum, a volumeatdmentum, and a vector field determining
a drift momentum. There is more than one way to do this, howewal we present three candidates that
each include the CMC conformal method as a special case. elutting equations are technically more
challenging than those of the standard conformal methadiywantherefore postpone their analysis for fu-
ture work. Although we hope that features of the momentunsitaimt documented here will assist those
efforts, it remains to be seen the extent to which these drifirpaterizations, or perhaps some variation,
outperform the conformal method. Regardless, drifts hhgehe potential to play a role in understanding
any variation of the CMC conformal method. For example, the-parameter families discovered for the
standard conformal method iivip14q all have the property that they have zero conformal momerand
zero volumetric momentum, but not-necessarily zero drdtmantum. Moreover, drifts are related to past
difficulties in applying the standard conformal method to carestnon-CMC solutions of the constraints
with metrics having nontrivial conformal Killing fields, drnwe discuss in Sectioh2 how the standard
conformal method might be adjusted to account for confoiiihg fields.

Our main goal is to find well-motivated alternatives to thefoomal method, and in order minimize distrac-
tion we work under hypotheses that reduce the number of iealatetails. In particular, we work only on
compact manifolds, and we work only in the smooth categomyo@hness comes with the attendant com-
plexity of Fréchet manifolds, and we have emphasized tinkgebra over topology when working with their
tangent spaces. For example, direct sums and isomorphisrmasxays meant in the sense of linear algebra,
although in many cases it is obvious that the subspacesvied@re closed and the maps involved are at
least continuous. We adopt an intuitive (but precise) apgindo working with tangent and cotangent spaces
to infinite dimensional spaces such@andC/Dy. Sectionsl.], 3 and6 contain the related definitions and
details, and it is important to note that the simplicity of @pproach comes with the penalty that objects



such as *C/ Dy appearing in the theorems are to be understood rather flyriiée also adopt some helpful
but non-standard notations regarding the tfimaee-free decomposition GfM and its interaction with the
numerous quotient spaces we work with. Again, Sectliofs3 and6 contain the details.

1.1 Notation and Conventions

Throughout we assume thist is a smooth, compact, connected, orieniadanifold withn > 3. The set of
smooth functions oM is C*(M) and if E is a smooth bundle oveM, thenC*(M, E) is the set of smooth
sections ofE. We write T M andT*M for the tangent and cotangent bundlesvbfS°M andS,M for the
bundles of symmetric (®) and (02) tensors, and"M for the bundle oh-forms. All tensors are assumed
to be smooth unless otherwise noted; in Seci@rwe work with L?> Sobolev space®/*? wherek € Z
denotes the order of filerentiability.

We have the following sets of interest:

M, the smooth metrics ohl,

C, the conformal classes of smooth metrics,

VY, the smooth volume forms (i.e., the positively orientedredats ofC*(M, A")),
XK,

the spac€>(M, S,M) of second fundamental forms.

Three constants derived from the dimensiaarise sifficiently frequently that we use the notation
2n _n-1

: : _4(n-1)
=52 K n a=2q= n-2 "

We also use the symbalas an abstract index, but there should be no confusion dieasonstana defined
above is never used as an exponent.

(1.7)

1.1.1 The spaceM of metrics

The setM of smooth metrics oveM is the open subset of positive definite elements of the fetaatctor
spaceC*(M, S;M). HenceM is a Fréchet manifold, and @, € M, thenTgM = C*(M, S,M). Note that
we use abstract index notation in this paper with the undedstg that indices can be dropped freely if they
clutter notation or are otherwise intrusive.

Let gan € M. The dual spacelgM)* contains a wide variety of distributions, and it will be cemvent to
work with a smaller subspace. We define

TyM=C™(M,S’°M ® A"M). (1.8)

If hap € Tg(M) andF?Pw € Ty M, thenF?® acts orhyy via

(F®w, hap) = fM Fh, w. (1.9)



One readily verifies that with this actiofig M C (TgM)".

There is a naturdl? metricG on M defined byg(hab,ﬁab) = fM (h, h g @ for all hgp andﬁab € TyM. Here

and elsewherey is the oriented volume form @p. The metricg determines a map frofigM to (TgM)*
defined by

hap - G(hap, *) (1.10)

and it is easy to see tha M is the image offgM under this map. Thus we have a natural identification of
TgMwith TiM.

The trace-free and pure-trace subspacélgdfl play an important role in this paper and it will be helpful to
have special notation to work with them. Suppgse a function andiy, is symmetric and trace-free with
respect taay, We define

(Gab; UabsB) = Uap + %ﬂ Oab € TgM. (1.11)
It is easy to see that arty, € TgM admits a unique decomposition of the forinX(1). Similarly, if f is a
function andA?” is symmetric and trace-free with respectg we define
(Gan; AP, £)" = (A% + %fgab)wg € TyM. (1.12)
Note that
((Qawi A%, )", (Qa; Uab ) = f APy + f8 wg. (1.13)

It is sometimes convenient to work with eIementsTng represented by covariant tensors, s®&4f is
symmetric and trace-free with respecttg we define

(Gab; Bab, )" = (Gab; 9%°g"Ba, )" (1.14)

1.1.2 The spaceM/ D, of geometries

Let Do be connected component of the identtjn the group of smooth dieomorphisms fronM to M.
Then M/ Dy is the set of equivalence classes of metrics wlygsgs related t0dy, if there existsd € Dy
With Gap = @*gan. We write{gap} for the equivalence class gfy, in M/ Do.

Recall thatDy is a Fréchet manifold an@eDy = C*(M, T M) [KM97]. SupposeDd; is a path of difeo-
morphisms withdy = e, and letX? be its infinitesimal generator. Given a metgg, the path of metrics
vab(t) = ©; gap remains infgap} and satisfies

Yap(0) = Lieg Xap = VaXp + VpXq (1.15)

whereV is the Levi-Civita connection afa,. Sinceyay, is stationary inM/ Dy, the directions Im Lig € TyM
become null directions i/ Dg, which motivates the formal definition

TgM/Do = TgM/ Im Lieg. (1.16)

By working formally and infinitesimally, we avoid detailsmoerning the structure o¥1/D, as a stratified
space. However, one can often thinkTgiM/ Do as a proxy for an actual tangent spaggM/ Do that we
have not definedqM96].



Let (Qab; Uan, B) € TgM. We continue the practice of denoting quotientgZlyusing curly braces and define

{Qabs Uab, B} = (ab Uan, B) + Im Lieg € TgM/D. (1.17)

It is helpful to think of the projection

(Gab; Uab, B) > {Gab; Uab, B} (1.18)
as the pushforward frofigM to TgM/Do.

Theconformal Killing operator of a metricgap, acts on vector fieldx? by
. 2 .

where diy X = V,X2. An element of the kernel df 4 is aconformal Killing field . Note that in tracérace-
free notation
Lieg Xab = (Jab; L g Xap, divg X) (1.20)
and hence
{Gab; L g Xab, divg X} = 0. (1.22)

SinceTgM/ Dy is a quotient offgM by Im Liey we formally define
TaM/Do = (ImLieg)* = {A€ TyM : Alimie, = 0}. (1.22)

ConsequentlyTg M/Do € TiM and an integration by parts exercise shows Bty € TgM/Dy if and
only if (divg F) = VaF3 = 0. If (gan; A%, f)* € TgM, then the divergence-free condition is

VA 4 %be =0 (1.23)
and we write

{Qab; A%, ) (1.24)

for any @ A®, )" € TgM that satisfies equatiorl 23. Elements= € TjM/Dy are functionals on
TyM /Dy according to to the rule
(F,th}) =(F,h), (1.25)

and we see that the natural embeddiigehl/ Do — TyM is the pullback associated with the pushforward

(1.189.

2 The ADM Lagrangian with densitized lapse

In the traditional approach to the ADKI+ 1 decomposition of general relativity, on each slice of tants
coordinate time we select a positive functidr(the lapse) and a vector fiekP (the shift) that describe the
layout of a coordinate system in spacetime. A metric andrsgdondamental formgap, Kap) € M x K
determine the ADM momentum

7 = [K2 — trg Kg™| wg € TyM (2.1)

9



and also determine, in conjunction with the lapse and ghi&ADM velocity
Gab = 2N Kap + Lieg Xap € TgM. (2.2)
From these maps we obtain an isomorphigge : TM — T*M
MxK

(N.X%)
(2.3)
™M T* M

i N,xa

where the notationN, X#) denotes a nameless function that depends on the lapse dnd=&talling the
definition of a Legendre transformation from, e.djH99] that relates velocities and momenta, the map
inxa is the Legendre transformation associated with the ADM aagian

. 1. . 1 . .
Laom (Gab, Gan; N, X?) = jl;l N (Rg + Nz~ Heg X[5 - W(trg g — 2divg X)? )wg. (2.4)

Writing Gab = (Gab; Uan, B) in tracétrace-free notation we have

1 K .
Laom (Gab, Uan, B; N, X?) = fM N (Rg + gt~ Lo X5 - W(ﬂ — divg X)? )wg (2.5)

and the Legendre transformation can be written

inx2(Gabi UabB) = (gab; % (Uab — L g Xab) —ZK% (B - divg X)) (2.6)

with inverse N
(@b Aty 1)) = (Gas 2N Au + Lg Xty —f + vy X). 2.7)

It will also be helpful to have tra¢eace-free expressions for the conversion from a secordbimental form
to ADM velocity or momentum. 1Ky, = Agp + (7/N)0ap WhereAy, is trace-free, then the ADM velocity is

(Gaby 2NAgp + L g Xap, N7 + divg X) (2.8)

and the ADM momentum is
(Gab; Aab, —2«7)". (2.9)

We will work with a modified form of the ADM Lagrangian whereghapse is prescribed indirectly using a

construct called a densitized lapse. Densitized lapsesaajapvarious contexts in general relativiyfR83

[AY98][SCPT02and were introduced to the constraint equations in Yor&igformal thin sandwich method

[Yo99. As mentioned in the introduction, we will represent a déred lapse by a choice of volume form

a, and given a metriga,p, the lapse associated with, anda is
Wy

Ngo = (2.10)

[0

10



Note that ifGap = ¢%2gap for some conformal factas then
Nga = ¢Ng.. (2.11)
We will call « alapse form.
ReplacingN with Ny, and using equatior2(10 to rewritewy in terms ofe, the Lagrangiand.5 becomes
Laom’ (Qabs Uab, B; @, X3) = fM (NQZ,QRQ + %lu — Lg XI3 - &(8 — divg X)? )a. (2.12)
For the remainder of this paper we work with the densitizggsé ADM Lagrangian.12. The Legendre
transformation associated with this Lagrangian is thedseoh transformation2(6) with the substitution

N = Ny, and we have the commutative diagram

MK

(,X®)
/ \ (2.13)
™™ T M.

lo,xa

The distinction between the standard and densitized-lagpgendre transformations is perhaps subtle. Given
a metricgap and a lapse form, there always exists a lapbesuch that the mapg x= andi, xa agree as maps
from TyM to TgM. But if we consider a second metigig, with volume formwyg different fromewg, then
the two Legendre transformations as maps iy to T,SM are no longer the same. Thidf@rence is
important when thinking of the Legendre transformation asa@ between the total bundi@\ andT* M,
and we will find that the densitized lapse is particularly patible with the product structur®! = C x V.
For example, given a lapse form we will be able to assign a notion of conformal velocity, marum, and
kinetic energy measured layto each curve inM in such a way that if two curves iM descend to the same
curve inC or evenC/9Dy, then these conformal quantities are preserved. The negtalesections make
these ideas precise, and we start by recalling the defisibbtangent and cotangent space€@ndC/Dq
from [Mal44.

