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MARGINALLY TRAPPED SURFACES IN A PERTURBED
SCHWARZSCHILD SPACETIME

PENGYU LE

ABSTRACT. The concept of a marginally trapped surface is important in the theory of general
relativity. In the Schwarzschild black hole spacetime, its event horizon is foliated by marginally
trapped surfaces. In a more general black hole spacetime, the concept of a marginally trapped
surface is closely related to various sorts of horizon, for example, the apparent horizon, the
trapping boundary, the isolated horizon and the dynamical horizon. In this paper, we study
the set of marginally trapped surfaces in a perturbed Schwarzschild spacetime. We show
that for every incoming null hypersurface which is nearly spherically symmetric, there exists
a unique embedded marginally trapped surface. In order to prove this result, we develop a
general method to study the geometry of spacelike surfaces in a double null coordinate system,
which can be applied to study other problems for spacelike surfaces in a Lorentzian manifold.
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1. INTRODUCTION

The Schwarzschild black hole spacetime found in 1916 [Sc| is the static spherically symmetric
vacuum solution of the Einstein equations, soon after Einstein’s discovery of his field equations
[E1], [E2]. Its metric reads as follows:

9 om\ !
ds? = — <1 - —m) at? + <1 - —m) dr? + 72 (d6? + sin? 6d¢?) .
T T

This metric depends on the parameter m whose physical meaning is the mass of the spacetime.
When m = 0, it becomes the flat Minkowski metric. At first sight, r = 0 and r = 2m look
like values for which the metric is singular. Only r = 0 is a true singularity but » = 2m is a
coordinate singularity, which can be removed by coordinate transformations. See the classical
works [Ed], [Le], [Fi].

Synge (1950 [Sy]), Kruskal (1960 [Kr]) and Szekeres (1960 [Sz]) provided coordinate systems
that cover the maximal analytic extension of the Schwarzschild metric. In the Kruskal-Szekeres
coordinates {u, v, 6, ¢}, the metric takes the form

452 16m?
55 =—

exp (_—T) dudv + 2 (d92 + sin® 9d¢2) ,
2m
r
= — - 2 .
uv (r —2m)exp 5

The Schwarzschild black hole in the above coordinates can be visualised by figure 1.
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event horizon

uv = 2m,r = 0..
u=0,7r=2m

r = const > 2m

black hole

exterior region

t = const

uv = 2m,r =0

FIGURE 1. The maximal analytic extension of the Schwarzschild spacetime.

In 1965 [Pe], Penrose introduced the concept of a closed trapped surface, which is is a closed
spacelike surface where the area element decreases pointwise for any infinitesimal displacement
along the future null normal direction. Based on this concept, he proved his famous incomplete-
ness theorem.

A concept related to the one of a trapped surface is the concept of a marginally trapped surface
defined as follows.

Definition 1.1. A spacelike surface ¥ is called a marginal surface, if one of its future null
expansions vanishes identically.

Furthermore, a spacelike surface ¥ is called marginally trapped, if one of its future null ex-
pansions vanishes identically, and the other future null expansion is non-positive.

The concept of a marginally trapped surface is closely related to the horizon of a black hole
in general relativity. For example, the event horizon of either a Schwarzschild or a Kerr black
hole is foliated by marginally trapped surfaces. However it is not the case that the event horizon
is foliated by marginally trapped surfaces in a general black hole spacetime. As pointed out in
[HE], the event horizon is a global concept, which depends on the whole future behaviour of
the spacetime, thus it is useful to define some different sort of horizon which depends only on
the geometry of a spacelike slice of the spacetime. [HE] introduced the concept of a trapped
region in a spacelike hypersurface H, which is the set of all points, through which a trapped
surface in H passes. Moreover, [HE] defined the concept of an apparent horizon as a connected
component of the outer boundary of the trapped region, and shows that an apparent horizon
shall be marginally trapped.

Besides the concept of an apparent horizon introduced in [HE], there are various other useful
concepts of horizon, for examples, the trapping boundary [Ha], the isolated horizon [ABF],
the dynamical horizon [AK]. The later two sorts of horizon are examples of the more general
concept of a marginally trapped tube introduced in [AG], which has the topology of §? x R and
is foliated by marginally trapped spheres. Moreover, [AG] proved the uniqueness of the foliation
by marginally trapped surfaces of a dynamical horizon. The work [AMS] proved the existence of
a marginally trapped tube under a stability condition of a marginally trapped surface. In [L3], a
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more general concept of a marginal tube was introduced, which is foliated by marginal surfaces
and where no restriction of the topology is required. It was showed that if every embedded
spacelike surface of a marginal tube is a marginal surface, then the marginal tube must be null.

Since the marginally trapped surface is closely related to many useful concepts of horizon in
a black hole spacetime, it is natural to ask what is the structure of the set of marginally trapped
surfaces in a perturbation of the stationary black hole. The understanding of this set will be
useful for the study of the geometry of a perturbed stationary black hole.

The theme of this paper is the study of marginally trapped surfaces in a perturbation of the
simplest stationary black hole, the Schwarzschild black hole. We shall consider a perturbation
of the Schwarzschild black hole near its event horizon. We employ the double null coordinate
system of the Schwarzschild black hole to quantitatively described the perturbation, by comparing
the metric components and structure coefficients relative to the double null coordinate system.
The precise description of the perturbation is given in definition 2.3 in section 2. Here we just
emphasis two points in the perturbation: first that the perturbation is not necessary being
vacuum, second that none of the coordinate surface in the double null coordinate system is
required to be marginally trapped.

The main result of this paper can be sketchily phrased as follows.

Sketch of main result. Let (M,g) be a Lorentzian manifold which is a perturbation of the
Schwarzschild spacetime near the event horizon. In every incoming null hypersurface which is
nearly spherically symmetric, there exists a unique marginally trapped surface near the Schwarzschild
event horizon.

The precise version of the main result is given in theorem 10.9 in section 10. It can be
explained geometrically by figure 2. {s, s} is the double null coordinate system. Cs—q is the
level set {s = 0}, which is a null hypersurface surface. It is the Schwarzschild event horizon. In
every nearly spherically symmetric incoming null hypersurface  in a perturbed Schwarzschild
spacetime, there exists a unique embedded marginally trapped surface ¥ near Cs—.

FIGURE 2. The marginally trapped surface ¥ in an incoming null hypersurface #.

In the following, we give an overview of the strategy to prove the main result and the building
blocks of the proof.

The main difficulty to construct a marginally trapped surface is to find a spacelike surface
with vanishing outgoing null expansion. Formally, let try(X) denote the outgoing null expansion
of a spacelike surface Y, we need to solve the equation

trx(3) = 0.

In order to solve it, we shall translate the above formal equation to a precise equation in analysis.
This is done in two steps: first we find the method to parameterise ¥ by functions, second we
calculate the outgoing null expansion in terms of the parameterisation functions of ¥. Then we
translate the formal equation try(X) = 0 to a precise equation for the parameterisation functions.
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Given the precise form of the equation try(X) = 0, we use the perturbative method to solve it.
We construct an appropriate linearised perturbation of the outgoing null expansion, then apply
it to construct approximating solutions of the equation try(X) = 0, and eventually prove that
the approximating solutions converge to the actual solution.

The major building blocks of the proof consist of the followings.

i.

ii.

iii.

iv.

Parameterisations of spacelike surfaces in section 2. We introduce two methods to pa-
rameterise a spacelike surface. The first one is simply parameterising a surface by two
functions as their graph of {s, s} in the double null coordinate system.

The second method of parameterisation is less direct than the first one. Suppose that
Y. is a spacelike surface embedding in an incoming null hypersurface H. Then the second
method also parameterises X by two functions, where the first function is to parameterise
the incoming null hypersurface , and the second function is to parameterise the position
of ¥ inside H. The transformation from the second method of parameterisation to the
first one is studied in details.

Clearly the second method of parameterisation is more natural for studying spacelike

surfaces in an incoming null hypersurface, while the first method has the advantage of its
directness when evaluating the background geometric quantities on a spacelike surface,
like the metric components and structure coefficients.
Formula of the outgoing null expansion in section 3. We use a two-step procedure to
obtain the formula of the outgoing null expansion, which is naturally coherent with the
second method of parameterising spacelike surfaces. Suppose that X is a spacelike surface
embedded in an incoming null hypersurface 7. The first step is to obtain the geometric
information along 7, then the second step is to calculate the outgoing null expansion
with this information and the location of ¥ inside H. The precise formula is formula
(4.3). A decomposition of the formula into the first order main part and high order
remainder part is introduced in subsection 4.3.

The second step has been investigated in prior works [KLR] [L1] [An], while these
works were restricted to the case of H being the incoming null hypersurface C, the level
set of the coordinate function s. Combining with the first step, we extend the formula
to spacelike surfaces embedded in a more general class of incoming null hypersurfaces.

In this more general case, an extra difficulty arises. In the first step obtaining the
geometric information along H, we not only need to evaluate the background geometric
quantities on H, but also need to know the differential of the parameterisation function
h of H. This difficulty doesnot appear in the case that H = C,, as the differential of
h = s vanishes. This extra difficulty is addressed in subsections 5.1, 5.2, 7.1.
Perturbation and linearised perturbation of the parameterisation of spacelike surfaces in
sections 6 and 8. More precisely, we study the perturbation and linearised perturbation
of the transformation from the second method of parameterising spacelike surfaces to the
first method. They are essential for the study of perturbation and linearised perturbation
of the outgoing null expansion.

Perturbation and linearised perturbation of the outgoing null expansion in sections 7 and
9. They are the most important building blocks for solving the equation try(3) = 0.

We emphasis a key structure in the formula of the outgoing null expansion. Suppose that a
spacelike surface X is embedded in an incoming null hypersurface H, and the parameterisation
function f gives the location of ¥ inside . Then the outgoing null expansion try(X) is given
by a quasi-linear elliptic operator on the parameterisation function f: let ¥ be the variable on

the sphere and V be the Levi-Civita connection on the standard round sphere of radius 1, then

trx(%) = trx(H; f) = ¥ (Hs 0, f,df)VE ] + (M9, f,df),
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where a™ (H; 9, f,df), c(H;9, f,df) are both fully nonlinear. Although the precise formula of
try(X) is involved in general, its first order main part reduces to a simple elliptic operator of f
in the case of the Schwarzschild spacetime, as showed in formula (4.4),

—2r§25f + trxfg,

where A is the Laplacian on the standard round sphere of radius 1. rg is the radius of the round
sphere 3 s and try’s is the outgoing null expansion of ¥, s, both in the Schwarzschild spacetime.

We conclude the introduction by pointing out another important feature on the regular-
ity of the solution of try(#; f) = 0. In the above formula of try, the terms a%(H;9, f,df),
c(H; 9, f,df) depend on H in a complicate way. We introduce a parameterisation function 5=°f
in subsection 3.1 to determine the location of the incoming null hypersurface 2, then we write
these terms as o™ ([*=%]; 9, f,df), ¢([*=°f]; ¥, f,df). The dependence on *=% of a”/ and c is not
a pointwise dependence on the values of Szoi and its derivatives, but in a functional way. In
order to solve the equation try(*=°f, f) = trx(#; f) = 0, we need to obtain the regularitites of
a’([5=9,9, f,df) and ¢([*=°f],9, f,df). With the estimates obtained in section 5, we can show
that if *=f is a function in the Sobolev space W2 and f is smooth, then c([*=%], 9, f,df) is
in the Sobolev space W™?. Thus the theory of elliptic equations on the sphere tells us that the
regularity of the solution f of try(*=%, f) = 0 cannot be better than the regularity of *=% in
general, i.e. roughly speaking, the regtﬁarity of the embedding of the marginally trapped surface
Y in H cannot exceed the regularity of the embedding of H in the spacetime in general. The
precise statement on the regularity of the marginally trapped surface is contained in the main
theorem 10.9.

2. PERTURBATION OF SCHWARZSCHILD METRIC NEAR EVENT HORIZON

In this section, we introduce the perturbed Schwarzschild metric considered in this paper.
Since we are interested in the spacetime near the event horizon, we shall only consider the
perturbation of the Schwarzschild metric in a neighbourhood of a piece of the event horizon.

In the coordinate system {¢,r,0, ¢}, the Schwarzschild metric gg is

2 2m\ "’
gs = — (1_m> de? + (1 _m> dr? 4+ 2 (d02+sin29d¢2).
r r

We denote 2m by r9. We consider the following coordinate transformation which is used in [L4]

(r —2m)? exp +r = exp é,
)

1 —t+r s+ 1o

(r —2m)2 exp = sexp ——.

o
Then in the coordinate system {s, s, 8, ¢}, the Schwarzschild metric gg takes the form
gs = 2925 (ds ® ds + ds @ ds) + 72 (dé’2 + sin? 9dq§2) ,

where
02 — s+ 1o eXp§+S+TO_T,
" "o (2.1)

r S+s8+71o
(r—mp)exp — = sexp ———.
To To
This coordinate system {s, s,0, ¢} is a double null coordinate system, where the level set s = 0
is the event horizon r = rg of the Schwarzschild black hole.
We denote the level sets of s by Cs, the level sets of s by C; and use 3¢ to denote the

intersection of C, with C,. X, s is a round sphere of radius r.
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The sphere ¥ s—¢ is marginally trapped. We shall consider the perturbation of the Schwarzschild
metric in a neighbourhood of the marginally trapped surface X o, thus we introduce the so-called
(k, &)-neighbourhood of X o.

Definition 2.1 ((k, k)-neighbourhood M, , of 3g). Let {s,s} be the double null coordinates
of the Schwarzschild spacetime (S, gs) introduced above. The (k, k)-neighbourhood M, , of the
marginally trapped surface Lo o is defined by

M. ={p€S:|s(p)| <rro,|s| <rro}.

See figure 3. In this paper, we assume that k,k < 0.1.

My 0 (55, 5)-neighbourhood < .~ .

& (K, &)-neighbourhoo \ 8
Zoo/<s
FIGURE 3. (k, k)-neighbourhood M, , of ¥¢ o

Let {s,s,0',02} be the coordinate system on M, , inherited from the double null coordinate
system of (M, ,gs). Consider a class of Lorentzian metrics g on M, , which has the following
form

g =29%(ds ® ds + ds ® ds) + gap(d0* — b*ds) ® (d6® — b¥ds).

The pair (M, ,,g) is a Lorentzian manifold and {s, s, 9, 9%} is a double null coordinate system
of this manifold. We define the associated null frame {L, L} where L, L are tangential null vector
fields of Cs, U respectively and

Hence we have

L=0,+b=0,+b0,.

L = 0,
We also introduce the null vectors L', L’ by
L'=Q7°L, L'=Q7"L,
then {L, L'} and {L', L} are both conjugate null frames on X s since
9(L, L") =g(L', L) =2.

With respect to the double null coordinate system {s, s}, we can define the structure coefficients
as follows.

Definition 2.2 (Structure coeflicients). Let X,Y be tangential vector fields of X s. Define that

w = LlogQ, w = LlogQ,

X/(X,Y) ZQ(VXL/,Y), X/(X,Y) :g(VXL/,Y),
1 1

77(X) = QQ(VXL, LI)’ Q(X) = §g(vXLaL/)'

1By an elementary estimate, one can derive that r/rg € (0.8,1.2) in My k.
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X; X> X5 X" are the null second fundamental forms in the directions of L, L, L', L' respectively. n, n
are the torsions of the null frame {L, L'} and {L', L} respectively. We can decompose them into
trace and trace-free parts with respect to the metric g,

X o
X=X+3trxg, x=x+ trxo,

1
X =X'+3tx'g, X =X+ 5tr)e

The trace-free parts are called shears, and the traces are called null expansions.

For the Schwarzschild metric, the structure coefficients associated with the double null coor-
dinate system {s, s} are given by the following formulae,

s+r9 r—r r—r
Gsr: + 0. O, 637": Oa
r s = T
2(r—rg) 2s s+s+ro—r
s =T = e T T
_2(s+7mo) r—r0  2(s+70) st+s+ro—r (2.2)
trx g = 2 T T 2 xp To ’

~ _ _ A o _ _
Xs=Xs =0, Xg=Xg=0, ns=n,=0,
0 1 n 1 (1 n 1)s+7’0 s+s+rg—r
= Wwe= -4 (=4 = ex .
or2’ =9 2(s+1rg) 21 2r - 2rg P

r To
In the following, we introduce a class of perturbations of the Schwarzschild metric on M, ..

Definition 2.3. Let g. be a Lorentzian metric on M, .. In coordinates system {s,s,0%, 0%}, it
takes the form

ge =207 (ds @ ds + ds ® ds) + (ge) p (0% — bds) ® (d6® — b°ds).
Let re(s, s) be the area radius of the surface (X5 s, ge)

413 (s, 5) = / 1-dvoly.
by

ge s a perturbation of the Schwarzschild metric in the following sense: the metric components of
ge are close to the ones of gs, and the structure coefficients for g. are also close to the ones for
gs. Let n be a positive integer. The precise quantitative descriptions are given by the following
formulae. For the metric components:*

1—6<|:—6‘<1+6,
S

[VEOLOT (log Q2 — log Qs) | <

—H’
o
2k ol 7 €‘§‘ Sk ol gmi’ ¢
[VEObely < g V00000l <
0 0
o €
|V 059" (9 — 9s) 5 < Tmri—2e
To
where k+m + 1 <n+ 2. For the structure coefficients:
&k ol am € >k ol €
|V*OLOT (trye — trxs) 5 < TnHH’ |V*olor (trK6 - trXS) g < rﬂﬂﬂ,

2The following derivatives with respect to Js,0s are all Lie derivatives.
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€
elg < T6ﬂ+l—1 !

€

Sk ol o Kk al o
[ e < i hators
0

Sk ol am € S ke Al am €
’V asaﬁ TNelg < Pl ’V 9; s el < Pl
0 0
Sk ol gm € Sk Al am €
|V 907" (we — ws) e < AL |V 050¢" (w, —ws) 5 < EERES
0 0

where k +m +1 < n+ 1. In the above formulae, g is the metric of the standard round sphere

O
with radius one on the surface X s and V is the corresponding covariant derivatives of g.

Note that in the above definition, (My 4, ge) is not necessary vacuum. Moreover, there is no
guarantee that the Schwarzschild event horizon Cs—¢ contains a marginally trapped surface in
(My ., ge) anymore, and none of the coordinate surface X 5 is assumed to be marginally trapped.

For the rest of this paper, we will simply use M, g to denote M, ,, g., and omit € in the lower
indices of the metric components and structure coefficients to simplify the notations.

