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Abstract

We construct Cauchy initial data for the Einstein-Maxwell-Klein-Gordon (EMKG) sys-
tem, which evolves in finite time into spacetimes containing multiple trapped surfaces. From
a physical perspective, this corresponds to preparing multiple well-separated boson stars,
each of which collapses to form a spacelike black hole region. In particular, this extends the
result of [40] on the formation of multiple trapped surfaces in vacuum to the EMKG system.
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1 Introduction

The Einstein-Maxwell-Klein-Gordon (EMKG) system is a fully nonlinear and strongly coupled
field theory that models the interaction of gravity, electromagnetism, and a charged scalar field.
Bosonic matter bound by gravity is expected to form compact objects called boson stars, which
are modeled by solutions to the EMKG system, see already Section 1.2 for more details. The
EMKG system provides a natural framework for studying self-gravitating (charged) bosonic mat-
ter and, in particular, the dynamics and collapse of several interacting boson-star configurations.
Constructing asymptotically flat initial data describing multiple such objects is a fundamental
problem in mathematical general relativity.

This paper constructs Cauchy initial data for the EMKG system, which evolves to produce
multiple causally independent trapped surfaces. Initial data for the EMKG system comprise of

(2597 k’ E? B7/I;Z)7¢’ A? ¢)’

where (X, ¢g) is a Riemannian 3-manifold, k is a symmetric 2-tensor, E, B are electromagnetic
vectorfields, ¥, ¢ are complex scalar functions as Cauchy data for the Klein-Gordon field, A
is the magnetic potential 1-form, and ® is the electric potential, a real scalar function on X
satisfying the EMKG constraint equations

R(g) + (trg k)* — |k[; = 2 (|E[; + |B; + [Do[; + D7) ,
VI (kij — gij trg k) = 2R ((Di)) Dow) + 2(E x B);,
divy B = —2¢S (¢ Doy)
divy B =0,

(1.1)

where (FE x B); := eijkEjBk with € the volume element of (X, g), ¢ is a coupling constant and
Doy := ¢ + e P, D) := 000 + ie A,

A simple version of our main theorem is stated as follows. A precise version of this theorem is
stated later as Theorem 6.1.

Theorem 1.1 (Informal version). Fiz N € N. On Y = R3, there exist smooth asymptotically flat
initial data that satisfy the EMKG constraints (1.1) and describe N well-separated boson stars,
whose evolution leads to the formation of N causally independent black holes in finite time.



The configuration in Theorem 1.1 is intrinsically an N-body problem: no symmetry reduc-
tion is available, and the construction must instead rely on well-separated, localized configura-
tions that remain effectively decoupled at the level of the constraint equations. This localization
is a fundamental geometric feature of the initial data we build. More precisely, consider charged
Brill-Lindquist data (¢9pr,0, Egr, 0) with N well-separated poles {c;};—1,.. n and small individ-
ual masses. Then Theorem 1.1 constructs an EMKG initial data set (X, g,k, E, B,1, ¢, A, ®)
solving (1.1), free of trapped surfaces on X, such that for each center c; the following regions
are present:

e Euclidean inner core, i.e. (g,k, E,B) = (¢,0,0,0) (where e is the Euclidean metric) on
the ball Bi_g5,(cs) of radius 1 — 2d; centered at ¢y for a fixed 0 < 07 « 1;

e short-pulse annulus on B;(cy)\Bi—_25,(cr), which is obtained from the evolution of short-
pulse characteristic initial data of length d; and size a; producing a trapped surface in the
future domain of dependence DT (Bi(cy));

e barrier annulus on B3 (c;)\Bi(c;), where the data is gp—close to Euclidean with g9 ~ a;*.
2

e star shell and near-star annulus, extending outward, we obtain a star shell Ba(c)\Bs (cr)
2

on which (¢, ¢) may be nonzero, and a near-star annulus By(cr)\Bz2(cr) on which the
Klein-Gordon fields vanish; therefore, the solution is electrovacuum. We call Bs(cy) the
star region centered at cj.

e exterior Brill-Lindquist data, i.e. (¢9,%, E, B) = (9B1,0,kpBL,0) on BSy(cr).

Star region

‘(—\\ Short-pulse annulus Star region

gBL7 EBL Star shell

Near-star annulus

Figure 1: Geometric illustration of (3, g, k, E, B, 1, ¢, A, ®) from Theorem 1.1 for N = 3. From
the center outward: Euclidean disk; short-pulse annulus (red); barrier annulus (blue); star shell
(green); near-star annulus; Brill-Lindquist exterior. We refer the union of the Euclidean disk,
short-pulse annulus, barrier annulus and star shell to be the star region.

Our construction glues together three ingredients: (i) a short-pulse region that triggers
trapped surface formation, (ii) a transition (barrier) annulus where the geometry is a small
perturbation of Euclidean space, and (iii) a charged Brill-Lindquist exterior carrying the desired
ADM mass and electric charge near each center. The Klein-Gordon field is localized to the star
region, so that the gluing reduces to an electrovacuum problem. Each part of the construction
will be explored in more detail in Section 1.3, where we provide a concise overview of the proof.

Some remarks on Theorem 1.1 are in order.
Since the short-pulse regions around different centers {B1(cs)}r=1,. .~ are mutually disjoint,
the corresponding N trapped surfaces {S 1}?[:1 are strongly causally independent, in the sense



that for I # J and any spacelike fillings My, Mj with 0M; = S; and oMy = Sy, we have
JY (M) nJ-(My) = &, JH(My)nJ (Mp) = &.