3 Conformal Tangent and Cotangent Spaces

If gab € M, we write [gap] for its conformal class, and we use bold type to denote aaromdl class when
we do not wish to emphasize any particular representatieelgsp] = g € C if and only if gap € 9. By
convention we use conformal transformations of the fgug= ¢%2gap Since the exponent— 2 leads to a
simple conformal transformation law for scalar curvature:

Ry = ¢* %(-aAg ¢ + Ry¢h). (3.1)

Following [Mal4l, if g € C we defineTyC to be the set of equivalence classes of paigs, (Uan) Where
Oab € 0, Ugp is trace-free with respect myy, and where

(Gab; Uab) ~ (¢% °ap; ¢4 Uap). (3.2)
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The trace-free condition arises because we ideqtifvith the set of metrics with a fixed volume form, and
the equivalence relation reflects the arbitrary choice ddm@ form. We will write

[ab; Uab] (3.3)

for the element off 4C determined bydap; Uab), and we will writeu for a conformal tangent vector when
we do not wish to emphasize a particular representative. AC, we define the conformal killing operator
L4 acting on a vector fielk*

Lg X8 = [Qab; Lg Xab] (3.4)

wherega, is any representative gf the conformal transformation lalsg = ¢42 L 4 if Gap = ¢9°ap €NSUrEs
thatL 4 is well-defined.

The cotangent spacg|C is also defined as a set of equivalence classes of [Eaifs fap) Wherega, € g,
g®Aqp = 0, but the equivalence relationfiirs. Now

(Gabi Aab) ~ (67 °Gaws ¢ *Aap). (3.5)

and we write

[Qab; Aabl” (3.6)

for the element ofl;,C determined byd.p; Aap). As before, we use bold face when no representative is
preferred. Ifu € T¢C andA € T4C we define

Ay = f (AU)g wg (3.7)
M
wheregyp, is any representative gfand wheral,, andAg, are the representatives such that

A =[dab; Aap]” and U =[Gab; Uan]- (3.8)
The equivalence relations for conformal tangent and caatggctors ensures that this action is well defined.

We have a natural map froiiyM to TigC given by

(Gab; Uap, B) > [Gab; Uan) (3.9)

that can be thought of as the pushforward. From equaBiai\e have the corresponding puIIbaf[té]C —
TgMwhich can be written in the notation of equatidni4) as

A = (Gab; Aab, 0)° (3.10)
if A =[Qab; Aanl™

Sitting below the space of conformal classes is the sgdd®, of conformal geometries. Two conformal
classegy andg are equivalent at the level of conformal geometries if thiera difeomorphismd € Dq
such thatb*g = g. Concretely, two metricga, andga, determine the same conformal geometry if there is a
diffeomorphismb € Dy and a smooth positive functiansuch thaGap = ¢9?®*gan. We write{g} for the
conformal geometry determined by the conformal ctass

12



In defining the tangent spacesAd/ Do we quotiented by the directions Im lgieThe pushforward of Im Lig
into TigC is ImL gy and we therefore formally define for agye C

T4C/Do = (T,C)/ ImLg. (3.11)
We write {u} for the equivalence class+ ImLg € Tg C/Do. Correspondingly, we define
T;C/Do =(ImLg)* ={A € TS *Alm, = 0} (3.12)
and elemente € T*C/ Dy are then well-defined functionals dnC/9Dg according to
(o, {u}) = (o, u). (3.13)

An integration by parts exercise shows thgd[ cap]” € TgC if and only if ogp is divergence-free with
respect t@ap. Sinceoyy is trace-free as well, it is a so-called transverse trasdlEE) tensor. We will write
{gan; oab}* if we wish to emphasize thagl,; oap]* belongs tor *C/ Dy.

We define the pushforwai,C — T¢C/Do by
U {ul =u+ImLyg. (3.14)

Its corresponding pullback is the natural embeddipg/Do — T4C.

4 Conformal Velocity, Momentum and Kinetic Energy

Let g be a conformal class and lgf, be any representative. Given a lapse farrand a shiftX? we can
combine diagram?.13 with the pushforward and pullback maps described in theipus section to obtain
the following diagram:

K
vl
Tg M : Tg M (4.1)
L]
T4C/Do T4C/Do.

The principal goal of this section is to show that the Legertcainsformation, x= descends to an isomor-
phismj¢ : ToC/Do — T4C/ Do that such that for evergy, € g, the diagram

K
27N
TgM _ TgM
| ]
TgC/DO —)_C TSC/DO

la

(4.2)
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nearly commutes. The failure of commutativity comes from thct that the projectioighM — T4C/Dg
loses information that cannot be recovered. Instead, wlesed that traversing the lower loop of diagram
(4.2 when starting from the middle row is a projection.

With the isomorphisnj¢ in hand, we assign to a paig4, Kan) € M x K a conformal velocity and mo-
mentum as follows. The conformal velocity is obtained byrforg diagram4.2) for g, and then mapping
Kab through the left-hand side of the diagram starting frihio obtain a velocity iriligC/Do. Note that
this is a velocity modulo dieomorphsims, and strictly speaking it is a ‘conformal getrim&elocity’. The
conformal momentum is constructed from the conformal viglday applyingjC. In this sensej$ behaves
like a Legendre transformation, and we show in Propos#i@that it arises from a Lagrangian dnC/ M
that we will call conformal kinetic energy.

To constructj¢ it turns out that it is easiest to construg} first. Diagram 4.1) defines a map from
TgC/Do to T4C/ Do given by traveling from the lower-right corner to the lowefticorner. In principle this
map depends oa, X2, and the choic@a, € g, and we provisionally call this mapa’lxa,g. The first order

of business is to show that this map is independerX®fbecause we are reducing to a quotient modulo
Do) andgap (because we are using a densitized lapse) to obtain ajphapve then show thai;! is, as the
notation suggests, the inverse of a njép

Lemma 4.1. Letg € C and leta be a fixed lapse form. For any pair of shift§ Xnd X2, and any pair of

representatives g andgyp of g,
Jaxag = 175xg (4.3)

and we call the common magp'j Moreover, for allo- € T4CIM,

j;l(o') = {Jab; 2Ng,w0'ab} (4.4)
whereo gy is the representative @f with respect to g,.
Proof. Leto € T4C/Do. To computej;,lxa,g(o-), let oap be the representative of with respect t@a,. From

equation 8.10 the pullback ofo to TgM iS (Qan; ab, 0)*. Applying i;,lxa from equation 2.7) we arrive at
(Qaby 2Nqgoab + Lg Xan, 0). Finally, we apply the pushforward from equati@d) to conclude

j;,lxa,g(o') = {Oab; 2Ny goab + LgXab} = {Qab; 2Ny g0ab} (4.5)

since{gap; LgXap} = 0.

Atthis stage, itis clear thejgvlgv><a is independent of the shik?. Now suppos@yp is another representative of

gwith Gap = ¢92gap for some conformal factas. The representative of with respect t@ap iS Tap = ¢ %0 ap
and we havéN, g = ¢9N, g. Recalling equation3.2) we find

j;,%yxa(o-) = {’gab; 2Na,§6:ab}

= {(¢7%Gab; ¢7 22N, g0orap)

(4.6)
= {Gab; 2Ny goab}
= J;i;,xa(o')-
Hencej;’lxa’g = j;lxa,g as claimed, and equatiod.d) follows from equation4.5). O
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To showj;! is the inverse of a functiofl’ we require York splitting Yo73], which we use in the following
form.

Proposition 4.2(York Splitting). Let g;p € M and let N> 0 be a lapse.

If Aap is symmetric and trace-free, then there isg-§ T tensoro,, and a vector field Wsuch that

1
Aab = Oab + m Lg Wab. (4.7)

This decomposition is unique up to addition of a conformding field to WA,

Equivalently, if 4, is symmetric and trace-free, there is a uniqug-§T tensoro,, and a vector field A,
unique up to addition of a conformal Killing field, such that

WhenN = 1/2, Propositiom.2is classical York splitting, and the result for arbitrarpses is equivalent
to classical York splitting [flal144; see also PY03. The decomposition from Propositich2 defines a
projection from symmetric trace-free tensors to trane«traceless tensors and we introduce the following
notation for it.

Definition 4.3. Let gap be a metric and lak be a lapse form. Given a symmetric, trace-free tedggrits
York projection is
Yg,a(Aab) =0ab (4-9)

whereo gy is the uniquegap-TT tensor such that equatiod.7) holds withN = Ng,.

We now show that the formal notatigp* is justified by constructing an invergg.

Lemma 4.4. Forallg € C, j;!: TgC/Do — TyC/Do is a linear isomorphism. Ifu} € T4C/Dyp then
i€({u}) is computed as follows. Pick anyug g and pick any g, such that

{u} = {Qab; Uab}- (4.10)
Letoap = Yge(1/(2Ng)Uan), SO0 ap is the unique g-TT tensor such that
Uab = 2Ng o0 ab + L g Wap (4.11)
for some vector field & Then

iCUU) = {Qan; Tan) (4.12)

Proof. To see thatj;? is injective, supposg,i(c) = O for someo = {Gap; Tap)*. From Lemmad.lit
follows that
0=j;(0) = {Gan; 2Nagoan} (4.13)

and consequentlyN, goan + L Wan = 0 for some vector fieldV®. But 0 also admits the decomposition
0 = 2N, 40+ L4 0 and the uniqueness clause of Proposifidtimpliesoa, = 0. Thereforer = 0.

To showj,! is surjective, consideu} € T¢C/Do. Letdap € g and pick anyua, such that

U = {Qab; Uab}. (4.14)
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Let oap be the uniqu@ap-transverse traceless tensor given by Propos#i@such that

Uab = 2Ng o0 ap + Lg Wap. (4.15)

for some vector field\V2. From Lemmat.1it follows that
jo ({Gab; Tab)) = {Gab; 2Nog0an) = {Gab; 2N goan + Lg Wap} = {Gan; Uan} = {u}. (4.16)
This establishes the claimed surjectivity,jsé has an inversg¢C. Equation .12 follows from applyingj¢
to both sides of equatior (16). O

Having constructed the isomorphisjfi, we obtain diagram4(2), which commutes except perhaps when
going around the lower loop. A straight forward exercisengdiemmad.4 shows that traversing the loop
starting at the level of/ Dy is the identity, but traversing the loop starting at the lefeM is a projection.

In particular, if we start alj M, then the projection is

(Gabs Aab, T)" = (dabs Yga(Aab), 0)". (4.17)

As mentioned previously, we assign a conformal velocityC/ Do to (Gab, Kan) € M x K by descending
the left-hand side of diagrard (). In principle the velocity depends on both the lapse farand the shift
Xa, butin factitis independent of the shift. To see thisKgj be a second-fundamental form which we write
in tracétrace-free form akyp = Aap+(7/N)gap. Proceeding down the left-hand side of diagrdn2), we first
obtain @apn; 2NgeAab+L g Xab, Ngo7+div X) € TgM and then arrive dQan; 2No.gAan+L g Xan) € TigC/Do.
But {gan; LgXan} = 0 and therefore the final result{igan; 2N, gAab}, Which is independent of?.

Definition 4.5. Let (gan, Kan) € M x K, and leta be a lapse form. Theonformal velocity of (gap, Kap), as
measured by, is

VS (Dab» Kab) = {Gab; 2N gAan} (4.18)
whereAg is thegqp-trace-free part oKgp.

To obtain the corresponding conformal momentum, we corliervelocity to a momentum vigl'. Starting
With {Jan; 2NagAab} € TigC/ Do, let oap = Yqo(Aan) be the York projection, so

ZNQ,QAab = ZNQ’gO—ab + LgWab (4.19)
for some vector fieldv?. Lemma4.4then implies
jg({gab; 2Na,gAab}) = {Gab; Tab}" (4.20)

Definition 4.6. Let (Qap, Kap) € M X K, and leta be a lapse form. LeA,, be thegap-trace-free part oKyp
and letoap = Ygo(Aap) be its York projection. Theonformal momentum of (gan, Kab), as measured hy,
is

MY (Gab Kab) = {Gabi Tan)’ (4.21)
From the maps¢ andm¢ we obtain the diagram
MxK

ve me
(4.22)

T C/Do T°C/Do

ic
Ja
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which should be compared with diagra@.13. Note in particular that although the ADM momentum
is computed without reference to the lapse or shift, bothctirdformal velocity and conformal momentum
depend in general the choice of a lapse form. The CMC solsitibthe constraint equations are an exception
to this observation, however. 1§4,, Kap) is a CMC solution of the constraint equations, thep = oap +
(to/n)gap for some transverse traceless tensgy and some constamg. Hence the York projection dfgp

is oap regardless of the choice of lapse form.

The mapj¢ appeared previously ifMal4H, where it was denoteg), and where it was derived from purely
geometric considerations. The approach taken here ssgipesfC is a Legendre transformation, and our
next task is to identify a Lagrangian anC/ Dy for which j¢ is the associated Legendre transformation.