3. PARAMETERISATION OF SPACELIKE SURFACE

In this section, we introduce two methods to parametrise a spacelike surface ¥ in (M, g).
Moreover, we will describe the transformation between these two parameterisations and give an
estimate for the parameterisation transformation, which is proposition 3.3.

3.1. Two methods to parametrise spacelike surface. The first kind of parameterisation is
to simply consider the surface ¥ as a graph over S? in the double null coordinate system.

T={(s,59) 5= f(9),s=f(9)}

FI1GURE 4. The first kind of parameterisation of 3.

As demonstrated in figure 4, the surface ¥ is the graph of the pair of functions (f, f) over the
domain of variable ¥ in the double coordinate system {s, s, 7},

S ={(s,5,0) 5= f(9),5 = F(O)}.

We call (f, f) the first kind of parameterisation of X.

The second kind of parameterisation is to consider the incoming null hypersurface 2 containing
> and the embedding of ¥ in the incoming null hypersurface. This parameterisation can be
visualised by figure 5.

Let Yo be the intersection of H with Cs—y. Assume that ¥ is parametrised by a function
s=0f as its graph of s over the domain of ¥ in {s,9} coordinate system in Cs—o,

Yo={(s,s=0,9):s8= S:Oi(ﬂ)}.
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F1GURE 5. The second kind of parameterisation of X.

The restriction of the double null coordinates {s,9¥} on the incoming null hypersurface X is a
coordinate system. Then we assume that ¥ is parametrised by a function f as its graph of s
over the domain of ¥ in {s, ¥} coordinate system on

Y={(s,9) eH:s=f()}.

We define (*=%, f) to be the second kind parameterisation of 3.
For the rest of the paper, we will simply call the first or second kind of parameterisation as
the first or second parameterisation for the sake of brevity.

3.2. Transformation from the second parameterisation to the first. We want to know the
transformation from the second parameterisation to the first one. Assume that 3 has the second
parameterisation (*=f, f). Since the first parameterisation shares the same parameterisation
function f for the s coordinate, we need only to determine the parametrisation function f for
the s coordinate. In the following, we introduce two methods to obtain f. B

Method 1. X is embedded in the incoming null hypersurface H. Let 3¢ be the intersection of H
with Cs. Suppose that ¥ has the first parameterisation (°f, s)

5o = {(s,5.9) s = SO}
We introduce the parameterisation function h for H

hs,9) = ().
Then H is parametrised as
H={(s,s,9): 8= h(s,0),s € (—krg, kro) }.

The above parameterisation of the incoming null hypersurface H is also used in the work [L4]. It

can be illustrated by figure 6
Since X is the graph s = f(9) in H, then in the double coordinate system X is given by

{(ﬁa S, 19) PS8 = f(ﬂ>a§ = h(f(r&)vr&)}
Therefore the parameterisation function [ is given by
F0) = b(f(@),9) = (*F) (9).

See figure 7. Thus in order to obtain f, it is sufficient to know h or °f. We apply the equations
derived in [L4], that 5f satisfies

.5 = —0'0;5f + 92 (g7) 7 0,50, (3.1)
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5,

FIGURE 7. Method I

and equivalently h satisfies

dsh = —b'0ih + 92 (97" d,h0;h. (3.2)
Here the notations 35, 81 denote the coordinate derivatives of the coordinate system {s,¥} on H.
Method I1. Introduce a family of surfaces {S:} in H, where Sy has the second parameterisation
(SZOL Y =1tf). Si=o is simply Yo and Si—1 is X. Thus {S;} is a family of surfaces deforming

from 3¢ to X. See figure 8.

Assume that the first parameterisation of Sy is (ti, ), then ti satisfies the following first order
nonlinear equation

af=f-[1— (b +e)tfi] - [e— (V' +£)aif] (3.3)
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FIGURE 8. The family of surfaces {S;}.

where f; is the partial derivative of f, and €,€" are given by the following formulae

e e e —lef?

e =¢e"4ege", e= ’
(202 +e-¢) + /(202 + e ¢)? — [e*ef?

le]* = gije’e’, e’ = gije’e!, e-e=gie'e,

k_ 2 ¢ —1\%¢ [ —1\JF
y € = —20Q fZ(B )](g ) )

k_ 2 =1\t [ —1\Jk
ek = 20715, (B! (97)

B} =& — b
We give the derivation of equation (3.3) in appendiz A. Note that ¢, gk,ek,gk,Bf above depend

on t, but for the sake of brevity, we donot indicate the t-dependence in the symbols denoting these

notations.
In order to obtain the parameterisation function f of ¥, we solve equation (3.3) for ti with

the initial value
t:Oi — s:Oi’

then i 18
="

Note that in the special case that f = s a constant function, equation (3.3) leads exactly to
equation (3.1).

Comparing above two methods, method II is more direct. In method I, we solve equation
(3.2) for the parameterisation h of A first, then restrict it to X to obtain ’f. In the following,
we introduce a variant of method I and II, which derives an equation for ¥f from equation (3.2).
We introduce the following lemma first. B

Lemma 3.1. Let v be a function on H and satisfies the equation
dsv = F(s,v,dv).

Suppose that {S;} is a family of surfaces embedded in H, where Sy is parameterised by s = 'f (9)
in (s,9) coordinates on H. Define the function u(t,d) by

w: (t,09) = (5,9) = v(s,9), (5,9)=("%),9), u(t,9)=u0v(f(®),9).
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Then

Ou =0 - Osv, Oiu=0;'f - dsv + Ov,
and u satisfies the following equation

O = 0'f - F(f,u, u— 0, - (8,'f) " Dhu).

The proof of the above lemma is straightforward. Applying it to h on H and {S;} in method
II, and noting that !f = tf, we obtain an equation for the parameterisation function ti(ﬁ) =

B('F(9).9) of S,
O = - FQf LY =t i 0f)
= (Y = e )
Qg7 (T 0 - (F, =t 00

The above equation is a first order nonlinear equation of ti In this paper, we will not solve
this equation to obtain ti However, we will use the above idea to obtain the restriction of the

differential of h, i.e. &-Q, on Y in subsection 5.1.

3.3. Estimate of the parameterisation transformation. In previous subsection, we intro-
duce two methods to obtain the first parameterisation (f, f) from the second one (*= Of .1
the following, we will estimate this parameterisation transformation through method II.

Before considering the general case, we shall mention that the estimate in the special case
f = s being a constant function is already obtained in [L4]. We state the result here, which is
essentially theorem 3.3 in [L4].

Proposition 3.2. Let H be an incoming null hypersurface in (M,g) which is parameterised
by s = h(s,9) as its graph in the {s,s, 9} coordinate system. Let =°f be the parameterisation
function of Xo, which the intersection of H with Cs—g,

= (9) = b(0,9).
Suppose that Szoi satisfies the following estimates®
=015 < Baro, - [ < dro,

wheren > 1,p>2o0rn>2p>1.

There exist a small positive constant 0 depending on n,p, and constants Co, Cm,m;Cm,o Gls0
depending on n,p, such that if € are suitably bounded that €,9,,€d,, < &, then h satisfies
the following estimates

42
|Q(5,.)975 Of ‘< Cm,m ‘S Of |||ds OanJer (HdS OanJrl,p)

S (Cm,meém(s + Cm, 06 )rOa

) 07 m

g“pg%MK%WHWS%Qm

for all s € (—kro, KT0).

3Subscript o is short for oscillation, and m is short for mean value, since §,, bounds the norm of the differential
and §,,, bounds the mean value.
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This proposition is proved by estimating solutions of equations (3.1) (3.2). We apply the
Laplacian A to equation (3.2) and derive the following equation®
Bsﬁﬁ =— blal(Aﬁ) + QQQg_lijﬁjBi(ﬁﬁ) + lower order terms involving dh, %QQ.

Then integrate the above equation and use Gronwall’s inequality to obtain the estimates of h.
The general case is treated by a similar manner. Applying the Laplacian A of (St, §) to

equation (3.3) of the parameterisation function ti,‘r’ we can derive an equation for ﬁti Then
integrate this equation and use Gronwall’s inequality to obtain the estimates of ti
We rewrite equation (3.3) as

O = F(f, th'fi, te'f, te'fi 2 0, €, €' ),

- | | | ] _ (3.4)
Fef-[l=thfi—te'fi—te'fi-e] " o=~ — el - e].

Then applying the Laplacian A to equation (3.4), we obtain the following equation of ﬁti

0, (Af) = X8, (A + 're, (3.5)

where

tx =0Oei g, - [7292 (B—l); (g‘l)jk .tfk} + Oy ”i-F X
o )

0P e 50 (B (07" (B, 1]

FOF O |40 (B

w&
—
QI

AN

SN—

<

ol

&
I

AN

SN—

2
.
=

—_

and
e = 0pF - Af + Oy F - {A (1) = [-202 (B7) (67)" - 1] (AY),}
4 Qyeif F - A (el i) + O F - A (1)
+0:F - Ope- {Ale? 80", (B, ()" (B7); (A1), }

k GV
+0.F 0cce - {A(e ) — 0 e (BT, (o))" (57 (), }
0. - {A( ) = ' (A1), | + 0y F-{A0'F) —6(A), }
# 0y P AL ~ [ 200 (57, 07 1] (A,

+ 02, F - V;aVv'b,
ab: f, th'f;, te'f;, te'fs, g, V', e e

We shall elaborate on ‘re.

e always use the dot on the top to mean that the corresponding object is associated with the {s,d}
coordinate system on . For example, d; is the coordinate derivative in {s,9} coordinate system on H. Let g
be the coordinate surface of constant s in {s, ¥} coordinate system on X, then % is the covariant derivative of
(s,9), and A is the Laplacian of (3s, 9)-

5We shall use two dots on the top to mean that the corresponding object is defined on Si. For example %
denotes the covariant derivative on (St, f]), 0; denotes the coordinate derivative of ¥ on St.
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a. Firstly in the formula of ‘re, terms like %l_)', %Q, %g are given by
%ia = %ia + tL -0sa + tf; - Osa,
where a is some background quantity like the metric components or their derivatives
with respect to %, 0s,0s as in definition 2.3. The higher order covariant derivatives by
V are calculated successively by the above rule, for example the second order covariant
derivative %fja is
%i%ja z%?ja + (tf)i- Gs%ja + tL : Gé%ja
+ V[ 0aa+ (tf); - Vidsa + (t£);'f, - 0:0sa + (t£)i(tf); - 02a
+ VOt f, - Vidsa+ (L)' - 005+ ' f - 2.

b. Secondly, *re doesnot contain any top order derivatives of ti The highest order derivative
of ’f in *re is of second order.

c. Thirdly, the top order derivative of f in 're is of third order, which comes from A applying
to f; in tbif;, telfi, te'fi, et (ti)z, le]?, e - e and Bg, (Bfl)z.

d. Lastly, *re is a quadratic nonlinear term. Formally, if we write f, f;, b* as d, then the
lowest degree terms of § in 're are quadratic terms. B

Heuristically, we can make the following analogies for F, X, tre
Frong® (1[5 + el 1d])

o (6 ) )
tre:r(§2(|f|+|df g)(e|ti|+‘dti
i ] (el || + ) - [0

V2f V2

o+
g

2
;)

o+
g

g
Note in 're, the top order derivative of f is one order higher than 'f, thus it results in the
consequence that the regularity of {f will be at least one order less than f when integrating
equations (3.4) (3.5). B

Now we state the estimate of the parameterisation transformation in the general case obtained
from equations (3.4) (3.5).

Proposition 3.3. Let ¥ be a spacelike surface embedded in (M, g) with the second parameteri-
sation (S:Oi, f) Assume that the parameterisation functions S:Oi, f satisfy the estimates

o

A= < b, [FR| < Br0, LI < 0o, =

wheren >2,p>2 orn > 3,p> 1.

Assume that the first parameterisation of ¥ is (f, f). There exist a small positive constant §
depending on n,p, and constants co, Cm,m, Cm,o also depending on n,p, such that if €0,,0,,,0
are suitably bounded that €,9,,€d,,,00 < &, then the parameterisation function f satisfies the

following estimates

[df||"" < cobyro,
= (3.6)
ig - szoig‘ < (cm,meéméo + Cm10é§) (81/7r0 + 8o)ro-
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We emphasis again that from equations (3.4) (3.5), the regularity of ’f is one order less than
f, even we increase the regularity of Szoi the same as f. We shall sketch the proof here. The
rest of the proof details will be presented in appendix B.

Proof sketch. The proposition is proved using bootstrap argument. We construct the family of
surfaces {S;} as in method II. It will be shown that estimates (3.6) hold for every parameterisation
function ¥f,t € [0,1].

We shall first assume the following inequalities for 0 and c,, Cm,m, Cm, o,

1
5§§; (Co+cm,m+cm,o)5§1-
Clearly there exist some choice of d,¢c, > 1,¢m.m,Cm,0o and a small neighbourhood interval of
t = 0 in which estimates (3.6) hold. Therefore we introduce the following bootstrap assumption.

Assumption. Estimates (3.6) hold for 'f in the closed interval [0,t,).

The goal is to prove that the assumption is true on the interval [0,1]. We shall show that
for carefully chosen 0, ¢, € m; Cm. o0, the inequalities in estimates (3.6) can be improved to strict
inequalities at the end point ¢ = t,. Then this implies that the maximal interval where the
assumption is valid is [0, 1].

In order to integrate equations (3.4) (3.5), we need to estimate F, X, re. We introduce the
notations d,, d,,, to simplify some formulae in the proof,

dy=¢ody Ay = [1 + cmm([S]/r0 + 60)6é0}ém + cmo([Sl/ro + 80)05- (3.7)

By the bootstrap assumption and bounds of metric components in definition 2.3, we can show
that these terms satisfy the following estimates®

|F'] < e(n, p)([3]/r0 + 00)(d, + €d,,,)d,T0,
X7 < e(n, p)([3]/r0 + 60)(d, + €d,,,) < c(n,p), (3.8)
[|'re|| "1 < c(n, p)([3]/r0 + 60)(d, + €d,,)d,To.

Therefore by Gronwall’s inequality and the theory of Laplace equation on the sphere, we obtain
that

o o t .
7T < [P
0
<c(n, p)([3]/70 + 86) [Coby + €(1 + Con,m€8,)d,, + Cmio0€8a] CobyTo0
<c(n, p)([5]/r0 + 60)Co(1 + Cm,m€d,) - €6,,8,0
+ ¢(n, p)(I3]/70 + do)co(Co + Cm,0€d,,) - éiTo,

. ) t
Ry < efn, p) {Hm—oin"l@ + / |tre|n1mdt}
0
SC(”,p)éOTO
+ c(n, p)([3]/r0 + d0) [coéo +e(1 + em,me€d,)d,, + cmyoeéi] Cod,T0-

Recall that in definition 2.3, we assume that |5|/r¢ < x < 0.1. Then in order to close the
bootstrap argument, we require 9, ¢y, Crm,m, Cm,o Satisfy the following inequalities

1™ <, p)

c(n,p)co(l + Cm,m52) < Cm,m;

c(n, p)co(Co + Cm,00°) < Cmo,

6We abuse the notation c(n,p) to denote any constant depending on n,p. It is not necessary that different
¢(n, p) denote the same constant in the proof, not even in the same formula.
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c(n,p) + c(n,p) [cod + (1 + Cmm0%)d + Cm,00°] o < Co.

In the above inequalities, it can be assumed that all constants ¢(n, p) are the same. We choose
(Cos Cm.ms Cm.o) = (2¢(n,p),3c(n, p)?,5¢(n, p)?), then choose § sufficiently small such that the
above inequalities hold. Then the bootstrap argument is closed. O

Remark 3.4. We shall see in appendix B that the proof of proprosition 3.3 requires the L
bounds of the metric components b, 2, ¢ and their derivatives up to the (n + 1)-th order.

We already explained why there is one order less in the regularity of f than f. It comes from
the 3rd order derivatives of f in ‘re of equation (3.5). However we can actually improve the
regularity of f to the same order as f, by taking equation (3.2) of the parameterisation function
h of A into account additionally. In fact, f satisfies the following improved estimate.

Proposition 3.5. Under the same setting of proposition 3.3, assume additionally that
=™ < g
Then there exist suitable § and c, depending on n,p such that
Jaf " < o[l d*=%[" " < cordro.

The improved estimate of f is a corollary of later proposition 5.1 on the restriction of the
differential of h on ¥, thus we leave the proof after proving proposition 5.1. Here we just remark
that the above improved estimate of f requires the L> bounds of the metric components up to
the (n + 2)-th order derivatives.

4. FORMULA OF THE OUTGOING NULL EXPANSION

In this section, we derive the general formula for the outgoing null expansion of a spacelike
surface ¥ in (M, g). Then we treat the case in the Schwarzschild spacetime as an example. In
order to clarify the structure of the outgoing null expansion, we shall present a decomposition of
the formula into the first order main part and high order remainder part in the last subsection.

4.1. A two-step procedure to calculate the outgoing null expansion. Suppose that X
has the second parameterisation (S:Oi , [). The outgoing null expansion of ¥ is obtained through
a two-step procedure. Suppose that ¥ is embedded in an incoming null hypersurface .

Step i. Let {¥;} be the intersection of ¥ with Cs. Then {3} foliates H. We calculate the
metric components and structure coefficients associated with this foliation {¥s} of H.

Step ii. ¥ is embedded in H as the graph s = f(¥) in {s,9} coordinate system. Then we
calculate its outgoing null expansion in terms of the parametrisation function f and geometric
quantities associated with {35} in step i.

We carry out these two steps in the following. The essential formulae for this procedure are
given in [L4] and will be applied here without derivations.

Step i. X, has the second parameterisation (*=°f,s). Its first parameterisation is (°f,s) where
*f(9) = h(s,V) as stated in subsection 3.1 Method I. The coordinate vectors of {s,} coordinate
system on H are

Dy = 8y + Osh - 8,, 0; = 0; + Oih - 0.

We use - on the top to indicate the corresponding notation being associated with X or the {s, 9}
coordinate system on H.
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Introduce the conjugate null frame {L, L’} on Xs. Here for the sake of brevity, we donot
emphasis the dependence of s in the symbols denoting the frame vectors.

L'=r,
{L =L+el+e'd;,
where
e=—0(g ") hih; = —Q*|dnl, £ =—-20%(g"")Vh.
The shifting vector b between O, and L is given by
L=0,+0'0; = b =0 —-20%¢g")h,.