By [1], multiple MOTS must therefore form within a finite time.

The future evolution of the initial data constructed in Theorem 1.1 remains unknown. Un-
derstanding this evolution lies at the heart of the relativistic N—body problem and is closely
related to the Final State Conjecture.

Because the short-pulse method for the EMKG system requires a smallness condition on the
coupling constant (see [39] for the case of the Einstein-Maxwell-Charge Scalar Field (EMCSF)
system), our construction only produces initial configurations in which the N charged bodies
are at rest and satisfy |Q| « My, I =1,..., N. In this regime, the electromagnetic repulsion is
dominated by the gravitational attraction, and it is therefore natural to conjecture that the future
development of such data collapses to a single black hole spacetime formed by the eventual merger
of the N bodies. This picture is very different from the Majumdar-Papapetrou (MP) family,
which is a static solution to the Einstein-Maxwell equations. The MP spacetimes arise as the
maximal Cauchy developments of the charged Brill-Lindquist initial data in the extremal regime
|Qr| = M. In this special case, the electromagnetic repulsion exactly balances the gravitational
attraction, producing a static configuration of N extremal black holes in equilibrium. Such data
represent a highly non-generic situation.

The recent breakthrough of Kehle-Unger 23] shows that an extremal Reissner-Nordstrom
horizon can arise dynamically from regular asymptotically flat Cauchy data through a non-
perturbative characteristic gluing scheme, providing, in particular, a definitive disproof of the
classical third law of black hole thermodynamics. This suggests that a similar characteristic con-
struction might be used to prepare individual extremal configurations in a multi-body setting.
It is conceivable that one could combine such a characteristic gluing procedure, which creates
the desired extremal behavior near each body, with a spacelike gluing scheme that attaches the
resulting configuration to a Majumdar-Papapetrou exterior. This type of two-step construction
could, in principle, produce Cauchy data whose future development approaches the extremal
N-black hole equilibrium. We leave these possibilities for future investigation.

1.1 Previous and related results

A development closely related to the present work is the construction in [40] by the second and
third named authors of smooth, asymptotically flat vacuum Cauchy data, whose future evolu-
tion produces multiple causally disjoint trapped surfaces. This result combines the short-pulse
method with a multi-localized, obstruction-free gluing scheme, enabling several spatially sepa-
rated collapse events to occur within a single initial data set. It extends the earlier construction
of Li-Yu [30], who produced a single trapped surface by matching it to a suitably chosen Kerr
exterior, and provides the first rigorous realization of a vacuum N-body collapse scenario in
which multiple black hole regions arise dynamically from regular spacelike initial data. For fur-
ther background on trapped surface formation, stability analysis, and gluing methods for the
constraint equations, we refer to Section 1.2 of [40].

The EMKG system is the relativistic model for charged boson stars; see already the physical
discussion in Section 1.2. On the analytical side, this system and its subsystems have been
studied systematically through a series of nonlinear stability results. Following Christodoulou-
Klainerman [8|, Zipser [43] proved the global stability of Minkowski spacetime for the Einstein-
Maxwell system. In [32|, Loizelet established stability for the Einstein-scalar-field-Maxwell sys-
tem in (n + 1) dimensions for n > 3 by using the Lindblad-Rodnianski framework [31]. Speck
[41] obtained a related stability result for a coupled Einstein-electromagnetic system in 3 + 1
dimensions. For the Einstein-Klein-Gordon system, stability was shown by LeFloch-Ma |28, 29],
Wang [42], and Ionescu-Pausader [22]. In Section 4, we establish a stability statement for the
EMKG system in a finite region, sufficient for the construction presented in this paper.



The N—body problem in general relativity has been approached through different geometric
and analytic mechanisms. In the vacuum setting, the Brill-Lindquist type gluing schemes of
Anderson-Chrusciel-Pacard and Chrusciel-Corvino-Isenberg [2, 9] produce time-symmetric ini-
tial data with multiple localized ends, while the geometric construction of Chrusciel-Mazzeo [10]
yields vacuum initial data sets with several apparent horizons, whose evolution has disconnected
event-horizon intersections on the initial hypersurface. Hintz [16, 17, 18, 19] developed a mi-
crolocal framework that permits the insertion of small black holes into a background spacetime,
either directly at the level of initial data or along prescribed timelike geodesics.

Static multi-black hole configurations arise through different balancing mechanisms. For the
cosmic constant A = 0, the Majumdar-Papapetrou solutions demonstrate that electromagnetic
repulsion in the Einstein-Maxwell system can balance gravitational attraction. For A > 0, Dias-
Gibbons-Santos-Way [12] constructed a fully vacuum static 2-black hole solution stabilized by
cosmic expansion, and rotating de Sitter binaries were subsequently obtained in [13]. Another
construction in the de Sitter setting appears in Hintz’s work [15], where dynamical many-black-
hole spacetimes are produced by gluing Kerr-de Sitter or Schwarzschild-de Sitter metrics near
the future conformal boundary. These works demonstrate that multi-black hole and N—body
configurations may arise through microlocal insertion, vacuum or EM gluing, electromagnetic
balance, or cosmological expansion.

Further geometric results also relate to the structure of multi-black-hole initial data. In
the time-symmetric, nonnegative scalar curvature setting, the Riemannian Penrose inequality
provides global constraints linking ADM mass to the area of the apparent horizon: Huisken-
Ilmanen [20] established the connected-horizon case, and Bray [6] proved the full multi-horizon
version. For charged configurations, the Majumdar-Papapetrou family furnishes static multi-
black-hole solutions, and the corresponding rigidity in the Einstein-Maxwell system was shown
by Chrusciel-Reall-Tod [11]|. These geometric inputs provide complementary information about
possible horizon geometries in multi-body configurations.