Consider the kinetic energy term of the densitized-laps®&Agrangian:
K(Qab: Uab, B; X%, @) = f %Iu ~ Lo XIg = k(8 ~ divg X)? e (4.23)

The first term on the right-hand side involves the kineticrgpelue to conformal deformation. Lety, be
thegap-TT tensor such that

jg({gab; Uab}) = {Qab; Tan}” (4.24)
So there is a vector fiel/® such that

Uab = ZNQ’gO—ab + Lg(W + X)ab. (4.25)
Then
1 Lo XPPe = | N2 o2 N L ! L 2
Z|U - LgXlga = bgloly + ) <0', g(W)>g + Z' dW)lg @

1 1

— 2 2 2

- fNa,g|O—|g + Z' LQ(W)|ga' + z f(o—, Lg(W)>g Wy (426)
1

= stgw—lé + Z| Lg(W)|§ (07

where we have used the fact thtge = wg as well as the-2-orthogonality ofo-a, andL 4(W) with respect
to gap. The conformal kinetic energy is the first term on the rightiti side of the final expression of equation

(4.26.

Definition 4.7. Let « be a lapse form. Theonformal kinetic energy of (gan; Uan,8) € TgM, as measured
by a, is

K (g t) = [ Nl (4.27)

whereo g, is thegap-TT tensor such thait®({Jap; Uab}) = {Gab; Tab}*

The following lemma shows conformal kinetic energy dessenda well defined function of C/Dy.
Lemma 4.8. SUPPOS&Jan; Uap} = {Tab; Uap}. Then KC(Gap, Uap) = K (Gap, Uan)-

Proof. SUPPOSETan, Uab) = {Gab Uab}, and letg be the conformal factor such thgty = ¢92ga,. Since
{Gab» Uap} = {Qab, Uap}, the corresponding conformal momedg,; oap}” and{Qap; Tap}* are the same. So
Tab = ¢~ %0 ap. SinceNg, = wg/a = ¢twg/a = ¢INg, we conclude

KE@oTa) = [ N2GEa= [ 0N, 0* 20 0ha | Moo= Ko(Gmun). (428
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O

We will use the same notatiok¢ to denote a function oif C/Dy rather thanT M. Thinking of it as a
Lagrangian, the following proposition shows thtis its Legendre transformation.

Proposition 4.9. Suppose g € M is a metric and wy(t) is a smooth path of g-trace-free tensors. Then

d .
T K (Gl Uan®)) = (1 (Gati Uai(O)). (Gt Ui (4.29)
t=0

Proof. For each, let o-5p(t) be the transverse-traceless tensor with
J$((Gabs Uan(t)}) = {Gab; Tan(t)); (4.30)
sinceoap(t) = Ygo(Uan(t)/(2Nge)), the curvera(t) is smooth. For eactlet WA(t) be a vector field such that
Uap(t) = 2Ngqoan(t) + Lg Wan(t). (4.31)

Then
K ({Ga UaslD)}) = fM N2, lo (O @ = fM Ngalo (O wg (4.32)

and g
a0t o K(,C ({9ab, Uan(D)}) = j’; 2Ng,q (o(0), o"(0)>g wg
B f (r(©.U(0) = (LgW) (@), wg (4.33)
M

_ fM ((0), W(0)), wg.
sinceo gy is transverse traceless. But from equatidgh@)(and .13 this last expression is precisely

([ab; Tab(0)], {Qab; Uy (O)}) = (i ({Gab, Uan(O)), {Gabi U (O))) (4.34)
O

5 The Conformal Method

As presented inNlal4H, the conformal method can be understood in terms of thecrord] parameters
discussed in the previous section. We have the followingfommulations.

Problem 5.1(Lagrangian Conformal Method) etg be a conformal class, let be a lapse form, lefu} €
T4C/ M be a conformal velocity, and letbe a mean curvature. Find all solutiofg,,, Kap) of the vacuum
constraint equationgl.1) such that

[gab] =9
VE Gapr Kap) = {U) (5.1)
gabKab =T
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Problem 5.2 (Hamiltonian Conformal Method)Let g be a conformal class, let be a lapse form, let
oeTgC/IM be a conformal momentum, and febe a mean curvature. Find all solutioiig,,, Kan) of the
vacuum constraint equatior$.1) such that

[Gab] =g
MS (Gap Kav) = 0 (5.2)
EabKab =T.

The two problems dier only in whether the conformal velocity or momentum is priged, and they are
equivalent: §,,, Kap) is a solution of Problerd.1for parametersg, {u}, 7, @) if and only if it is a solution of
Problem5.2for parametersg, o, 7, @) with o = jS({u}).

In order to write down PDEs corresponding to these problemshvoose representative tensors of the confor-
mal parameters. In the Hamiltonian case, we can take comlqrarameters to be a metdg,, a transverse
traceless tensar,,, @ mean curvature, and a laps®&. These prescribe Hamiltonian conformal parameters

9 = [Gab]
o = {Qan; *
{Qab; T ab} (5.3)
T=T
a = wg/N
and the constraint equations become the CTS-H equations
1 2
—alg¢ + Ryp — 'a’ * 3N LgW| ¢ 9+ k7?94t =0 [CTS-H Hamiltonian constraint]
f (5.4)
divg (m Lg W) — k¢9dr =0 [CTS-H momentum constraint]

which first appeared, in a slightlyféierent form, in PY05. These equations are to be solved for a conformal
factorg and a vector fieldV?, and if a solution exists then

e = 07 Qe

— _ 1 T_ (5.5)
solve the vacuum constraint equations. Note that in Yorkigimal formulation of the conformal method,
there are three parameteggy, oap, ) andN is implicitly 1/2. This is not an essential restriction since one
can control the lapse form by movinggap within its conformal class while suitably adjustingy,, but the
requirement of tying the conformal class representativeleads to some inflexibility. Hence we prefer the
CTS-H equations to those of York’s original conformal methin the Lagrangian case, the parametgy

is replaced with an arbitrary symmetric, trace-free tenggwhich determines a conformal velocity

{U} = {Qabs Uap} = [Gab; Uap] +ImLyg. (5.6)

and the CTS-H equations become the CTS-L equations fourdgn,Mal44.
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Since the conformal method specifies a conformal velocittnomentum (modulo dieomorphisms), we
would like to understand how the mean curvature is relatagbometric velocity or momentum (modulo
diffeomorphisms). We have seen tha{if, has tracgrace-free decompositidfyp, = Agp+ (7/N)gan, then the
conformal momentum is obtained from a lapse-dependentpfmijlection ofAsp. It turns out that volumetric
momentum is a single number, and is obtained from an anatlgpse-dependent York-like projection of
7. Indeed, there is a way to treat the volumetric degrees efifsen in a fashion completely in parallel to the
manner in which the conformal method treats the conformgietss of freedom, and we described this in
the next two sections.

6 Volumetric Tangent Spaces

The spaceV of volume forms is an open subset@? (M, A"M), so the tangent spaceate V is

T,V = C°(M, A"M). (6.1)

We define
T,V =C™(M) (6.2)

and identifyT; <V as a subset off(, V)" by defining the action of € T,V onn € T,V by

(f.p) = f fn. (6.3)
M

Supposey(t) is a path of metrics with(0) = gap andy’(0) = (ab; Uan, 8). A standard computation shows
that the associated path of volume forai($) satisfies

w'(0) = Buwy. (6.4)
Hence the pushforwarfigM — T,V is

(Gab; Uab, B) F Buwg. (6.5)

To compute the pullback we note thatfife Toy equation {.13 implies
(1.pn) = [ 6 0y = (@i 0.1 (Gai o) (6.6)
M
and hence the pullback;, V — TgMis

f
f = (dans O, )" = Egabwg. (6.7)

We now consider volume forms moduldigiomorphisms}/D,. SupposeD; is a path of difeomorphisms
starting at the identity with infinitesimal generadt. If w is a volume form ang(t) = ®;w, then

¥'(0) = Div,(X) (6.8)
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where the divergence operator Rigpplied toX?@ is the Lie derivativelxw. Note that ifg,y, is a metric then
Div,,(X) = divg(X) wg. (6.9)
Sincey is stationary inV’/ Do, the directions Diy, X are null directions i’/ Do and we make the formal
definition
T,V/Do=T,V/ImDiv,,. (6.10)
The spacd ,V/ ImDiv,, is much simpler than its conformal counterpart, and indeexhe dimensional.

Lemma 6.1. The mapvol : T,V/Do — R given by

Vbl(77+ImDivm)=fn (6.11)
M

is well defined and is an isomorphism.

Proof. We claim that ifp is ann-form, thenfM n = 0if and only ifp € Im Div,,.

To see this, letap be any metric such thaig = w. Now if € Im Div,,, then there is a vector fiel* such
thatn = divg X wg and hencef n = 0.

Conversely, supposﬁ/I n = 0. Theny = fwg for some zero-mean function. Sindéis connected, there
exists a unique zero-mean solutivf Aqu = f. SettingX® = V3u we find that; = divg(X)wg = Div,,(X).

Since the kernel of — fM nis Im Div,,, we conclude that integration descends to a Mapn the quotient
spacel,,V/ImDiv,, = T,V/Do. And sinceVol is surjective, the claimed isomorphism holds. O

We will henceforth identifyT ,V /Do with R usinngI. Note that with this identification, the pushforward

T,V — T, VDo is
- f 0 (6.12)
M

SinceR is its own dual space (acting on itself by multiplication) defineT;V /Dy = R. The pullback
T:V/Do — TV takes the constate R to the constant functioo e C*(M) since

Cfn=f0n=<c,n>- (6.13)
M M

Note that the constant functionsitjV are the annihilator of Im Diy, and hence we could have equivalently
definedT;V/Do = (ImDiv,,)* in an approach analogous to that of Secton

It will be helpful to have notation for the composite pushfard TyM — T, V/Do. If gap € M and
B € C*(M) we define

(Gaus B} = fM Bug. (6.14)

From composition we obtain the following pushforwards antilfacks associated with the projectigm —
V/Do.
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Lemma 6.2. The pushforward JM — T,,,V/Dy is the map

(Yab; Uab,B) > {Jab; B}- (6.15)

The pullback 'gg(V/Z)o — TgM*is
C+ (Gans 0,0)". (6.16)

Proof. Equation 6.15 is a consequence of equatioss4, (6.5 and 6.14. Equation 6.16 follows from
the formulac — c for the pullbackT;V /Dy — TV and equation@.7). O

7 \Volumetric Velocity, Momentum, and Kinetic Energy

Let w be a volume form, and l&fa, be any metric withwg = w. Starting from the diagran(13 and the
pushforwargpullback maps from Lemmé.2we have the following diagram:

%
Tg M : Tg M (7.1)
J/ Imxa T
T, V/Do T:V/Do.

We wish to construct an isomorphisjfi’ : T,V/Do — T:V/D,, analogous tg¢, such that for every

metric gap With wy = w, the diagram
K
=N

T T
1/\4 — gf” (7.2)
ToV/Do :v> T:V/Do

Jor

commutes (with the exception that traversal of the bottoop Istarting at the middle row is a projection).

Recalling Lemma&.1and our identification of ,V/Dg andT;V /Dy with R, we claim that

. 2k
IMUE —[7)v (7.3)
Ju Ngaw
is the desired isomorphism. Evidentfy! is invertible, and
i 1
()P = —(5 f Ng,awg) P. (7.4)
M
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So to establish diagran7 (2) we need only show that traveling from the lower-right caoneethe lower-left
corner of diagram.1) is the same map asg{) %, regardless of the choice gf, with wg = w. To this end,
let p € T;V/Do. From equation§.?) its pullback is §an; 0, p)* € TgM, and we applyg}><a from equation
(2.7) to obtain Qan; LgXan, —PNeg/(2¢) + divg X). Finally, applying the pushforward from equatiogsl(9
and 6.14) we arrive at

[} ~Ougi@ap s div X =~ 5 [ Now )= (1) P (7.5)

as desired. This establishes diagrah), which evidently commutes except possibly when travey sire
lower loop starting at the middle row. As in the conformalesasuch a traversal is a projection, and to
describe concisely it we introduce the volumetric equine York splitting.

Lemma 7.1(Volumetric York Splitting) Let g, € M and let N be a positive function.