Let ¢ be the intrinsic metric on Xg, then

9ij = 95, (@77 = (g7 )",
The degenerated metric on H in {s,9} coordinate system is
gl = gij (' — b'ds) @ (d? — b7ds).
The structure coefficients on X5 associated with {L, L’} are given by the following formulae:
X;J :X;Ja t'r).(l = U"X/a
T 2197112, 2972 2 ;
X, =X, — QI iy — 2029k — 40%sym {n @ db}

)

~ 4wQ?(dh © dh)y; +40%sym {dh® (x - db)}

]
try = (571)" X,; = trx — 20°Ah — Q?|dhfjtrx — 4% - dh
— 49%w|dh[} + 4Q°X(Vh, Vh), (4.1)
M =ni + (x - dh);,
W =w — 20°n - dh — Q*x(Vh, Vh).

In the above formulae, we use - to denote the inner product with respect to g, and use tr to denote
the trace with respect to § = ¢. d is differential operator on 5. YV in Vh, ijﬁ is the pull back

of the covariant derivative ¥ of (Xs.s,9) to Xs.” A in Ah is the operator (g_l)ij W?j.

The precise meaning of the pull back ¥ on Xs is as follows: let Y‘fj be the Christoffel symbol
of the covariant connection ¥ of (Xs.s, ¢), then

¢: a function on X Vi =i, V= (gil)ija'j(;s,
V': a vector field on 3 V., VkE =9,VF + ]z‘i?jvj7

S L S : . in
. gl opdied e qedieed Jrgne S
T: a tensor field on X VT =0y = T roin T vy .

im

THere we abuse the notation ¥ to denote both the covariant derivative of (Xs,s,9) and its pull back to Xs.
Which meaning V represents in a concrete formula depends on where the differentiated function, vector field or
tensor field is defined. For example, if a vector field V' is defined on Xs, then ¥V in VYV is the pull back of the
covariant derivative of (Xs,s,¢) on Xs. If ¥ can be interpreted in both way in a formula, we will state the precise
meaning of V in that formula to avoid ambiguity.
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Before proceeding with step ii, we introduce the covariant derivative of (X, ¢) denoted by V.
Let ]Z‘fj be the Christoffel symbol of V. It is given by the following formula,

FZ = Ffj + (g~ HM (@ﬁ “Xjt +Ojh - xi — Db - Xij)-

We introduce the tensor Afj to denote the difference of Ff] with Ffj,
Afj = (g~ M (@ﬁ “Xji + 05h - xa — Oih - Xij)- (4.2)

V is the covariant derivative of (Xs, ¢), and we also use it to denote the Qull back of ¥ to 3.
The precise interpretation of ¥ shall be understood in the context.® Let d; denote the partial

derivative in the coordinate system {9} on X, then we have the following formulae for the pull
back of ¥V on X

¢: a function on X Vip = 0ip, Vio=(31)"0;6=(97")"0;0,
V': a vector field on X V.VE=9,VF + ]?‘ijj,

. o S s e s 1J§’
T: a tensor field on ¥ Wiﬂjl___f; = aiTgl,,,g; =Ty T iy T i Tijl,,,ik e

im
Now we return to proceed on step ii.

Step ii. X is the graph of s = f(¥) in the {s, ¥} coordinate system on H. The tangential frame
vector of X is given by

5i:31+fi'3s:Bg8i+fiL, Bf:5§'ffi~l5j.

We use @ to indicate the corresponding notation being associated with 3.
Let § be the intrinsic metric on X2,

§ij = BFBlaw = gi; — (k' f5 + g0 i) + fif 9 b"0.
Introduce the conjugate null frame {L, L'} on ¥
Ll _ Ll+é/L+é/i8i,
L=1,
where
E-/i — _ Q(Q_I)ik (B—l).;fj,
& =—Idflz =—G ") fif;-

d is the differential operator on X.

8This is similar to the pull back of V. See footnote 7. Which meaning V is interpreted as depends on where
the differentiated function or field is defined. For example, if V is a vector field defined on %, then ¥ in ¥V
should be interpreted as the pull back of the covariant derivative of (Xs, ¢) on X. If it can be interpreted in both
way, we will point out the precise meaning of V to avoid ambiguity.
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We concern about the outgoing null expansion in the direction of L'. We have the following
formulae of it

Xij =Xiy +€X,; + (bod 2V f

+ 2sym {df ® {Wbeg/ —X(g) - E/X(b) - X/(b) B 277}}

X i
+ [2400,2) + £/5(b,B) + X' (b, ) + 49(D) (43)
_Wbb G)&?I - aéb G)&?I - 4g} fifj;
X’ =(G7)V ;-
In the above formulae, we use o to denote the inner product with respect to ¢, for example
(Wbog/)l = gkl . Wzbk 'é/l,
Numerically, o is the same as the inner product with respect to g, thus we will simply write - for
o later. We use tr to denote the trace with respect to §.

We finish the description of the two-step procedure to obtain the outgoing null expansion of
3.

4.2. Formula in Schwarzschild spacetime. In the following, we demonstrate the procedure
in the Schwarzschild spacetime. Suppose that ¥ has the second parameterisation (Szoi , f) in the
Schwarzschild spacetime. We calculate its outgoing null expansion of ¥ in the following.

Step i. H is parametrised by h as its graph of s = h(s,¥). The coordinate frame vectors of
{s,9} coordinate system on H are

85 = as + hsaga az = az + hiag-
The conjugate null frame {L,L'} of Xy is

L'=r
{L =L+el+e'd;,
where

e = —r202(5 ) byl = —r 203 ik

Lo1h4

.
The shifting vector b between O, and L is
L=d. 150 = b =-220%G")h,
The intrinsic metric ¢ on g is
gij =795, (477 =r2 (g7 Y.
The degenerated metric on H in {s,9} coordinate system is
gslu = r2Gij (W' — bids) ® (d? — Hds).
The structure coefficients on %5 with respect to {L, L’} are given by the following formulae:
trx’ =tryx’s, )?’ =0,

Xij =X 29?9612]ﬁ + Q?S‘ trXSMﬁ

E - Gij — dws Q%(dh ® dﬁ)ija

t'rX =tryg — 27"_2Q%5Q + T_QQ%U"XSMME - 4r_2925w5|dﬁ|§,
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1
.i =zt h'a
n ) rXsh;

s =g — 572 trxsldAl
Step ii. ¥ is the graph s = f(9) in the {s,9} coordinate system on H. The tangential frame
vector of X is
5i:3¢+fi'3s:Bg3¢+fiL, Bf :5f*fz"i7j-
The intrinsic metric § on X is
Jij = Bi Bign = r°gi; + 20%(ha f; + hy fi) + 42 Q|dh? - fif;.
The conjugate null frame {L,L'} on ¥ is
L'=L'+¢&L+¢"0;,
s

where

A 27;2(&71)% (371)@@%

¢ =—|df[j =" fit;.
The outgoing null expansion in the direction of L' is

.. 1 o )
X;j :§r2trxls "Gij — QV?jf +oe

try’ =tryy — 27"725]" + -

(4.4)

Here we donot write all terms in the formulae of X;] and try’. We will see in the next subsection

that the terms written explicitly here are the main parts of ng and try’.

4.3. Decomposition of the outgoing null expansion. We introduce the following decom-
position of the outgoing null expansion of ¥ into first order main part and high order remainder
part.

Denote the first order main part of try’ by .{tr{’} and the high order remainder part by

h.{try'},
L{GY} = trsls — 2 (rsls) 2 Af,°
hAGY} = oy — L{6ry' .

We give the detailed formula of h.{tr¥’} in the following. First introduce the following de-
compositions

l-{g} = (TS|E)2§,
hH i} = 9ij — (rsl2)?945,
h{gi;} = hl{g”} +h?{ﬁij}, { {4ij} =9 (rsls)%g

h2{Gi;} = — (gl f; + gb' ;) + fif9mb*0,

g

IWe view trx’s,ms in the Schwarzschild spacetime as functions on M, then their restrictions to ¥ are simply
their values on X.
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LY = (rsls) ™2 57
hAGY} = G} + W2V},
N —(rsls)™? (ﬁ_l)ik “h g} (ﬁ_l)lj7
he{ ()9} = . T oa=1,2
— Y™ h i} - rsle) 2 (67,

and

LY} = Xsls — 2V2f
hAXi;} = hH{Xg ) + R
hl{X;g} = Xi; — (Xsls)ij;
, R = —2(VEF = V) +bed VS
+2sym {df @ [Vhod — i(F) - &/x(b) - ¥'(b) - 21|}

+ [2X(5, &) + &' (b, b) + X' (b, b) + 43(b)

ij

—Vibod —dhod — 4@} fifs,
then the high order remainder part h.{try’} is given by
hAEr'} = @7 bR} + R AE)7) Ky
hA{try'} = (5717 - hH{Xi; )+ h{ (5"} - Xijy a=1,2.
Note in h.{X’}, the formula contains the term WZQJ f— 612] f, which involves the difference between

the Christoffel symbols I and L. We give the formula of T’ — T here. Introduce A =T — T

1, _ ° ° °
(g7 (Vigji + Vjga — Vigis),

A=

thus I’ — I is the sum of A in formula (4.2) and A
Ffj - ffy = A?j + &fy =(g~ "M (&'ﬁ Xji +Ojh - xi — Oh - Xij)
+ %(fl)kl (%igjl + %jgil - %lgij)-
Therefore the formula of V2f — V2 fis
W?;f - %z%f = _Afj “fr— Afy S

We explain the motivation behind the above decompositions. Heuristically, assume that the
differentials of the parametrisation functions d 7, ds:oi , d f are of the size 6. Furthermore assume
that € *=Of, ef are also of size §. Then we sort the terms of sizes €2, €6, §2 and higher orders into
the high order remainder part, and make the first order main part as simple as possible. Most
terms in the high order remainder parts fit the above scheme, except terms

hHGY iy — (rsls)? iy, RHR'Y X — (Gsl2)i,

and the terms h!{§~'}, h}{try’} inherited from the above two terms. However comparing them
with the first order main part, these two terms are still higher order small terms in the following
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sense:
i 20 < 2 < g2 ~ 20 = 114G
9ij —(rsle)” 95 S €rg S 15 ~ (rsls)” 9i5 = 1{di;},
———
smaller by the order of €
and for f ~ krg
Xi; — (Xsl2)iy S €rg S Ko ~ (Xs|s)ij-
———
smaller by the order of e

There is no a priori reason that we must use this kind of decomposition instead of using another
one such like

g} =95, 1{X'}=x— V2.

However we shall see later that when we consider the perturbation and the linearised perturba-
tions of try’, the decomposition choosed here is convenient to work with.

5. ESTIMATE OF THE OUTGOING NULL EXPANSION

In this section, we shall estimate the outgoing null expansion of ¥ in terms of the bounds of its
second parameterisation (SZOI , f). Given these bounds, the estimate of the first parameterisation
function f is obtained by proposition 3.3. However we will see that these estimates of =%, f, f
arenot sufficient to estimate the outgoing null expansion. -

Recall the parameterisation function h(s,?) of A introduced in subsection 3.2 method I. The

estimates of (dh)|s and (%QQHE are essential for estimating the outgoing null expansion. These
estimates are obtained in propositions 5.1, 5.3.

Then with the estimates of f, f, (dh)|s, (%2h)|2, we can estimate the outgoing null expansion.

The result is given in proposition 5.4.

5.1. Estimate of differential of parameterisation function h. The formula of the high
order remainder term h.{try’} involves b, &', X, 0, w, Vb, V2 f, Osb. These terms involve dh
and %2@ Therefore in order to obtain the estimate of try’, it is necessary to obtain estimates
of dh and V2h on ¥ first. We discuss the estimate of the differential dk on ¥ in this subsection,

and leave the estimate of the Hessian 62Q for the next subsection. .
Before proceeding with the estimates, it is necessary to clarify two notations: (dh)|s and
d(ﬁ|z) or simply dh. Recall that the partial derivative 9; and the differential d are associated

with {s,9} coordinate system on 7, while the partial derivative d; and the differential d are
associated with 9 coordinate system on . In fact, we have

5i:8i+fi'8sa
as introduced in subsection 4.2 step ii. Comparing the components of (dﬁ)|z and (Zl(@|g),

(dR)ils = (O;h)|s, (d(h]s))i = di(hlz) = (Bih)|s + fi - (Dsh)|s.*°

Return to the estimate of (dh)|s. Recall that h(s,?) satisfies equation (3.2)
dsh = —b0ih+ Q2 (g71)" d;hdsh. (3.2)
In the coordinate system {s,9} on H, ¥ is parameterised as ¥ = {(s,9) = (f(¢),9)}, hence
(dh);|x is simply the restriction of 9;h on X, i.e.

(dR)i|s:(9) = Dih(f(9), D).

1Oﬁ|2 is actually f, hence b; (h\z) = Bli
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We briefly explain the method to obtain the estimate of 9;k(f(1),9). The main tool is lemma
3.1 in subsection 3.2:
a. differentiate equation (3.2) to obtain equations for @ﬁ(s, ¥),i=1,2 on H;
b. introduce the family of surfaces {S;} as in subsection 3.2 method II, that S; = {(s,9) =

(tf(9),9)} in 2; '
c. apply lemma 3.1 to obtain the equation for 9;h(tf (), ) along {S:};
d. integrate the equation to obtain the estimate of d;h(f(¢), ).

When carrying out the above procedures, it encounters the issue that 5@(3,19) isnot globally
well-defined functions on H since there exists no coordinate system ¥ covering the whole sphere.
Therefore we employ the rotational vector field derivatives instead of the coordinate derivatives.
Referring to appendix C for the basics of the rotational vector field derivatives.

Let Rz be the rotational vector field on X3 = H N Cy induced by an isometric embedding of
(20,0, 9) as in appendix C, then [35, RZ] = 0. We have the following formula of R;

R; = R; + (R;h) - 0s.
Differentiate equation (3.2) in the direction of the rotational vector field R;,
OsRh = = b'0i(Ryh) + 20 (971) Y 031 0;(Ryh) — (R, b'0ih — (Rih)Osb'O;h
+ (LR, (2271)] Y 0:bd;h + (Rih) [0,(22g7")] Y ik (5.1)

We rewrite the above equation in terms of the rotational vector field components. Denote the
rotational derivative Ryh by hp, ., then the above equation is equivalent to

5.sﬁ1'37k =-b'0; (ﬁRk) + QQQ(g_l)R’zjﬁR,ja.i (ﬁRk) — [Rg, b]R’iﬁR,i - (agb)RJﬁR,zﬁR,k
1\ Ryij _1\1 Rij
+ [Lr, (g D] "V hy by + (08PN hyy by sk gt (5.2)
Equations (5.2) with k = 1,2, 3 form a system of equations for h k- Then applying lemma

3.1 to this system and the family of surface {S¢}, we obtain the equations for hp , (tf(V),9).
Denote hp, ;. (tf(9),9) by 'hy 1.(9),

atthR k=T fbl[ thR w Uil lattﬁfz,k]
+ 2/ Qg7 [0y — LS Oi' g ]
— fIRy, ]R’ith' — f(0s b)thh th
_ R,i _ R,i
+f[‘CRk(QQg 1)} Jtth Rj +f[ (Q2 1)} ]th hR] hR,k’
We rewrite the above equation as follows
attth t)(ha tth—l— Ten k,
g = e = B ().

tXE _ f[l — " f — 2t92(g71)R,ﬁj‘fm tﬁRJ_] -1 [ Ry 292(.@71)12,5]' tﬁR,j}gﬁ
e =f[1 = 0" f — 2602 (577 fthy ]

{_ [Ry, 0] tﬁfz,i - (agb)R’i tﬁfz,itﬁfz,k

HSee the meaning of mixed components (g‘l)R’ij in appendix C.
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_ R,i _ R,
[‘CRk( 2 1>] ’ th hR] + [8§(ng 1)] ’ thR zthR jthR k}
We shall integrate equation (5.3) to obtain the estimate for the differential dh on X.

Proposition 5.1. Let X be a spacelike surface embedding in an incoming null hypersurface H
in (M,g). Assume that ¥ has the second parameterisation (S:Oi, f) and H is parameterised by
h as in subsection 3.2 method I. Suppose that the parameterisation functions SZOL f satisfy the
estimates,

o

[=0F " < Sro, [N < Bpro, S <o, T =5

wheren > 2,p>2 orn>3,p>1.
There ezist a small positive constant § and a constant cp, both depending on n,p, such that if

€,0,,0,,,00 are suitably bounded that €,9,,€d,,,0, < 6, then the differential (dﬁ)|g satisfies the

f(v)lli)vw%;} estimate
@R[ < enlld=% """ < cad,ro. (5-4)

Proof. The proof is similar to the one of proposition 3.3. We use the bootstrap argument.
Introduce the following bootstrap assumption.

Assumption. Estimate (5.4) holds for (dh)|s, in the closed interval [0,1,].

By continuity, if ¢;, > 1, then since (dh)|s, = d°=Cf, there exists some small interval [0, ¢,]
such that the assumption holds. B

In the following, we shall show that if the bootstrap assumption is true, then for suitably
chosen § and ¢, independent of ¢,, estimate (5.4) can be improved to the strict inequality at
t=1q4.

Assume that § < 1/2 and cpd < 1. Furthermore, assume that ¢ is suitably small such that
proposition 3.3 holds. Let d, = ¢,9d,,d,, = [1 + cmm (3] /70 + 5O)eéo}ém + cm,o(|S]/70 + 50)§§ as

0) =m

in equations (3.7). Then by proposition 3.3,
[ < dyro, - [F7] < dro.
By the bootstrap assumption and the estimates of ti, f, we have'?
n+1, _
IXn """ < e(n,p)([3]/r0 + 80) (e(dy, + do) + cud,) < c(n,p),
[fren k]| < e(n, p)([51/ro + 80) (e(dy, + ) - cnd, + echd + ch83) o,

which follow from
B[P N (R, B G < e, p)e(d,, + do)rg

o5 < o pers®,
HERk (2% HSHP <c(n p)ﬂ"0_27
l0:(2?g ™)) |5 < eln, )y
Then by Gronwall’s inequality, integrate equation (5.3) to obtain

(@)1, "7 <e(m, p)||'Rp "7

t
<cln) {177 [ e

12We abuse the notation ¢(n,p) as in footnote 6.
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<c(n,p) [8, + e(d, +d,) - cnd, + ecta? + o] o

Therefore in order to strengthen estimate (5.4) to strict inequality at the end point ¢,, it is
sufficient to require that

e(mp) (1+ €(d,, + dy)en + ed,c3 + 8263 ) < e(n,p) (1+dey + %3 + 8%} ) < e

Thus we choose ¢, = 2¢(n, p), and ¢ suitably small such that the above inequality holds. For
such 0 and ¢y, the bootstrap argument is closed and the proposition is proved. 0

Remark 5.2. The above proof requires the L>° bounds of the metric components b, , g and their
derivatives up to (n + 2)-th order in estimates (5.5). The proof also makes use of the estimates
of [ obtained in proposition 3.3. However, in return, proposition 5.1 gives a better estimate for
f with a higher reqularity, which is proposition 3.5. We present the proof of proposition 3.5 in
the following.