In contrast to incorporating preexisting black holes into a prescribed geometric setting or
relying on static balance mechanisms, the present work follows the dynamical viewpoint ini-
tiated in [40] and constructs a N—body configuration directly at the level of Cauchy data for
the Einstein-Maxwell-Klein-Gordon system. Our initial data contain several collapsing charged
boson stars, but no trapped surfaces or black hole regions; the resulting black holes form only
in future development. This provides a matter-coupled and genuinely dynamical analog of the
multi-black hole scenarios described above.

1.2 Physical context and motivation

Here, we discuss the physical interpretation of our results, which clarifies the modeling choices
and the role of the parameters that appear in the main statement.

A charged boson star is a hypothetical compact object in General Relativity, formed from
bosonic particles bound primarily by gravity. Unlike black holes, charged boson stars are com-
pletely regular—they possess neither a singularity nor a horizon. Charged boson stars are
modeled by solutions to the EMKG system, derived from the action

S = J (R + Em)\/—g diz,
where R is the scalar curvature of spacetime, and the Lagrangian is defined by
1 17
L = =Dyt (D) = V(|9f*) = [ Fpu P,

with D, := V, + ieA, and ¢ as coupling constants. The potential V(|1)|*) depends only
on the field magnitude, consistent with the U(1) symmetry of the Lagrangian, which yields,



via Noether’s theorem, a conserved current representing the total number of bosonic particles.
Varying the action gives the EMKG system

[T 2]
VIF,, = =23 (v(D,)"), (1.2)
g’ D,D,y = V'(|¢[}),

where the energy-momentum tensors are given by

. 1
Ric,, — §RgW = Tflf\/[ + TEG

1
T, =2 (FWFVQ — 4gWFa5FO‘B> ,

(1.3)
1 o
T =2 (R(D(D,0)) ~ S (Dar(D0)! + V(7))
If the Maxwell field vanishes, the system becomes
. 1 KG
Ric,, — §Rg,w = T/w ,

gV, Vo = V'([y]*)e.

Depending on the scalar potential V(]1/|?) and gauge coupling e, one obtains different families
of boson stars:

e Free or “mini” boson stars when V (|1]?) = m?[y|?,

e Self-interacting boson stars when

A
V(o) = mlf? + Sl
with A a dimensionless coupling constant,

e Charged boson stars when the field couples to electromagnetism via D, = V, + icA,
and the total electric charge coincides with the Noether charge associated with the global
U(1) symmetry. Stable configurations are known only for sufficiently small ¢ and suitable
potentials.

e Rotating and solitonic variants obtained by including angular dependence or nonlinear
potentials such as

vwﬁ=mWﬂQ—W3,
:

or polynomial or periodic potentials, such as the azion model

wm%=m¢fﬁmﬁf)

where m, and f, are fixed parameters.

In this work, we assume that V' is smooth near the vacuum and satisfies
V(0) = 0, VB0 <m?«1  Vk>1, (1.4)

so that m acts as an effective small mass and the nonlinear terms remain perturbative on the
finite time scales we consider. This covers the free and weakly self-interacting regimes, as well
as the weak-coupling regimes of solitonic, polynomial, or axion-type models, and is compatible
with the short-pulse framework. The smallness condition of V' introduced in (1.4) is only used



in the construction of short-pulse annuli and barrier annuli; see Sections 3 and 4. The gluing
arguments of the initial data are independent of (1.4).

Numerical and analytical evidence indicate that boson star perturbations may disperse, mi-
grate to nearby equilibria, or collapse |24, 27]. We address the last scenario and produce initial
data for multiple boson stars arranged such that each collapses to a trapped surface, with causal
independence across the centers.

1.3 Outline of the proof

We sketch the six ingredients of the construction and indicate where the full statements appear.

Step 1: Short-pulse trapped surface mechanism. In a double null foliation (u,u), we
adapt the short-pulse method to EMKG (under the Weyl gauge) with a small coupling constant
0 < ¢ « 1. Short-pulse data of size a and width 0 < § < a=2 on H,,, together with Minkowskian
data on H, produce a unique solution in a finite u-range whose terminal sphere S_ sa 5 is

trapped!, as indicated in Figure 2. The V-dependent terms obey a smallness condition (1.4)
and fit into the familiar short-pulse hierarchy, extending the results of the second and third
named authors [39] for the EMCSF system to the EMKG system. This step is obtained in
Theorem 3.1.

:f_Bpped Surface S_%ayé
|
I
|

short-pulse

Figure 2: Short-pulse cone. The red region is called the short-pulse region and the orange circle
denotes the trapped surface S_sa ;.
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Step 2: Transition region and barrier annulus. We propagate the solution beyond the
short-pulse region into a finite transition zone where the geometry relaxes to an gp—perturbation
of Minkowski with g = a~!. A constant-time slice ¥ through this region contains a short-pulse
annulus bordered by a well-prepared barrier annulus, as illustrated in Figure 3, on which the
data are sufficiently small and regular to serve as the setup for the gluing construction later.
This step is obtained in Theorems 4.1 and 4.23 as a finite-region stability result for the EMKG
system.

'Here, H, and H,, denote the outgoing and incoming null hypersurfaces, and Su,u = Hu N H,,.



Short-pulse annulus Barrier annulus

Minkowski

Figure 3: The red region marks the short-pulse domain, and the blue region indicates the
transition zone. The hypersurface X represents the target constant-time slice.

