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LOCAL SPACE TIME CONSTANT MEAN CURVATURE AND CONSTANT
EXPANSION FOLIATIONS

JAN METZGER AND ALEJANDRO PENUELA DIAZ

ABSTRACT. Inspired by the small sphere-limit for quasi-local energy we study local foliations of
surfaces with prescribed mean curvature. Following the strategy used by Ye in [23] to study local
constant mean curvature foliations we use a Lyapunov Schmidt reduction in an n+ 1 dimensional
manifold equipped with a symmetric 2-tensor to construct the foliations around a point, prove
their uniqueness and show their nonexistence conditions. To be specific, we study two foliation
conditions. First we consider constant space-time mean curvature surfaces. They are used to
characterizing the center of mass in general relativity [4]. Second, we study local foliations of
constant expansion surfaces [I8].

1. INTRODUCTION AND RESULTS

The search for a good definition of center of mass in general relativity has been a long standing
problem in physics, with many different attempts and possible definitions given by both physicists
and mathematicians. In 1996 by Huisken and Yau [I5] proposed to use a foliation of constant
mean curvature 2-spheres (CMC surfaces) in an asymptotically flat manifolds. Under suitable
conditions these foliations are unique and fully characterize the center of mass at spatial infinity
of an isolated physical system in the time symmetric case. This result was later refined and
improved by the first named author [18], by Huang [I13] [I4], Eichmair and the first named author
[9] and Nerz [19] among others. The non time symmetric case has been a more elusive problem
with different attempts. Some of these were trying to find a generalization to the CMC foliation
of Huisken and Yau like the constant expansion foliation or the STCMC foliation proposed by
Cederbaum and Sakovich [4]. For a more extensive exposition of the problem see [5, [6] and [3].

Surfaces of constant expansion (CE). A a 3-dimensional initial data set (M, g, k) for General
Relativity is a 3-dimensional Riemannian manifold (M, ¢g) and a symmetric 2-tensor k that plays
the role of the second fundamental form, when (M, g) is embedded as a space-like hyper-surface
in a 4-dimensional space-time. If (M, g, k) is asymptotically flat in a suitable sense and when
the ADM-mass of (M, g, k) is positive then the first named author found in [I8] that there are
two foliations by 2-spheres {¥:F},~,, of constant expansion. These surfaces satisfy the prescribed

mean curvature equation
2

64(F) = H(SE) £ P(SE) = 2.

r

Here H denotes the mean curvature of the surface, gs, the induced metric and P = try, k is the
trace of the tensor k restricted to the tangent space of the surface.

The main motivation of this generalization of the result of Huisken and Yau was to include the
dynamical term & into the construction of the foliation. However, the order on which this affects
the foliation implies that these surfaces do not have a well defined center of mass at infinity in
the presence of ADM-momentum. In our results, described below, this feature also enters again.
In fact, the existence of the foliation here depends on the local constant expansion 1-form
which only includes information on k£ and does not explicitly depend on the curvature of g.

Surfaces of Constant Space-time Mean Curvature (STCMC). The work of Cederbaum
and Sakovich [4] proposed a different generalization of the CMC foliation and found what appears

to be the surfaces that characterize the center of mass of an isolated system. They show that
1
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for an asymptotically flat initial data set with non-vanishing ADM energy, there exist an unique
foliation of 2-spheres {¥, },~,, of constant space-time mean curvature (STCMC). These surfaces

satisfy

_ 4
0T (%,)-07(%,) = HX(Z,) — PA(%,) = =
that is, the product of both expansions of the surfaces is constant. This foliation is unique
and with some additional assumptions it has a well defined center of gravity for the surfaces
at infinity. This center has all the required properties of a center of mass, that is the proper
transformation and conservation laws, and generalizes the center of mass expression proposed
by Beig and O’Murchadha [I]. In particular it remedies the deficiencies described in [3]. If an
additional requirement on the divergence of the extrinsic torsion of the sphere is satisfied then a
STCMC sphere is in particular a “rigid” sphere in the notion of Gittel, Jezierski, and Kijowski
[10, 1]

The motivation for this paper comes from the question, whether the surfaces studied in the
asymptotically flat setting can be related to a physically meaningful quantity in the local case,
where the diameters of the surfaces are very small, this would be similar to how quasi-local energies
have an associated physical quantity when studied in the small sphere limit. In the literature there
exist many definitions of quasi-local energies, as it can be seen in the detailed review [2I]. But
any such notion should satisfy certain physically motivated properties. In particular, they should
have the right asymptotics in the large-sphere and the small-sphere regime. For the large sphere
limits one should recover the ADM-mass or the Bondi-mass as the limit when evaluating the mass
on spheres with radius increasing to infinity. Here, we consider the regime of the small sphere
limit, when taking spheres with radius going to zero cut out of a light-cone centered at a point p
of space-time. The leading order term should recover the stress-energy tensor in space-times with
matter fields. There are many results in this direction, like for instance for the Hawking energy
[12], the Brown-York energy [2] the Kijowski-Epp-Liu-Yau energy [24], the Wang-Yau [7] and for
their higher dimensional versions [22].

Spacelike hypersurface

FIiGURE 1. Comparison between approaching a point along cuts on a null cone
and along a foliation on an initial data set (approach we are using here).

This small sphere limit motivates the question if there is also an analogous condition for the
center of mass (in case it is given by a foliation), and what condition should a point fulfill to
possess or not to possess a concentration or a foliation of surfaces that characterize the center
of mass. This question was actually solved for the time symmetric case by Ye [23] in 1991. Ye
showed that there is an unique CMC foliation around any non-degenerate critical point of the
scalar curvature in a Riemannian manifold of arbitrary dimension. He also showed that if a point
is not a critical point of the scalar curvature then such a foliation does not exist. Ye’s ansatz
is to construct the foliation as a family of perturbations of geodesic spheres. In flat space the
linearization of the mean curvature operator has a three-dimensional kernel. The presence of this
kernel leads to the integrability conditions that the scalar curvature at the center point is critical,
and the non-degeneracy allows to solve for a small translation compensating the kernel using a
Ljapunov-Schmidt reduction. This method has been used recently to show some other interesting



LOCAL FOLIATIONS 3

results like the construction of foliations of large area-constrained Willmore surfaces in manifolds
asymptotic to Schwarzschild [§] or the finding of local area-constrained Willmore foliations in [16]
and [I7]. We will use Ye’s strategy to study local foliations of STCMC and CE surfaces.

Remark 1.1. Note that we will work only on an n + 1-dimensional initial data set (M, g, k) and
approach a point p € M with deformed n-dimensional spheres contained in M. This is different
from the method used to study the small sphere limit of quasi-local energy. There one approaches
a point with suitable n-dimensional sections of its light cone in an n + 2-dimensional ambient
space-time.

1.1. Results for STCMC foliations. In the following (M, g, k) denotes an n + 1-dimensional
initial data set. The foliations considered will be regularly centered in the following sense:

Definition 1.2 (cf. [23, Definition 1.1]). A smooth foliation F of codimension 1 of U \ {p} for a
neighborhood U of p is called a foliation centered at p, provided that its leaves are all closed. If
furthermore

(1) su

p (sup|Bg| - diam S) < oo,
Ser S

then F is called a foliation regularly centered at p. Here Bg denotes the second fundamental form
of S, |Bs|? = BsiiBspg 959s’? and diam S is the extrinsic diameter of the surface.

We also consider concentrations of surfaces regularly centered at p.

Definition 1.3. We say that a family of closed compact embedded surfaces {S, : r € I}, where
I is an interval satisfying 0 € I, is a concentration of surfaces around p if

limsupdiam S, =0 and N U s-={»-
r—0 r9€(0,00) r€IN(0,r0)
Furthermore we say that the concentration is regularly centered if holds.
Note that a foliation is a concentration of surfaces where the surfaces can be continuously param-
eterized by r (that is Vr € I there is a surface S,) and where the surfaces do not intersect with
each other.
Definition 1.4. For any tangent vector V € T M we define the local STCMC' 1-form

rk)?
(t2))

+4div ((k, k(V, ) = 2(n +4) div (brk - k(V,)) |

Asr(V) = gvvsc+ [V (1K) + (0 + 1) (0 +5) + )y (

b
(2) (n+5)

where we denote |k|? = k;jkp,g™g7? and (k, k(V,-)) = kijkp,Vig?P.

Theorem. Let p € M be such that Agt(p) = 0 and such that VAar(p) is invertible. Then there

exists C' > 0 depending only on the dimension of M with the following property: If
C|(VAst) | (|k* + [Ric|)[k|[VE| <1 at p,

then there exist a ¢ > 0 and a smooth foliation F = {S, : r € (0,6)} of STCMC spheres with

’/ng — Pgr = 7. F is a foliation regularly centered at p and its leaves S, are normal graphs
over geodesic spheres of radius 7.