Proof of proposition 3.5. As we mentioned in footnote 10,
df = d(hlz) = (Ah)]2 + df - (e
Then substituting dsh from equation (3.2),
df = (dh)|s +df - (—b'0:h + Q3 (g7")" 0ihO;h) ‘2'
Therefore by estimate (5.4) of (dh)|x and
Idf " < Goro, BT < c(nyp)e(dy, + do)rg s 1927 IS < eln, p)rg
we obtain the estimate for d [, that for ¢ suitably small

[df ]| < end,ro + e(n, p)So(e(dy, + dy)end, + c202)ro < (cp + e(n,p))d,ro.

Then proposition 3.5 is proved. O

5.2. Estimate of Hessian of parameterisation function h. We follow the similar route to
estimate the Hessian V2h on ¥ as in the previous subsection. First derive the equation for
(%2h)|2 from equation (3.2), then integrate the equation to obtain the estimate. Again we

employ the rotational vector field derivatives. The Hessian %QQ satisfies the following formula
%%(Rl, Ry) = RiRyh + eijapm; (Rjﬁ)
Denote R Rih by hj ., then the above formula can be written as

v 2 — . .. . .
(VoR) g = hp i, + €lijzezibp ;.

Note that hy ;. is not symmetric in the two indices k,I. By this formula, it is sufficient to

estimate hy, ;|5 in order to estimate (V2h)|s.
Differentiating equation (5.1) in the direction of the rotational vector fields, then by the
Leibniz rule of the Lie derivatives and the formula £xd = dLx, we obtain'?

35@%,% =—b'0; (QR,lk) + QQQ(g_l)R’ijQR,jéi (ﬁR,lk)

13Use the square bracket [X,£] to denote the Lie derivatives in the direction of X, i.e. [X, €] = Lx&
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[Rl’b} hp
+{2 (R, Q%(g" ]R”h thk+292(59_1)lethth;1}
{ 1, [Ri, b ﬁ',f"[Rkab]R’iﬁR,u}
{ Lo

Qik
{
{

)

R

(R thRk +(0sD) ™ by gl o+ (95D) hR,lk}
+ 3[R, (R, g7 by + (R P91k o
[RkaQ2g_1]RUh’R th,]l}

3[R, 0(020™ ) P hyy by by + Pe( Q2D b B

[0s(2%9~ )] hg b juhg i + [0s(QP97 )] hy b thk}

In Qu, R = Ri+ hy, 05, and numerically
- 711 410 Ryi1--ip
[Rlvg]R Ltk 7[Rla§]R v k+th(a 5) ' kv

where £ could be b, Q%g~1 [Ry, b], 0sb, [Ri, %97, 05(Q%g71).
Applying lemma 3.1 to equation (5 6) and the family of surfaces {S;}, and denoting hp, ;|s,
by ﬁR’lk, we obtain the equation for ﬁR,lk
attﬁR k= tX}iLéitﬁR T ‘e, ik,
t:Oh 1 _ s:?) 1 (57)
LRk = iR,lk’
where
m _1\ R,mj -1 i _1\ R,ij 5
Xp = 1=t i = 2607 (g71) 7 fn'hp ;) [0 202 (g71) 7Y TRy )0,
and

R,mj -1
" fm tﬁR,j} 'Qlk|5t

Then we can integrate equation (5.7) to get the estimate for (%2ﬁ)|2.

repun =f[1 —tb" frn — 2tQ% (g7)

Proposition 5.3. Under the same setting of proposition 5.1, there exist a small positive constant
0 and a constant cp 2 both depending on n,p, such that if €,0,,€6,,,00 < 0, then the Hessian

yYorsCm>y
(%QQHE satisfies the following estimate
(%2@&“”@ < cﬁ@HdS:OiHm_Lp < cpad,ro.

Proof. The proof is essentially the same as the proof proposition 5.1, thus we just list some

important points here. Choose cp 2 > cp, then ||(éi@)|an+Lp and H(%Qhﬂgun’p can be bounded
by the same quantity cp 20,70. This is just a technical assumption which simplifies the expressions
of some estimates in the proof.

The key is to show that ‘rej i satisfies the estimate

[[fren e[ < c(n. p)([31/r0 + 80) (e(dy, + ) - cn,28, + €5 205) 0.

This is proved in the same manner as in the proof of proposition 5.1, thus the detail is omitted.
We remark that this proposition also requires the L>° bounds of the metric components up to
their (n + 2)-th order derivatives, the same as proposition 5.1. O
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5.3. Estimate of the outgoing null expansion. We already obtained the estimates for f,

(dh) | and (%QQ) |s.. We are ready to estimate the outgoing null expansion now.
Estimate the first order main part [.{tr¥’} and the high order remainder part h.{try’} sepa-
rately. Following the notations in the subsection 4.3,

L{GR'} = trisls — 2 (rs|s) > Af,
hAtry'} = try’ — 1.{try’}
From the values of trxs|y in formulae (2.2), and Q%,rg in formulae (2.1), we have

S

/ 2 58 582
trXS|E: Ty TS|E:TO+S+E+O 2 />

S+r9 18 o
Then we get the value of [.{try’} from the above.
In the following, we shall estimate h.{tr¥’}. Given the bounds of parametrisation functions
(*=%, f) in proposition 3.3, i.e.

=" < 5,00, O =3,

| < 8ror 5] < om0, T =3

where n >2,p>2o0rn>3,p>1,let
d, = coby,  dm = ([3|/70 + o) (Cm,m€d,, 0, + Cmyoé?)a 14 (5.8)

then the parameterisation function f satisfies the estimates
ldf]™" < dyro, £~

Introduce the notation dj, = max{cp, cs,2}d,, then y propositions 5.1, 5.3,

S der-

. n+1, o n,
| (dh)|s|| e <dyro, [[(V2R)Is]|™" < dyro,
With the above estimates of f, f, (dﬁ)|g, (%2ﬁ)|g, we shall prove the following proposition
on the estimate of the high order remainder part h.{try’}.

Proposition 5.4. Let ¥ be a spacelike surface in (M, g). Assume that it has the second param-
eterisation (SZOL f), and the parameterisation functions satisfy the estimates

JA= " < aro, TG =5 [T < Spro. ST < b, T =3,

wheren > 2,p>2 orn > 3,p> 1.
There exists a small positive constant § depending on n,p, such that if €,6,,€6,,,
h.{trY’} satisfies the estimate

Hh}{fi‘j{’}”n’p < c(n,p)erg
Hh?{fi‘j{’}”n’p < c(n,p)(e+do+ c_lﬁ|§|/r0)6oral.
Proof. By the L> bounds in definition 2.3, the estimates of f and f in proposition 3.3, the
estimate of (dh)|sx; in proposition 5.1, we have
11{gHI"P < e(n,p)rg,  [|h{g}]
16°]1%7 < e(n, p)[e(dyy + do) + dylrg
[h2 {3}

2
P < c(n,p)[e(c_lm + do) + dﬁ](SOTO’
14The simpler notation d,, is already used to denote [1 4 cm,m(|3|/T0 + 80)ed,]d,, + cm,o(|S]/T0 + 60)82 in

b0 < 0, then

P < c(n,p)er%,

formulae (3.7) in the proof of proposition 3.3.
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and
1L ™ < e(n, p)([5] + dor0),  [RHXHI™ < eln, p)ero.
Note (dﬁ)|g appears in b' = b — 202 (gfl)ij h; and h?{j}.

There remains the estimate of h?{¥'}. We list the following estimates for the terms in the
formula of h2{Y'}.

D157 < ¢(n, p)e, IAN5" < e, p)(e+ [5/70 + 0)dn,
I1']1™7 < e(n, p)dorg l€"]™? < e(n, p)d,
IXlIs" < e(n, p)ro, IX'll%” < e(n, p)(e + [8]/0 + do)r0,

<c(n
7l < c(n,p)le + ([5]/m0 + d0)dy],
c(n,p)le +d,, +d, + edy, + (3]/ro + 8o)dj]rg ",
c(n,p)le(d,, +dy) + dylrg ", 0:bII%7 < c(n, p)le(d,, + d,) + dy]ry”

laoflss” <
IVbll5" <
Note that (dﬁ)z appears in A\, g’, ¢, X, 1, w, and (%QQ)E appears in x, Wb, 8§b We shall
explain more on the estimates of Vb, 8§b Their estimates follow from
Vib' =V [(b]s)" = 202297 hy] + (Afy + Aj) (' = 202(97 1) hy),
Db =(9sb" + Dsh - 9sb) — 2[0s (29~ hy,
— 205k [05(Q%g by ; — 20°(g™ )R”a D s
and equations (3.2), (5.2) of dsh, 3SQR,,€.
Assembling the above listed estimates into h2{¥’}, we obtain that

[R2{ 3™ < e(n, p) (€ + 60 + di[31/70)0o70-

Then substituting the estimates of h®{j}, h®{Y’} into the formulae of h}{}’} and h2{Y’}, the
proposition is proved. (|

Remark 5.5. Note that proposition 5.4 requires the L> bounds of the structure coefficients up
to nth order derivatives. It also requires the L bounds of the metric components up to (n+2)-th

order derivatives, which follows from the estimate of (%2ﬁ)|2.

6. PERTURBATION OF PARAMETERISATION OF SPACELIKE SURFACE

In this section, we study the following problem. Let 3, a = 1,2 be two spacelike surfaces in
(M, g). Suppose that the second parameterisation of *X is (“’S:Oi , “f) and the first parametri-
sation is (“i , “f). Define the perturbation functions

a{s Of} 2,5= Of 1S:Oi’ a{i}:2i_1i’ a{f}ZQf_lf

We will show how to obtain d{f} from d{*=°f} and d{f}. We shall also give an estimate for
9{f} in terms of the bounds of 9{*=f} and 2{f}.

‘The results in this section will be applied to the perturbation of the outgoing null expansion
on “¥ in section 7.
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FIGURE 9. Perturbation of surfaces 3 and the family of surfaces {%S,}.

6.1. Equation of perturbation function. We apply method I in section 3 to each ¥ to
obtain “f. Let {°S;} be the family of surfaces with second parametrisation (=%, ¢%f). Suppose
that the first parameterisation of “S; is (“f,t%f). See figure 9.

We have equations (3.4) (3.5) for “'f

ata7ti =F (af7 tbz : afiv tei : afi7 tQ’L : afi; g, bz aytiiv ei aﬁtii; Qi a7tii) ) (34)
0 (A'f) = 008, (AUf) + “ire, (3.5)

where X, “*re are the corresponding vector and function on ¢3;. We can derive the equations
for 9{’f}. Introduce that

atp _ p (af, -9 tet - Of tel - i g, b a,tii, o a,tL_7 ¢ atL) ,
UIFy=2F - VE o{IX} =X - VX, o{fre} = ?fre — Dre.
Then o{'f} satisfies equations
a{'f} =o{'F}, (6.1)
On(Ao{'f}) = VXD (A0('r}) + o{'X Y (A™Y) + o{'re). (6.2)
The initial condition of above equations is
{708} = {0},
Note that in equation (6.2), the term o{'X}%d; (A“i) on right hand side involves 3rd order

derivative of Q’ti. Equation (6.2) is a propagation equation for 2nd derivative of 9{’f}, therefore
when integrating equation (6.2) to obtain estimates for 9{'f}, the regularity of 9{’f} will be one
order less than Q’ti. See proposition 6.1 next subsection.

6.2. Estimate of perturbation function. We shall use equations (6.1) (6.2) to obtain esti-
mates for O{ti} A special case where 'f = ?f = s being a constant function is already treated in
theorem 4.2 [L4]. Using the similar method as in [L4], the following proposition in the general
case is obtained.
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Proposition 6.1. Let °Y a = 1,2 be two spacelike surfaces in (M,g). Suppose that *3 has
the second parameterisation (“’SZOL of). Assume that the parameterisation functions satisfy the
estimates

|de==0% """ < §,r0, a,s:of}‘ < 4,,70,

. 17 _ 2 _ _ _ _
[df|"™" < 8or0, ' =F0, 5 =max{[51],[52]},

and the perturbation functions satisfy

[d{*=f}|" ™" < 0,70, |o{520i}§| <9,,70,

[do{ f}H|™" < om0, [o{F}’] < dmro,

wheren > 2,p>2 orn>3,p>1.
Assume that the first parameterisation of *% is (°f,%f). There exist a small positive con-

gWL

stant § depending on n,p, and constants c%",c%m,c%‘f,cm ,c® depending on m,p, such that if
€,0,,0,m500,0,50,,, 00, 0y, are suitably bounded that

65 éov Eém, 507 goa Egm, 007 am S 57
then the perturbation function d{f} satisfies the following estimates
[d{f}H|" " <cboa ro + o (I8]/70 + 80) (62 + €8,)2,70
+ (82 + €8,,0,) ¥ + 00)70,

P — o= Y| <cmr (18]/r0 + 60) (82 + €8,)2,,70 (6.3)
+ C%% (|§|/7’0 + 50) (éo =+ 6é'm>go7d0
+ (824 €5,,0,) (O + 0,)70.

=—m-=0

We shall use bootstrap arguments and Gronwall’s inequality to integrate equations (6.1) (6.2).
The keys in the proof are the estimates of d{'F'}, 0{’X'} and 9{'re}. We give the proof sketch
here, and the rest of details will be presented in appendix D.

Proof sketch. We prove that estimates (6.3) hold for all 9{*f},¢ € [0,1]. First assume that ¢ and

2, 9, ?, 2 .
Co®, Co™, Cnt e, ¢° satisfy

1
§ < 3 (o7 4 com + che + o 4 )8 < 1,
and ¢ is sufficiently small such that proposition 3.3 hold.
By continuity, there exist some choices of ¢, & > 1, c%’",c%i:, c%{",cD and some small neigh-
bourhood interval of ¢ = 0 where estimates (6.3) hold. We introduce the following bootstrap
assumption.

Assumption. Estimates (6.3) hold for o{'f} in the closed interval [0,t,].

We prove that there exist constants ¢ and c%", c%’",c%i:, c%{",ca independent of t,, such that
estimates 6.3 can be improved to strict inequalities at the end point ¢ = ¢, by the bootstrap
assumption. We use the notations d,, d,,, introduced in formula (3.7) in the proof of proposition
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3.3, and introduce the notations d,, d,,, d,, to simplify formulae and estimates in the proof,

d, = c5°d, + co™ (18]/70 + 00) (85 + €0,)2,,, + (82 + €0,,8,) (O + Do),
dy, =co* ([3]/r0 + 80) (82 + €8,)2,,, + ¢ ([3]/70 + 00) (8, + €8,,)2,
+ CD (éi + eéméo)(am + a0)5

(6.4)

By the bootstrap assumption on the interval [0,t,], we can show that d{*F'},0{X}, 0{'re}
satisfy the following estimates

P{'F}| <c(n,p)([3]/ro + 6) [(d2 + ed,)d,,, + (d, + ed,,)d,]
+ c(n,p)(ds + edod,,) O + 0)70,
L X }" ™" <en,p) (I5]/r0 + 60) [(d, + €)d,,, +d,]
+ c(n7p>(do + edm)(am + a0)7
[ ze}||" ™" <e(n,p)(181/r0 + 60) [(? + edp)d,, + (d, + ed,)d, ]
+ c(n, p)(d + edyd,,) (Om + 00)T0.

Therefore integrating equation (6.1), we obtain that

o o t 3
P{f — o=} g/o [}’ |at
<c(n, p)([5|/ro + 6,) [(d> + ed,)d,, + (d, + €d,,)d, ] 70
+ c(n, p)(d2 + edod,,) (Om + o)70.

Applying Gronwall’s inequality to equation (6.2), we obtain that

Ao{'f}|" "

3 t 3 n—2,p
Sc(n,p){]\AO{S‘Oi}\]”_Q”’+/O [o{ X }8; (A%Y) + ofre}|" " dt}.

The above integrated term has the upper bound
c(n, p)([51/r0 + 60) [(d5 + edy)d,, + (dy + edy,)d, ] 70
+¢(n, p)(ds + edyd,,,) @m + 00)r0,
thus
IR 3|" " <eln.pa,ro
+c(n,p) ([8]/r0 + d0) [(d5 + ed,)d,,, + c(n,p)(d,, + €d,y,)d, ] 70
+ c(n, p)(d5 + edyd,y,) (Om +05)70-

Collecting estimates for O{ti}, substituting d,,d,,,d,,d,, and using the assumptions § < %,

0 Em»

(c%" + c%m + c,%‘f + c,%{” +¢®)6 < 1 to simplify formulae, we obtain that

Ia{ti}5 - SZOﬁﬁ | <c(n,p)(I5/70 + 80) [(82 + €8,)2,, + (8, + €8,,,)¢8” - 2] 70
+ ¢(n, p) (82 4 €8,8,,) @ + 0,)70,
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and
. n—1, v n—2,
[ HI™ " <eln. )| Ao{ "
<e(n, p)2,ro + ¢(n,p) ([5/r0 + 60) (8 + €0,)2,,,70
+ C(n,p) (éi + €éoém)(am + OO)TO‘

Therefore it is sufficient to choose § and c%", c%m, c%{’, c%{”, c® satisfying the following inequalities

e(n,p) < coe, e(n,p) < com,
c(n,p) < e, e(n,p)ee” <ent, c(n,p) <.

2 2 ?
We can assume that the above constants c(n,p) are the same, thus ¢,° = ;™ = ¢y = ® =

2¢(n,p), o = 3c(n,p)? solve the above inequalities. Then choose § sufficiently small such that
the assumptions on § hold. Therefore the bootstrap argument is closed. O

Reviewing proposition 6.1 and its proof, we see that the regularity of Aa{j} doesnot surpass

the term o{ ‘X }0; (A“i) This is similar to the issue of the regularity of **f in proposition 3.3.
However if we assume that *'f being constant, i.e. *% is embedded in the incoming null

hypersurface C; of the double null foliation, then O{tX}iéi (ﬁ“i) vanishes, thus the regularity
of D{ti} can be improved. In fact, this improvement is a simple corollary of proposition 3.3, since
if 2'f =35, being constant, then

do{'f} = —d"'f,

thus proposition 3.3 already gives the estimate of db{ ti} We state the following improvement
for 9{’f} under the additional assumption.