Step 3: Charged Brill-Lindquist exterior. The constant-time slice ¥ obtained from Step
2 evolves into trapped surfaces within a finite time. To produce multiple such trapped regions,
the exterior geometry must be arranged so that, around each designated center, the data approx-
imate that of a charged isolated mass. This role is fulfilled by the charged Brill-Lindquist family
[5], which provides multi-centered electrovacuum solutions to the constraint equations (1.1). For
N poles with sufficiently small individual masses and large mutual separations, the charged Brill-
Lindquist data (gpr,0, Epr, 0) furnish an exterior region enclosing the barrier annuli constructed
in Step 2. Near each center cj, the averaged ADM mass, center of mass, and electric charge
are close to (M, Mjcy, Qr), while the remaining ADM components are small, and the magnetic
charge vanishes. On suitably large annuli, the data remain O(Mj)—close to Euclidean in relevant
Sobolev norms. In particular, each Brill-Lindquist end contributes the correct physical charges
while already being nearly Euclidean in a sufficiently large annulus suitable for the subsequent
gluing with the inner transition region. This step follows from the estimates in Section 2.4.

Step 4: Star shell and near-star annulus. Extending outward from the barrier annulus
of Step 2, we introduce a star shell and a near-star annulus that lie strictly between the barrier
annulus and the Brill-Lindquist annulus of Step 3. These regions localize the Klein-Gordon
field: the star shell supports the scalar field, while on the near-star annulus the Klein-Gordon
field vanishes, leaving a purely Einstein-Maxwell regime. This arrangement ensures smooth
compatibility for the subsequent gluing to the exterior Brill-Lindquist. The data remain O(a~1)-
close to Euclidean with controlled charges and continuity across interfaces. The region that
includes the Euclidean disk, short-pulse annulus, barrier annulus, and star shell is called the
star region. This step is obtained in Theorem 5.9.

Step 5: Electrovacuum gluing. By Step 4, the Klein-Gordon field has been localized to
the star region, so that the subsequent gluing reduces to the pure Einstein-Maxwell case. In
the electrovacuum regime, Maxwell fields are glued linearly, subject only to matching electric
and magnetic charges (the latter is zero here). The Einstein part then glues via obstruction—
free spacelike gluing, as in [34]. Under the smallness and compatibility of ADM data across



the common annulus, we obtain a solution that equals the inner data on the inside and Brill-
Lindquist data on the outside. This step is obtained in Theorem 5.17.

Step 6: Assembly of the Cauchy data and conclusion. In Section 6, we combine all
the previous constructions to obtain the final Cauchy initial data set that satisfies the EMKG
constraints and leads to the formation of multiple causally independent trapped surfaces.

1. Quter region. Around each center cy, the charged Brill-Lindquist solution provides a large
outer annulus on which the averaged ADM charges satisfy

E ~ M, C ~ Mycy, QEZQL

with all other ADM components small and Qp = 0. Moreover, (¢9pr, Epr,) is O(My)—close
to Euclidean space (Step 3).

2. Inner region. Inside this, the near-star annulus from Step 4 provides a purely electrovac-
uum region where the Klein-Gordon fields vanish. The data there are O(al_l)fclose to
Euclidean, with vanishing magnetic charge Qp = 0. This ensures the compatibility of the
inner and outer regions for gluing.

3. Matching the electromagnetic charge. The electric flux through the outer Brill-Lindquist
annuli depends smoothly on the parameters J;. Using the implicit function theorem, we
can adjust these parameters so that the electric fluxes agree across each gluing interface.
The magnetic charges already match and vanish identically.

4. Applying the Einstein-Mazwell gluing theorem. Since the electromagnetic charges coincide
and all remaining ADM quantities are small and mutually compatible, following Step 5,
we produce a smooth Einstein-Maxwell initial data set that matches the inner (transition)
data on the inside and the Brill-Lindquist data on the outside. This gluing preserves
asymptotic flatness, the controlled ADM charges of each component, and the regularity of
the resulting initial data set.

5. Conclusion: Finite propagation from the short-pulse annuli constructed in Step 1 implies
that each interior region evolves to form a trapped surface in finite time. The disjointness of
the star regions guaranties that these N trapped surfaces are strongly causally independent,
as in the discussion after Theorem 1.1. On the initial slice, a mean curvature comparison
argument confirms the absence of trapped surfaces.

This completes the proof of Theorem 1.1.

1.4 Structure of the paper

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. Section 2 fixes notation, recalls the charged
Brill-Lindquist metric [5], computes local ADM charges, and reviews trapped surfaces/ MOTS.
Section 3 establishes the formation of trapped surfaces for EMKG via the short-pulse method.
Section 4 constructs the transition region and the barrier annulus via stability analysis. Section 5
proves the electrovacuum gluing theorem adapted from [34] and implements the star shell /near-
star construction. Section 6 assembles the Cauchy data and proves the main theorem. Appendix
A summarizes the double null framework and the main spacetime equations.

Acknowledgments E.G. acknowledges the support of NSF Grants DMS-2306143, DMS-
2336118 and of a grant of the Sloan Foundation. J.W. is supported by ERC-2023 AdG 101141855
BlaHSt.



2 Preliminaries

In this section, we collect some basic definitions, fix notation and parameters, and summarize
the background necessary for our main results.

2.1

Notation

Throughout the paper, (M, g) denotes a smooth Lorentzian manifold M of dimension 3 + 1
with a Lorentzian metric g of signature (—, +, +, +).