Theorem (Nonexistence and uniqueness of STCMC foliations).
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i) Agr(p) # 0 for some point p € M, then there exist no constant STCMC foliation regularly
centered at p.

ii) Let p € M be such that Agp(p) = 0, VAgr(p) is invertible such that the foliation F of the
previous theorem exists. If F3 is a STCMC foliation regularly centered at p, then either F
is a restriction of F5 or Fs is a restriction of F.

iii) Claims (fij) and also hold if instead of foliations we consider concentrations of regularly
centered surfaces around p.

Question. With this results one can wonder if the local STCMC 1-form characterizes the local
behaviour of any possible definition of center of mass, that is if any reasonable definition of center
of mass given by surfaces should concentrate around points with vanishing local STCMC 1-form
(AgT, = 0) when considering it as a local foliation or in the small sphere limit.

1.2. Results for CE surfaces. Even if the constant expansion foliations are not suitable to
describe the center of mass of a system, this equation is interesting from a mathematical viewpoint.
Indeed, there are two differnet ways to construct this foliations leading to different foliation
conditions. We expect that this results also can help to understand the reason why these surfaces
are not suitable to describe a center of mass, even if they look like the most direct generalization
to the CMC surfaces.

Definition 1.5. For any tangent vector V € T'M we define the local constant expansion 1-form

n-+ 2 .
(3) Acg(V) = — 3VV trk —2divk(V)

and we also introduce the second local constant expansion 1-form

A 1 1 2(n? + 6n + 10)
AE,(V)=-= + ic(V, - — 4(Ri :
Ge(V) == 3VvSc ¢ T ( o5 (Ric(V, ), V tr k) — 4(Ric, VE(V, -))
_ n + 14n? + 52n + 60
— 2(Ric, Vyk) — s ScVy tr k)

Theorem. Let p € M be such that at p, Acg = 0, VAcg is invertible and k& = 0. If in addition

ﬁ](VACE)*l\ AL < 1atp, then exist 6* > 0 and a smooth foliation F* = {S;¥ : r € (0,6%)}
of constant expansion spheres with Hg+ + Pg+ = . This foliation F * is regularly centered at p
and its leaves S are normal graphs over geodesic spheres of radius 7.

This result is not a generalization of the CMC foliation of [23]. However one can find a constant
expasion foliation that generalizes the CMC one by adding some extra assumptions.

Definition 1.6. For V,W € T M define the 2-tensor:

T(V,W) := 1 (Vwk,2VE(V,-) + Vi k) — m(

(5) (n+3)(n+5)
+2(Vik(V, ), Virk)))

VV tr kVW trk

Theorem. Let p € M be such that at p, Acg = A%E =0,k =VAcg =0, HessAcg = 0
and VA%E + T is invertible, then there exist a constant C depending on the dimension of M

such that if at p, C|(VAS, + 1) (|VE| ([Ric| 4 |Vk| + [VVE|) + [VVVE|) < 1 then there exist
6F > 0 and a smooth foliation F* = {SF : r € (0,6%)} of constant expansion spheres with
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Her £ Pgx = 2. F * is a foliation regularly centered at p and its leaves Si* can be express as
normal graphs over geodesic spheres of radius r.

Theorem (Nonexistence and uniqueness constant expansion).

i) If at a point p, Acg # 0 or k # 0, then there exist no constant expansion foliation regularly
centered at p.

ii) Assume that at p, Acg =0, k = 0, VE is invertible and that the foliation of the antepenul-
timate theorem F exist. If F5 is a constant expansion foliation regularly centered at p, then
either F is a restriction of Fo or F» is a restriction of F.

iii) Assume that at p, Acg = AéE =0, k=VAcg =0, HessAcg =0, VA%E + 7 is invertible,
and that the foliation of the previous theorem F exist. If F5 is a constant expansion foliation
regularly centered at p, then either F is a restriction of F5 or F» is a restriction of F.

iv) The previous claims also hold if instead of foliations we consider concentrations of regularly
centered surfaces around p.

Remark 1.7. Note that k plays a more prominent role in this foliations, so that we have to ask
for stronger conditions on k. In [20] Nerz reduced the decay conditions required for asymptotically
flat manifolds to have a constant expansion foliation, when comparing this result to the STCMC
foliation one sees that the constant expansion one requires a higher decay of k in order to exist.
This feature is reflected here, since our condition that £ = 0 could be seen as an analogon of this
higher decay.

Acknowledgements. The first author acknowleges support from the SPP 2026 in form of the DFG
project ME 3816/3-1. The second author is supported by the International Max Planck Research
School for Mathematical and Physical Aspects of Gravitation, Cosmology and Quantum Field
Theory.

2. PRELIMINARIES

We work with data (M, g, k) where (M, g) is a smooth n + 1-dimensional Riemannian manifold
which is equipped with a symmetric 2-tensor k. In General relativity, the data (M, g, k) represents
a space-like hypersurface (or an inital data set) with second fundamental form & in a (n + 2)-
dimensional space-time.

To produce foliations we will use the fact that geodesics spheres of small radius around a point
p € M form a foliation. This foliation can be perturbed in a suitable way. The perturbation
procedure consist in a normal perturbation of the geodesics spheres and a perturbation of their
center. The perturbation takes place in special coordinates around a point p and an auxiliary
manifold similar as in [23].

Denote by R, the injectivity radius of (M,g) at p and define r, := %Rp. Denote B, := {z €
R"1: ||z|| < r} where || - || is the Euclidean norm.

For 7 € R"*! with ||7|| < r, we define F; : By, — M by
FT(J") = €XP¢(r) (xze;r)

where ¢(7) = exp,(7'€;), {e;} is an orthonormal Basis of T, M, and e] their parallel transport to
¢(1) along the geodesic ¢(t7)p<¢<1. Consider also the dilation a,(x) = rz for r > 0. For each 7
and 0 < r < rp, the map F; o a, gives rise to rescaled normal coordinates centered at ¢(7). The
metric ¢ in this coordinates thus satisfies

gij = °(8;j + 0ij(xr))
with o satisfying |o;;(x)| < ||z||>. We refer to this by the shorthand g;; = r%(8;; + O(||ar]||?)).
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Consider the auxiliary manifold

(Barys 9o = 1 202(F2 (), by = 10} (F2(R)))
Its metric is conformal to g in the coordinates F; o a,. For r = 0, g, is the Euclidean metric,
and k- o = 0.
Let v(x) be the unit normal to " and ¢ € C*(S"). Let S7 := {z + ¢(z)v(z) : © € S"} be the
normal graph of ¢ over S". There is dg > 0 such that if [|¢[lc1 < do then S7 is an embedded C?
surface in R"1. Denote by S, the surface Fr(ar(53)). It is parameterized by

(6) Fprr :S" = Sy @ Fr(r(e + (@)v(2))) = expyr) (re(l + o))

Following [23], define for x € S™
H(r,7,)(r) = mean curvature of S7 at x + ¢(z)v(x) with respect to g, on By
= r-[mean curvature of S, r, at F, - ,(x) with respect to g]
=:1Hy(r,7)(x)
where the second line comes from the scaling of the mean curvature. Similarly we have
P(r,1,0) =try,, krr — krp(Vrp vry) = r(trg kT — K7 (v, v)) =0 1 Py(r, 7, ¢),

where v;, and v are the normal to Sg with respect to gr, and the normal to S, -, with respect
to g respectively. The second equality comes from the scaling of £k, and g,, and we denote
Py:=1pP.
The rescaling of k7, is chosen such that, if for instance S; is a surface with constant expansion
equal to n in (Ba,,, gr) then it satisfies

H., £ P, =r(Hy£P)=n
and therefore the the surface Sy 7, has constant expansion equal to 7.

We introduce the following notation: The covariant derivatives will be denoted by ; and the
partial derivatives a?ci by a comma or by 0;. For any tensors A and B we write A * B for any
linear combination of contractions of A and B with the correspondent metric.

2.1. Sketch of the method. The proof of our main results closely follows the strategy used in
[23]. In this section we give a brief sketch of the Lyapunov-Schmidt reduction process used there
to find surfaces with constant mean curvature there. Assume that p € M is a non degenerate
critical point of the scalar curvature that is, VSc, = 0 and Hess Sc,, is invertible.

We cite the following lemma for future reference

Lemma 2.1 ([23, Lemma 1.3]). Let

0 0?
H(,DT = EHSD, and HQDTT‘ = WH@

Then for all T € R™ we have
i) Hyr(0,7,0) =0
i) Hyrr(0,7,0) is an even operator in the sense that if p is an even function i.e. p(—x) = ¢(x),

then Hyp(0,7,0)p is also an even function.