Proposition 6.2. Under the same setting of proposition 6.1, if we assume additionally that
2’5:% or 1*S:0i is constant and

I L= H™ < 2,r0,

then there exist a small positive constant § and constants c,, ¢y, all depending on n,p, such that
if €,0,,0,m,,00 are suitably bounded that €,4,, €d,,, 00 < &, then

sy 2oy ZLmo yZoo

[l L 1™ < codoro,

RTTY — 30| < em([5)/70 + 6,)(5, + €, )0, 0.

Proof. Without loss of generality, assume that 1*S:0i is a constant. Choose 4 in proposition 3.3.
Since do{*=%f} = d2*=%, we have

||d215:0i||n1p < min{4,,d,}ro.

Substituting the above bound of d275:0i to estimates (3.6) in proposition 3.3, the proposition is
proved. ([l

Remark 6.3. Propositions 6.1 and 6.2 both require the L bounds of the metric components up
to (n 4 1)-th order derivatives, the same as proposition 3.3.
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7. PERTURBATION OF THE OUTGOING NULL EXPANSION

In this section, we consider the perturbation of the outgoing null expansion between two
spacelike surfaces.

Adopt the setting of two spacelike surfaces 2%,a = 1,2 as in section 6. Let %(try’) be the
outgoing null expansion of “3.. The difference of two outgoing null expansions is the corresponding
perturbation, which is denoted by d{tr¥’}

o{try'} = *=X(trx’) — “= ().

We shall estimate 2{try’} in terms of the bounds of 8{*=%}, 9{f}. The procedure to obtain the
estimate is parallel to the one in section 5. We first estimate the perturbations of the differential

%(dh)|ex; and the Hessian a(%Qﬁ)hg in order to estimate d{try’}.

7.1. Perturbations of differential and Hessian of parametrisation function ®h. Let
“H be the incoming null hypersurfaces where *¥ is embedded, and “h be the parameterisation
function of “H. Since the differential and the Hessian of ®h are on different surfaces, it is necessary
to clarify the precise meaning of their perturbations. Here we use the coordinate 9 in the double
null coordinate system to match points on '¥ and 2¥: matching two points with the same ¥
coordinate gives a diffeomorphism between *X. By this diffeomorphism, we can compare the
tensors on two surfaces *X.
The perturbations of %(dh)|x and a(%zhﬂag are their corresponding differences

o{(dh)|s} = *=Adh)|2s — “THdR) s, {(V2h)|s} = “AV3h)|as — V)|,

We use the rotational vector field derivatives as tools, same as in section 5. Denote the rotational
vector field derivatives of “h by

aﬁR,k = Rkaﬁa aﬁfzylk = Rleaﬁ-
and their perturbations on *¥ by
a{ﬁRJJZ} = a:2hR7k|2E - a:1hR7k|1E; a{ﬁR,llJE} = a:2hR7lk|22 - a:1hR7lk|1Z.

The rotational vector field components of the perturbations D{(dﬁ) |=} and D{(%Qﬁ) |z} can be
expressed in terms of 9{hy ;[=} and 3{hp ;. [s} by

[O{(dﬁ)|2}]Rk = O{QRJJEL
P{(VZR) 5} o = Ml nls} + cigzrzid{hy s}

Introduce the family of surfaces {%S;} on each “H. Denote the restrictions of “h Bk oh Bk 01
“Sy by “'hyy i, “'hp, ;- Their differences are denoted by
a{tﬁR,k} = a:2’tﬁR,k - a:uﬁfz,ka a{tﬁR,lk} = a:2’tﬁR,lk - a:LtﬁR,zk-

Since “'hp 1., “'hp g, satisfy equations (5.3), (5.7), we can derive the equations satisfied by
W{'hp g}y 2R i}

0{'hy, .} = VX400 hy b+ 9{ X730 (P ) + 0{ 'repi ), (7.1)

ata{tﬁ[z,uc} = 1{)%51'0{%1%,1” + a{tXé}az (uﬁR,uc) + D{tremk}, (7.2)
where 0{'X}}, o{"rep 1}, 0{ ren ik} are the perturbations of the corresponding quantities

o{1Xj} — “=2ix] - *=ix,

t a=2,t a=1,t t __a=2t a=1,t
o{'repr}t = rep, ; — repk, O{'renun} = rep ik — rep, k-
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We shall integrate equations (7.1) (7.2) to obtain the estimates of 9{'hp .} and ?{'hj .}
Before stating the results, it is worth to point out the roles of terms d{'X}}d; (*'hj,) and
O{tXé}@l (27%3%): due to these two terms, the regularities of ?{’hp, ,} and S{tﬁfwk} are one
order less than “’tﬁfm and “th Rk Tespectively. This effect is similar to the one caused by the
term D{tX}Z@l(AQtD in equation (6.2).

Proposition 7.1. Let “¥,a = 1,2 be two spacelike surfaces in (M,qg). Suppose that *% has

the second parameterisation (“’S:Oi, of). Assume that the parameterisation functions satisfy the
following estimates

A= < o, [T < 80

-0

o

[df(I" P < Soro, O =Fa,  § = max{[s], [5a]},

and the perturbation functions satisfy
lao{=F 3" < opr0. [0{*=U}"] < 2ro,

|4 {HI™P < voro,  [PLFY| < vt
wheren >2,p>2 orn>3,p>1.
There exist a small positive constant § and constants ¢}, both depending on n,p, such that if
€,0,,0,m500, 00500, 00, Oy, are suitably bounded that B

65 éo? €ém, 507 goa Egm, 007 am S 57
then the perturbations D{(dﬁﬂg} and 0{(%2ﬁ)|2} satisfy

' mn, O n—1,
[o{(@R)|s ™ [P (V2R)Is ™"
< 0,0 + h([8]/r0 + 60) (€8, 4 62)0,,70 + ¢}, (68,8, + 82) (D + Do )70
The proof is rather technical and involved, thus we present it in appendix E. Here we just
remark that proposition 7.1 requires the L> bounds of the metric components up to (n + 2)-th

order derivatives.
Similar to proposition 6.2, if one of “’S:Oi is constant, then we can improve the regularities of

o{(dh)ls}, 2{(V2h)|s}.

Proposition 7.2. Under the same setting of proposition 7.1, if we assume additionally that
Q’S:Oi or LS:Oi is constant and

(7.3)

[ L=} < 3,10,

then there exist a small positive constant § and constant c;, both depending on n,p, such that

[o{ (@)=}, L (V2h) s ™ < ¢hd,ro-

Proof. Without loss of generality, we can assume that LS:Oi is constant, then 'A is also constant,
thus

{(@h)s} = "2(d) |, A(V2R)|s} = “(V2h)|os,
Then the proposition follows from propositions 5.1, 5.3 with the condition
[d25=Cf[|" " < min{d,,2, }ro.

The proposition also requires the L bounds of the metric components up to the (n+2)-th order
derivatives. 0
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7.2. Estimate of perturbation of the outgoing null expansion. We already obtain the
estimates for 9{ f} in proposition 6.1 and for 3{(dh)|s}, 2{(V2h)|g} in proposition 7.1. In this
subsection, we use these estimates to estimate the perturbation of the outgoing null expansion.

We adopt the setting of proposition 7.1, and the notations d,,d,, in formulae (3.7), d,, in

07 =M,

(5.8), d,,dm,d,, in (6.4), d), in (E.1). Introduce another notation dj, that
d;, = max{cy, cp2}9,. (7.4)
Then we assume that the following estimates hold:
77" < dro, [T =T | < dare
ldog £} " < dyro, PTFY = 7| < dar, (7.5)
@B x|, | V20 o |7 < dyro,
o{@n)l= ™ oL (V2R)s}|" " < dyro.

We estimate the perturbation of the outgoing null expansion with the above estimates.

Proposition 7.3. Under the setting of proposition 7.1 and assuming estimates (7.5),
a. the perturbation of the first order main part 0{1.{try’}} satisfies the estimate

(n,p)([3]/r0 + o)
To

Potgi "™ < P, 4o+ ¢ @, +d,).
0

b. the perturbations of the high order remainder parts 0{h*{try’'}}, o{R*{trY'}} satisfy the
estimates

[o{nX (e 33" gc(t’p)e(am +o,+d, +d, +d,),
- h

c(n,p)(e + 0o +dy)d c(n, p)(€ + 0o + dy[3l/70)

2 (] n—1,p
<
[[o{R>{tr¥'}}|| < - O + o %
c(n,p)(e+ o +d;,|5|/r0)d0
+( )N MEA; d. +d)
To
N c(n,p)(e+do + IEI/To)(%Q
To -

Proof of proposition 7.3.a. Recall that
L{GR} = trxs|s — 2(rs|s) “2Af,
therefore
(LAY} } = oftrxsle} — 2(rsles) 2A0{f} — 20{(rs|2) AT
By the estimates of 9{ f} and o{f}, we have
1ALH" ™ < vgr,
Ha{trx’siz}n”’p} _ cnp)
—92 n, ~
[p{(rsl=) 3™

Then the estimate of d{l.{try’}} follows. O

(0 + 05 + L PVEN/T0 +00)

To To

d,, +d,),
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Proof of proposition 7.3.b. Recall the estimates of h1{try’}, h2{try’} in proposition 5.4
[RHEE ™ < e(n, p)erg
[P2{er ™" < e(n, p)(€ + 8o + dy[5]/r0)dorg -

Then applying rules (E.2) (E.3) in appendix E to the right hand side of the above estimates, we
obtain the right hand side of the estimates of 0{h!{tr¥'}}, o{h2{trY’}}.
We shall clarify the regularities of 0{h1{trx’}}, 9{h2{try’}} in their estimates. Both of them
involve ?{j} and ?{X'}.
In 9{g}, the terms with the worst regularity are
i. 9{(dh)|x} in 9{b}, which is in the Sobolev space WP,
i. 9{¢g} and 9{b} which are both in the Sobolev space W™, since d{f} is in W™?.

In 9{X’}, the terms with the worst regularity are
i. a{%Qﬁ} in o{x}, o{Vb}, 0{d,b}, which is in the Sobolev space W17,

. 0{%2]‘} which is in W*~1? because 0{f} is in W**1P in the assumption of the propo-
sition (same as in proposition 7.1).
Therefore 2{h1{tr¥'}}, 0{h?{tr{’}} are in the Sobolev space W"~ 1P,
We determine up to which order derivatives, the L*> bounds of the metric components and
the structure coefficients are required.
For the metric components:
i. the L> bounds of the metric components up to (n + 2)-th order derivatives are sufficient
for estimates (7.5), by proposition 3.3, 6.1 and 7.1,
ii. The Sobolev norms || - [|"~1 of 9{g}, 0{b} and

o{Vg} in o{A}, o{(V,8s,0,)(b,Q%g7")} in 2{Vb} and 2{d,b}
are required. Thus the L> bounds of the metric components up to (n + 1)-th order
derivatives are required.
Therefore, the L> bounds of the metric components up to (n + 2)-th order derivatives are
required.

For the structure coefficients: the Sobolev norms || - [[*~"? of o{(x’, x,n,w)} are required,
therefore the L>° bounds of the structure coefficients up to nth order derivatives are required. [

|n—1

Remark 7.4. Note that the requirements on the order of derivatives of the metric components
and structure coefficients for proposition 7.3 are the same as the requirements for the estimates
of hH{tr¥'}, h2{tr}'} in proposition 5.4.

7.3. Improved estimate of perturbation of the outgoing null expansion. The regularities
in the estimates of 9{f}, o{(dh)|s}, O{(%QQMZ} are improved in propositions 6.2, 7.2. Similar
improvement is available for the perturbation of the outgoing null expansion. We present it in
this subsection.

In the following, we adopt the setting of proposition 7.2. Introduce the notations

g; = Cogo’ ﬂfm = Cm(|§|/7"0 + 60)(é0 + 6ém)go’ g;n = gm + @;n —/ﬁ = C;IQO' (76)

We have the following improved estimates on d{f}, ?{(dh)|s}, 2{(V2h)|x} comparing to (7.5)
in the previous subsection

Hda{i}H"” < dro, lb{i}g - D{SZOi}E]‘ <d! ro, from proposition 6.2,

. O (7.7)
HO{(dﬁ)|z}Hn+1’p, [0{(V?R)|s}|™" < djro, from proposition 7.2.
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We state the improved estimate of the perturbation of the outgoing null expansion.
Proposition 7.5. Given the setting of proposition 7.2, assume estimates (7.7) and
. 1
[do{ 3" < vyro,

then
a. the perturbation of the first order main part 0{1.{trY’}} satisfies the estimate

c(n, p)([5]/70 + 6o)

ot n ™ < P, 42, + () + )
0
b. the perturbations of the high order remainder parts 0{h {try’}}, o{h2{trY’}} satisfy the
estimates

fotn iy <Ll o, 0, + b+ + )

. " c(n,p)(e+ o +d;, )0, c(n,p)(e+ 9, +d,|5|/r
Ha{hQ{ter}}H apg ( p)( Q) am+ ( p)( Q| |/ 0)00
To o
N c(n, p)(e + 6o + dp[5]/10)d0
To
+ c(n,p)(e+ (::o + |§|/7’0>50Q2.
0 h

(d,, +d;)

Note that the form of the improved estimates is almost identical to the one of estimates in
proposition 7.3, while the regularities are all improved by one order. The proof follows the same
route as the proof of proposition 7.3, thus we omit it here.

Remark 7.6. We determine up to which order derivatives, the L> bounds of the metric com-
ponents and the structure coefficients are required for the improved estimates.

For the metric components, the L bounds up to (n+ 2)-th order derivatives are required, the
same as proposition 7.35.

For the structure coefficients, the L> bounds up to (n + 1)-th order derivatives are required,
one order higher than proposition 7.3, since the Sobolev norms || - ||P of 3{(x,x,n,w)} are
required for the improved estimates. B

8. LINEARISED PERTURBATION OF PARAMETERISATION OF SPACELIKE SURFACE

In this section, we shall construct a linearised perturbation of the parameterisation of spacelike
surfaces.

We adopt the notations in section 6. Let 3, a = 1,2 be two spacelike surfaces in (M, g). In
section 6, we obtained the perturbation d{f} = ?f — !f from the perturbations 3{*=°(},2{f}. In
this section, we will construct an appropriate linearisation §{f} for the perturbation ?{f}, and
estimate the corresponding error e{ f} = o{f} — d{f}. B B

8.1. Equation of linearised perturbation of the first parameterisation function. Recall
equations (6.1) (6.2) of the perturbation functions 9{’f}

o {'f} = o{'F}, (6.1)

B (Ad{f}) = VX8, (Ao {}) + o{ "X }'8; (A>'f) + o 're}. (6.2)

We shall construct a system of linear equations from equations (6.1) (6.2), then define the
linearised perturbation function 6{f} as the solution of the linear system. Introduce a family of
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functions d{'f} where t € [0,1], and the following linear system of §{'f}

57Y = 500y (8.1)

- 9

0 (AS{'f}Y) = VX8, (AS{'Y) — Lxid; (As{if})
We set the initial data of the above system to be
6{t:0i} — a{s:Oi} — 2,S:0i _ LS:Oi‘

Then define the linearised perturbation §{f} as the solution 6{'='f}. We summarise the above
construction in the following definition.

Definition 8.1. Let °%,a = 1,2 be two spacelike surfaces in (M, g). Suppose % has the second
parameterisation (“’S:Oi, °f) and the first parameterisation (°f,f). We define the linearised
perturbation of the first parameterisation, (6{f},0{f}), from 'S to 2% as follows:

6{f}:0{f}:2f_ 1fa 6{i}:5{t:1i}a
where 0{'f} solves equations (8.1), (8.2) with the initial data 6{*=°f} = o{*=f}.

We explain briefly why the above linearised perturbation 0{f} is appropriate. If we assume

formally that the size of 9{f}, o{f} is d and the size of e*f, éi“’ti, d?f is 4, then the following
terms in equation (6.2)

XV, (A%Y),  o{fre},

will be of size § - d, which is one magnitude smaller than the size of the perturbation. Thus we

omit these terms when constructing the linear system for 4{’f} by allowing an error of size dd.

The above explanation will be made rigorous when we estimate the error e{f} = o{f} — 6{f}

in the next subsection. B B B
We estimate the solution §{*f} of equations (8.1) (8.2).

Lemma 8.2. Assume that the vector field 11X satisfies the estimate
e <

where n > 2,p > 2 orn > 3,p > 1. There exist constants c¢(p), c(n,p) such that the solution
o{'f} of equation (8.2) satisfies the estimate

IAS{FHI™ < elp) exple(n. p)k) | A=}
for all0 <m <n.
Proof. Consider a slightly different equation
0,Gy = VX0, G,
Then by Gronwall’s inequality, we have HGth’p < exp(c(n,p)k)HGt:OHm’p. Let G; be the

solution with the initial condition Gy—o = ﬁé{tzoi}. Then we have ﬁé{ti} = G4—G,’. Therefore

RsgpyI™® < Gl + [ ™ < e Gul™ < o) explctn, ) |Guol ™

The lemma is proved. O
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8.2. Estimate of error of the linearised parametrisation perturbation. The error of the
linearised perturbation §{’f} is the difference between d{’f} and 6{'f},

e{’f} =o{lf} —o{f}, e{f} =2{f} - o{f}
Taking the difference of equations (6.2) and (8.2), we derive the equation for e{’f},

on(Re(’r}) = X6, (Ref!r}) — X8, (Ra{y}) +o{X}id,(R2'f) + o{'re}. (8.3)

Adopting the notations d,, dm,d,,,d,, dm,d,, in formulae (3.7) (5.8) (6.4), we assume the fol-
lowing estimates in (7.5),

& < dim, [T T < oo

. n—1, q — g
ldg " < dyro, LA —2LFF| < duro.
We estimate the error e{’f} by integrating equation (8.3).

(7.5)

Proposition 8.3. Let *Y,a = 1,2 be two spacelike surfaces in (M,g). Assume that *Y has
the second parameterisation (“’S:Oi, of). Suppose that the parameterisation functions satisfy the
estimates

4% < 8,10, [ | < G

. 17 2 _ _ _ _
A% (" < doro, o’ =50, 3 =max{[51],[32[},

and the perturbation functions satisfy
C e -1, 9
L= <20, [PL=0LY| < 20,

Hda{f}anP S a07"07 ‘mg‘ S D7717"05

wheren > 2,p>2 orn > 3,p> 1.