Capital Latin indices A, B,C,... run from 1 to 2; lowercase Latin indices i, j, k,... run
from 1 to 3; Greek indices a, 8,7, ... run from 0 to 3.

R and I denote the real and imaginary parts; 1" denotes the complex conjugate of .
For any matrix X, X T denotes its transpose.

(g, V,R,D) denotes the spacetime metric, Levi-Civita connection, curvature tensor, and
gauge covariant derivative on M (associated with the electromagnetic potential A).

(9,V,R,D) denotes the induced metric, Levi-Civita connection, curvature tensor, and
gauge covariant derivative on the initial hypersurface 3¢ (associated with the electromag-
netic potential A, ®).

(¢, V) denotes the induced metric and Levi-Civita connection on the spheres Sy, (cf. (A.1));
Y is also used for the horizontal covariant derivative on M.

e is the Euclidean metric on R? and 7 is the Minkowski metric on R'3.

BB,(x) denotes the open ball of radius r and centered at x in R3, and 0B,.(x) is its boundary
sphere.

A, := Bo,\B, is the annulus between radii r and 2r; A, := By, \B, /2 is the enlarged annulus
that strictly contains A,.

2.1.1 Key parameters

The following parameters will be frequently used throughout this paper:

s = 3 denotes the regularity of the Cauchy data, which is fixed at the beginning.
m? denotes the size of the potential function V in the Klein-Gordon equation.
N e N denotes the number of poles of the Brill-Lindquist metric (2.6).

{M[}Y_, € RY denotes the mass parameters of (2.6). The total mass M is defined by
N
M = ZI:I M].

{Qr}Y, denotes the charge parameters of (2.6).

{c/}Y_, € R3Y denotes the positions of the poles of (2.6).

dr :=miny,s |c; — c;| denotes the minimal Euclidean distance from c; to the other poles.
{ar}Y_; € RY denotes the size of the short-pulse ansatz near c;.

{o 1}?[:1 € ]Rﬂ\r[ denotes the length of the short-pulse posed on the characteristic initial data
near cj.

10



Let I € {1,2,...,N} and we consider the transition region near the pole c;, the following
parameters are used in Section 4:

® o= al_l measures the difference from the transition region to Minkowski spacetime.

e ¢ := m gy denotes the bootstrap bound assumed in Section 4.

2.1.2 Smallness constants
For any quantities A and B:

e We write A < B to indicate that there exists a universal constant C(s) > 0 that depends
only on the regularity parameter s such that A < C(s)B.

e We write A = O(B) to indicate that |A| < |B.
e We write A ~ B to indicate that |A| < |B| < |A].

e We write A « B to indicate that CA < B, where C is the largest universal constant
among all the constants involved in the paper by <.

Throughout this paper, the constants are chosen such that, for all T € {1,2,...,N}:

0<dr <a;? a;t,dt «m? <« My < M« 1.

2.2 Einstein-Maxwell-Klein-Gordon constraint equations

We introduce here the main equations we solve in this paper, i.e., the constraint equations for an
initial data set for the Einstein-Maxwell-Klein-Gordon (EMKG) system (1.2). We first define an
initial data set for the equations and then derive the form of the constraint equations obtained
by projecting the EMKG system (1.2) onto ¥ and applying the Gauss-Codazzi identities.

Definition 2.1. An initial data set for the FEinstein-Mazwell-Klein-Gordon (EMKG) system
consists of a 9—tuple (X, g,k, E, B,, ¢, A, ®), where

e (X, 9) is a 3—dimensional Riemannian manifold,

o k is a symmetric 2—tensor on X (identified as the second fundamental form),

E, B are vectorfields on ¥ (identified as the electric and magnetic fields),

U,¢ : X — C are complex scalar functions (identified as the Klein-Gordon field and its
time-derivative),

o Ais a l-form on X (identified as the spatial gauge potential),
e &:3 — R is a scalar function (identified as the time gauge potential).

When ¢ = ¢ = A =& =0, we simply write (X, g,k, E, B) and refer to it as an initial data set
for the Einstein-Mazwell (EM) system.

Proposition 2.2 (EMKG constraint equations). Let (X, g,k, E, B,1, ¢, A, ®) be an initial data
set for the EMKG system. Then, the associated EMKG constraint equations on X are given by:
R(g) + (trg k)* — k[ = 2 (| B[] + | Bl; + [Doy[; + Dy [7)
VI (kij — gij trg k) = 2R ((Di)) Do) + 2(E x B);;,
divy B = —2¢S (¢ Doy)
divy B =0,

(2.1)

11



where R(g) denotes the scalar curvature of g, (E x B); := €/¥E; By with € being the induced
volume element of (X, g) and

Do) := ¢ + ied), D) := 0;) + ie A

Proof. Taking the 00—component of the Einstein equations (where p = 0 corresponds to the
direction of the unit normal to ¥) and using the Gauss identity yields

R(g) + (trg k)* — |k|3 = 2T,

which gives the first (Hamiltonian) constraint once T = TFM + TK® is expanded. From (1.3)

one computes
TG = E[; + B3, Too = [Dotl; + Dy,

hence, the right-hand side of the first equation in (2.1). Next, taking the Oi—component of the
Einstein equations and using the Codazzi identity gives

Vj(kij — Gij trg k) =Ty;.
The matter terms decompose as
TEY = 2R((Di) Dov),  TEM = 2(E x B,

which yields the second (momentum) constraint. Finally, projecting the Maxwell equation
VHF,, = —2¢3(¢(Dy)t) onto v = 0 gives

div, B = —2¢3(x" Do),

while the v = ¢ projection (together with the Bianchi identity for F) yields divy B = 0. This
concludes the proof of Proposition 2.2. O

When the data for the Klein-Gordon field vanish, i.e., ¥ = ¢ = 0, one can deduce the form
of the constraint equations for EM.