Calculating the mean curvature of a geodesic sphere yields the following expansion in 7:

7 H(r,7,0)(z) = n — =Ric’:(0)z'z/r? — ZRicl..(0 ik + o).
3 47k



LOCAL FOLIATIONS 7

In particular H(0,7,0) = n. The idea is thus to use the implicit function theorem to find
ro > 0, 7(r) and ¢(r) such that H(r,7(r),¢(r)) —n = 0 for all » € (0,79). To this end write
CZ%(S") = K @ K+ where K is the kernel of —Agn —n = %H(r, T,%)|r=0,0=0 := L on Euclidean
space. K is the span of the first spherical harmonics. The equation H(r,7(r),¢(r)) —n = 0 is
solved in two steps, first the projection to K is made to vanish, then the projection to K+. For
both steps, the implicit function theorem is used in the following ways.

Let 7 denote the orthogonal projection from co3 (S") onto K and T : K — R"*! the isomorphism
sending :L‘TSn (a spherical harmonic on the sphere) to the ith coordinate basis e;. Let 7 :=T o .
After composition with a suitable scaling the equation projected to the kernel we find

S™|

= ——(%Sc €;

/(1
7 (rg(H(r, T, 12p) — n)> r=0 T (n+1)(n+3)

which is equal to zero as p is a critical point of the scalar curvature. Furthermore,

I

o _ /1
5o (sH ) =) 0~ " (n+1)(n+3)0rF

373

Since Hess Sc is invertible, by the implicit function theorem there is a function 7 = 7(r, ¢) with
7(0,¢00) = 0 and 7(H(r,7,7%¢)) = 0 around r = 0, ¢ = ¢g. @ does not play a role in the
previous calculations and therefore can be fixed to be the function ¢y € K+ determined by the
equation Lpgy(x) = %RZT] (0)z'z? for x € S™.

Consider the projection to K, again using a suitable rescaling to find

1 1 o
1 2 _ _
™ (ﬂ(H (r, 7, r%p) — n)) o = Lvo = SR(0)2"27 =0

7=0

and

aiﬂ'L (I(H(r, 7,120) — n)>

r2

By the implicit function theorem there exist o > 0, ¢ : [0,79) — C%3 with ©(0) = ¢ such
that H(r,7(r),p(r)) = n for all r € (0,79). This gives us a collection of CMC surfaces {S, :=
Sw(,(i)éﬁ(r)’r | r € (0,r0)}. A priori they are not necessarily a foliation. The S, are parameterized

by and therefore to find the lapse function we need to calculate
OF T,r
o] = (deexpery) (21 7200 + 1)) ) o

9
+ (W) (re(1+r%p(r)))lr=o-

where we write for simplicity ¢(r) = ¢(r)(z). This reduces to 8F§f” lr—0 = 7+ %Lf]rzgek. Hence

the lapse function is given by

OF, 7 r ork
= ( — =14 —=— .
®) “ < or |r0’y> * o (ewv)

Therefore, the S, form a foliation if @ > 0. For the CMC surfaces this is the case, since [23]
showed that %—T: =0.

All of the basic structure of the proof shown before applies when trying to find a STCMC or
constant expansion foliation.
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3. CONSTRUCTION OF THE STCMC FOLIATION
Since kr, — 0 when r — 0 the linearization of the STCMC operator satisfies that
(H? — P?),(0,7,0) = n(—A —n) = nL.

Therefore the kernel of this operator is the same as in the CMC case and thus it is generated by
the first spherical harmonics {z' | 1 <1i < n+ 1} where 2 denotes the i-th coordinate function
on S* C R"!. From and the scaling of P2 we get, recalling that P = rPy:

2n
(©) (H? — P*)(r,7,0)(z) = n® — 5

— 2P} (r,7,0) + O(r").

o 9 o
RiCZj(O)xll’JTQ = ZnRich;k(O)xlmJa:kr?’

A slight adaption of |23, Lemma 1.2] gives

Lemma 3.1. The projection to the kernel of the space-time mean curvature (STCMC) is
n|S™|

T ((H2 — P2)(r, T, ¢))|T:07T:0 = —WTSSCJQ -7 (PQ(T, T, 0))

+ 7 (/01(H2 — P?)y(r,, t@)dt) +0(r°)

Theorem 3.2. Let p € M be such that at p, Ast = 0 and VAgr is invertible. Then there exist a
positive constant C' depending on the dimension of M with the following property: If at p it holds
that

Cl(VAsT) ™! ([kI* + [Ricl) k|| Vk| < 1
then there exist ro > 0 and a smooth foliation F = {S, : r € (0,r0)} of STCMC spheres with
,/Hgvr — Pb%r = . F is a foliation regularly centered at p and its leaves S, are normal graphs

over geodesic spheres of radius r.

Proof.
(A) Construct a family of STCMC surfaces. Start by expanding the operator
(H? — P?)(r,1,7%p)
= (H? = P?)(r,7,0) + (H* — P*),(0,7,0)pr”
+ (H? — P?),,(0,7,0)pr?

1 1
(10) +r4/0 /0 t(H2 _ PQ)W,(ST, 7 3t7°2<,0)g0g0d3 &
1 1 1
bt [ st = P st duds
0 0 0

1,1 g1
+r / / / St(HQ - PQ)WT(UST7 T, UStTQQD)soso dudsdt
o Jo Jo

Where
d
(H? — Pz)«pw(ﬁ T, 0)pp’ = ﬁ(HQ - P2)sw(7°a 7, ¢+ t¢')pli=o.

Note also that

(H2 — P2)@(O,T, 0)¢p = n(—Agn —n)p =nLe
and by Lemma and the scaling of P(r, T,7%¢) we have

(H? — P?),,(0,7,0) = 2H,(0,7,0)H,(0,7,0)
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The proof of |23, Lemma 1.3] yields that %B(O, 7,0) = 0 where B is the second fundamental form
of S7 with respect to gr, on By. From this, it follows that H,.(0,7,0) = 0 so that altoghether

(H? = P?),,,(0,7,0) = 0.

To compute the projection to the kernel K, use Lemma [3.1] that L is an even operator, and that

7(n?) = 0. Hence,

. ((H2 — P?)(r,7,7%p) — n2>

7T 3
n‘Sn’ 1 - 2 n._
_ M gee - 7 (P R
CFICEE) Sc e r37r( (r,, O)) + r7r( ®)
+ 7 7‘/ / P2 sr, T, str dsdt
a1 ( ) )y
—1—7‘/ / / s(H? — P?) gy (usr, 7, ustr?p)p duds dt
+r / / / st(H? — P?)ppr(usr, T, ustrQ@)gogpdudsdt>
+ O(r

Recall that by our rescaling 7 (P?(r,7,0)) = r?% (PQQ(T, T, O)) Hence, for small r > 0,

7 (P20,70) = 7 (P20.70) + o7 (P20 0),

g 0 g
1 82 ~ 2 2 3
+§ﬁﬂ- (Pg('I",T,O)>|T:0’I“ +O(T’ )

For 7 =0 and r = 0 since gJ;(rx) = d;; + O(r?) it holds that 95;1(0) = g7;1,,(0) = 0. This gives

7 (P;(T, T, O)

r=0,7=0

</ ke (T) K] (r7)2 - 2k:,:n(rx)kzj(rx)xixjxl

+ k:; (r:v)k:pq

€l

(ro)z's! 2P als d,u)
r=0,7=0

n

= KO, 0) [ aldyyer = 260, OR0) [ a'ataldu e

+ k?j(O)kgq(O)/ il P rlztdy e
Sn
=0.
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Writing k in place of £7(0) with 7 = 0, the radial derivative is given by

%7‘( <P2(r T, O))

= Qkiik:jj7k/ eFatdp e — 2(knn kkij + knnkij,k)/ sl atdy e
r=0,7=0 Nig Sn

+ 2k¢jk‘pq7k/ a:ixjmpxpa:kmldu e
Sn
2|S™|

" (n+1)(n+3)(n+5) (O1(kighiy) + 40 ()

2

+((n+1)(n+5) +1)9) (

RECET 1)(§|in3)(n 5 (&(Ikﬁ) + 4 div ((k;, k))

> —2(n+ 4)aj(kljkii))el

(trk)?
2

+((n+1)(n+5) + oy ) = 2(n+4)div (trk - k) )en

The derivatives with respect to 7 are given by

0 .
WW(Pg(T,T,U))

r=0,7=0

n

9 T T 9 T T )
" = (W(knn(r:v)kjj(m))/gn aldp — W(% (7“1‘)]%(7“1’))/ w'alzldp

€l

0 o
+ = (kT (rx)kp, (ro ))/ :L‘vajmpznq:nldu>
r=0,7=0

orh
=0.