There ezists a small positive constant 6 depending on n,p, such that if €, §,, 8,,, 00; 0y, Dy
0o, O are suitably bounded that €, §,, €0,,, 0o, D,, €0,,, V0, Om < &, then the error e{f}
satisfies the following estimates B

SLFY ), et 3" <e(m,p) (5170 + 60) [(52 + €6, )0, + (6, + €6,)2,] 7o
+ ¢(n,p) (82 + €8,8,,)(Om + 00)70

0’ m? 0 m

(8.4)

Proof We choose ¢ sufficiently small such that propos1t10ns 3 3 and 6.1 hold The estimate of

e{f} follows directly from estimates (7.5) and e{f} = D{f} —0{s= Of}
By estimate (3.8) and lemma 8.2, we have

X" < e(n, p (|§|/7“o +90,)(d, +ed,,) < c(n,p),

|0 (M{tf}

VL A(S{tf} | < 1’5XHLOo
SC(TL,p)G |/7’0 + 50)(do + ed'm)goro'

IHI s

Together with estimate (6.6) of the integral fot [o{X}0; (A“i) +D{tre}Hn72’pdt, we obtain that
lde{ £~ <e(n, p)([51/70 + o) (d, + ed,,)070
+ e(n, p)([51/r0 + 00) [(d5 + edo)d,, + (d, + ed,p)d,] o
+ (. p)(d5 + edyd,) (O + 00)r0
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Substituting d,,d,,,d,, dm,d,,, we prove the proposition. O

09 =m)

Remark 8.4. The assumption of proposition 8.3 is the same as proposition 6.1. Proposition
8.3 requires the L™ bounds of the metric components up to (n + 1)-th order derivatives, since
propositions 3.3 and 6.1 require so.

8.3. Improved estimate of error of the linearised parametrisation perturbation. We
show that the estimate of e{f} can be improved given the additional condition that =% is
constant. It is similar to the improvement for the estimate of 9{f} in proposition 6.2.

Proposition 8.5. Under the setting of proposition 8.3, we assume additionally that 2’5:% 1
constant and

I L= H™ < 24r0-

There exists a small positive constant § depending on n,p, that if €, §,, 6,,, do, 055 Vs Oo,
0 are suitably bounded such that €, &,, €,,, 0o, D,y €0,,, Vo, Oy < 0, then the error e{f}

=07 —m? =07 ~m’
satisfies the following improved estimates comparing with proposition 8.3

‘@3’, Hde{i}HnP Sc(n,p)(|§|/ro + (50) (0, + €4,,)0,r0. (8.5)

Proof. We choose § sufficiently small such that proposition 3.3 holds. Then proposition 6.2 also
holds as stated in its proof. The estimate of e{f} follows directly from proposition 6.2 and

e{fY =o{f} —2{=7)". )
We integrate equation (8.3) to estimate de{f}. Since 2*=Of is constant, d{X }'d;(A>*f)
vanishes and d{’re} = —'re. Note d1*=%f = —do{*=%}, then

Hdl,s:OiH"’p < min{d,,d,}ro.

Applying estimate (3.8) to —'re, we obtain that
—1, -1, _
lo{fwe} ("™ = [ Mre] "™ < e, p)(1/r0 + 80) (8, + €0, )0, 0.

o

. o g ..
|10, (Aé{ti}) | satisfies the same estimate as in proposition 8.3. Then the estimate of de{f}

o
- 9’

follows from equation (8.3) and the estimates of 0{'re} and ’“X@l(Aé{‘i}) . O

Remark 8.6. Proposition 8.5 requires the L™ bounds of the metric components up to (n+1)-th
order deriatives, the same as proposition 3.3.

9. LINEARISED PERTURBATION OF THE OUTGOING NULL EXPANSION

In section 7, we study the perturbation of the outgoing null expansion. In this section, we
shall construct a linearised perturbation of the outgoing null expansion.
Recall the following decomposition of the outgoing null expansion in section 4,

LY} = trxs|s — 2 (rsls) 2 Af,

h{try'} = try’ — 1.{try'}.
When constructing the linearised perturbation of try’, we will neglect the high order remainder
part h.{try’}, as its perturbation is at least one magnitude smaller than the perturbation of the
surface, as shown in proposition 7.5.

The idea behind the linearised perturbation of try’ is that the error should be one magnitude
smaller than the perturbation of the surface. We shall verify this by estimating the error.
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9.1. Construction of linearised perturbation of try’. We use §{try’} to denote the lin-
earised perturbation of try’. The first order main part of try’ is

L{GY'} = trxsls — 2(rs|s) T2Af.
We use the linearised perturbation (6{f},5{f}) in definition 8.1 to construct 6{try’}.

Definition 9.1. Let °%,a = 1,2 be two spacelike surfaces in (M, g). Suppose % has the second
parameterisation (**=°f, °f). We define the linearised perturbation 6{trx'} of the outgoing null
expansion from 13 to 2% as follows:

SRR} = (Dstrxs) s - 0{f} + (Dstrxs)is - 6{f} — 2(rs|in) A (5{f}), (9-1)

where 0{f},0{f} are the linearised perturbations in definition 8.1, and (dstrx's)|1s, (Ostrx's)|is,
rs|ix, are the geometric quantities in the Schwarzschild spacetime on 1.

In the above definition, we only take the first order main part [.{try’} into account. We also

neglect the perturbation of rg|s in the term (r5|g)’25f. The reason to omit the high order
remainder part h.{try’} is briefly explained in the beginning of the section. The same reason

applies to the negligibility of 0{(7"5|2)72}Af.

9.2. Estimate of error of the linearised perturbation §{try’}. Let %~ be two spacelike
surfaces in (M, g). The perturbation of the outgoing null expansions from !X to 2% is

oftry’} = 2(trx’) — '(try’).
Denote the error of the linearised perturbation 6{try’} from 'Y to 2% by e{try’},
e{try'} = o{try’} — o{try’}.
We have the following decomposition of e{try’} from the decomposition of try’
e{tiy'} = (a{z.{t"r;g/}} - 5{&5/}) +o{hftri'} ) (9.2)

Summarise the estimates of the parameterisation functions as follows: with the notations of
dy,dyy dims d,, din,y d,y,, dyy, dy, in formulae (3.7) (5.8) (6.4) (E.1) (7.4),

& <o, [T -] < g

[o(s} """ < dyro. RTTY — 5T | < duuro. 75)
(@A) e ]|, [[4(V2R) e[| < dyro,
LRI H™, [PL(V2R)s}[" ™ < dyro-

Furthermore introduce the notation e by

e =c(n, p)(|5]/r0 + 80) [(82 + €0,)0,, + (8, + €5,,),]

9 (9.3)
+¢(n,p)(85 + €850,,) (Om + D),
then estimates (8.4) for e{f} can be rewritten as
0| lde{ 23" le{z} ™" < ero. (9.4)

We shall estimate e{try’} by above estimates (7.5) (9.4).



MARGINALLY TRAPPED SURFACES IN A PERTURBED SCHWARZSCHILD SPACETIME 43

Proposition 9.2. Let *¥. a = 1,2 be two spacelike surfaces in (M, g). Assume that *Y has
the second parameterisation (a’szoi, of). Suppose that the parameterisation functions satisfy the
following estimates

Hda,SZOiHnJer S éo’l’o, ’@5‘ S émr07

A9 | < 8yr0, T =Fay 5 = max{[5i, 2]},

and the perturbation functions satisfy
[ {>=f ™" <2pr0, [PLT=UY| < 2,070,

[do{£}|™" < vor0,  [0{F}’] < 0o,

wheren >2,p>2orn>3,p>1.
There exist a small positive constant & depending on n,p and constants c¢(n,p), such that if
€,0,,0,m500,0,50,,, 00, 0y, are suitably bounded that

y ZLor Em
€ 04y €01y 00y Dy €Qpyy Doy O <6,

then the error e{try’} satisfies the following estimate,
2= _
||e{t"r)'(/}Hnil’p Sc(n,p)(e + 0o + é0|s|/TO)Dm + c(n, p)(€+do + éo|5|/TO)DO
To To
. elnp) e+ 82 + B3l /ro + E(51/r0)
To -m
| elnp)(e+ 824 8ufsfro + 8,(1/r0)?) 05
To =
_ 5,
L)l 40)
To
+ AP (g 0, 0+ 00) (0 +0,).

To

Proof. Tt is sufficient to estimate 0{l.{try{’'}} — §{tr{’} and o{h.{tr{'}} seperately by formula
(9.2). Assume that ¢ is sufficiently small such that propositions 3.3, 5.1, 5.3, 7.1, 8.3 are true,
i.e. estimates (7.5) and (9.4) hold.

The estimate of 0{h.{try’}} is already obtain by proposition 7.3. We estimate d{l.{try’}} —
5{try’} in the following.

{1t} — o{trx} = v{trxs} — (Ostrxs) s - 0{f} — (Ostrxs)[rs - 6{ S}

I

—20{(rsls) A () .

II

For I, we have

1 1
oftrxs} = /0 Ostrxs (f +0{ [}, 'f)dt - o{f} +/0 Astrx’s (3, f + to{f})dt - o{f}.
Note that 9{f} = d{f}, then

1
I :/0 [6ﬁtrxls(1i+ to{f}, 1f) — aﬁtrxls(li, 1f)] dt - o{f} + (9strx’s) |1s - e{f}

Ip

Ia
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1
+ /0 [Dutrs (3, Uf + 00{1}) — dutrds (. )] dt - 0{f} .

I

We estimate I, Ij, I. in the following.

[Ta|"~17 < Sup 02txs (' + {3, )" (gL
elo,

Sc<n7p)(|§r|/r0 i 50) (gm + do)za
0

" n— p)([5 8o
1Tl < astexs]|" ™ e £)] 1’ch<"P><lf;J()/ro+ e

L~ < sup (0,010 (4 + (L1 D) JRULH™ oty
€l0,

+ sup [[02tens CF, Y+ )" (Pl

te0,1]

c(n,p)
ro

< (d,, +d, + 0 + 06) (0 + 5)-

Therefore

HIHn—L;D Sc(n,p>(|§|/7’0 +50) [§+ (Qm +Qo)2] + c(n,p)

(d,, +d, +0m +0,)(0m +00).
To 0

For II, we have

o{(rsly) %} = / 2 [85”5(1 +ta{ﬁ,1f)-a{i}+%(2i, I+ 1{f}) o{f} | .

n— s 5 50 ’
o{(rsle) 2" < A PUBTo£00) (g gy AP g g
TO TO
therefore
HII”n—LP < C(n;p)(|5|r/7“0 + 50)60 (gm +go) + C(n;ﬂ(am +0,).
(0} 0

Assembling the above estimates, we obtain that
. ~1, _ _ o ~1,
[t }|™ " < P - I+ [ofa e b

Substituting d,, d,,,, dm, d,, dm, d,,,, d;,, dj,, € in formulae (3.7) (5.8) (6.4) (E.1) (7.4) (9.3), we
prove the estimate of 9{try’} in the proposition. O

Remark 9.3. Proposition 9.2 requires the L> bounds of the metric components up to (n+2)-th
order derivatives, same as proposition 7.3 for the estimate of 0{h.{tr¥'}}.

It also requires the L bounds of the structure coefficients up to nth order derivative, again
same as proposition 7.3.

Note that we donot need the estimate of e{ f} with the highest regularity obtained in proposition
8.3 in the proof. The estimate of |e{f}|"'* is sufficient for the above proposition, while we
obtain the better estimate of |le{ f}||™P in proposition 8.3.
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9.3. Improved estimate of error of the linearised perturbation {try’}. We can improve
the estimate of e{try’} if assuming additional conditions as in proposition 7.5 on the improved
estimate of 0{h.{try’}}.

Summarise the improved estimates of the parameterisation functions as follows: with the
notations d/, d’,,, d’,,, d}, in equations (7.6),

[do{f}|™" < dro, [P} — =%}’ | < !,

: ) (7.7)
[RL@R)IsHI™™, [ (VR) 5} < i
Introduce the notation e’ by
e’ = c(n,p)([5]/r0 + 5)(d, + €d,,,)2,70,
then the improved estimate (8.5) for e{f} can be rewritten as
[eTZY’|: e LA™ let s} <eo. (96)

The improved estimate of e{try’} follows from the above improved estimates (7.7) (9.6).

Proposition 9.4. Under the setting of proposition 9.2, we assume additionally that 2,5:0i or
175:% is constant and

L=} < gm0, [[do{FH|"T < or.

There exists a small positive constant 6 depending on n,p and constants ¢(n,p), such that if
€,0,,0,m500,005 00, 00, O, are suitably bounded that

1005 Om.»
€ 04y €01y G0y Dy €0,y Doy D <0,
a. then e{try’} satisfies the estimate of the same form as (9.5) with the Sobolev norm
improved to He{t'i“)'(’}Hn’p;
b. and if we assume that it is 2*S:0i being constant, then e{trY’} satisfies the following
improved estimate

c(n,p)(e 493+ 6ofy)y  lmap)(€+ do + 8,[5]/r0)
To To

L clnp)(e + 55 + 300, [51/m0)
To

L cnp) (€4 55 + 8of5)/r0 + 8,([51/0)*)

=0

leter’y ™ <

o

o

c(n, p)([51/70 + 00)

To

+ 2,, +2,)

c(n,p)
7o

+ ( + 0y + Vi + 00) (O + o).

Proof of proposition 9.4.a. The proof follows exactly the proof of proposition 9.2 by improving
the Sobolev norm from || - [|[*~% to || - | and replacing d,,,d,,d;, by d,,d,,d},. Note that

estimate (9.4) of e{ f} is sufficient for the improved Sobolev norm. The choice of § requires that
propositions 3.3, 5.1, 5.3, 7.2, 8.3 are true. ]

Proof of proposition 9.4.b. The proof follows the same scheme as the proof of proposition 9.2. In
additional to the above proof of 9.4.a., we replace e in the proof of proposition 9.2 by €’ and note
that the term II vanishes, since AQf = 0. The choice of ¢ requires that the improved estimate
(9.6) of e{f} holds, thus it additionally requires that the proposition 8.5 is true. O
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Remark 9.5. Proposition 9.4 requires the L™ bounds of the metric components up to (n+ 2)-th
order derivatives, the same as proposition 9.2.

While it requires the L bounds of the structure coefficients up to (n—+1)-th order derivatives,
one order higher than the requirement of proposition 9.2. It is the requirement of proposition 7.3
on the improved estimate of 0{h.{try{'}}.

9.4. Invertibility of the linearised perturbation §{try’}. We view 6{try’} in definition 9.1
as a linear operator defined by equation (9.1)

SR Hos (O{£1, 8L/ =(strx’s)|is - 6{f}
+ (Ostrxs) s - 6{f} — 2(rslin) T2AG{f})

trxs is calculated from the values of Q% in formulae (2.1) and tryg in (2.2)

2s
tryls = Qg% = —
Xs s XS r(ro+s)’
and we calculate Jstrx’y, dstry’y directly
2s 2s(r —19)
Ostrye = —————0r = ————~
stIX g 7“2(7“0 T S) 'sT 3 (TO T S) )
2s 2ro 2(r —ro) 2ro
Ostryg = —————0 =- .
sIXs r2(rg + 8) o7+ r(ro + s)? r3 + r(ro + s)2

From the above calculations, the linearised perturbation §{try’} at the surface ¥ g is

SR Y. o (01} = 0,8{F}) =21 2 [81} — AG{FD)].

On a general surface ¥ ; in M, we have

O s . (34} = 0,8(}) =272

To ror
r (ro+s)?

+(-1- )] et
By this explicit formula, we obtain that the linear operator d{try’}|s, . (6{f} = 0,-) is an iso-

morphism from W2 to WP, 16
We can estimate the difference between §{trx’}|:y; and d{trx’}|s, ..

Proposition 9.6. Let X be a spacelike surface in (M, g). Assume that ¥ has the second param-
eterisation (Szoi, f). Suppose that the parameterisation functions satisfy the following estimates

[|d==CF||"" < 8,ro, ‘@% <4,,70;

s < 6,0, TP =7,

wheren > 2,p orn > 3,p > 1.
There exist a small positive constant 6 depending on n,p and constants c¢(n,p), such that if
€,0,,0,,,00 are suitably bounded that €,0,,€d,,,0, < 8, then the difference between 6{try’}|s and

6{ﬁi‘j{’}|2(§:?8752§) satisfies the following estimate: for 0 < m < n,

I[64E0 Y — S{6K Mot o)) (8LEF, LA 1) ™

< S 0 00 [+ 8, 23| + [ HI™ )

To

(9.7)

15vwe emphasis where the linearised perturbation §{trx’} is defined by the subscript.

16 : roT 2 rg 1. .
One can derive that (ro+s)2 > 2,2 —1< 35 in M by elementary estimates.
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Proof. Choose § sufficiently small such that proposition 3.3 on the estimate of f hold. Then
estimate (9.7) follows from

2(r —ro)
r_ 2 3
0s0strxg = 77715(710 o) [TOT + (3ro —2r)(ro + 8) } ,
4T0 2s 1
O*tryls = — - . ror? + (3rg — 2r)(ro + s)3] .
s XS r(ro+s)>  (r—ro) 73(ro+s) [ 0 (370 )(ro +5) }

and the differential of 7 in formulae (2.2). O

The above proposition implies that {try’}|s, is a small perturbation of §{tr¥’}|s, ._,. As

a corollary, we show that the linear operator 5{ff§{'}|z(5{i} =0, ) is an isomorphism from
WnH2p to WP,

Corollary 9.7. Under the setting of proposition 9.6, there exist a small positive constant &
depending on n,p and a constant c¢(n,p), such that if €9,,0,,,0, are suitably bounded that
€, 00y €0,y 0o < 6, then 6{try'}s(6{f} = 0,-) is an isomorphism from W™TP to W™P for
all 0 < m < n, with the following estimate

S < N 0.0 < oty

2
70 0

The proof is straightforward, simply by applying estimate (9.7).

10. CONSTRUCTION OF MARGINALLY TRAPPED SURFACES

In this section, we shall construct marginally trapped surfaces in the perturbed Schwarzschild
spacetime in definition 2.3.

10.1. Translate the construction to a problem of analysis. We introduced methods to
parametrise spacelike surfaces in section 3, and obtained the formula of the outgoing null ex-
pansion in section 4. Then we define a map, denoted by t, from the parameterisation to the
outgoing null expansion of the corresponding spacelike surface

t: (%0 02 Gy,

a. X is the surface with the second parameterisation (S:Oi s
b. try’ is the outgoing null expansion of X.

Therefore, in order to construct a marginally trapped surface, it is sufficient to solve the equation
trx'(X) = t(*7f, f) = 0, (10.1)

and show that the incoming null expansion t"rX of ¥ is non-positive. Sometimes we also use
try' (=%, f) to denote t(*=Cf, f) to emphasis the concrete geometric meaning of t.