Corollary 2.3 (EM constraint equations). Let (X, g, k, E, B) be an initial data set for the EM
system. Then, the associated EM constraint equations on % are given by:

R(g) + (trg k)* — |k[7 = 2(| B} + | B[2),
Vi (kij — gijtrg k) = 2(E x B);,
divy £ =0,
divy B =0,

(2.2)

Remark 2.4. The system (2.2) is under-determined: the constraints restrict (g,k, E, B) but do
not fix them uniquely. For example, divy E = 0 determines only the divergence of E, so writing

E=-Vf+W, ViW; =0,

with f a g-harmonic function, one can see that the divergence-free part W remains free. The
same under-determination applies to B and to (g, k) through the Hamiltonian and momentum
constraints.
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2.3 Charges of Cauchy data

Here, we define an important set of charges associated with initial data sets. They are divided
into two types: 10 of them correspond to a localized version of the well-known ADM charges for
initial data for the Einstein equations, while the remaining ones are identified with the electric
and magnetic charges of the initial data set.

Definition 2.5. Let ¥ € R? be equipped with a coordinate system (', 22, 23), and let (g, k, E, B)
be the geometric and electromagnetic fields of an initial data set as in Definition 2.1. We define
the following charges® measured on the coordinate spheres 0B;.:

1

E[(g,k); 0B,] := 5 LB (0igij — jgu)ude,

P,[(g,k); 0B,] :i— j (kij — 5 tro KA S,
B,

1

Cil(g,k); 0B, ] := 3 LB (2105915 — ©10jGii — du(g — €)ij + 6j1(g — €)ii) V' dSS,

Jil(g, k); 0B,] := J (kij — 0ij tre k)Y 17 dS,

B,
where e is the Fuclidean metric and we denote

)

(% = @;i, |28 aj, Y; =€y x‘]ak.

xl
We put these together to form a 10-vector:
Qapml(g,k); 0B, ] := (E, P1,Pa, P3, Cy, Co, C3,J1,J2,J3)[(9, k); IB].

We also define the following electromagnetic charges of (g, k, E, B) measured on the sphere 0B,.:

Qello. F):oB,) = | \deggBias.  Qullo. Bl = | dexgBpas

Since we will work with annuli, it’s convenient to introduce the following averaged charges.

Definition 2.6. Let n e CFL(0,00) be a cutoff function such that
2

suppn < (1,2), J n(r)dr =1,
1

and we denote for any r > 0

ne(r') == rin(rt). (2.3)

We then define

2r
Quparl(g.k): A] = j o (') Qupar[(g, k): 2B, ]dr,

r
2r

Q.5l(g. F, B); A] = f 0 (")Qp.51(g, . B): 0B,/ ]dr".

T

where A, denotes the annulus between the spheres 0Bs, and 0B;.

“These definitions depend only on (g,k, E, B) and are independent of the Klein-Gordon and gauge fields
Y, ¢, A, ®.
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Recall that we denote /L = B4r\l’3’7§. We introduce the notion of a 10—parameter family of
admissible annular initial data for EM constraints with prescribed electromagnetic charges in a
smaller annulus and Sobolev regularity.

Definition 2.7. Let @ < R be a bounded open set and fir Qp,Qp € R and s > % A family
{(90.kq, Eq, Bg)}qeo is called an admissible 10-parameter family of annular initial data on A,

with fized electromagnetic charges (Qg,Qp) on A, < A, and Sobolev reqularity s if for every
Qe Q:

1. (90,kq, Eg, Bg) € (H' nC%) x L? x L? x L2(A,) and solves the EM constraint equations
(2.2) in A, ;

2. (99, kg, B, Bq) € X*(A,) i= H® x H*~' x H*"' x H*"\(4,);

3. the map Q — (99, kq, Eq, Bq) is Lipschitz from Q into X5(A);

4. the localized ADM charges on A, satisfy
Qapm((9q:kq); Ar] = Q;
5. the electromagnetic charges on A, are fized:
Qrl(99: EQ); Arl = Qe,  Qsll9q, Bo)i Arl = @b

In other words, on A,, the ADM charges Qapy = (E,P,C,J) vary with Q € Q, while the
electromagnetic charges (Qg,Qp) remain fized.

As in Lemma 4.2 of [34], for the Kerr family, one can obtain such an admissible set on a given
annulus by taking the exterior regions of Kerr-Newman initial data with fixed electromagnetic
charges (Qp,@p = 0) and varying geometric parameters. In fact, an admissible family with
arbitrary Qg and Qp can be obtained by exploiting the U(1) symmetry of Maxwell equations.

2.4 Charged Brill-Lindquist initial data

A convenient way to describe an initial data set representing several non-rotating, localized so-
lutions (such as black holes) is provided by the Brill-Lindquist construction. The Brill-Lindquist
manifold (3, ¢, k) is a time-symmetric initial data set for the vacuum Einstein equations, ob-
tained by specifying a conformally flat 3-metric and a vanishing second fundamental form,

g = Ue, k=0,

where U is a positive function on ¥ satisfying the vacuum Hamiltonian constraint from R(g) = 0,
giving
AU =0,
with A, the flat Laplacian in R3.
To represent N localized black holes, one considers a conformal factor of the form

1+Z:2|x—cl|

where each term corresponds to an asymptotically flat end centered at ¢y € R3, associated with
a black hole of mass parameter M; > 0. The manifold ¥ is then obtained by removing the
points {c;} from R? and endowing the remainder with the metric ¢ = U%e. Each puncture c;

14



corresponds to an additional asymptotically flat region, connected through a minimal surface
(or “throat”) to the exterior region.