A computation similar to the one before gives

82

Wﬁ(ﬂf(n 7,0))

r=0,7=0
2/S”|
T (n+1)(n+3)(n+5) (3185(/%1%) + 40,05 (kijkj:)

+((n+1)(n+5) + 1)9,95 <kﬂ ) (n+ 40505 (Rjhii) )

T+ 1)(72L|ini|’>)(n +5) (60n(|FI*) + 405 div ((ki, k)

+ ((n + 1)(7'L + 5) + 1)858[((t ) ) 2( + 4)85 div (trk . kl) )61

Here we used in the last expression that partial derivatives commute when r = 0.

Note that for any ¢y € K+ one has #(Lyg) = 0. Therefore for gy € K+ to be fixed later we find

~ <(H2 — P?)(r,7,7%p0) — n2>

re r=0,7=0
Z‘Sn’ n 1
= (= =Sc; — ———|0y(kijkij) + 40; (ki;ki
(n+1)(n+3) ( QSCJ (n+5) [8l(k ikij) + 40i(kijk;i)
+(O0+ 1)+ 5) + 001 (25) 200+ 90 080)] e
NG
= _#ASTZ e =0

(n+1)(n+3)
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and

978" r3

0 _ ((H2 — P?)(r,7,7%p0) — n2>

r=0,7=0
2|S™
15 (105 (1k12) + 40,95 (ks k:))

1
S (n+1)(n+3)\2 (n+5)
(trk)?
= 2(n +4)90s(trk - ki) + ((n + 1)(n +5) + 1)950, 5 )
2[S"|
C(n+1)(n+3)
Since dgA; is invertible, by the implicit function theorem there is a function 7 = 7(r,¢) with

7(0,0) = 0 and 7 ((H? — P?)(r,7,7%p)) = 0 for (r,) in a neighborhood of (0, g). We can fix
©o to be determined by Ly = %Ric?j(O)ximj + %PgQ(O, 0,0).

( 81858C +

85AST1 €.

This solves the equation projected to K mnear (r,¢) = (0,¢0). Thus, it remains to solve the
projection to K. From @I) we have that reduces to

(13)

H? — P? 20) —n? 2 2n

1
+7’2/ / t(H? —P2)WP(ST, T, strip)ppdsdt
0 JO
1,1 gl
+r2/ / / s(H? — P?)ypr (usr, 7, ustr®p)pdudsdt
0 Jo JoO

1 1 1
£ / / / St(HQ - P2)W(US73 T U5t7‘2<,0)<,0<,0dudsdt + (’)(TQ).
o Jo Jo

1 (0)z" 'l ki — P2(r 7,0) + nLy

Therefore we find

((H2 — PH(r,1,12p) — n2>

92 o
— nLgg — ?nRic?j(O)x’x] — P2(0,0,0) =0

2
r
T:07(p:¢0

and

= 7’LL|KJ_ .
7':0’90:4/’0

0 ((H? = P?)(r,7,r%p) —n®
Op 72

Here L is restricted to K since we are considering the equation restricted to K. Hence, this the
operator is invertible. By the implicit function theorem there exist 7o > 0, 7 : [0,79) — R"™! and

@ :[0,79) = CQ’%(S”) such that (H2 — P?)(r,7(r),r%p(r)) = n? for all r € (0,7¢). In particular,
each r € (0,79) we obtain a STCMC surface Sy := S, (1) r(r) -

(B) The parameterization. The parametrization of the family {S, | 7 € (0,7¢)} is given by (6).
Its lapse function is o = 1 + 9= ]r olex,v) as in (§). Again, this family forms a foliation if

2 2 2
]g—ﬂ,:(ﬂ < 1. To estimate %M:o note that the equation 7 ((H_Pr)#) = 0 implies that

27} (H? — P?)(r,7,7%p) ~0
or r3 —
By and chain rule this is equivalent to
n|S"| 0/ OT? 9 ( 2 )
=———"F——030,5¢" (0) — e — = Py (r,7,0
(14) (n+1)(n+3) "7 ©) or | _, T oor ( ) =0
; 7 (o

L7 ((H2 — P?)4,(0,0, 0)900900)

9 PQ)WT(O 0, 0)900)
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The third term on the right satisfies
T((H? = P?)y(0,0,0)p000) = 7(2((Agn + 1) (Asn +n) +nHpy)popo) = 0
since P(0,0,0) = (rP(r,0,0))|,—0 = 0 and since (Agn +n)(Agn +n) and H,, are even operators.

Using the chain rule, the fact that %fr (Pg2 (r,7(r), 0))

commute for r = 0 we find
o._(1_,

aﬂ' <']“Pg (7", T, 0))

Inserting this into we find

0= 0 and using that our derivatives
r=

orh
r=0,r=0 Or

- aﬁ; 57 (P;(r, 7 0))

r=0

= 28" or 1. 2 2
- maﬂASTz B . et 57 ((H P )sarr(07070)s00> _
Therefore we have
8’7’ . 1 1 ~ ) )
ar| = (VAst) ™ 57 ((H2 ~ P2)rr(0.0,0)0) -

Using the linearization of P? found in [4], that is
(PZ)SOSOO = 2P( (vl/ trk — vl/k(”? V)) o + 2]€(V(p0, V))
and that 7 ((H?),(0,0,0)¢0) = 0 by Lemma we find
1.
5 ((H? = P*)4rr(0,0,0)0)
= #((trk = k(v,v)) (Vo trk = Vk(v,v)) g0 + 2k(Vio,v)) )

r=0

(15) = (/ﬂ (trk — kij x'27) (O trk 2P — Opkgr 2Px%2) o

— 20, ((trk — ki xixj)kvp xpxl)sﬁod”) €.

Since ¢ is determined by Lyg = %Ric%(O)xixj + %P;(o, 0,0) one finds that ¢y has the form
0o = (k% k)ijpg v'2?2P2? + C - (Ric + k * k);j '2? + C - (Sc + k * k)

where the C’s are constants depending on the dimension. From this it follows that

gir:o = (VAst) ™" (k * VK)(k * k + Ric).
Therefore
or ~ .
Srlo| < CI(VAs) ™| [kl [VE| (K[? + [Ric]

Here C only depends on n. Thus, if [(VA) ™| |k| |VE| (k| + |Ric|) is small enough, it follows
that \%|T:0| < 1 so that the {S, | r € (0,7r9)} are a foliation, possibly after decreasing rq suitably.

(C) Centered parametrization: Recall that the leaves of our foliation are given by normal graphs
of geodesics spheres whose centers are perturbed via the parametrization @:

Forp i RT xS = M: (r,z) — eXPe(r(ry) (rz (1 + r2p(r))).

In this step we show that there is a parametrization for which all these geodesic spheres are
centered at p instead of ¢(7(r)).
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Let
U(r,x) = exp}j1 0 eXPe(r(r)) (7)),
b(r,x) =W (ra(1l +r?p(r)))
U(r,z)
B(r,x) = .
) Tt o)
We now show that 3(r,-) is a diffeomorphism for > 0 small enough. To this end, compute
0 ov”
S @.0) = () + gl + r(r2op(r)) + (G- ) (e + o))
87" aT r=0
Lo
=T tei o .

Hence it follows that ¢(r,z) = r(z + %iriv:o) + O(r?). Since ‘%\r:o‘ < 1 we have that for r
sufficiently small ¢(r, z) # 0 and thus

x + %‘TZO +O(r)

Blre) = ‘:c + %‘7‘:0 + (’)(r)’

is a diffeomorphism.

Since f(r,x) is a diffeomorphism, for any y € S™ there is an unique x € S™ with g(r,x) =y, so
that

G(r,x) = B(r,2)[e(r,x)| =yl (r, 57 (r, ).
Using the shorthand @(r,y) := [¢(r, 37 (r,y))| and recalling exp,(¢(r,z)) = Fyr,(r,z) this
yields

Fsomr(ru T) = eXPp(@Z)(Tv T)) = expp(ygﬁ(r, Y))-

Substituting = 871 (r,y) gives the desired parameterization for the leaves of our foliation:

F‘PTTW (T7 y) = FLPvTaT’ (Tv /871 (T7 y)) = expp(y@(r, y))

(D) Regularly centered: To show that the foliation is regularly centered recall that the leaves
of the foliation are normal graphs of the function 72p(r) over geodesics spheres of radius r.
Therefore, the diameter of the leaves can be estimated as diam S, < Cr + 72||¢||co < Cr. Also,
their second fundamental form can be estimated in terms of the second fundamental form of the
geodesic sphere and Hess ¢g. For geodesic spheres it holds that

|BFT(S?)|2 = H> + | B, (sr) — %tr BFT(S;‘)|2 < Cr2.