If € C*(M), there is constant* and a smooth vector fieldAsuch that

T=1"+ % divg V. (7.6)
The constant” is uniquely given by
fM NT wg
T (7.7)
fM N wg

and VA is unique up to addition of a (smooth) divergence-free vetd.
Equivalently, ifs € C*(M), there is a unique constant
% fMﬁ a)g
T =

and a smooth vector field®/unique up to addition of a (smooth) divergence-free vefigdd, such that

(7.8)

B =Nt" +divgV (7.9)
Proof. Letr € C* and letr* be given by equatiorn/(7). So

f N7 —N7* wg =0 (7.10)
M
and Lemma5.1implies there is a smooth vector fiek# such that

N7 — N7* = divg V. (7.11)
This establishes equation.g).

The uniqueness af* follows from multiplying equation{.6) by Nwy and integrating. Moreover, we see
that we can writer = 7 + (1/N) divgv for some other smooth vector fielé? if and only if the diference

V@ — V2 is smooth and divergence free. Finally, we note that the mieesition 7.9) is a trivial (but useful)
rephrasing of equatiorv (). O
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Definition 7.2. Let gap be a metric and let € C*(M). Thevolumetric York projection of 7 is

Ng.oT w
ﬁAﬂﬁ&ﬁ—i. (7.12)
Ju Noa @g
Equivalently,Yy,(7) is the unique constant given by Lemma7.1such that
) 1
T=7"+—divgV (7.13)

Ng,a/

for some vector field/2. Note that we use the same notatidy), as conformal York projection, with the
difference being that the argument is a function rather than angyrit (Q 2)-tensor.

Using the notation of Definitior7.2, a short computation shows that the projection obtaineddsetsing
the lower loop of diagram(.2) starting fromTg M is the map

(Gabs Aab, T)" = (Gabs O, Ygu(F))". (7.14)
We can also expreg§’ in terms of volumetric York projection.

Lemma 7.3. SUpposégan; B} € Tw,V/Do. Then

i (19am; BY) = —2«7* (7.15)
wheret* = Yg,(8/Ng.), or equivalently where* is the unique constant such that

for some vector field &

Proof. Let{gan, B} € To,V/Do. From equationsA.3 and ©.14 we find

. Bw
Y (Ga; BY) = ——————{Qa; B} = PLLN (7.17)
fM Ng.o wg fM Ng.o wg
Now let7* = Yy, (8/N). Equation 7.13 implies equation7.16 and integrating with respect toy we find
o B (7.18)
Ju Noaw
Equation 7.195 now follows from equations/;17) and (7.18. O

Given @ap, Kap) € M x K, the volumetric velocity and momentum measured with retsfpea lapse form
« are defined analogously to their conformal counterpartstieovelocity we seniy, down the left-hand
side of diagram7.2) starting atX, and we convert the velocity into a momentum by applyjfigin the

form of Lemma7.3. This leads to the following definitions.
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Definition 7.4. Let (Qap, Kap) € M x K, and lete be a lapse form. Writing = g%°Kap, the volumetric
velocity of (gap, Kap), as measured hy, is

Vaq,/(gab, Kab) = {dab; Nga7} = f NgoT wy. (7.19)
M
Thevolumetric momentum of (gap, Kap), @s measured hy, is
M, (Gap, Kap) = —2«7* (7.20)

wherer* = Yg,(7).

Note that the volumetric velocity is the rate of change afesliolume, as measured with respect to coordinate
time. We also note that if = 7o for some constanty, then equationq.12 shows that the volumetric
momentum is simply-2«to.

The volumetric kinetic energy is derived in a parallel fashto conformal kinetic energy. Consider the
kinetic energy terms of the densitized-lapse ADM Lagrangia

K(Qab, Uap, B; X%, @) = f%lu — Lg X[ — k(B — divg X)* a. (7.21)
The second term on the right-hand side involves the kinetizgy due to expansion. Defimé by
~ 2" = |/ ({9ab; BY)- (7.22)
From Lemmar.3we see that we can write
B = Ngot" +divg(V + X) (7.23)

for some vector field/2. Then, sincéNg,a = wg, we find
—Kf (B — divg X)? o= —Kf (NT" + dngV)2 a
M M
= —« fM N2, ()% + (divg V)? @ — 2« fM 7 divg V wy (7.24)
= —x f NZ, ()% + (divg V)? a.
M

The volumetric kinetic energy, as measuredahys the first term on the final right-hand side of equation

(7.24).

Definition 7.5. Let« be a lapse form. Theolumetric kinetic energy of (Qab; Uan,8) € TyM, as measured
by a, is

K (Gabr ) = fM NZ,(c')? o (7.25)

where
- 27" = | ({Gab; BY). (7.26)
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From equation.26) and the definition of V' we see that

1 1
* = ————{0ab; B} = ———1{Gan; B) (7.27)
’ fM Ngo wg ’ fM NG, @ i
and hence we can also write
K.Y (Gavs ) = ———— ((Gabi B)? = ————— ({Gas; B2 (7.28)
fM NG, fM Ng.o wg

SoK_Y descends to a Lagrangian ®mV/Dy (which we also calK"), and the associated Legendre trans-
formation of{gap; B} is the linearization

(K.Y ({Gan; BY) {Gab; B} = i ({Gav; BY)- (7.29)

N wg

8 Volumetric Momentum and the Conformal Method

Consider Hamiltonian conformal method parametgrs(, @) and supposedf,, Kap) is a solution of the
vacuum Einstein constraint equations generated by it. So

[Gab] =g
MS @aps Kab) = o (8.1)
QabRab =T

The conformal momentum of the solution, as measured by specified directly viar. There is only
an indirect connection, however, between the conformal datl the volumetric momentum measured by
a. Indeed, supposgy is a representative @f and letoy, be the representative of with respect taap.
Equation 8.1) is equivalent to the existence of a conformal fagt@nd a vector fieldV? such that

Oab = ¢q_zgab
— 1 T (8.2)
Kap = ¢72 + =—— LgWap | + =Typ.
ab=¢ “|Tap Mg ab) 1, 9ab
and such thap andW? solve the CTS-H equation$.4). The volumetric momentum o, Ka,) measured
by a is —2«t* where
o JuNgatwg [ 7Nt wg
fM N@,w (/.)g fM ¢2q Ng,a wg
Notice from the right-hand side of equatidh @ that the computation of* from (gap, oap, 7, @) appears to
involve the unknown conformal factgrin an essential way. Although we need not knpexactly (one can
computer* from c¢ for any positive constard), it seems unlikely that one can computewithout at least
determining at least¢ and thereby fectively solving the CTS-H equations. Moreover, if the aornial
data generates more than one solution of the constraintsmmens at least in some cases involving.an
mean curvature that changes si¢fe[L1], there is no reason to believe that the volumetric momehtheo
two solutions will agree.

(8.3)
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Hence the conformal method treats the conformal and volueng¢grees of freedom fiierently, with the
conformal degrees respecting a kind offedmorphism invariance, but not the volumetric degreess Thi
discrepancy seems to negatively impact tiffeativeness of the conformal method as a parameterization
in the far-from-CMC setting. As mentioned in the introdoctj the recent study inMal4d presented

a family 7 of smooth, non-CMC conformal data sets that generate oddtéit-symmetric slices of flat
Kasner spacetimes. Giveg, ¢, 7, @) € 7, it either generates a singlé"1-symmetric slice of a flat Kasner
spacetime, or it generates a homothety familyudf!-symmetric slices. The homothety families appear
precisely whenr* = 0, as computed with respect to one (and consequently any)eofénerated) -
symmetric solutions of the Einstein constraint equatidds.the quantityr* that we seem to be unable to
control directly from the conformal parameters determimeghe setting of [Mal4d, the multiplicity of
solutions generated by the conformal parameters.

From the evidence of the role of from [Mal4d, along with the naturality of treating the conformal and
volumetric degrees of freedom in the parallel ways disaligséectionst and7, we are therefore lead to
consider conformal-like methods where the parameteradiec!

1. a conformal clasg,

2. alapse forna,

3. either a conformal velocitju} or a conformal momentumn, with o = j¢({u}), and
4,

either a volumetric velocity € R or a volumetric momentum2«r* € R with —2«7* = jV(v).

This list is evidently not comprehensive; the standard econal method is successful in the near-CMC case
but we have now replaced a functiewith a scalar*. In the remainder of the paper we examine alternatives
for augmenting this list with geometrically natural degreéfreedom.

9 Dirifts

Consider a path of metriagg(t) such that the dieomorphism class of the conformal clasggf(t) is con-
stant along the curve, and such that thedimorphism class of the volume form @ (t) is also constant
along the curve. By applying an appropriate path @edimorphisms, we could ensure that either the confor-
mal class or the volume form is constant along the curve rbgeneral we cannot ensure both are constant.
For example, suppose we applyfdomorphisms to fix the conformal class. Since thifgedimorphism class

of the volume form is constant, the volume will also remaimstant along the curve, but we are free to
smoothly reallocate the fixed volume. So although the conébigeometry and volume are constant, the
conformal class and volume form can move relative to onetamoSince the conformal class is a more rigid
object than the volume form (e.qg., the space of conformdirgiifields is finite dimensional, but the space
of divergence-free vector fields is not), we visualize theiree form as drifting relative to the landmarks
provided by the fixed conformal geometry. With this intuitim mind, we call an infinitesimal motion in
M/ Do that preserves conformal geometry and volume a drift.

To formalize these ideas, we first observe that the pushfaisstaomTgM to TiqC/Do andT,,, V/Do can
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be factored througfigM/ Dy to obtain the maps¢ andr.” in the diagram

TgM

(9.1)
! Y
TigC/Do Tu, V/Do.
Indeed, we claim that
ﬂf({gab; Uab, B}) = {Qab; Uab}- (9.2)
First, note that the map® is well defined, for ifX® is a vector field, LigX = (Qab; L g Xab, divg X) and
ﬂ'*c({gab; Lg X, divg X}) = {Qan; LgXan} = 0. (9.3)

Moreover, from equationsl(18 and .14 we see that equatior®) is exactly the statement that the
left-hand triangle of diagrar®.1commutes. Similar considerations show that

A (Gt U 1) = (0w 81 = [ fog (©.4)
M
Definition 9.1. Letgap € M. A drift atgapis an element) € TgM/ Do such thatrE(U) = 0 andr,”(U) = 0.
We denote the collection of drifts gy, by Driftg.
Lemma 9.2. Supposé&) € TygM. ThenU e Driftg if and only if there is a vector fieldFsuch that

Moreover, ifR2 is another vector field, then

{Qap; O, dng R} = {dan; O, dng R} (9.6)

if and only if there is a divergence-free vector fielldhd a conformal Killing field @ such that
R=R+E*+ Q% (9.7)
Proof. SupposeJ = {Gap; Uan, B} € TgM/Dy. From equationq.2) we see thatr£(U) = 0 if and only if
Uab € ImLg. Hence there is a vector field® such thatua, = LgWap. Similarly, from equation9.4) and

Lemmas6.1we see that,”(U) = 0 if and only if there is a vector field? such tha = divgV. ThusU is a
drift if and only if there are vector fieldd/2 andV? such that

U = {Gab; LgWap, divgV}. (9.8)

Moreover,
{Dan; Lg Wap, dng V} = {Qab; LgWab, dng V} - LiegW
= {Gab; LgWab, dng V} = {Gan; LgWan, dng Wi (9.9)
= {Gav; 0, divg(V - W)}.
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SettingR® = V& — W2 we see thall is a drift if and only if there is a vector fielB?* such that equatior9(5)
holds.