The Brill-Lindquist data thus represent a time-symmetric configuration of N non-spinning
black holes momentarily at rest. The geometry possesses (N + 1) asymptotically flat ends and
satisfies the vacuum Einstein constraint equations exactly. In the limit where the punctures are
widely separated, the ADM mass of the manifold is approximately the sum of the individual
parameters My, and the initial data describe a system of well-separated Schwarzschild black
holes. See |5] for more details.

In this section, we introduce the charged Brill-Lindquist manifold, whose construction also
appeared in [5], which generalizes the vacuum construction to the Einstein-Maxwell system.

Proposition 2.8. On ¥ = R%\{cy,...,cn}, adopt the conformally flat, time-symmetric ansatz
g=U'e, U:=UU)? k=0, B=0,
with the electric field
~Vy(Uy —InU-) = U *V (InU; —InU_),

where Up,U_ > 0 and Uy, U_- — 1 as |x| — o0. Assume that Uy and U_ are Euclidean
harmonic functions, i.e.
AU, =0, AU_ =0. (2.4)

Then, such (g,k, E,B) are solutions to the EM constraint equations (2.2). In particular, for
Uy, U_ defined on R¥\{cy,...,cn} by

Ui =14 3 M@ —1+Z Mi = Qr (2.5)

where M; and |Qg| are fixed constants satisfying M; = |Qp| for all I € {1,2,--- N}, the
corresponding initial data, explicitly given by

N 2 N 2
M+ Qg M — Qg
—Ule=[1 L % 1 — == k=0
9BL e <+22|x—c1|> <+g12|x_c]| e, :
N  M+Q
1 + 21:1 2|)I<7CII‘ >

N M;—Q
1 + 21:1 2|)I<7C]I‘

EBLz—Vgln< B =0,

is a solution to the EM constraint equations (2.2). Such (¥, g,k, E, B) is called a charged Brill-
Lindquist manifold.

Proof. By construction, the second and fourth identities of (2.2) follow directly from k = B = 0.
Next, for g = Ue, we obtain
R(g) = —8U°AU.

From the form of U as U = (U,U_)"2, we infer

U
VeU = 5 (VEIDU+ + Vean,),

AU = VU, + VU P+ S(A U, + A T)

U U U
— Ve InU,|? - Z|v61nU,|2 + 5 VelnUy - VelnU-

U
—|Ve(nUy —InU_)
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Hence, we deduce
R(g) = —8U°AU =2U* |V (InUy — InU_)|* = 2|E[2,
which implies the first identity in (2.2). Finally, we have from (2.4),
U5 div, (U°E)
= —U"%div. (U*Ve(InU; —InU-)),
= U A (nU,; —InU_) —2U VU -V (InU, —InU_),
=-U"(AcnUs + Ve ln Uy ) + U (A lnU- + [VeInU_|?)

A, (AU
:—U4<UU+>+U 4< UU >=0,
JF —

which implies the third identity in (2.2), proving that the above ansatz is a solution to (2.2).
Observe that Uy and U_ given by (2.5) are solutions to (2.4) as they are linear combinations of
the fundamental solution of the Laplace equation |x —c;|~! on R3\{c;}. O

divy E

Remark 2.9. Letting |x| — o0, the conformal factors have the asymptotics

M+ Qrp M —Qrp
~1+ , U_(x)~1+ ) ————.
Z T 2 o
Hence, we have
N N
2My Qr x
gBL ~ (1 + Z |x|> €, Epr ~ Z Wm (2.7)

I=1 I=1

Thus M7 and Qp are the natural ADM mass and electric charge parameters of the I-th pole.

Remark 2.10. The Brill-Lindquist metric defined in Proposition 2.8 includes the following
special cases: Qp = 0 for all I is the vacuum Brill-Lindquist data; Qp = £ My for oll I is the
Majumdar-Papapetrou initial data; N = 1 is the time-symmetric slice of Reissner-Nordstrom in
isotropic coordinates.

2.4.1 Local masses, centers, and electric charges

We now compute the ADM, electric and magnetic charges defined in Definition 2.5 for the
charged Brill-Lindquist manifold measured on spheres centered at the poles.

Proposition 2.11. Let ggr,, Egr, be defined in (2.6). Fiz I € {1,...,N}, R € [32,64] and set

yi=x—en  Bpler) = {lyil =R}, =
Assume the following small-mass and large-separation conditions
N
M = IZZJIM] < 1, d[ = I}l;III‘C[—CJ‘ > MI_1 (28)
Then, we have forl =1,2,3,
E[(QBLa ) aBR(C])] 8tMr + O(M[M+ Md )
P [(QBLa k= 0) aBR(C])] 0,

Ci[(g98L,k = 0);0Br(cr)] = (cr); (87M; + O(MM + Md; ")) + O(MM + Md; ") 2.9)
Jil(gBL, k = 0); 0Br(cr)] = 0, '
Qrl(98L, EBL); 0Br(cr)] = 47Qr + O(QrM + Md; ),

Qzl(9BL, B = 0); 0Bgr(cr)] =

As a consequence, the same identities hold on Asa(cy) = Bga(cr)\Bsa(cr).-
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Proof. The following expansions hold on 0Br(cy) for J # I:

— Mr+@Qr -1 _ M — Qg 1
Uy =1+ ¥ +O(Md; "), U,_1+72R + O(Md; ),
M
U2 =U.U_=1+ ff +O(MM) + O(Md;"), (2.10)
2M _
v (U%) = —R—; + O(M;M) + O(Md; ).