The second estimate follows since for r > 0 sufficiently small, the mean curvature dominates the
trace free part. Using that [|¢|c2 < C with C' depending on the value of Ric and k in these
coordinates at p we have

|Bs,| < C(|Bp,sm| + r?lele2) < Cr.
Hence, our foliation satisfies that |Bg, | - diam S, < C' so that

sup (sup|Bsg,|-diam S,) < oo.
SreF S

Remark 3.3.
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i) The condition C|(VAgr) Y| (|k|> +|Ric|)|k||Vk| < 1 is sufficient but not necessary for the S,
to be a foliation. The necessary condition is that o = 1+ %L:|r:0<ek’ v) > 0. If this condition

does not hold, the proof of the theorem still guarantees that the S,’s are a regularly centered
concentration of STCMC surfaces at p.

ii) For k = 0, we recover the CMC result of Ye [23].

4. CONSTRUCTION OF THE CONSTANT EXPANSION FOLIATIONS

Note that as kr, — 0 when » — 0 the CE stability operator when r — 0 is given by the one of
the CMC operator:
(H % P),(0,7,0) = (~Agn —n) = L
From and the scaling of P it follows that
1 v 1 o
(16) (H =+ P)(r,7,0)(z) =n— gRicfj (0)z'zir? — iRich;k(O)xejxkrg + rPy(r,7,0) + O(r*)

Thus 23, Lemma 1.2] directly gives

Lemma 4.1. The projection to the kernel of the expansions is

T (H £ P)(r,7,0))jr=0,r=0 = D) 5

CESCE 3)r3 Scep £ 7 (P(r,7,0))

1
+7 (/ (H £ P)o(r,T, tgo)dt) +O()
0
The additional term is computed in the following lemma:

Lemma 4.2. It holds that

2 0
0=7(B)O0.7.0) = 57 (Brm0)| = 557 (By(r,m,0))
(17) " r=0,7=0 T r=0,7=0
0%
= 555,2 7 (Py(r, T, 0))|T:07T:0 .
_ S™|
18 —a (P, 0 = E
( ) arﬂ-( g(?", 7_7 )) 7‘:077-:() (n + 1) 1€l
0? |S™|
1 ——7(P, E
(19) arop om0l =gtk
Proof. Using that %gﬁzo = 0 it follows that
F((P)(0,7,0) = [ kia' = kija'alaldp = 0
0 kol i gkl
e (Py(r, T, 0))|r:0,r:0 =kjjk /S" zxtdp e — kijp /S" 'l xtatdp e
IS* /m+2 |S™]
= otrk — 20:k; ) e = Eje,
(n+1)(n+3 v i) (1)
and
0% _
o3 (Fy(r,7,0))
or r=0,7=0
0?9 ! kol igokol
=kij —(5— / x'du e + kjj,kp/ xvx'xPdu ep — k:”k/ el 2"z 2Pdu e; = 0.
8’[” —0 n Sn N
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The derivatives with respect to 7 are computed as in ((12))

=0.
r=0,7=0

(Fy(r,7,0))

pre
Computations similar to the ones before yield
5 57|

R _ Ed
oroTh (n+1)

(n+1)

Py(r,7,0))

(n i 2858[ trk — 2856,‘]{7”) e =

OgE) e;.
n+3 pELel

r=0,7=0
O

The following result follows completely analogous to the the previous section, with appropriate
modifications.

Theorem 4.3. Let p € M be such that at p, Acg = 0, VAgg is invertible and k = 0. If

ﬁ](VACE)_l\ AL < 1 atp there exist 6% > 0 and a smooth foliation F* = {S;¥ : r € (0,6%)}

of constant expansion spheres with Hq+ + Pgx = . This foliation F + is reqularly centered at p
and its leaves S can be expressed as normal graphs over geodesic spheres of radius r.

Proof. Similarly, as in , it holds that
(H £ P)(r,7,7%¢) =(H £ P)(r,7,0) + (H £ P),(0,7,0)¢r? + (H + P),,(0,7,0)pr?

11
+ r4/ / t(H + P) o (sr, 7, strip)pp ds dt
o Jo

(20) 1 1 pl1
+ 7t / / / $(H % P) oy (usr, 7, ustr*e)p duds dt
o Jo Jo

1,1 p1
+r° / / / st(H + P)<PS0T(UST7 T, ust?“2<,0)cp<p dudsdt
o Jo Jo

At first, consider the projection onto K, dividing the equation by r2. This gives that for arbitrary
1L
o € K

. ((HiP)(r, 7,720) — n)

™
r2

r=0,7=0,=¢0
[S"]

1 1
=47 (P(r, T, O)> =47 <P (7, 7',0)) =+ Acgier =0
r2 TZO,TZO r g T‘ZO,TZO (n + 1)
and
o _((H+£P)r,1,r%0)—n
87‘ﬂﬂ- 7.2
r=0,7=0,p=00
0 1 0? 1 S™|
—+ 2 5(=P,(r1,0 -+ 2 #(ZP(r70 -+ 9sAcE; €.
978" <r o )> r=0,r=0 or8or " (7“ o7 )> 00 (n+1) pACELC

By assumption dgAcg; is invertible. Hence, by the implicit function theorem, there is a function
7 = 7(r, ) with 7(0, po) = 0 and 7 ((H & P)(r,7,7%¢)) = 0 for (r, ) in a neigborhood of (0, ¢o).

We choose ¢ to be determined by Lypg = WL(%RiC?j(O)(Ei(L‘j F % (Py(r, T, 0))|r=0 @OZO).

It remains to consider the projection to K+. From and we have

(H + P)(r,7,r%p) —n LRic? (0)zizd = 2
ﬂ_L < = = LSOO — WL(gRIC?j(O)l’ij + 87 (Pg(’r? T, 0))|r:0,7:0) =0
lr=0,9=¢0

T
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where we used that P(0,0,0) = 0. Hence,

0 ((H+P)(r,m,r%0) —n
87 7“2 = L|KJ_ .
v |r:0790:§00

Here L is restricted to K since our equation was restricted to K. Therefore the operator is
invertible and thus, by the implicit function theorem, there exist ro > 0, 7 : (0,r9) — M, and
@ :(0,79) — C?%(8?) such that (H £ P)(r,7(r),r?p(r)) = n for all r € (0,7¢). This means that
for each r we obtain a constant expansion surface .S, :=

5w<r>,sa(r>~

To show that the {S, | r € (0,70)} form a foliation, we estimate 27~ as in the proof of Theorem
[B-2l To this end compute

(21)
9 _ ((H£P)(r,7(r),r*p(r)) —n
0=—m
or r2
r=0
= B e w (£ P)p(0.7.0)0) £ 8<1 (P (7«70)))
T2+ D(n+3) re 0= Ry ) NP
i ~ (7 ()
=— H+ P),
2(n+1)(n+3)sc’lel+ﬂ(( )ro(0,7,0)p0) F Py(r,7,0)) L
19 10 orh
+ (=7 (P, 0 + (—=——=7 (P, 0 —
o monm)| |+ (Ggarmeno) G|
|S™| B 0% or?
= - H+P T PR +—— P s 1y =0,7=0 " 9.
2(n+1)(n+3) Seier+7({ (0,7, 0)00) £ 555 % (P17, 0D)hcorm0 - 5y =0
|S™| _ IS™| orP
- S H+P),(0,7,0 —03A
2t Din 13 et (0,7, 0)0) £ oy O Acmi e 5 L
Consider the second term in the last line. Recall that g is determined by the equation
(1, 0 ijo 0
Lo =7 | 5 Ric;(0)x'z? F — (Py(r,7,0)),_,
3 Y or r
(22) o - | .
= gRichxlw] + kijpr'alal F m(& trk + 2k )2’
The solution to this equation in K is given by
(23) = :I:$k~ ol aP + #Ric e #(8 trk + 2k;p )2t — LSC
0= ot 3) 3(nt2) T o R\ i) ¥ T 3+ 2)

Using the linearization (P),¢0 = ((Vytrk — Vo k(v,v)) po + 2k(Vep,v)) and k = 0 at p we find
after a long calculation (in which we also use that as £ =0, k;,, = 2(7;7‘%)8; trk) that

(24)
7((H £ P)W(O, 7,0)¢0) = :t/ (kii7jxj$l — kijpxixja:pml)(pod,u e
Sn
|S™| 2(n? 4 6n + 10) _, ,
- Ricy, Oy tr k — 4Ricys kis.»
3(n+1)(n+3)2(n+5)( (n+3) tr Or B s Bls,
34+ 14n2 + 52
 9Ric,, ko — AT HO n+60Scaltrk)el.
’ n(n +3)
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Inserting this into (21)) we find

n n 2 2 1
- |S ‘ SClel + ‘S | D) ( (n +on+ O)Riclr 87« trk
2(n+1)(n+3) 3(n+1)(n+3)2%(n+5) (n+3)
3 4 14n? + 52 Sn A
~ ARicys ks — 2Ricys kygy — T 5200, trk)e + B e O
’ ’ n(n + 3) (n+1) or | _,
S™| i+ ™| ot
=———-(A + ———03(A .
D+ 3) Aol grrOslAcehia 5 o
Thus % = (n+3) (VAcg) ' A%, Since by assumption ‘?) 7":0‘ < }r3) (VAce) Y |AGE] <1
we have a fohat1on
The rest of the proof follows as in Theomrem O

Remark 4.4. Note that in contrast to Theorem [B3.2] in this Theorem we can not allow k to be
zero in a neighborhood of p since then VAcg would not be invertible. Therefore it is not a gen-
eralization of the CMC foliation of [23]. However, using different assumptions than Theorem
the following result in fact generalizes the CMC foliation.