Now supposd@ andRe are vector fields such that
{Gab; 0,divg R} = {Gab; 0,divg R}, (9.10)

Hence _
(9ap; 0,divg(R—-R)) € Im Lieg. (9.12)

and there is a vector fiel@? such that
(Gab; 0, divg(R—R)) = LiegQ = (Gan; Lg Qab, divy Q) (9.12)

Equation 0.12) impliesL g Qap = 0 and henc&® is a conformal Killing field. Defining=? = R-R-Q,
equation 9.12) also implies thaE? is divergence free. Since

R=R+Q*+E? (9.13)
we see that if equatior®(6) holds then so does equatidh ). Conversely, ifR? andRe are related viaq.7)

we can reverse the previous argument to concl@de). O

Given a metriayap, let Qg be the subgroup abg that preserves the conformal classyef and let&y be the
subgroup that preserves the volume fornggf We definelT«Qq to be the set of conformal Killing fields of
Oab andTeEq to be the set ofvg-divergence free vector fields. Lemri& provides an isomorphism

Drifty ~ TeDo/(TeQy & TeSy). (9.14)

We wish to show that motion iM/ Dy can be completely described in terms of volume expansiarfpco
mal deformation, and drift. 10 € TgM/Do, assigning a a conformal velocity and volumetric velocgy i
straightforward: simply apply € andz Y. Assigning a drift taU requires, however, a choice of projection

TgM/Do — Driftg (9.15)
and we now construct a family of such projections that defenithe choice of a lapse form

Consider the lower loop of diagrath2 where we additionally factor the pushforwafgM — TigC/Do
throughTg M/ Do:
TMEe————— TgM

l ig.xa

TeM/Do (9.16)

|

TigC/ Do :c TigC/Do
JQ'
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Let:C : TigC/Do — TgM/Do be the map obtained by nearly completing the loop in diag&dfy. From
Lemma4.4and equations7) and (.18 we find

Lg({gab; Uab}) = {Qab; 2Nga0rab, O} (9.17)
whereoyp, is the uniqueya,-TT tensor such that
Uap = 2Ngya0—ab + LgWab (9.18)

for some vector fieldV2. The following lemma shows thaf selects anv-dependent representative in
TyM /Dy of each conformal motion ifig C/Do.

Lemma 9.3. The map{¢ satisfies

C .
¢ g (9.19)

Proof. Note thatr¢ o (¢ is the map obtained by traversing the bottom loop of diagfaghstarting at
TigC/Do. In Sectiond we showed that this map is the identity. On the other hanady quationsg. 17)
and ©.4) we see that” o.£ = 0.

Similarly, from the diagram

TgM - TgM
l laxa
ToM/Do (9.20)
l
ToyV/Do ——=T,,V/Do
Jo

we obtain a map)” : Tu,V/Do — TgM/ Do given by

( Gab; B)) = {Dab; 0, Nge7"} (9.212)
wherer* is the unique constant given by volumetric York splittingethma7.1) such that

for some vector field/2. We have an analogue of Lemrfz8 that shows that” selects anv-dependent
representative ifg M/ Do of each volumetric motion iff,,,V/Do; we omit the proof.

Lemma 9.4. The map satisfies
70V =0

%

YoV =id.

*

S

(9.23)
T

30



Writing

L Driftg — TeM/ Do (9.24)
for the natural embedding we define
o TgC/Do & T, V/Do & Driftg — TgM/Do (9.25)
by .
o =tS @) @ P, (9.26)

Proposition 9.5. Let g, be a metric and let be a lapse form. Then is an isomorphism and the following
diagram commutes:

TigV/Do
TigIC/Do @ T, V/ Do & Drifty 7—— TyM/Do 9.27)
\ lnf
TigC/Do.
Moreover, ifR is a drift,
Y(R) = (0,0,R). (9.28)

Proof. Note that Drift; = Kerz¢ nKerzY, sor¢ oL = 0 andrY o P = 0. Using this fact and Lemmas
9.3and9.4we conclude
701, =101C + 70.¢ + 70 PM=id +0 + 0. (9.29)

(o2 (o2

This establishes the lower triangle of diagra®( up to showing, has an inverse. The upper triangle is
established similarly, and we turn our attention to the itik#ity of «,.

To see that, is injective, notice that from the facts established thugdadiagram 0.27) that anything in
the kernel of, must be of the form (M, R) for some driftR. But,(0, 0, R) = R, so¢, has trivial kernel.

To show that, is surjective, letgap; Uap, B} € TgM/Do. Letoap be thegap-TT tensor such that
Uab = 2Ng o0 ab + L g Wap (9.30)
for some vector fieldV?, and letr* be the constant such that
B = Ngot* + divgV (9.31)

for some vector field/2. Let
R = {dab; LgWhap, divg V} (9.32)
and observe tha& is a drift. Then
1$({Qabs Uab}) = {Gab; 2Nga0ab, O}
1 ({9ab; BY) = {Gabs 0, Nga") (9.33)
P™(R) = {Qav; LgWap, divg V}
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SO

to({9ab; Uab}, {Gans B}, R) = {Qan; 2Ng o0 ab, 0} + {Qap; 0, Ngo ™} + {Gan; LgWan, dng V}
= {gab, 2Ng’wo-ab + Lg Wab, Ng’wT* + d|Vg V} (9.34)

= {Gab; Uab, )
as desired.
Finally, we note that equatio® 298 follows from the invertibility of., and the fact that,(0, 0,R) = R for
any driftR. O

Proposition9.5 is the formal assertion that motion /Dy is characterized by conformal deformation,
volume expansion, and drift. The conformal and volumetduities are unambiguously associated with
U € TyM/Dg vianC andr.”, and Propositio.5 provides a lapse-form-dependent map frogh1/ Do to
Drifty: compute?, and extract the drift component. Let us call this magt.

Proposition 9.6. The mapr2 : T,M/ Do — Drift is a projection and
ﬂ.g)rift ({Gab; Uab, B1) = {Gab; LgWan, divgV} (9.35)
where W and \@ are any vector fields obtained from York splitting

Uap = ZNQ,KYO-ab + Lg W

9.36
for some g,-TT tensolozp and some constant.
Moreover, .
Gt=nleonY el (9.37)

Proof. That., is a projection follows from equatio® (28, and formula §.39 was established in the body
of the proof of Propositio.5. Equation §.37) follows from Propositior®.5and the definition o£Pft. [

10 Drifts and the Momentum Constraint

Consider a metrigap and a lapse form. From diagramZ.13 and the pushforwards and pullbacks described
in Sectionl we obtain the diagram

K
RN
Ty M — Tg M (10.1)
TgM/Do TaM/Do.
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which is the analog of the conformal and volumetric equintde4.1) and (7.1). In the conformal and
volumetric cases, the Legendre transformaiipg: descended to a Legendre transformation after quoti-
enting by difeomorphisms. This is not the case for diagralf.{), however. There is certainly a map
Ky : TgM/Do — TgM /Dy obtained by traveling from the lower-right to the lowertlef diagram (0.1):

K
DN
Ty M Ty M

: (10.2)

=

TaM/ Do ————— TgM/Do.

But it turns out thak, can fail to be an isomorphism, and this gives some insightibtie configuration

space for the Einstein equations. The elementsjag¥/ Do are precisely the solutions of the momentum

constraint, but is is not quite correct to think of these asmaota corresponding to the velocity of the system
in TgM/ Do, and the notion of drifts seems to play a key role here.
An arbitrary element OTSM/Z)O can be written as
(Gabs Aab, —27)" (10.3)
for some trace-freéy, and some functiom that satisfy the momentum constraint
V2Aab = kVpt. (10.4)
From equations?.7) and (.18 we find

Ko ((Qab; Aab, —2«7)*) = {Qab, 2Ng o Aab + L g Xap, Ng o7 + divg X}

(10.5)
= {Jab, 2Ng,aAab, Ng,(ﬂ'}-
Applying York splitting we can write
1
Aap = 0ap + N L g Wap
g,
(10.6)

1 .
T=7"+ Nos divgV

for a gap-TT tensoroyp, a constant®, and vector field&V? andV2a. Writing U for K, ((Qap; Aab, —2«7)*)
equation 10.5 becomes

U = {ab, 2Ng o0 ab, 0} + {Jan, O, Ng,aT*} + {Qat; LgWan, dng Vi, (10.7)
so in the language of Propositi®rb

ﬂg(U) = {Qab; 2Ng o0 ab}
7y (U) = {Gab; Ngot'} (10.8)
7P (U) = {Gab; LgWan, divg V} = {gan; O, divg(V — W)}.

a
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The potential for diiculty lies in the cancellation imPft(U): althoughW? and V2 might not be zero, it
might be thatr?"™ (U) is zero (and hende, may have nontrivial kernel).

The momentum constraint(.4) can be written in terms of the York-projected variables as

. 1 . 1
divg (a- + MNos LgW) =«d (T + Nos d|ng) (10.9)
or more simply
(1 1.
divg (m LgW) = Kd(N d|ng) (10.10)

whereN = Ng,. So0oa andr* are not involved in the momentum constraint, and we have trdy
relationship £0.10 betweerWW® andV? that, for reasons explained below, we call thét equation. One
might hope that equatiori(.1Q prevents cancellation it (U), but this is not always the case.

SupposeM" is the torus $1)" equipped with the flat product metrd,, and lets be the coordinate of the
first factor of the torus. Consider vector fieM& = (wW(s),0,...,0) andV? = («/(s),0,...,0), and suppose
N is a lapse that depends only enA brief computation shows that equatidt0(1Q can be written

1 ’ 1\
where primes denote fiierentiation with respect te. Since (L0.1]) is an equation on the circley(s) and
v(s) solve equation0.1) if and only if w = v + ¢ for some constart. HenceW? = V2 + K2 for some

Killing field K2 and the associated drift from equatidi®(§ vanishes identically. Thus, in this cagg,has
nontrivial kernel and is not an isomorphism.

The thin-sandwich conjectur85W67 states that initial data is characterized by a maigicand the pro-
jection of its ADM velocity intoTgM/Dq. It is not expected to hold in gener@if93, and the observation
from the preceding paragraph appears to be another facest faflure. Indeed, fromNlal4qd Proposition
6.2 and the discussion above it follows that there existrdissolutions of the constraint equations, that
generate distinct spacetimes, that nevertheless havaitie setric and such that for some lapse farm

¢ the the conformal velocities measureddfor both solutions are the same,

¢ the the volumetric velocities measureddyor both solutions are the same, and

e the complementary drifts for both solutions are zero.
Hence the projections of the ADM velocities in ToM/ D, for these distinct solutions of the constraint
equations are identical.

Althoughk, is not an isomorphism, it turns out that solutions of the mot constraint can nevertheless
be parameterized in terms of a conformal momentum, a volicmabmentum, and a drift. The key idea is
to identify equation10.10 as representing a relationship between two drifts, andtaré Isy looking at the
role of V&,

Theorem 10.1. Suppose g is a metric,« is a lapse form, and e Driftg. Let \® be any vector field such
that
V = {Gan; 0, divg V}. (10.12)
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Then there is a conformal Killing fieldQunique up to addition of a proper Killing field, such that

divg (nga ng) - Kd(N; divg(V + Q)) (10.13)

admits a solution \W. The solution W is unique up to addition of a conformal Killing field, and thet s
of solutions does not depend on the choice dfapresenting/ or on the subsequent choice of conformal
Killing field Q2 such that equatiofiL0.13 is solvable.

Proof. Let V2 be any representative dfand for brevity letN = Ny ,,. From elliptic theory the equation

. 1 1.
divg (m LgW) =«d (N dlvg(V)) (10.14)
admits a solutioW? if and only if
f %divg(V) divg(Q) wg =0 (10.15)
M

for all conformal Killing fieldsQ?, in which case the solutiow? is unique up to addition of a conformal
Killing field. Although V@ need not satisfy conditior10.19, we claim that there is a conformal Killing field
Q2 such that

f 1 divg(V + Q) divg(Q) wyg = 0 (10.16)
M N

for all conformal Killing fieldsQ?, and thaiQ? is unique up to addition of a proper Killing field. Since prope
Killing fields are divergence-free, the right-hand side 18.(LJ is independent of the choice of admissible
conformal Killing fields, as is the set of solutions 400(10.

Consider the functional 1
F(QF) = f < divg(V + QF wg (10.17)
M

on the finite-dimensional spade@y of conformal Killing fields, and observe th@e is stationary for if
and only if equationX0.15 holds. Moreover, since the highest order ternr & quadratic and non-negative
definite, the stationary points &f correspond with its minimizers.

First suppose thaj,, does not admit any (nontrivial) proper Killing fields. Thereey nontrivial conformal
Killing field satisfies divQ # 0 and the quadratic term &f is positive definite. HencEé admits a unique
minimizer. On the other hand, @, admits a nontrivial spac¥ of proper Killing fields, ther descends to
a functional on the quotient.Q/X and its quadratic order term is again positive definite. ldame pick up

a minimizer ofF over the conformal Killing fields, and it is unique up to adutitof a proper Killing field.