We proved that the linearised perturbation §{try’} is invertible for the second slot 6{f} in
corollary 9.7. Thus intuitively by the implicit function theorem, the equation t(*=%, f) = 0
should have a unique solution f for given Szoi . B

We shall use the linearised perturbation 6{try’} to construct approximating solutions to solve
equation (10.1). For preparations, we introduce some notations: suppose that ¥ has the second
parameterisation (*=%, f),

a. 5t[320i, f]: we use this notation to denote 5{&5{/”2’
Ot AIOUTYY 0(SH) = o{ii M (5 1. {1
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b. 9t[*=Y, f]: we use this notation to denote §{tr’}|s in the first slot 6{*=°f},

O[O, FIOLTOY) = 6t SUS{7F 1, 0) = o {trxH = (6{°7°F}, 0).
c. 0t[*=%, f]: we use this notation to denote §{try’}|s in the second slot 6{f},

Ot[*=Cf, F10{f}) = 6t[*=°F, £1(0,6{f}) = 6{txi'}|=(0,6{f}).
The sequence of approximating solutions {*f}ren of equation (10.1) is constructed as follows:
given the parameterisation function szoi
a. set #=0f = 0;
b. solve the linear equation successively:
OL= M1 (M = H) = (=%, *f). (102
The goal is to prove that {¥f}ren exists and converges, and the limit solves t(szoi ,f)=0.
The convergence of {*f},en shall be proved in two steps: suppose that Szoi belongs to the
Sobolev space W™+2P, then
i. we first prove that {*f}xen exists and is bounded in W"+2P,
ii. then prove that the sequence converges in the weaker Sobolev space W17,
The latter will imply that the limit solves the equation t(*=°f, f) = 0.

10.2. Existence and boundedness of the sequence of approximating solutions. We
need to solve the linear equation (10.2) in the construction of {¥f},en. It is solvable if the linear
operator at[szoi , ¥f] is invertible. A sufficient condition is given in corollary 9.7, which requires
suitable bounds on *f in W"*2P. Thus we shall prove that the existence of {¥f}ren, and also
show its boundedness at the same time.

Introduce the following notations of function spaces:

WP(E,r0) = {f = [lAfII™ P < doro},  M(dyro) = {f - IZ‘%I <dro}- (10.3)

Lemma 10.1. Let =% be a function in Wm*p(éoro) N M(d,,r0), where n > 2,p > 2 orn >
3,p > 1. There exist a small positive constant § and a constant ¢, both depending on n,p and
satisfying cd < k, such that if €,4,,9,, are suitably bounded that €,4,,€d,, < 9, then the sequence
{*f}ren ewists and satisfies the following estimate

[5F (|27 < cero < kro. (10.4)

Proof. We shall prove the lemma by induction. Choose § sufficiently small such that proposition
9.4, proposition 9.6, corollary 9.7 all apply.

Since *=0f = 0, it clearly satisfies the estimate in the lemma. Now assume that *f exists and
satisfies estimate (10.4). We prove that **1f exists. It is sufficient to show that 9t[*=°f, *f] is
invertible. This follows directly from corollary 9.7. B

We show that *+1f satisfies estimate (10.4). Transform equation (10.2) as follows:

at[s:Oi’ kf] (k—i—lf) — |:t (ﬁg, 0) _ t(s:Oi, kf) _ 6t[s:0i’ kf] (ﬁg _ s:Oi, _kf):|

i

~t(=",0).
——

By corollary 9.7, *1f is bounded by

IFFFN2P < eln, p)rd - El™7 + e(n, p)rd - i)™
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Note that the term 7 is actually the error of the linearised perturbation §{try’}, thus we apply
proposition 9.4.b. and substitute the following

do +15|/r0 <ce, Oy +0,<ce, ?,=0, ?,=0

m =0
therefore

i <cmple e | enp)ed ) elnplec o clnp)
To To To To

d, + ce)ce

2
Sc(n,p)(l +c+c?)d .
To
The term ¢ satisfies the following estimate by definition 2.3
n,p < C(?’I,,p)€
=T

4]

Therefore we obtain the estimate of **1f
[FHIH2P < e(n,p)[1+ (14 ¢+ ¢*)dle.

If we choose ¢ = 2¢(n, p) and 6 suitably small that (14 ¢+ c?)§ < 1, then *+1f satisfies estimate
(10.4). Hence the induction argument proves the lemma. U

Remark 10.2. Lemma 10.1 requires the L™ bounds of the metric components up to (n + 2)-
th order derivatives, and the structure coefficients up to (n + 1)-th order derivatives. These
requirements are the same as proposition 9.4.

10.3. Convergence of the sequence of approximating solutions. We shall prove that the
sequence of approximating solutions {*f}xreny converges in W"T1P. The idea is to show that it
is a contractive sequence.

Lemma 10.3. Let *=°f be a function in WnH22(§ ro) N M(8,,70), where n > 2,p > 2 or
n > 3,p > 1. There exist a small positive constants § depending on n,p, such that if €,9,,0

y 2oy ¥m
are suitably bounded that ¢, 8, €8,, < &, then the sequence of approzimating solutions {*f}ren
18 contractive.

0

Proof. Choose § sufficiently small such that lemma 10.1 applies, then the sequence {¥f},en exists
and [|*f||" 2P < cery. Taking the difference of equation (10.2) in two successive steps, we obtain

at[s:Oi7 k+1f] (k+2f . k+1f) — [t(s:Oi, k+1f) o t(s:Oi7 kf) . at[s:Oi, kf] (k—i—lf o kf):| )

r.h.s.

Note the right hand side is simply the error of the linearised perturbation §{try’}, thus we choose
¢ sufficiently small such that proposition 9.2 applies. Substituting
L

0o+ [3]/ro < ce < b, V0 +0, < <25, &

To °

in estimate (9.5) of e{try’} in proposition 9.2, we obtain
Irhesrte < L2 iy agpnsi
o
Since 9t[*=Yf, **1f] is invertible ensured in lemma 10.1, we have

|44 — kg nete e A

<
o < ¢(n,p) -
Therefore we choose § sufficiently small such that c(n,p)d < %, then the sequence {*f}ren is

contractive in Wnthp, O
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Remark 10.4. The requirements on the L>° bounds of metric components and structure coeffi-
cients for above lemma are the same as for lemma 10.1.

10.4. Limit of approximating solutions is a true solution. By lemmas 10.1 and 10.3, we
obtain a sequence of approximating solutions {¥f} of equation (10.1), bounded in W"*+2? and
converging in W"T1P. Denote the limit of {¥f} by *f,

Y= lim Ff in WPHLP
k— o0

Then f is also bounded in W2, We show that *f solves equation (10.1)
t(*=%, %) = 0. (10.1)
Lemma 10.5. Under the assumptions of lemmas 10.1, 10.3, the limit % of the sequence {*f}ren
solves equation (10.1).
Proof. Since ¥t1f — Ff — 0 in W**+1P_ we have that by equation (10.2),
—t (=, M) = ot FA (P =) =0 in WP,

By proposition 7.3, we deduce that the map t is continuous relative to the Sobolev norm || - ||**1.
Therefore since *f — * in WP and t(szoi, kf) — 0 in W*~ 1P, we have

t(°7%, %) = lim (=%, ") =0,
= k——+oo =
i.e. *f solves equation (10.1). The lemma is proved. O

10.5. Local uniqueness of the solution. We show that the previous obtained solution ®f
of equation (10.1) is unique in a small neighbourhood of 0 in W"*2P. We use the notation
W"+2:P(r) to denote the closed ball of radius r at the origin 0 in Wn+2»,

Lemma 10.6. Let =% be a function in W”*Q’p(éoro) N M(4,,r0), where n > 2,p > 2 or
n > 3,p > 1. There exist a small positive constant § and a constant ¢ depending on n,p,
such that if €,8,,9,, are suitably bounded that €, 3, €5,, < &, then the limit % of the sequence
of approzimating solutions {*f}ren is the unique solution of equation (10.1) t(*=°f, f) = 0 in
WP (cdry).

Proof. Let § be as in lemmas 10.1, 10.3. The uniqueness follows from the invertibility of the
linearised map 9t[*=%, f] in corollary 9.7 and error estimate in proposition 9.2: let f, f’ be both
solutions of equation (10.1) in W?*2P then

n s= n—1,
1f" = I <e(n,p)rg 06=°L, A1 = DI
s= s= s= n—1,
=c(n,p)rg [6 (7, F) = (7 ) = ot A1 = DT
<c(n, p)o|| " — fI["THE.
The derivation of the above is identical to the derivation in the proof of lemma 10.3 with the

same constants c(n,p). Since c(n,p)d < 3 as in lemma 10.3, we conclude that || f' — f[|" ™' = 0.
This implies the uniqueness of the solution.

10.6. Parametrisation map of marginally trapped surfaces. We already prove the exis-
tence and local uniqueness of the solution of equation 10.1 t(szoi , f) = 0 when szoi is given. It
naturally gives rise to a map from S:Oi to the corresponding solution f.

Definition 10.7. Choose the positive constant § as in lemmas 10.1, 10.3. For constants €,9,,0,,
sugtably bounded by €, d,, €d,, < 0, define the solution map s of equation (10.1)

0

S : W"+2’p(éor0) NAM(S,,m0) — W™ 2P (cdrg), t(s:Oi,s(szoi)) = 0.
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It is clear now that the surface with the second parameterisation (Szoi ,s(szoi)) has the
vanishing outgoing null expansion. We shall show that it is a marginally trapped surface. It is
sufficient to show that the incoming null expansion is negative. This follows from formula (4.1),
and estimate of the parameterisation function h in proposition 3.2.

Lemma 10.8. There exists a positive constant §, such that the spacelike surface ¥ with the
second parameterisation (S:Oi, S(S:Oi)) has negative future incoming null expansion.

Proof. Recall formula (4.1) of the incoming null expansion t'rX,
try =try — 20°Ah — Q°|dh[jtry — 49%n - dh — 40%w[dh|} + 4Q°x(Vh, Vi), (4.1)
Therefore
—try < — trxg + [trx — trx | + 202 AR + Q2|dhf3 - [try| + 4Q3]y] - [dA|
40| - [AA2 + 497y - AR,
Then by estimate of h in proposition 3.2, we obtain that

.. co 2¢—01 1 co
—try < —trxs + — <=
X X o

1.1 To To

The last inequality follows from

Irvrflin tryg > trxs(s =0.1rg,s = —0.1rg), r(s=0.1rg,s = —0.1rg) < 1.1ry,

KLk

and the formula (2.2) of try . We choose § sufficiently small such that c§ < 2617';‘1 , then try is

negative. The lemma is proved. 0

Because of lemma 10.8, we shall also call s the parameterisation map of marginally trapped
surfaces. Thus we can summarise the result in this section in the following theorem, which is
the main theorem of this paper on marginally trapped surfaces in a perturbed Schwarzschild
spacetime.

Theorem 10.9. There exist a positive constant 6 and a constant ¢, both depending on n,p and
satisfying cd < k, such that if €,0,,9,, are suitably bounded that €, §,, €6,, < 6§, then there exists
a unique map s,

09

s WUF2P( rg) NM(S,,m0) — WP (cerg) € WP (corg), s:Oi — s(szoi),
such that the spacelike surface X2 with the second parameterisation (SZOL S(SZOI)) is a marginally
trapped surface, where the future outgoing null expansion vanishes and the future incoming null
expansion is negative. We call s the parameterisation map of marginally trapped surfaces.

Remark 10.10. The above theorem requires the same on the L bounds of metric components
and structure coefficients as in lemma 10.1: the L bounds of the metric components up to
(n 4+ 2)-th order derivatives, and the structure coefficients up to (n + 1)-th order derivatives.

We briefly explain the geometric meaning of the above theorem to conclude this section:
given an incoming null hypersurface H near some C, the parameterisation map s tells where a
marginally trapped surface ¥ lies in H.
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FiGURE 10. The parameterisation map s.

11. SOME PROPERTIES OF THE PARAMETERISATION MAP

In this section, we study the continuity of the parameterisation map s of marginally trapped
surfaces, and discuss the linearisation of s.

11.1. Continuity of the parameterisation map. Let “’S:Oi,a = 1,2 be two functions in
W22 (5, r9) N M(J,,70), and % = s(**=°f). Denote

o{*=0f} = §{7=0p} = 2=0f _ La=0f,

O} =% = I = s(>p) — s(*).
We obtain an estimate of 0{f}.

Proposition 11.1. Let “*=f a = 1,2 be two functions in W”*Q’p(éoro) N M(4,,r0). Suppose
their difference satisfies the following estimates

460 H™ < 0gro, [6TFY] < 2ro.

There exist a positive constant §, and a constant c¢(n,p) both depending on n,p, such that if
€,0,,0m,0,,0,, are suitably bounded that €, 8,, €5,,, 3,, €,, < J, then ?{f} = S(Q*Szoi) —

1200 VMY X0 >Xm,

s(l’szoi) satisfies the estimate

L fH" TP < c(n, p)el|§{*=OF |12,

Therefore the parametrisation map s is continuous from W22 (8 ro)M(8,, 7o) to WP (cery),
but in the weaker Sobolev norm || - ||*+1P.

m

Proof. Let *¥ be the marginally trapped surface with the second parameterisation (“*SZOi , “f).
Consider the perturbation of the outgoing null expansion from 'Y to 2%,

e} =t(2 70, 1) — 6(270F, 1) — 9t ) (6L Y) — 8, I (04 S)
= — O[O, (S {TY) — a1 ({1}
Therefore we obtain that
[ 1{f)) = —eftrX’} — o[, (6 {7 Y),
thus by corollary 9.7,

[ArHI™ 27 < cln,prd [ledtek W™ + |96 =F, Y1 (5= 1) ™).
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We apply proposition 9.2 to estimate e{try’}. Note that d{f} satisfies a rough estimate from
theorem 10.9,

RLSH™*P < 2ero.
Therefore in estimate (9.5) of e{try’}, we can set that
0 + 00 =2ce, 6o+ 3|/ro <ce<cd <5, D, <26<02,7 2, <26,

then

c(n,p)e

P
[RLFHI P + T(Qm +2,),

oo - c(n,p)5
le{try/}|" 1P < 7”73

For the term 9t[**=Cf, 1f](6{*=f}),

(@t < 2
0

thus

1061150, Y508} [ = | Outrxs) s - 610" < 2P ss=opymr,

o
Therefore we obtain that
LA < e(n, p)S L FHIM TP + c(n, p)el| 6>~ |17
Choose § sufficiently small that c¢(n,p)d < 1, then we obtain that

RSP < eln, pelld{* =},

thus the proposition is proved. O

Remark 11.2. The above proposition shows the continuity of the parameterisation map s in the
weaker Sobolev norm. The loss of regularity follows directly from proposition 9.2 on the estimate
of e{tr{'}. In the special case that 1’5:% or Q’Szoi is constant, we have improved estimate of
e{try’} in proposition 9.4, thus we can show the continuity of s at such constant functions without
loss of regqularity.

Proposition 11.3. Under the same setting of proposition 10.3, we assume further that 1*S:0i
or 2’5:% is constant, and

IS {==SF ™7 < 9o
Then we can improve the conclusion of proposition 10.3 to that 0{f} satisfies the estimate
LA™ 2P < c(n, p)elld{ "= H|™ 7.
Therefore the parameterisation map s is continuous at *=°f = const. in the Sobolev norm ||-||"+».

Proof. The proof follows the same path as in the proof of proposition 11.1, simply replacing the
estimate of e{try’'} using proposition 9.4. |

17Recall the notion of k in definition 2.1.
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11.2. A linearisation of the parameterisation map. As the parameterisation map s is the
solution map of equation (10.1) t(s:Oi, s(szoi)) = 0, it is natural to use the linearisation of t to
construct a linearisation Js of s: formally

0 =0t = 9t(6{°7°f}) + 0t 0 ds(6{°=f}) = 6s(6{°7%}) = —(0t) " 0 2t(6{°7%}),
thus we use the above formula as a linearisation of the parameterisation map s.

Definition 11.4. For the parameterisation map s of marginally trapped surfaces in theorem
10.9, define the following linear map as the linearisation of s at S:Oi, denoted as 65[‘9:%] o let

f=s(*"%). then
s (S0 Y) =~ £)7H o 2t 161,

Note by corollary 9.7, the above inverse operator (9t[*=°f, f])~* is well-defined. We estimate
the operator norm of the linearisation map ds.

Proposition 11.5. Let *=% be a function in WH2P(§ 7o) N M(S,,70), and f = s(*=%) that
| fII" 2P < cerg. There exists a constant c(n,p) that for 0 < m < n,

s= s= m+2, s= m
IosE= A= < el p)ell ST H™ 2
Proof. Let ¥ be the marginally trapped surface with the second parameterisation (S:Oi , f) We
have that

Joamxals ™ < P
0

thus
sl A=) ™ < L sy,

0
therefore by corollary 9.7,

[6s1=2F) (L= D™ < elm, p)rd |08, AL FDI™ < elm, p)ell S0} ™.
O

11.3. Error of the linearisation of the parameterisation map. In this section, we study the
error of the linearisation s constructed in above subsection. Let “’S:Oi ,a = 1,2 be two functions

in Wt22(§ ro) N M(8,,r0), and 4 = s(“*=%). We denote ds[**=Of](6{*=%}) by 6{f}, thus
the error of the linearisation map s, denoted by e{s}[**=%](6{*=%}), is the difference of o{f}
with 6{f}

e{s}H " =A(6{"}) =o{f} - o{f}
=s(**7) =s(77) —os[TA(O D).

We can estimate the error of the linearisation map ds. For the sake of brevity, use e to denote

e{s}["*=%](6{*=%}). Note that
e{try} = —ot[Vo=%, (5 {°7F}) — at[=, Y] (0{f}),

and

0= ot f1(0{"7f) + ot [T, F1(6{/}),

thus we obtain that
o[ (o) = —eftry’}.
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The above equation gives the following estimate of the error e
lef|" 7 < e(n, p)elld{ = H" P,

which is at the same order as 0{f} and §{f}. Thus from the point of view of analysis, the
linearisation map ds is not a good linearisation of s, although by more careful analyses, we can
show that the constant c(n,p) above could be finer than the constant in the estimate of d{f}.
The reason is that when we construct the linearisation of try’ in section 9, we allow the error of
such sizes: € - (2, +3,). Such kind of error comes from d{h!{try’}} by replacing the geometric
quantities in (M, g) by the corresponding quantities in the Schwarzschild spacetime.