Theorem 4.5. Let p € M be such that at p, Acg = A%E =0,k =VAcg =0, HessAcg = 0
and VA%E + T is invertible. Then there exist a constant C depending on the dimension of M
such that if at p, C|(VAE, + 1)~ (IVE| ([Ric| + |VE| + |VVE|) + [VVVE]) < 1 then there exist
6% > 0 and a smooth foliation F* = {SF : r € (0,6%)} of constant expansion spheres with
Hgs + Pgx = ™. F* is a foliation regularly centered at p and each of its leaves St is a normal
graph over a geodesic sphere of radius .

Proof. We proceed as in the proof of Theorem [4.3] - 3| but instead of dividing by r? when prOJectlng
to K we d1v1de by 3. As in the proof of Theorem |4 . 4.3| we consider ¢ to be given by (23)), then

using we find
N ((H + P)(r,7,7%p) — n)
7

r3

r=0,7=0,0=¢0
i * (725070
= — 0)Sc e; = — P, 0
st Dty et (. 0)
[S"|

- (n+1)(n+3)

+ 7 ((H #+ P),(0,0,0)¢0)
r=0,7=0

(Ap)ie=0

where we used that 7 (T%Pg(r, T, 0)) = ( since &£ = 0. For the derivative we have

r=0,7=0

orh r3

0 ~ ((HiP)(r,T,r2<p) —n)

r=0,7=0,p=¢0
[S”]

0 1
(25) — T Bk g7 (3h00)

r=0,7=0

=0

7 ((H £ P)ryp(0,7,0)00)]

* o8 7=0,=¢0
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Consider the third term on the right hand side and compute

0
WT( ((H :l: P)fmp(()’ T’ 0)800)|7—:074‘p:gp0
8 .
— o ([ O goe! — K paialaral)p 26V paaldu ;
(26) 7 (o -

- </S (kii’jﬁxjxl N kijvpﬁxil‘jxpxl)@o + Qkij,ﬂvzsn900$jxldﬂ) el
- i(/Sn(k”’jﬁmjxl — kigppr'e a"a!)po — 2kaz s Ve (' )oodpr) .

The first two terms are computed in (24). For the remaining term note that k:ajﬂVinxS =
ksjp — krjpx’s” (where we denote the tangential vectors by « i.e. e, tangent to S™). Taking also
into account(23)) we have that (26]) reduces to

[S"]
(n+1)(n+3)

(aﬁ((AgE)l + %&Sc) + (n+1)2(n+3)

+ 28@ trk kli,ﬁ + 4kij,,8 kil,j + 4klr,6 krs,s + 2kij,ﬁ kir,r)

2
_ m(ag trkOjtrk 4 205 tr k ki + 4kip g krs s + 20, tr k kli,ﬁ)) e

(85 trkoptrk + 285 trk klr,r

sn R 1
N i N (aﬁ((AgE), +50i8¢) +

(n+1)(n+3) ((2kij g Kir g + Kijp Kijg)

(n+3)(n+5)
2n+5
 (n+3)2

™|

= oy (O A+ 5080 + Tig)er

(85 trkojtrk 4+ 20; tr k k’il,,@)))ﬁ

Here we used at the end that since Acg = 0 also ki, = 2("123) O; tr k. Substituting this back into

(25) we obtain
H+P 2p) —
(28) a ~ <( )<T7 7-771 SO) n)

e r3

_ |S™|
(n+1)(n+3)

(0s(Adp) + Tip)er

r=0,7=0,p=¢0

Since (A%E) ! —i-ng is invertible at p, we can apply the implicit function theorem to find 7 = 7(r, )
with 7(0,0) = 0 as in the previous proofs. The projection to K+ is done in exactly the same
way as in Theorem [4.3| therefore obtaining the required 7(r) and ¢(r).

To see that these surfaces form a foliation we use

0 ~ (H + P)(?”,T(T),’r’2(p(7“)) -n
0= —m7
or rd r=0
s or? 9 or?
= 2<n n 1)(n n 3) 658[SC ar - e + 87_577 ((H + P)Tcp(OaTa 0)()00)’7:0 or o
0 1 _ 1
s 5 (S BEm0)| |+ 57 (£ Plernl0.70)0)
_ IS N 92 (1 )
o (n+1)(n+3) (aﬁ(ACE)l +Tw) or o a or 7“27T(Pg(r’ 7:0)) r=0

% ((Hip)sow(o T, 0)900)|
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This gives

or
or

. — W(aﬁ(AgE)l —l—Tw) (; ((H:I:P)gorr(o T, 0) )’7-:0

)

Note that by Lemma (H )WT(O 7,0)p is an even operator and that the odd part of ¢ is

4 % (17?(Pg('r, - 0)>>

pgdd = ol (n+3) k%px 2l aP F m(@ trk + 2k, )z'. Thus we can estimate
|7 ((H  P)ore(0,7,0)00)|,_o | < CIVK| ([Ric| + [VA| + [VVK]).
Here C' is a constant depending only on n. Since HessAcg = 0 it follows that the term

% (T%fr (Py(r, T, 0)))‘ . is given by a linear combination of contractions of VVVk. Therefore
r=
this term can be estimated by a constant depending on n times |VVVE|. It follows that

0 N .
oL | < CIVAE + 1) (VK| (Ric| + [Vk| + [VVA]) + [VVVE]).
r=0
By assumption the right hand side is less than 1 so that we have a foliation. The rest of the proof
follows as in Theorem [3.21 O
Remark 4.6.

i) As for the STCMC case, the assumption (n+3) (VAcg) ™! ]A§E| < 1 for the foliation in The-
oremﬂand the assumption C|(VAZ, + 1)~ (|VK| (|Ric| + |Vk| + |[VVE|) + [VVVE]|) < 1
in Theorem [4.5] are sufﬁcient but not necessary to have the foliation. The necessary condition
is that a = 1+ Br - _olex,v) > 0. If these conditions are not fulfilled, then the proofs of

the two theorems still give a regularly centered concentration of constant expansion surfaces
surfaces around p.

ii) We have constructed foliations of constant expansion surfaces in two different ways. Note
that if the assumptions for one of the Theorems and are satisfied, the other one is
not. The first one requires VAcg to be invertible and the second one requires VAcg = 0.

5. UNIQUENESS AND NONEXISTENCE
This section closely follows [23] Section 2] with minor modifications. First, we adapt [23, Lemma
2.1] to our situation:
Lemma 5.1. Let F be a concentration of reqularly centered surfaces at p € M, whose leaves are

constant expansion surfaces or STCMC surfaces, then it holds:

i) There is a neighborhood 2 of p together with a constant C' > 1 such that the mean curvature
of S satisfies the bound C~'(diam S)~! < H(S) < C(diam S)~! provided that S is a leaf of
F and S C Q.

it) diam S — 0 as dist(p,S) — 0 for leaves S of F.
iii) The leaves of F can be parameterized as a smooth family S;, 0 < t < 1 with Sy # Sy if t # 1t/

and lim;_,g diam S; — 0.

Proof.
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i) The upper bound follows from Definition For the lower bound we use the strong max-
imum principle for quasi-linear elliptic equations of second order in the following way: Let
>1 and Y9 be two closed oriented surfaces that touch in one point such that at the touching
point the normals point into the same direction with 39 enclosing 1. Then at the touching
point they must satisfy H(X;) > H(X9).