This establishes the main result up to independence of thé@oset with respect to the choice of repre-
sentative olV. Let V@ andV? be two representatives, so Lem®& implies that

V3= V24 Q* + E? (10.18)

for some conformal Killing fieldQ? and some divergence-free vector fi&il Let Q2 be a conformal Killing
field and letW? be a vector field such that

divg(% ng) =Kd(% divg(V + Q)). (10.19)
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We wish to show that there is a conformal Killing fidTﬁ such that

. 1 1, - —=
divg (m LgW) =«d (N divg(V + Q)) (10.20)
as well. Since o L
divg(V + Q) = divg(V + E+ Q+ Q) =divg(V + Q+ Q) (10.22)
we conclude that equatiod@.2Q holds With@El =Q*+ Q2 O

Theorem10.1provides a mag>™ from Driftg to TgM/ Do as follows. Given a drift/, let V@ be a repre-
sentative and leQ? andW? be a conformal Killing field and vector field respectivelysnfy (10.10. We
define .

Drift o1 2

o (V) =Gaby 55— LgWap, ———divg(V+ Q)| . (10.22)

2Ng o Ng.o

Note thatj>" is well defined since di(V + Q) andL 4 Wap are uniquely determined Hyg; 0, divgV} even
thoughVv2, Q* andW? need not be, and that equatidid(10 ensures thaf>™ maps intoT g M/ Do, not just
Ty M. The mapj2™ is injective for if

1 2k . *
(gab; m L g Wan, —@ d|Vg(V + Q)) =0 (10.23)

then diy(V + Q) = 0 and hence the source dift= {gap; O, divg V} satisfies
{Qap; O, dng V} ={Qap; LgQ, dng(V +Q)} = {Qans O, dng(V +Q)} =0. (10.24)

So ImjP"f is isomorphic to Drifg. The following result shows that I3 complements the conformal and
volumetric momenta, which formalizes our earlier claimttbalutions of the momentum constraint can be
parameterized by the selection of a conformal momentumiuan&tric momentum, and a drift.

Proposition 10.2. '
ToM/Do = TiyC/Do & T, V/Do & Im(j2™).

Proof. Supposedan; Aap, —2¢7)* € TgM/Do. From York splitting there are vector fieltlg* andV@ solving
equation 0.10 as well as a TT-tensar,, and a constant® such that

1
Aap = 0ap + N L g Wap
o (10.25)

T= T* + N]g-ya d|VgV
So
(Qabs Aab, —2x7)" = (Gab; Tap, 0)" + (Jan; 0,7%)" + (Qans (1/2Ngq) LgWap, (1/Ng,) divg V)" (10.26)

Since Qap;, Aan, —2«7)* solves the momentum constrai@if(4), W2 andV2 solve equation0.10 and hence

(Gab; (1/2Ng.a) L g Wap, (1/Ng,) divg V)* € Im jOrift, (10.27)
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Equation (0.29 therefore exhibitsdan; Aap, —2¢7)* as the sum of a conformal momentum, a volumetric
momentum, and term in the image gfi.

To establish the direct sum decompositi@0.Q) we need only show that the summands are mutually trans-
verse. Now ifW? andV? solve equationX0.1Q and either ol 4 Wayp, or divg V vanishes, an integration by
parts exercise shows the other must as well. Hencj@'lifhis transverse td'[*g]C/Do ande;ng/Do, which

are obviously transverse to each other. O

We now show that TheorertD.1can be understood as describing a lRadrom drifts to drifts. Given a
drift V, let V® be any representative and & be a solution of equatior1(.13. We define

and note thaR, is well-defined sinc&\V?@ is uniquely determined up to adding a conformal Killing field
Proposition10.2 shows that solutions of the momentum constraint are paeaimetl by a conformal mo-
mentum, a volumetric momentum, and a pé&it, (V) of drifts that are joined at the hip By = R, (V).

It turns out thaR, is invertible, andV determined/ as well. The reverse process proceeds as follows: let
W2 be a vector field such th&8 = {gap; Ly Wan, 0} and attempt to solve

1 . _ 1
Kd(Nw divg V) = divg (m LgW) (10.29)

for V2. Now if equation £0.29 admits a solution, we can multiply the equation by an aabjtdivergence
free vector fielde? and integrate by parts to find

1
—(LqW.LGE) wg =0, 10.30
fMZNg,a< gWlg > g ( )

which poses a compatibility condition ai?. We will show that equationl(0.29 admits a solutio/2 if
and only if the compatibility equation is satisfied, and tbRiSon is unique up to adding a divergence free
vector field. Hence diyV and the drift

V = {Gan; 0, divgV} (10.32)

is uniquely determined bW once the compatibility conditiorL.0.3Q is met. In general an arbitrary repre-
sentative? of W will fail the compatibility condition, but we will show thate can adjustW? by adding

a divergence-free vector field to remedy this deficiency. eNbat adding a divergence-free vector field
does not change the drift representediy. The following three propositions contain the technicallso
needed to carry out this procedure; we start by showing thateon (0.29 is solvable if the compatibility
condition is met.

Proposition 10.3. Suppose g is a metric, N is a positive function ang is a 1-form. The equation
1 .
kd (m divg V) =7 (10.32)
admits a smooth solution®if and only if

f (1 E) wg=0 (10.33)
M

for all g-divergence-free vector fields?Ein which case ¥ is determined up to addition of a (smooth)
divergence-free vector field.
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Proof. Multiplying equation (0.33 by a divergence free vector field and integrating by partssshthat
equation 10.33 is necessary for a solution to exist, and we henceforthmassy satisfies this condition.
Applying the Helmholtz-Hodge decomposition we can write

Na= Vaf +pa (10.34)

where f is a function,u, is divergence-free, and both are smooth. Multiplying eique(10.34 by 2,
integrating, and using the compatibility condition we fihdtu, = 0 and hence

Na = Vaf (10.35)

Sincen = df, to solve equationl(0.33 it suffices to find a smooth vector fielt? and a constart such that

divgV = %(f +C). (10.36)
We pickc so that
fM 27N(f +Cuwg =0 (20.37)
and find a functioru so that N
Agu = T(f +C). (10.38)

Equation (0.36 is then solved takingy® = V2u, and we see tha¥? is smooth. If we add a smooth
divergence-free vector field ¥? we obtain another solution, and we now show that all smodthtisas are
obtained this way.

Suppose that? andV2 are two solutions. It follows that
1. a
d N divg(V - V%] =0 (10.39)

and hence _
divg(V - V) =cN (10.40)

for some constant. Integrating over the manifold we conclude= 0 and hence/? and V2 differ by a
divergence-free vector field. AndWf2 andV? are both smooth, so is theffiirence. O

Adjusting the right-hand of equatiod@.29 to meet the compatibility condition involves adding a able
divergence-free vector field?, and we will see thaE?® is the solution of a certain Stokes-like PDE. Let{ ie
be the Killing operator 0fap, SO Ligy Xan = VaXp + VpXa, let Lieg = —2 divg be its adjoint, and let

Lgn = Lieg 1/(2N) Lieg. (10.41)
Given forcing termg, andh we form the Stokes equations

LygnE=n+dp (10.42a)
divgE = h (10.42b)
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where the unknowns arg? and the pressure. In practice we will usually takdén = 0 so thatE? is
divergence-free, but it will aid a regularity bootstrap tmsider a non-homogeneous term here.

Each ofy, andh must satisfy a compatibility condition in order for systeb® (42 to be solvable. Multiply-
ing the first equation of system@.42 by a Killing field K# we find

fM naK* wg = 0, (10.43)

and integrating the second equation of systéh42 we have

f hwg = 0. (10.44)
M

These compatibility conditions areffigient for there to exist a solution of the Stokes system.

Proposition 10.4. Let gy be a smooth metric and let N be a smooth positive functionlbe a 1-form
in W-12 that is L2 orthogonal to the proper Killing fields and let h be a functiarl.? that is L? orthogonal
to the constants. Then there exists a vector fiéld: BV-? and a function pe L? solving the Stokes system
(10.42 in the sense of distributions, and the solution is uniqueaipdding a Killing field to B and a
constant to p.

Proof. We can reduce to the case whére 0 by solving
Af=h (10.45)

for a functionf € W22, which is possible sinckis orthogonal to the constants, and writiEgj = Ea + vaf
whereE? is an unknown divergence-free function. Since € W2 we haveLgnVf € W12 and we see
that (E2, p) solves the original system if and only &g, p) solves the system withreplaced withy— LgnV
andh replaced with 0. Henceforth we assuime- 0, and we seek a divergence-free vector fiefdand a
pressurep solving (10.423.

First suppos@ap, has no nontrivial proper Killing fields, and 16t be subspace of divergence-fiéé-2
vector fields. FOE® andF?2 e J%2, define

1
a ay _ H H
A(E? F?) = fM e (Lieg E, Lieg F>g wg. (10.46)

We claim that there is a constamsuch thatA(E?, E?) > ¢ [, [EJ3 wg for all E* € J%2. Suppose not. Then

we can find a sequence of divergence-free vector fi{ﬁ@gk such thatA(Eg(), Eg()) — 0 and such that each

Eg() has norm 1 in irL.2. Recall Korn’s inequalityCJ0J, which implies that there is a consta®isuch that

IE|2,.0 < c[ f (LiegE, Lieg E>g wg + IEIZ | (10.47)
M

SinceN is bounded above, a similar inequality holds replacf,QQ(Lieg -, Lieg ->g wg with A and hence the
sequencé¢E], J is bounded iW2, So a subsequence converges weakW/irf and strongly in.? to a limit
E2. The quadratic fornk — A(E, E) is non-negative definite, so it is weakly lower semicontins. Hence
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the weak limit satisfied\(E, E) = 0 and is a Killing field. Sincé{E||, = 1 as well,ga, admits a nontrivial
Killing field, which is a contradiction.

We have now established tHEEHE2 is controlled byA(E, E), and it then follows from inequalitylQ.47 that
there is a constamtsuch that
A(E®, E?) > cllEl3 1. (10.48)

for all E € J2. SoA s coercive oved™? and the Lax-Milgram theorem implies there is a unidifes J-?
such that

1

for all F2 € J%2. Now L
Fé j’;l N (DE,DF)q wg — fM n,F) wy (10.50)

is a continuous functional ow? that vanishes od%?. From the Helmholtz-Hodge decomposition of
W12 there is a unique weakly divergence fi@&in W-12 and functionp in L?, uniquely determined up to
a constant, such that functional)(50 is equal to

G + V4. (10.51)

But since this functional vanishes dh? we conclude tha®? = 0 and hence

fzrj (DE, DF), wg—fm,F) wng pdivy F wg (10.52)
M g, M M

for all F2 € W2, which proves existence @ap admits no nontrivial Killing fields. Moreover, if62, P) is
any solution of the Stokes system, we see #fahlso satisfiesl0.49 and therefore equals?. But thenp
satisfies the equatiori.52 for the pressure and is therefore equaptolus a constant.

If gap admits nontrivial Killing fields, we replace the spat¥? in the proof above with th&? orthogonal
complement inJ-2 of the Killing fields; call this new spac&-2. The proof above then find= € 32 such
that equation0.49 holds for allF2 in J*2. Sincen? is L2 orthogonal to the proper Killing fields, equation
(10.49 holds for allF2 € J%? and the remainder of the proof continues without change. O

Proposition10.4establishes existence of weak solutions of the Stokesmysted we now show that when
the forcing terms are smooth, so are the solutions.

Proposition 10.5. In Proposition10.4 if (17a, h) € WK-22 x WK-12 for some integer k= 2, then(E?, p) €
Wk2 5 WK=12 | particular, if 5, and h are smooth, so are*&and p.

Proof. Supposerfs, h) € L2 x W2, Applying the divergence to equatiohQ.423 we find thatp is a weak

solution of

Since [diy, Lgn] is a second-order operator and sirfg& € W2, the first term on the right-hand side
of equation £0.53 belongs tow-12. It is easy to see that the remaining terms on the right-hatelaf

(10.53)
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equation £0.53 also belong toV-12 as well and hencp € W2, But then the right-hand side of equation
(10.423is in L2 and sinceLy is elliptic, we conclude thaE? € W22,

To obtain higher regularity, we proceed by a bootstrap. kameple, supposga € W2 andh € W22, Letd
be a first order operator. Thdt = 9E? andp = dp belong tow? andL? respectively and satisfy
LonE = 9y + [Lgn. O E~[d,6] p+dP

o= e (10.54)
divg E = [divg, d] E + dh

where [, ] is the commutator. SinceEf, p) € W22 x W2, and sincef, h) € W2 x W??, we see that
the right-hand sides of equatioris)(54 belong toL.? andW*? respectively. Hence by our previous result,
(OE3, ap) € W22x W2, So [E23, p) € W32xW?2, and the remainder of the bootstrap continues similariy.