The simplified construction of the linearisation of d{try’} in section 9 is sufficient for the con-
struction of marginally trapped surfaces, while it is too rough to give an appropriate linearisation
of the parameterisation map s. To construct an appropriate linearisation of s, we shall use the
exact geometric quantities in the perturbed Schwarzschild spacetime (M, g) rather than their
approximations in the Schwarzschild spacetime. In this way, we will improve the estimate of the
error 0{tr¥’} by improving the terms €d,,,€d, in estimate (9.5). However this goes beyond the
scope of this paper, thus we stop here.
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APPENDIX A. DERIVATION OF EQUATION (3.3)

We adopt the notations in section 3. From formulae for the normal null vectors and tangent
vectors of S; in [L4], we have

Ly =L+el+¢e0;=0,+¢e0, + (¢ +¢b') 0,

where 'f , 'f; are the partial derivatives of 'f,'f and ¢ is given by the following formulae

k_ _k k _ —lef?
g =¢e +egev, = )
(202 +e-e)+ /(202 +e-e)2 — |e|?|e]?
2 _ i 2 _ i o i]
- 1, 3 —= - )= = = ? —=
le]* = gije'e lel* = gije'e’, e-e=gie'e

ik ik

ek — _902. tfz’ (Bfl); (gfl) , Qk — _9202. tii (Bfl); (g71)J ,
Bl =6 — b,

On the other hand, since the family of surfaces {S;} has the first parameterisation ('f,’f) for
S, then the deformation vector field V; for the family is

V;E = attiag'i_attfas

Since {S;} is embedded in the incoming null hypersurface #, then V; is tangential to , thus V;
is a linear combination of Lg,,d; 5,. Assume

Vi =cLg, + 0y,
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then we obtain the following system of linear equations for ¢, ¢’
atti =cet+c tii’
O'f =c+c -,
0=c(c'+¢b')+c"
The above system is overdetermined. We solve ¢, ¢’ from the last two equations and substitute

to the first equation, then we obtain an equation for ti which is the compatible condition for this
system having a solution. We obtain that

O'f =[1— (g +¢b') fi] e,
'f = [g — (' +&b") tL} ¢
Therefore, substituting f = tf, we derive equation (3.3)
O'f=f-[L=( +)th] T e- () at]. (3.3)
APPENDIX B. PROOF OF PROPOSITION 3.3

We fill the details to complete the proof of proposition 3.3. It is sufficient to prove the estimates
(3.8) of F, X tre to verify the proof sketch.

Proof. Following the proof sketch, we assume that § < %, (ot Cmm+Cm,0)d <1, and ti satisfies
estimates (3.6) for ¢ € [0, ,].
In order to estimate F, tX, 're, we estimate f, tb' f;, te’ f;, te' fi, g, b . el foe et 'f . on Sy first.

Here we need the following estimate of Va where a is a background quantity like b Q, g and their
derivatives with respect to V, 0s, 0s,
%ia:%-a—i-tf. -0sa+tf; - Osa,
IVal[™? < Vil &7 + c(n, p)IAYf ™7 - |1 9sal &7 + e, p)tlld ™7 - || Dsal &
< [Vial 57 + e(n, p)d,ro - [9sal| & + c(n, p)tdoro - [sall 57,

where w < n. Therefore by induction arguments, we can show that for w <n

c(n,p,k, e
To
C(”’p? k:, l, m)e

)

[VRaLB|[e P < d,+dp)

[VFalamp|s P <
To
and

VRO Qe P < e(n,p, k,,m),  |VFOLOT gl 4P < e(n,p, k1, m)r?

Note that when estimate ||vkal amanH’p we use the L bounds of a and its derivatives with
respect to V, s, 0s up to (k+1+m+ w+ 1)-th order.
Now we can list the estimates of f, tbf;, te'fi, te' fi, €, b ' I ’. el f.in F
LFI1" 27 < ((4m) VP (3] /ro + 8 )ro,
18" fil]" 1P < e, p)e (g + diy) Sot,
[t fil| "FHP < e(n, p)dgt?,
It £, [l 7, |7 < e, p)ood
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lell™ . lle f 1P < e(n, p)dg
167 F 1™ < e(n,p)e (d + dy,) do-
Therefore we obtain the estimate (3.8) of F in the proof sketch,
[ELEN™P < e(n, p)([8]/r0 + bo) (d, + ed,,) dyro-
By a similar argument, we obtain the estimate (3.8) of X in the proof sketch

IX[™ < e(n, p)([31/70 + 0o) (dy + €dy,) -

Since X only involves the first order derivatives of f and f, we can estimate X up to nth
derivatives in the above. B

The estimate for ‘re is a bit more involved. We observe that the top order derivatives in ‘re
are 2nd order derivatives of ti and 3rd order derivatives of f. We have

V" T < cobyro, VRS < Boro,

then applying the following estimate on the product to the terms in 're,
|hiho||™ 5P < c(n, p)||ha||" P || R P, n—1>1,p>20rn—1>2p>1,
we obtain the estimate of || ‘re[|" =P
[I're]| "7 < e(n, p)([3]/r0 + 85) (dy + €d,) doTo-

Therefore we obtain the estimates (3.8) of F, !X, 're in the proof sketch. The rest of the proof
proceeds as in the proof sketch.

To conclude the proof, we determine up to which order derivatives the L°° bounds of the
metric components E,Q, g are needed. In the estimates, we need the following norms of the
metric components

16l 1€ls,"s  Nlglls;”

||DaHT,Sl’:Lp7 ||D1D2a||g«:17p7 DaDlaDQ = %;asaagv a = gvﬂaga

therefore the L* bounds of 5, Q, g up to (n+1)-th order derivatives are required in the proof. O

APPENDIX C. BASICS OF ROTATIONAL VECTOR FIELD DERIVATIVES

We construct the rotational vector fields on (M, gg) first. Consider an isometric embedding
of (X0,0,9 =1y 2¢s) to the 3-dimensional Euclidean space centring at the origin. Denote the
rotational vector fields on ¥y ¢ by R; where

Ri = Zeijkl'jak.
J.k
€ 1s the permutation symbol of {1,2,3}. Then extend R; to M via the diffeomorphisms
generated by d, and J, i.e.

Lo,Ri = Lo, R = 0.

Also extend functions z1,z2, 3 to M by requiring 0sz; = d,2; = 0. We can also extend R; to
any surface ¥ with first parameterisation (f, f) since the parameterisation map ¥ — (s, s,9) =
(f(9), f(¥9),9) pushes forward R; on X to X.
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We introduce the rotational vector components of a tensor: for a vector ¢ and a one-form w,
its R; component is'®

R,i fr &(U, R,L)7 wR,i fr w(Rz)7
and for a general tensor T, its component can be defined inductively using the above rules, or
explicitly
R.j1,
TRZJll _g(T(RZU aRZk)aR]1®®RJl)

Moreover, we introduce the mixed components of a tensor, i.e. partial coordinate components
and partial rotational vector field components: for a tensor T', an example of mixed components
is

TR I TRy, 0

L
Ryiy,eeyisy e ik s

R ), Ry, @ ©0;, @ ® Ry,),

where we use overlined indices to denote the coordinate component indices.
We list the following properties on the rotational vector fields.

(1) Contraction and inner product via rotational vector components:

R i R.i
T! =Tk, wiv'=wpr; v,

§(0,0) = gryoiw = Y o
i=1,2,3
o_1 o1\ R .
9 (va)f(g ) WR,iOR,j = Z WR,iOR,i)
i=1,2,3

(2) Let &ui be the orthogonal projection of 9., to the tangent plane of S2.
Z ZE1R1 = 0, Ril'j = — Z eijkxk; 8&1 = — Z Eijk:L'ij.
i=1,2,3 k=1,2,3 Jk=1,2,3
(3) Lie brackets and covariant derivatives of rotational vector fields:
[Ri,Rj]=— > eyrRu, VaRi=x;0l == Y €omntjzmRa.
k=1,2,3 4,k=1,2,3
(4) Lie derivatives with respect to R;: for a vector field ¥,
R . .
(Lrv)™ = [Ri, 0] = Ri(v™7) + Z eijrv™";
k=1,2,3

for a differential one form w,

(Lrw)p,; =Riwry)+ D €ijpwr
k=1,2,3
for a general tensor field T,
El
(L D) = R (TR )+ 30 e Trfvt, + 20 e Ty ™.

s=1 7 I=1,
t= 1,2,3 r=1,2,3

18Use R in the superscript or subscript to indicate it is the rotational vector component, instead of the
coordinate component.
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5) Covariant derivatives with respect to R;
1%
(vRiv>R7j _ Ri(vR’j) + Z Eimnzjxvam;
m,n=1,2,3

(%Riw)RJ = Ri(wRJ) + Z €EimnTi TmWR, n;

m,n=1,2,3
and
S R,k1--kq _ R,k1--kq R, kl---kq
(VRiT)Rvjl"'jp =1 (TR7J1“‘jp + Z e"”t‘rﬂsmeR g1

s=1,- Js
m,t= 1,2,3

k’l

R,kl---’r’“'kq

+ E €imrTh, meR,jl»»»jp .
m,r= 1,2,3
(6) Hessian of a function in terms of R;:

o 2 O o
(Vf)rij =Vr,Vr, [ = RiR; f + E €imn®jTm PRy f.
m,n=1,2,3

(7) Sobolev norms: for a function h on ¥, ,, define

1/p
= Y {/ iRh---Rz-khipdvolg} =,

k=0, n
i1, ,1,=1,2,3

then there exists a constant ¢(n,p) such that
c(n,p)THRIET < AIRI™ < c(n, p) R R"-

More generally, for a (r, s)-type tensor field T on 3, 5, define the norm

1/p
ITI%" = > {/E |Ri, - Ry, (ng’jl )}”dvolo} L op>1,

1=0,-
1, d1e kl —1,2,3

then there exists a constant ¢(n, p, r, s) such that

c(n,p,r,s) HITIRY < TP < eln,p,r, )T 5"

APPENDIX D. PROOF OF PROPOSITION 6.1

59

It is sufficient to supply the proof of estimates (6.5) of 9{*F'}, 9{!X }, {*re} in order to complete

the proof of proposition 6.1.

Proof. Estimates (6.5) can be obtained heuristically from estimates (3.8) of 'F, X, 're in the

proof of proposition 3.3 by the following procedure: introducing the rules
I3/70 = Oy do — Do,
d, —d,, d, —d,,
67“0—>6r0(d +d,+0m+0,), keNIeZ,

and the following Leibniz rule.
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(57 (dy + dy + 0 +00)] (51/r0) '3y erly | (51/r0) ™ o | 82l

EkrzT y
0

1 (I3]/r0) 62 d0, ds % b (15]/ro)" [63700] dipd

ekrb (18]/r0) 83, [d57'd,] ekl (151/r0) 07 [d, ', ] d

—m —m

Following the above pattern, estimates (6.5) can be deduced from estimates (3.8). Check that
the above pattern is valid for the perturbations of the background metric components b, 2, ¢ and
their derivatives. The pattern is also valid for the parameterisation functions f, ti Then the
rigorous proof of this pattern for estimates (6.5) follows from the step-by-step arguments using
the identity
o{hy - hoy = 0{h1} - *hy + 'hy - 0{ho},
and the following inequality on the Sobolev norm,
n—1>1,p>2,
11 o™ < c(n, p)l|ha]™ P he||" =P, m <n—1, { or (D.1)
n—1>2p>1.
The regularities of 0{?X'} and d{'re} need to be treated carefully. For 9{’X}, the quantity with
the worst regularity is dd{’f}, whose regularity is in the Sobolev space W"~. For d{’re}, the

quantity with the worst regularity is V20{’f}, whose regularity is in W"~22. It is crucial that in
?{'re}, there exists no product of two terms with the worst regularity, thus the inequality (D.1)
can always be applied when estimating 2{‘re}.

To conclude the proof, we determine up to which order derivatives, the L*>° bounds of metric
components are required in the proof. In the estimate of [[0{X}||"~1?, the following norms of
metric components show up

16,2, g™, [p{b},0{Q}, d{g}|" "
In the estimate of |[p{’re}||" =27, the following norms of metric components show up
IS aomaln2r, [ FrOma} R, a=BQg k+1+m=0,1,2.

Therefore the L° bounds of metric components up to (n 4 1)-th order derivatives are required,
because of the need to estimate ||O{%k8é6;” (g, Q) "2, k+1l+m=2. O

APPENDIX E. PROOF OF PROPOSITION 7.1

Proof. We first assume that & is suitably small such that propositions 5.1, 5.3 on %dh)|.x,

“(%2ﬁ)|ag, and proposition 6.1 on 9{ f} holds. We further assume that § < 1, ¢,,6 < 1 throughout
the proof. B B

Adopt the notations d,,,d,, d,,,d, in formulae (3.7), (6.4). Furthermore, introduce the
notation d;, to denote

d;, = 0, + ¢, ([3]/m0 + d,) (€4, + 2),, + ch(€d,,0, + 32)(Om +00). (E.1)

We apply the bootstrap argument to prove the proposition. Introduce the following bootstrap
assumption.



MARGINALLY TRAPPED SURFACES IN A PERTURBED SCHWARZSCHILD SPACETIME 61

Assumption. Estimates (7.3) hold for 0{(dR)|s,}, 0{(V2h)|s,} in the interval [0, t,).

We can derive the following estimates of 2{'X,}, 0{'ren i}, 0{'renx}, from the bootstrap
assumption and the estimate of 9{f},

[p{Xn}|™" <c(n, p)([31/70 + bo) (€ + cndo)(dy + d,) + e(n, p)([5]/r0 + 65)d),
+ c(n,p)(ed,, + ed, + crd,) Om + o),
[o{ ren i }||"" <c(n, p)([s]/r0 + 6o)(ecnd, + ¢383)(d,,, +d,)ro
+c(n,p)([5]/ro + 80) (e(dy, + ) + ecnd, + cad5)dpro
+ c(n,p)(e(d,, + d,)cnd, + eczéi + ciéi) (Om + 00)70,
<c(n,p)([3]/ro + 8o)(ecnd, + 45)(d,y, + dy)ro
+c(n,p)([51/70 + 00) (€(d,, + d,) + end, ) dpTo
+ ¢(n,p) (e(dm +d,)end, + czéi) (Om + 00)70-

The proof of above estimates is at the end. Assuming them, we can integrate equations (7.1)
(7.2),

n—1,p

[o{renin}]

4B I <eln,p) { | da{=0} "

t
[ IREa ™8 2+ o s ] e
0

<e(n, p)ro {2, + ([51/r0 + 60) (€, + 85)(d,,, +d,,)
+ ([3]/r0 + 0,)(ed,, + ed, + 3,)d),
+(edy, + €dy +65)0,(0m +00)}

<c(n, p)a,ro + c(n, p)([s|/ro + 60) (€8, + 82)2,,70

+ (€0,1,8, + 82) (Om + 00)T0,

and similarly

o4t M <etn,p) { [ do ="

t
2| -1, -1,
o [ TIEH P+ o] ar
<e(n,p)2,ro + c(n, p)([3/r0 + 80)(ed, + 85)0,,70
+ (8,0, + 05) Om + o )r0.

Therefore we choose c’h > c(n,p), then estimates in the bootstrap assumption at t = ¢, can
be strengthened to strict inequalities. Thus the bootstrap argument implies that the bootstrap
assumption is valid for ¢ € [0,1]. Then the proposition is proved.

We just need to verify estimates for 9{X},}, 9{ rep 1} and 9{ rep i }. The following heuristic
rules help us obtain these estimates:

|§|/T0 — Om,s 60 — 0y,
Oy =y, 0y = dys
Frh = b (d,, +d, +0m +0,+d,), keENEZ,

chdy, Ch,20, = dy,

(E-2)

where the first several ones are the same as in the proof of proposition 6.1, and the Leibniz rule.
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o Frl (15] /ro)sidr ds
F1h ([51/70)' 05l - (cnd, )1 et () ()"

o=m=0 similar as in proof of proposition 6.1 =

lCi_Léo (E.3)
b ([51/ro) i, s - (end,) 1 d),

—m—=0

Similar Leibniz rule applies to terms e*r{ (3] /r0)'63d} d5 - (ch.28,)9.

The rigorous proof of estimates of 9{'X,}, {’rep 1}, 0{'ren ik} is the same as estimates of
0{X}, o{’re} in the proof of proposition 6.1. We just point out some important aspects on the
regularities of 0{'X},}, 0{'res 1}, 0{'ren i} here.

First, 9{’f} is in the Sobolev space W™? by proposition 6.1. Second, d3{"h .} is also in the
Sobolev space W™ by the bootstrap assumption. Thus in 9{’X;,} and d{'res, 1}, the terms with
the worst regularities are the perturbations of background metric quantities between ¢S,

D{b}, a{[Rkab]}a a{&ib},
O{Q2g_1}a D{[RkvﬂQg_l]}a a{aé(QQQ_l)}a

and ?{'h; ;.}, which are all in the Sobolev space W"?.

In 9{'rep ;;.}, the term with the worst regularity is 9{’hp, ;;.}, which is in the Sobolev space
Wn=LP by the bootstrap assumption.

We determine up to which order derivatives, the L> bounds of the metric components are
required in the proof.

e Firstly, the estimate of |[o{*f}||™ in proposition 6.1 requires the L bounds of the metric
components up to (n + 1)-th order derivatives.

e Secondly, the estimates of HéiQ’tQRkan’p and H(}P’%Rylk”nil’p in propositions 5.1, 5.3
require the L>° bounds of the metric components up to (n + 2)-th order derivatives.

e Thirdly, estimates of [|[o{ X }||"", |[o{trenr}||"", ||D{treﬁﬁlk}Hn71’p requires the bounds
for

[o{ X} 15, Q, g™, [[0{D}, 2{2}, o{g} ™7,
Vo™ (5, Q, ¢) ™,
[[o{ renr}||"" : H = ( B 9l k+m=0,1,
[o{V*0r (b, 2, g) }™?,

VR (5,92, g) " 1P,

[o{frenu}||" " : o o km=0,12
R{VEa™ (5,92, g) }|" 1,

Therefore estimates of [[o{Xu}||"", [[o{treni}||"”, ‘D{tremk}Hn_l’p require the L
bounds of the metric components up to (n + 2)-th order derivatives, because of the
estimates of

[{V*ar (5,2, 9)}|™P,  k+m =1,
[O{V*a" (5,2, g) Y|P, k+m=2.

Summarising the above, we conclude that the proof requires the L> bounds of the metric com-
ponents up to (n + 2)-th order derivatives. O
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