Let diam S be the extrinsic geodesic diameter, that is the diameter of the smallest geodesic
sphere containing S, S,, (in particular diam S = diam S, = 2p). Then S, touches S in
at least one point ¢ with the normals pointing in the same direction. As S, is a geodesic
sphere H(S,) = 2+ O(p). By choosing Q sufficiently small, so that p is small, we can ensure
H(S,) > "le. By the maximum principle H(S) > H(S,) > % at ¢. Let ¢ € S be a
different point. For the CE case it follows that
n—1 n—1

5 +(P(q) — P(q)) + 5
Since P is bounded in a neighborhood of p by taking €2 smaller if necessary we have +(P(§) —
P(q)) + "le > "2—;1 and therefore

(29) H(q) = H(q) — H(q) +

n—1 n-—1
2p  diam S
for any ¢ € S. The lower bound for the STCMC case is obtained in an equivalent way.

H(q) >

ii) —[ili) The rest of the proof is just like in [23].
g

The next statement is similar to [23] Lemma 2.2]. The proof in this situation needs a slight
modification.

Lemma 5.2. Let F be a concentration of surfaces regularly centered at p € M, whose leaves are
STCMC surfaces or constant expansion surfaces. For t sufficiently small, Sy is unstable, i.e.
the first eigenvalue of the Jacobi operator A + |B|*> + Ric(v,v) on S; is negative. In particular
(H? — P%)(t) # 0 for STCMC surfaces and (H & P)'(t) # 0 for constant expansion surfaces.

Proof. Consider an arbitrary sequence t; — 0 and denote S;; by S; and diam S; by d(S;). Con-
sider the auxiliary manifold (Bar,, go,4(s;)s ko,4(s;)) With

go.d(s;) = A(S5) s,y (Fo(9)) and  koaqs,) = d(S)) " ajys,) (Ff(K))).

Let S; = Oéd(Sj)—l(Fo_l((Sj))). Then the diameter of S; with respect to the rescaled metric is 1
and ko q(s;) — 0 as j — oo. Since our foliation is regularly centered, the second fundamental
forms of Sj are bounded uniformly in 5 € N. Therefore we can express Sj locally as the graph of
a function u; over its tangent space. Note that when studying two points close to each other this
functions must agree where they overlap. By Lemma [5.1| we have a bound on |H(S;)| and then
by the ellipticity of the mean curvature equation we obtain Schauder estimates on u;,

il oy < Cllugllen + 1 H (graphg)] .3 ).

2

The bound on the diameter gives a uniform bound on ||u;||co. By the CE or STCMC equation,
||V H (graphu;)||co is bounded by ||V P(graphu;)||co and this is uniformly bounded in j since |k|
and |VEk| are bounded in a neighbourhood of p and since the second fundamental forms of graph u;
are uniformly bounded. Thus, for a positive constant C, it follows that ||H (graph uj)Hco, 1 <C

for all j € N and by Arzela Ascoli (u;) has a convergent sub-sequence so that local pieces of Sj
sub-converge smoothly.
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From the scaling of kg q(s;) it follows that P(S;) — 0 as j — oco. Then as (H? — P?)(S;) = C,
or (H + P)(S;) = C; where C; is a constant, the bounds of Lemma imply that the
sequence (C});en is bounded and bounded away from 0. Thus by selecting a further sub-sequence
we can assume that lim; ., C; = C exists and is non-zero. Thus lim; . (H? — P2?)(S;) =
lim; 0 H(S;)? = C for the STCMC case or lim;_,(H 4+ P)(S;) = lim;_o H(S;) = C for the

constant expansion case.

If we consider such a convergent sub-sequence uj and some p; € S’Nj/ such that each graphuj
is a neighbourhood of p; we have that lim;_,~, H(graph(u;)) = limj_,o, C;y = C, so that the
graphs of the functions uj converge to pieces of CMC surfaces in Euclidean space.

Assume that one such local sheet ¥; passes through p € R"*! and by eventually selecting a
further sub-sequence on can construct a different sheet Yo also passing through p. Then since
the 5*]- are embedded, Y1 and Y9 must be ordered near p in the sense that 3 is locally on one
side of ¥5. Such a situation is possible. However, if one can construct three sheets X1, 39 and X3
meeting at p in a locally ordered fashion, then it is also possible to construct three sheets such
that Yo is between 1 and X3, such that the outward normal of 3; and X3 agree at p an such
that the outward normal of ¥9 points into the opposite direction at p than the outward normals
of 31 and ¥g (cf. figure |p). This situation is incompatible with the strong maximum principle
and the fact that the ¥; have the same nonzero constant mean curvature (Lemma. First, the
strong maximum principle implies that 1 and Y9 agree in a neighborhood of p and thus also the
middle sheet ¥ must agree with ¥;. Since both surfaces have different orientations, this would
mean that they have constant mean curvature zero, which is a contradiction.

¥y
Y

X3
FIGURE 2. Three pieces 31, Y9, and X3 meeting at p with alternating orientations.

Consequently, there can be no more than two sheets passing through a single point p € R**!. This
means that the S’j subconverge to an Alexandrov-embedded hypersurface in R"*! with positive
constant mean curvature. By Alexandrov’s Theorem the limit must be a round sphere. Round
spheres are unstable in the Euclidean metric and therefore for j large enough gj is unstable.

The instability of the surfaces directly implies that any normal variation of gj satisfies H' (S'j) #0,
now as P(S;) = d(S;)P,(S;) — 0 for j — oo we also have that the normal variation P'(S;) is
small for large j, and therefore (H? — P?)'(S;) # 0 for STCMC case or (H + P)'(S;) # 0 for the
constant expansion case when considering j large. Then as this applies for any sequence t; and
9o,d(s;) 18 a conformal metric we have that (H? — P?)'(t) # 0 or (H + P)'(t) # 0 for ¢ sufficiently
small. O

Remark 5.3. By the previous result we have that (H + P)(t) and (H? — P?)(t) increase as t
decreases. Hence, since P is bounded in a neighborhood of p that if there is some ty such that
(H + P)(to) < 0 or (H? — P?)(tg) < 0 then there exists ty < to such that (H 4 P)(t) > 0 or
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(H? — P?)(to) > 0 Vt < t,. Therefore, we can always assume that these surfaces have positive
expansion, or positive space-time mean curvature.

Since (H? — P?)'(t) # 0 or (H + P)'(t) # 0 both quantities are monotonous. Thus we can

. n A n i L
introduce the parameter @ =T = W0k A direct application of Corollary 2.1 and

Lemma 2.3 of [23] with practically no change gives a parametrization of the S, (the leaves of a
possible restriction of F) given by graphs over geodesic spheres with perturbed centers, that is
Fr iy (o (S0 ))) where ¢ is a function on the unit sphere S™ with the properties that 7(¢*(r)) =0

o*(r
*(r)]|es = 0, and 7(r) € R*"! satisfies 7(0) = 0.

Theorem 5.4 (Nonexistence and uniqueness, STCMC).

i) If at a point p, Agt # 0, then there exists no constant STCMC foliation regularly centered
at p.

ii) Assume that at p Ast = 0, VAgr is invertible and that the foliation of Theorem F exist.
If Fo is a STCMC foliation reqularly centered at p, then either F is a restriction of Fa or

Fo is a restriction of F.

i17) The claims @) and also hold if instead of foliations we consider concentrations of reqularly
centered surfaces around p.

Proof. Suppose F is a STCMC foliation regularly centered around p and F (. (O‘T(SZ*(r))) =5,
the parametrization found before.

i) Since (H? — P?)(r) = 7;—; we have that in the rescaled manifold (Bay,, gr.r, krr) from above,
the rescaled surfaces satisfy (H2 — P2)(r,7(r), ¢*(r)) = n?, and therefore

7 ((H? = PY)(r,7(r), ¢ (1)) =0, and &+ ((H? = P*)(r,7(r),¢"(r)) —=n) = 0

Since ¢* = O(r) the expression 50 uniformly bounded for small 7. As in we have

2 o 2
nLe* = —nRich(O)ﬂvlfL‘]r2 + fnRich;k(O)az 2k 4 7"2Pg(7“,7'(7“), 0)?

1,1
r2 2 _ o "
t(H tp*)——dsdt
/0/0 ( WP(STTSQD)TT s
1 1 p1 *
(30) 7“3/ / / s P?) oy (usr, T, usty )— dudsdt
0o Jo Jo
s (Lt 0" "
—r / / / st(H? — P?)ppr(usr, 7, uste™) . du dsdt + O(r?)
0o JO JO

where f(r) is uniformly bounded (in all scale invariant norms) for small r . Thus ¢* solves the
elliptic PDE nLy = r2f(r) in K*. From Schauder estimates it follows that ||g0*||02,% < Cr?
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Considering the projection to the kernel and dividing by r? like in we obtain
n|S"|

1
- ms - (P r(,0)) +06%)

e
+7T</ / — P?)pp(sr, 7, st0* )z - dsdt
+/ / / 5(H2fP2)Wr(u5r,7,ustgp*)¢—dudsdt
o Jo Jo r

1 ,r1 r1 90 SD
+/ / / st(H? — P?)ppr (usr, 7, uste™) " duds dt
o Jo Jo o

Then as H%*Hco — 0 as 7 — 0, we have that in the limit r — 0 it follows that

(32) 0= T DT ﬂ‘)g(:;' Ty Seue = 7 <$P2(r, 7(r), 0))

and this implies that Agt = 0 at p.

r=0

ii) Setting o(r) := ©*(r)r~2 we have that
7 ((H2 = PY)(r,7(r),r%0(r))) =0 and &+ ((H* = P*)(r,7(r),r%p(r)) —n) = 0.