From Proposition40.3and10.4we obtain the following analogue of Theorei. 1

Theorem 10.6. Suppose g is a metric,a is a lapse form, andlv € Drifty. Let W2 be any vector field such
that

W = {Gab; LgWab, 0} = {gan; O, —divg W}. (10.55)
Then there is a divergence-free vector fieRj &Enique up to addition of a proper Killing field, such that
1 _ 1
Kd(Nw d|vg(V)) = divg (m Lg(W+ E)). (10.56)

admits a solution ¥. The solution ¥ is unique up to addition of a divergence-free vector field] #ris
space of solutions does not depend on the choice?dMén the choice of divergence free vector fieRl E
such that equatiofiL0.5§ is solvable.

Proof. From Propositior10.3we know that equatiorl(.56 admits a solution so long as

(1
fM <d|vg(m Lg(W + E)), F>g wg=0 (10.57)

for all divergence-free vector fields®. Thinking of W2 as fixed andE? as an unknown vector field we see

that E® satisfies
f<div (—1 L E) F> wg = f<div (—1 L W) F> wg=0 (10.58)
g g > 9= g g > g~ :
M 2N o M 2N o

for all divergence-free vector fields. SinE& is divergence-fred, 4 Ea, = Lieg E andE? is a weak solution
of the Stokes equation
1. . 1
Dy (m Lieg E) = —divg (m LgW)+Vp (10.59)
for some functionp. Propositionl0.4shows that there is a solution df@.59, and that it is unique up to
addition of a proper Killing field.

Thus we have shown there is a divergence-free vector E&Jdunique up to addition of a proper Killing
field, such that equatiori(0.56 admits a solutio’V2, and Propositiod0.3shows that the solution is unique
up to addition of a divergence-free vector field. The proat tiis space of solutions is independent of the
choice ofW2 is analogous to the same step of Theoddil O

41



11 Drift Velocity, Drift Momentum, and Drift Kinetic Energy

We saw in Sectiorl0that the mayk, : TgM/Do — TgM/ Do described in diagrarh0.1can fail to be an
isomorphism. In terms of the decompositions

TeM/Do = TiyC/Do & T.,V/Do & Im(j2™) (11.1)

and
TgM/Do = TigC/Do & To,V/Do & Drifty. (11.2)

given by Proposition$0.2and9.5respectively, a computation shows
ka(or, =27, ]9 (V) = (1) 7H(0). (i) H(=2t"), V = W) (11.3)

whereW = R,(V) andR, is the map described in equatioh0(29. Since the Legendre transformations
i€ andj) are isomorphisms, we see thatfails to be an isomorphism precisely whgn— V - R,(V)
fails to be an isomorphism. We address thiidilty by treating the pairW, V), linked by the equation
W = R,(V), as the drift component of motion rather than th#etencev — W. SinceR, is invertible, we
can parameterize the paii/(V) in terms of either component, and we will refel asconformal drift
andV asvolumetric drift .

Suppose that we parameterize drift pairs in terms of thdurnaetric component. To this end, given a lapse
form « and a shiftx? we define a projection

O TgM — Driftg (11.4)
as follows. Givendap; Uan, ) € TgM we apply volumetric York decomposition to write
B = Ngot" +divg(V + X) (11.5)
for a unique constant and a vector field/2 that is unique up to adding a divergence-free vector fieleenTh
7256 ((Gab Uab, B)) = {Qav; O, divg V. (11.6)

We claim that the diagram
K

PN

B *

loxa
Drift
T u,xal T

Drifty ————— Im(jPrift)
jEriﬂ

commutes, except that traversing the bottom loop startimg the middle row is a projection. It is enough
to establish the following.

Proposition 11.1. The map obtained from diagraffi1.?) starting atDrifty and traversing the bottom loop
back toDriftg is the identity.

42



Proof. LetV = {gay; O,divgV} € Drifty. From the definition of 2™ in equation £0.29 we find

D 1 1
J2™(V) = |Gabi 57— Lg Wa, = divg(V + Q) (11.8)
2Ng,(l Ng,(l

where the vector fieldv® and the conformal Killing fieldQ? are determined by Theoref®.1 Applying
i;}xa from equation2.7) we arrive at

(Qab; Lg(W + X)ab, divg(V + Q + X)) (11.9)

and applyingr> we complete the loop at

{Qab; O, divg(V + Q)}. (11.10)
SinceQ? is a conformal Killing field,
{Gab; 0,divg(Q)} = {Gan; LgQ,divg(Q)} =0 (11.11)
and hence
{Qab; 0,divg(V + Q)} = {dan; O,divg(V)} =V. (11.12)
Thus traversing the loop is the identity. O

Drift velocity and momentum are defined following the patteeen previously for conformal and volumetric
quantities. Givendap, Kap) € M x K we form diagram 11.7 and descend the left hand side frdthto
Driftg. If Kap has mean curvature we apply volumetric York splitting to write

1
g,
and equations2.9), (11.5 and (1) show that the drift velocity is

divV, (11.13)

T=7+

{Qan; O, divg V}. (11.14)

Note that although both maps on the left-hand side of diaddzny) depend on the shif?, their compo-
sition does not and only depends on the lapse fernDrift momentum is obtained from drift velocity by
applying 2.
Definition 11.2. Let (gan, Kap) € M x K and leta be a lapse form. Thdrift velocity of (Qap, Kab), as
measured by, is

Vo™ (Gab, Kab) = {Gab; 0, divg V) (11.15)

whereV2 is obtained by the splittingl(l.13 of r = g®Kap. Thedrift momentum of (gap, Kan), as measured
by a, is

: 1 % '
m(l?nft (Gab» Kab) = {Gaby 55— L g Wan, —— divg(V + Q) (11.16)
2Ng,a Ng,a

whereW? andQ? are the vector field and conformal Killing field obtained fr@imeorem10.1
Since Drify € TgM/Dy, every element of ; M/ D, defines a functional on Drijt Sincej2™ : Drifty —

M/ Do, we can therefore considgy™ as a map into (Drif)* and it is then natural to identify a Lagrangian
such that® is its Legendre transformation.
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Definition 11.3. GivenV e Drifty thedrift kinetic energy of V, as measured hy, is
KMt (V) = — f «(divg V)2 a (11.17)
whereV?2 is any representative &f such that
fdivg(V) divgQa =0 (11.18)

for all conformal Killing fieldsQ?; note that Theorem0.1 ensures that diV (and hence drift kinetic
energy) is uniquely determined b

To show thatkP™ is a Lagrangian, one ought to demonstrate a configuratiocespach thakP'™ is a
function on its tangent bundle. Clearly each tangent spast be isomorphic to Driff but the right choice
of base space is not clear. So we content ourselves by tesirimur attention to each fibre Drfof the
presumed total space and show tifft is the Legendre transformation K™ on that fiore. Consider a
pathV(t) = {gan; O,divg V(t)} of drifts whereV?(t) is a path of vector fields satisfying conditiohl(19.
SinceV?2(t) satisfies the compatibility condition, there exists a gthector fieldsW?(t) with

. 1 1 .
d|Vg (m LgW) = Kd(Ng,a d|VgV). (1119)
Then, recalling equationd 25 and (.13, we find

EKB”“(V) = —2Kf divg VdivgV o
M

dt
=f("2k ding)dingwg
m \ Ny (11.20)
1 1 . * .
= <{gab; ngWab,—ZKNW d|VgV} > {Qab; O,dlng}>
= (i2"™(v), V)

where the various dependenciestdn equation {1.20 have been suppressed. TH(& is the desired
Lagrangian.

The preceding discussion was based on parameterizing(jpaiig) with W = R, (V) in terms of volumetric
drift V. If we use conformal drif¥V instead we obtain a dual notion of drift velocity and kinegizergy
which we now summarize briefly. The drift velocity af.6, Kap) is

vapriﬁ (Gab» Kab) = {dab; LgWan, 0} (11.21)

whereW? is any vector field arising from the conformal York decomposi of the trace free paiy, of
Kab.

1
2Ng,(l
The drift momentum is
=Drift . 1 2 : i
L™ (Gabs Kab) = { Gabi 5 Lg(W + E)ap, —~— divg(V) (11.23)
2Ng,(l Ng,a
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where the vector fiel¥® and the divergence-free vector fici@ are provided by Theorerh0.6 The drift
kinetic energy of\V is

KPrift (w) = f %| Ly WP a. (11.24)
M
whereW? is any representative &% satisfying the compatibility conditior.(0.3Q It is easy to see that
™ (Qab, Kab) = "™ (Gab, Kab) (11.25)

if and only if the pair @Jan, Kap) Satisfies the momentum constraint, so the drift momentum sdlution

of the constraint equations is well-defined regardless atlfactorW or V we use to parameterize drift
velocity. The choice of usingV or V is one of emphasis between conformal and volumetric motios:
can apparently measure drift of the conformal class redathe normal direction, or we can measure drift
of the volume form relative to the normal direction, but théwo motions are linked by the momentum
constraint and are not independent. This class of linkedamain be parameterized in terms of Oyjifbut
we have two distinct natural parameterizations.

Continuing with our choice to parameterize drift motion tspolumetric component we have the following.
Theorem 11.4. Let gyp € M, leta be a lapse form, and let®be a shift. The map
Ja ' TgC/Do & Tu,V/Do & Drifty —» TEM/Do (11.26)

defined by
jo=if@j) @™ (11.27)

is an isomorphism. Moreover, consider the diagram

K

(@ X®) \
TgM — TgM (11.28)
| |
TigC/Do & T, V/Do @ Drifty &= TM/Do

Ja

where the first two componentsmfare the natural pushforwards and the third <:ompone|7rPi’§t Travers-
ing the bottom loop of diagrarfl1.2§ starting on the bottom row is the identity, and traversing tuter-
most loop starting af is a projection onto second fundamental formg Buch that(gap, Kap) solves the
momentum constraint.

Proof. Thatj, is an isomorphism follows from the fact thif, j.”, andj®™ are isomorphisms, along with
Proposition10.2 That traversing the bottom loop starting from the bottom i®the identity follows from

the same fact for diagramd.@Q), (7.2) and (L1.7). As a consequence, traversing the bottom loop starting
from the middle row must be a projection. Since the m@hg ., andj, are surjective, the image df M
after traversing the bottom loop is the imageTgiM/ Do under the natural pullback, i.e., the divergence-
free elements. Hence traversing the outermost loop sfigattifC is a projection onto the second fundamental
forms with divergence-free ADM momenta, i.e., the solusiohthe momentum constraint. O
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Note that although Propositicgh5implies
TgM/Do = TigC/Do & T, V/Do & Dirifty, (11.29)

the mapr, from Theoreml1.4is not the pushforward fronTgM to TgM/Do. Indeed, ifW? and V@
are vector fields, the pushforward @hf; LgWab, divgV) is the drift{gap; O, divg(V — W)}, but the drift
component oft.((Gab; LgWab, divgV)) is {gan; 0,divg(V)}. This is the key distinction between diagrams
(10.0) and (L1.7) and is what ensures that is always an isomorphism even thoughfrom diagram {£0.1)
can fail to be one. As always, the choice to make the drift comept of.((Jan; L g Wan, divg V)) equal

t0 {Gap; O, divg(V)} rather than(gan; LgW 0} = {gan; O, —divg W} is arbitrary, and a result analogous to
Theoreml1.4holds when using conformal drift.