Since 7(0) = 0 and by it follows that ¢(0) is the solution of Lyy = %Ric%(())xixj +
%sz (0,0,0). Thus the uniqueness part of the implicit function theorem used in the proof of

Theorem implies that the functions ¢(r) and 7(r) agree with the ones found in Theo-
rem in a neighborhood of r = 0.

iii) Finally note that here and also in Lemmas and We have not used the foliation property
for our surfaces, only that they are a regularly centered concentration of surfaces around p.

O

Theorem 5.5 (Nonexistence and uniqueness, CE).

i) If at a point p, Acg # 0 or k # 0, then there exist no constant expansion foliation regularly
centered at p.

i1) Assume that at p, Acg = 0, k =0, VAcg is invertible and that the foliation of Theorem
F exist. If Fa is a constant expansion foliation reqularly centered at p, then either F is a
restriction of Fo or Fa is a restriction of F.

i1i) Assume that at p, Acg = AéE =0, k = VAcg = 0, HessAcg = 0 and VA%E + T is
invertible, and that the foliation of Theorem [[.5 F exist. If Fo is a constant expansion
foliation regularly centered at p, then either F is a restriction of Fo or Fa is a restriction of

F.

iv) The claims @), , and also hold if instead of foliations we consider concentrations of
reqularly centered surfaces around p.

Proof. The proof is completely analogous to Theorem Suppose F is a STCMC foliation
regularly centered around p and F(,)(ar(S7. (T))) = S, the parameterization of before.

i) As in the previous proof we have

T ((H £ P)(r,7(r),¢"(r))) =0 and 7= ((H £ P)(r,7(r),¢"(r)) = n) =
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Hence
*

1 o
nLe* = gRiciT-(O)x ir? RIC” l(())avlajjaclr:3 +rPy(r,7(r),0) — (H £ P),,(0, T, O)('%r2
1 1

2 90‘10
— t(H+ P t dsdt
r - ( )WP(STTSQO)T . S

1,1 g1 *
(33) r3/ / / s(H £ P)gpr(usr, T, usty )ﬂ dudsdt
0o Jo

o

11l o o
7“3/ //stH:l:P@W(usrTustgp )T—dudsdt+(’)( 2)
0
= 72f(r)

where f(r) is uniformly bounded (in all scale invariant norms) for small r. Thus ¢* solves
the elliptic PDE nLy = r2f(r) in K. Therefore, by Schauder estimates H‘P*HC%% < Cr?

Considering the projection to the kernel and dividing by 7% we obtain

[e=]
[e=]

_ S™| 12Se o) & 7 1 — - _ ©*
0= St " S (5P r0.0)) = 7 ((H £ P)pf0,7. 0% )
+ 7 ( /1 t(H £ P)yp(sr, 7, stp )%% dsdt

/ / / (H £ P)ypr(usr, 7, ustp® )SO dudsdt

+/ / / st(HiP)ww(usr,T,ustgo*)gisp—dudsdt)—1—0(7'2)
o Jo Jo r

,
Then as H‘%*Hco — 0 as 7 — 0, we have that in the limit » — 0 it follows that
_ (1
(35) 0=r <2P(r, (1), 0))
r |r=0
and this implies that Acg = 0 at p.
Consider the the projection to K+:

(H:I:P)(rvT771290 —n * : i,
0= 7TL < r2 ) = LQD - ﬂ-l (%RIC?J(O)'% z’ + %Pg(T,T(T), 0))

Since H‘PT* |co — 0 as r — 0 by Elliptic Regularity also lim,_,o HL%H < 0o. This implies that

S gL
}1_13(1) gRlcij(O)x ! F TPQ(T,T(T),O)‘ < 00
so that lim,_sq M < oo. This implies that at p, trk — kija?imj =0 for all z € R",
which in turn implies k£ = 0.

ii) and fiii) Setting o(r) := ¢*(r)r=2 it follows that 7 ((H & P)(r,7(r),r%*¢(r))) = 0 and
7+ (H + P)(r,7(r),r%0(r)) — n) = 0. Furthermore, since 7(0) = 0 and since by ©(0)
is given by (23)), the uniqueness part of the implicit function theorem used in Theorem
or in Theorem 4.5/ implies that the functions ¢(r) and 7(r) must agree in a neighborhood of
r = 0 with the ones found in the Theorems.

iv) In Lemmas and here we have not used the foliation property for our surfaces, only
that they are regularly centered.

O
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6. PHYSICAL RELEVANCE

In dimension 3 we were expecting to find a physical meaningful quantity related with the concen-
tration of STCMC surfaces, a result somehow similar the result found when studying the small
sphere limit of quasi local energies on surfaces approaching a point p in a space-time along the
null cone:

(36) lim £(5,)

r—0 73

~T(N,N) = Sc, + (trk)* — |k

Here T is the stress energy tensor and N is the time-like vector determining the time cone. In
our case we found that at the point p where there is a concentration of STCMC surfaces the local
STCMC 1-form must vanish. This is the following 1-form vanishing

(37)
Ast(V) = VySe + %[Vv(lkIQ) + 22vv((“2k)2) +4div ((k, k(V, ) = 12div (trk - k(V, )]

for V€ T,M. Actually the local existence of concentration of such surfaces is determined by
Agrt. We have not been able to relate Agr to any known physical quantity. However we would
like to make some comments about this result:

i) One could argue that our method for constructing these surfaces is lacking of information
from the space-time, since our surfaces are constructed as deformations of geodesic spheres
of a hyper-surface in space-time. Therefore there is no direct relation to geodesic spheres in
space-time. However thanks to Theorem [5.4] we have uniqueness of these surfaces and an
existence condition, therefore any concentration of regularly centered STCMC surfaces will
lead to the same result.

ii) It is important to note that in the asymptotically Euclidean case [4] the STCMC surfaces
encode the information about the center of mass, however the physically relevant quantity is
the center of these surfaces, in our case the center of the surfaces would be trivially p.

iii) Note that there is a direct way to construct manifolds on which the foliations of Theorem [3.2
exist. For this, consider a manifold with a point p’ which is a non-degenerate critical point
of the scalar curvature and let k be an arbitrary 2-tensor. We proceed, using the implicit
function theorem in the following way. Let

G(p,e) == Asr(p, ¢)

33) = VSc + %{V(\akf) + 22v((€“2]‘:)2) +4div ((eh, k) — 12div (2 trk - k) |

By assumption %G(p’ ,0) = Hess Sc,y is invertible. Hence, there exists 1 > 0 and a function
p: (—e1,e1) = M with p(0) = p’ such that G(p(e),e) = 0 for all ¢ € (—e1,e1). Since
%G(p/,O) is invertible, there is g9 € (0,e1) such that a%G(p(a),s) is invertible for all ¢ €
(—€0,¢€0)-

By choosing ¢ smaller if necessary, by continuity one can also ensure that the bound

C|(VAst(e)) 7| (%[> + |Ric|)e? k|| VK| < 1
in the assumption of Theorem is satisfied. Therefore we have a STCMC foliation at p(e)
in the manifold (M, g,ck) for any € € (—¢ep,£0) (note that in this manifold Agr(e) = Agr ).
APPENDIX A. TECHNICAL LEMMA

Lemma A.1. The components of the position vector of a point in the sphere S™ satisfy

/ zlaldy = "] 0i
n n+1 17
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S|

O I A (L i O NP SR I 3
/nxzzm x'dp (n+1)(n+3)(5”5kl+5zk5]l+5zl5]k)7

and

10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

|S™|
(n+1)(n+3)(n+5)

/ vigd gkl aPrldy = (0i0k10pq + 0i0kpdiq + 0ijOkqdip

STL

+ 5ik6jl5pq + 6ik5jp5lq + 5i/€6jq5lp
+ 62-15jk(5pq + 6il5jp5kq + (5il(5jq5kp
+ 0ipdj1ig + Gip010kq + dipdjqOr
+ 0ig8jx01p + Gigdj10kp + Giq¥jpOkt)
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