On the other hand, if we do identifb{g C/ Do & T, V/Do & Driftg with TgM/ Dy (thinking of . as a pro-
jection intoTgM/ Dy that is not the pushforward), we can interpjgts being the Legendre transformation
of the total kinetic energy

Ka(u, v, V) = KEU) + K.Y (v) + K™ (V) (11.30)

where (1,v,V) € TigC/Do & T,,V/Do & Driftg ~ TgM/Do. Equation {1.3Q can be obtained from the
ADM kinetic energy, but we must account for the fact that we r@presenting drift velocity in terms &f
notW. Recall that if §an; Uan, 8) € TgM, the ADM kinetic energy is

1 .
fz|u— Lg XI§ — (8 — divg X)* @ (11.31)
Decomposingiyy ands according to equationg (25 and (7.23 we can rewrite the kinetic energy as
1 .
f N, lolg — NG, ()% + KZ| Lo W3 — k(divg V)* @ (11.32)

The first two terms are the conformal and volumetric kinetiergies. If the momentum constraint is satis-
fied, thenv?® will satisfy the compatibility condition1.1§ and hence the term involving gi¥ in expres-
sion (11.39 is the drift kinetic energy. So the total kinetic energ@yt (30 is obtained from the ADM kinetic
energy by dropping they W term. In the dual treatment of drift velocity, the total kilteenergy would be
obtained by keeping theg W term and dropping the djW term instead.

12 Drifts and the Conformal Method

Theoremll.4and Propositior10.2show that given a choice of lapse fowm solutions of the momentum
constraint can be parameterized in terms of their confgremimetric, and drift momenta. Hence drift
momentum naturally complements the candidate parameaiehformal-like methods discussed at the
end of Sectior8, and we consider in this section variations of the confommethod that incorporate drift as
a parameter.

Supposed,y, Kap) is a solution of the momentum constraint with conformal neotamo- = {Oap Tabl™,
volumetric momentum-2«7*, and drift momentum

1 2c .
{gab; m@ Lg Wb, —W divg V} (12.1)
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whereW? andV? are vector fields solving the drift equation

. 1 1 .
dIVg[ZNgw Lg W] Kd[@ d|vgv}. (12.2)
Then
Kab = Tap + =—— 1 Lg W+1 +idiv—v (12.3)
ab = Uab 2N§a Nga g .

andKgp has mean curvature

T= QabKab =7+

divg V. (12.4)

0.

Now suppose,, = ¢92ga, for some conformally related metrigy,. The conformal momentunr is
represented aap by oap = ¢?Tap and the volumetric momentum is stif2«r*. Using the transformation
law Ny, = ¢9Ng, and the conformal transformation laws for divergences amdtfe conformal Killing
operator, equatiorl@.2 can be written in terms af,, as

. 1 p2a
dlvg[ L W] = x¢%d [ d|vg(¢qV)} i (12.5)
2 ga/ Ng,a
Note that since B
=T+ V), (12.6)

equation (2.5 is simply the CTS-H momentum constraint after substiyquation {2.6. The Hamilto-
nian constraint forg,y, Kab) can also be written in terms gf, making this same substitution and we arrive
at two conformal methods depending on whether we sp&€ifgr W2 in equation {2.5. First, using Theo-
rem10.1we can specify? up to a conformal Killing fieldQ® and we obtain the following modification of
the CTS-H method.

Problem 12.1(CTS-H with Volumetric Drift) Let gy, be a metricoyp a transverse traceless tensor with
respect to gy, 7" a constant, ¥ a vector field, andr a lapse form. Setting N= wgy/e, find a conformal
factor ¢, a vector field V¥ and a conformal KiIIing field @ such that

2
—alAg¢ + Ry — |0 ¢ a- 1+K(T + ¢—d|v(¢q(V+Q)) ¢t =

‘ N (12.7)

divg (% ng) — kd (";—N divg(#(V + Q))) _

Alternatively, we can apply Theoret0.6and specifyWW? up to ag,, divergence-free vector field. Since
¢~9E? is divergence-free with respectdyg, if and only if E® is divergence-free with respectdg, we obtain
the following.

Problem 12.2(CTS-H with Conformal Drift) Let g, be a metric,oyp a transverse traceless tensor with
respect to gy, 7 a constant, W a vector field, andr a lapse form. Setting N- wg/«, find a conformal
factor ¢, a vector field ¥ and a divergence-free vector field Buch that

1 2 ¢—2q 2
~alAg¢ + Ry — ’0' + o LoW+ ¢~ ¢ 9+ K(T* +— divg(¢QV)) ¢1=0
9

(12.8)
dwg( L Wag qE))—K¢qd(¢ i d.vg(qu(V)))
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The drift parameterizations in systeni2(7) and (2.8 pose significant analytical challenges beyond those
of the standard conformal method. For example, both equatibboth systems are second ordep,jrand
the Hamiltonian constraint is no longer semilineaginAlthough the equations for the standard conformal
method are technically simpler, and therefore more atiaett first glance, it may be that more sophisti-
cated equations are required t@eetively parameterize non-CMC solutions of the constraiptations. We
will return to the analysis system$4.7) and (2.8 in future work. For now, we make some observations to
suggest that these systems are not intractable. Firstx&xt #i, the problem for the momentum constraint
is equivalent to solving one of the variatiori(13 or (10.29 of the drift equation 10.1Q with respect to
the metricp®-2ga,. These are well-posed problems and hence it is natural tsid@niteration schemes, not
unlike those for the standard conformal method, that adtierbetween solving the Hamiltonian and momen-
tum constraints. Semilinearity of the Hamiltonian conistraould be restored in such an iteration scheme
by constructing a sequence of mean curvatures accordinguatien (2.4. Moreover, since the CMC
conformal method arises as the special 845e- 0 in system {2.7 or W2 = 0 in system (2.9, a natural
first step is to consider the near-CMC case whéter W2 is small. It seems likely that near-CMC results
similar to those of the standard conformal method are fémsiind the harder work will be determining the
extent to which the geometric and physical structures ttadivatte the drift parameterizations ardistient

to address the shortcomings of the standard conformal métnmon-constant mean curvature.

There is also the possibility that Probleh®.1and 12.2require further refinement. We are representing
drifts by vector fields, and this introduces a degeneracypnegent in the standard conformal method. A
solution of the constraint equations uniquely determingsdormal class and, after selecting a lapse form, a
conformal, volumetric and drift momentum. But the drift memtum determines a subspace of vector fields:
if (Qab, oan, T, V2, @) is a tuple of conformal parameters for systelfd.{) generating a solutiorgy,, Rab) of

the constraints, this same solution will be generatedyay ¢, 7, V2 + E- + Q , @) wheneveQ is a con-
formal Killing field for Gy, andE" is divergence-free with respectdg,. The conformal Killing field is not
problematic since the set of conformal Killing fields is a favmal invariant, but the divergence-free vector
fields forg,, are not knowra priori, and this poses a fiiiculty in determining if two tuples of conformal
parameters determine the same solution of the constraingsiccessful analysis systerh2(7) should ex-
hibit an identifiable subset of vector field§ such that solutions of the constraint equations deternihe o
one vector field from the subset, with a similar requiremehdimg for system12.8. The main dificulty is
that of uniquely representing drifts @i, using the conformally related metnigp,, but without knowing the
connecting conformal factor.

If gap does not admit nontrivial conformal Killing fields, theredasvay to uniquely identify the drifts &,
with the drifts the conformally related metf@p, = ¢%2gan, and this leads to third, alternative, parameteri-
zation. LetV e Drifty and letv® be any representative. We then séhtb

V = {Gab; O, divg(¢~9V)} € Driftg. (12.9)

The map is well defined, for )2 is another representative ¥f, there is a divergence-free vector fidié
such thatu? = V2 + E?; this uses the fact that there are no nonzero conformalnilfields. But then
¢~IU2 = ¢79V2 + ¢ 9E?, and sincey 9E? is divergence-free with respect@a,

{Gan; 0, divge U} = {Gan; O, divge IV} (12.10)

Hence the map is well defined, and since it has an analogoessewe have established an identification
of Driftg with Driftg. Using this identification we make the substitutdfi— #~9v® into equation {2.4 to

48



obtain
-2q

) .

T=7T + m(ﬂVgV (1211)
and then substitute this mean curvature into the CTS-H eansatNote, however, that ¢j¥ is a zero-mean
function with respect tg,, and one can dispense with the vector field entirely.

Problem 12.3(CTS-H with Lapse-Scaled Mean Curvaturkegt g, be a metric with no nontrivial conformal
Killing fields, oo a transverse traceless tensor with respect g g* a constant¢ a zero-mean function,
anda a lapse form. Setting N wy/«, find a conformal factop and a vector field Wsuch that

2 —2q \2

-2q
divg(% ng) — k¢d (";_Ng) 0.

1
LW
TN O

-alAg ¢+ Ryp — ’0'
(12.12)

One could also work with the substitutiaé®® — ¢~9%W?2 in system {2.8 and obtain an analogous version
of system (2.12, but this seems somewhat unnatural.

The drift parameterization also has the potential to inftmenstandard conformal method when the back-
ground metric has nontrivial conformal Killing fields. Veliftle is known in this case: we have near-CMC
existence under the very strong restriction that the mearature is constant along each flow line of every
conformal Killing field [CBIM91], and we have near-CMC nonexistence on Yamabe-non-negatini-
folds if the conformal momentum is zeté{MOZI]. Moreover, one can show that conformal Killing fields
pose a genuine obstacle for some near-CMC seed data, buheot 1al4d. The dificulty with conformal
Killing fields arises since the CTS-H momentum constraimasalways solvable when conformal Killing
fields are present. Using the ideas that led to systEtrl) one can adjust the standard conformal method
to include a correction term involving a conformal Killingeld to restore solvability of the momentum
constraint, and we will address this modification of the GT8¢uations in future work.

13 Conclusion

In hindsight, York’s original CMC conformal method can betight of as having three parameters:

e aconformal clasgin C,
e a conformal momentunrx in T*C/Do, and
e a volumetric momentura2«7g in T*V/Dy.

CMC data sets are special, however: their conformal andwettic momenta are unambiguously defined,
intrinsic properties. The extension of the conformal mdttmnon-CMC initial data sets employs a fourth
parameter, a densitized lapse, which is used to measurercoalifmomentum in a way that only depends on
conformal properties of the solution. The conformal mornemis is compatible with the ADM Lagrangian,
as seen in diagrand (2), and the resulting non-CMC conformal method has four patars:
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a conformal clasgin C,

a densitized lapse, represented by a lapse farm

a conformal momenturr in T*C/ Dy, as measured hy, and

a mean curvature.

In this formulation the mean curvature no longer directlgtcols the volumetric momentum of the solution.
We saw in Sectior8, however, that the mechanism used by the standard confon@iddod to interpret
conformal momentum can be applied to the volumetric degsésedom, and volumetric momentum, as
measured by a densitized lapse, emerges as a property of@viGnnitial data set. The parallels between
conformal and volumetric momenta are striking, and indéedvblumetric theory described in Sectign

is completely analogous to the conformal theory of Secfioe have therefore considered alternatives to
the conformal method where the mean curvature is deterniimticectly by specification of a volumetric
momentum and some other ingredient, and we have identifitid ds playing a role in understanding these
alternatives.

Indeed, every solution of the momentum constraint is a sumafnformal momentum, a volumetric mo-
mentum, and a drift momentum, which is represented by a paieator fieldsw? andV? solving the drift
equation

. 1 1 .
d|vg(ww LgW) =K d(Ng,a divg V). (13.1)

Section10showed that equatiori8.1) is not really a relationship between vector fields, but islatronship
between a pair of driftsW, V). Moreover, the relationship is symmetric: eitheMdfor V determines the
other, and each oV or V can be taken as the velocity representing drift motion. iSect1 described
dual theories, depending on the choice of usiigr V, in which the ADM kinetic energy descends to a
kinetic energy Lagrangian without constraints on a tangpate decomposed into conformal, volumetric,
and drift motion. We were obligated, however, to pick eitbenformal or volumetric drift as representing
drift velocity because the flerenceV — W, which is the drift component of ADM velocity projected into
T M/ Dy, is not always sfficient to detect distinct solutions of the constraint ecuregi

These results show that the introduction of a densitizeddadpto the ADM Lagrangian leads to a rich
structure. Although some of this structure is employed ey gtandard conformal method, some of it is
ignored, and in Sectioh2 we saw that there are alternative extensions of the CMC cordomethod that
incorporate volumetric momentum and drift as parametetead of mean curvature. Indeed there are a
number of ways to do this, and it is not yet clear how to beskwath drift. Nevertheless, future progress
in applying the conformal method, or some variation, in tba@«€CMC setting will require new ideas. An
improved understanding of the geometry of the conformahmatof the type sought here, may well assist
with these €orts.
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