These yield the first four identities in (2.9) via the standard surface integral formulas for g = Ue.
See Proposition 5.7 and Corollary 5.8 in [40]. Next, we have from Definition 2.5,

Qkel(9BL, EBL); 0BR(Cr)] = J Vdetggr, (Bpr)j(vr)?dS = USEpy, - v1dS.
aBR(C] aBR(CI)

Recalling from (2.6) and (2.7) that we have

U U
EBL-VI——g<Vgln<Ui>,VI)——1/[1n<U+> +O< 1)
M

Moreover, we have
Ut = (U, U_)3 _1++0< >
dr

Hence, we obtain

Qz|(981, EBL); 0Br(cr)] = LBR(CI) ( 3MI < >> < +0 (Z)) ds

—47TQ[+O(Q[M) + O( Mdy; )

which yields the fifth identity in (2.9). Moreover, the last identity in (2.9) follows directly from
the fact that B = 0. Finally, integrating the fluxes over dBgr(cy) against the annular weight
n32(r’) one obtains the same formulas on the annulus Ass(cy) as in Definition 2.6. This concludes
the proof of Proposition 2.11. O

We now bound the size of gg;, — e and Epy, in the annulus Ass(cy).

Proposition 2.12. Under the hypotheses of Proposition 2.11, we have, for any I € {1,..., N}
and s € N,

lgsL — el rs(aza(er)) < M, |1 EBL| s (Ass(ery) < Q1] +df . (2.11)
Proof. We have from (2.10)

oM M
(9L —€)ij = (U* = 1)6;5 = (I +0 ()) 0ij-
r dy

Hence, for any multi-index o with 0 < || < s,

0*(9pL —€) = O ( fla) o (2/1[)

Recalling that r € [32,64] on Asz(c), we deduce
0*(gpL —€) = O(My) + O(Md; "),
which implies (2.11). Next, we have from (2.10)

M
Epr, = —@&-FO ()

r2 r d2
Noticing that r € [32,64], we infer 0*Epy, = O(|Q|) + O(Md;?). Consequently,
| Ll s (asa(er)y S Q1 + Mdr? < |Qi] +dft,
where we used the fact that d; » M;l. This concludes the proof of Proposition 2.12. O
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2.5 Trapped surfaces and MOTS

We introduce the following definitions of trapped surfaces.

Definition 2.13. Let (M,g) be a spacetime endowed with a double null (u,w)—foliation defined
in Appendiz A. Then, with respect to the given double null (u,u)-foliation, a leaf Sy, S M is
called

e a trapped surface if the following hold on Sy -

try <0, try < 0;

e a marginally outer trapped surface (MOTS) if the following hold on S,

try =0, try < 0.

Definition 2.14. Let g be a Riemannian metric on ¥ and k be a symmetric covariant 2—tensor
on Y. Let S < X be a compact, embedded smooth 2—surface. Let 0 be the second fundamental
form of S. We will say that S is

e q trapped surface if the following hold on S:

trg(—0 — k) <0, trg(0 — k) < 0; (2.12)

e o marginally outer trapped surface (MOTS) if the following hold on S:

Remark 2.15. Definition 2.1/ is consistent with Definition 2.153. More precisely, we have the
following identities:

x=60-—k, X =—0—F,

see (7.5.2b) in [8].

3 Short-pulse cone and formation of trapped surfaces

We recall that the Einstein-Maxwell-Klein-Gordon system takes the following form:

1
In%y—iR&V=T$”+T§%
VIF,, = —265 (D)) (3.1)

gD, Dy = V(|9

where V() is a real potential function satisfying

V(0) =0, VRO <m?«1, Vk=1. (3:2)

In Appendix A, we introduce the standard notations used in this section, based on the double
null foliation of spacetime. We now state the following theorem.

Theorem 3.1. Consider the Einstein-Mazwell-Klein-Gordon system (3.1) under the gauge choice
U = 0 defined in (A4). Let 0 <6 < a2, a>»1, and 0 < ¢ « 1 be fized constants, and let
ug € [—1,—2]. Consider the initial data that satisfy the following assumptions:
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)

e along ngg’é , we have

_1
2, a2

i+j<s+15

(6V.)7¥" (2. 8.0 <1

S
L% (Sug,u)

e along u = 0, the data s Minkowskian;

e along u = ug, the following lower bound conditions hold
4
j (IR2 + 181 + 1942 (w0, w2 #%)du > ba, ¥ (a!,0%),
0

= da.

o i
fHﬁ%"” Q3(py)

Then, the respective EMKG system (3.1) admits a unique smooth solution in the colored region
of Figure /. Moreover, we have:

o The 2-sphere S_sa 5 s a trapped surface.
4 b
e The Hawking mass of the sphere S, s satisfies

mp (Su,s) = da.

o The electric charge of the sphere S, s satisfies
|Q(Suo,5)| = 6220“

o The following estimates hold in the colored region of Figure /j:

lo| <6 taz, 18,8, F)B, Wy, A] < a2,
1,0, Op, o W U| < da, 18, 58| < 6%, la| < 6%a?, (3.3)
w,trx,log QA S 1, |1, R, b Us, | S daz,  Jiry,w| S 6%

Moreover, analog estimates also hold for their (¥4, V3, ¥ )* T4 ~derivatives.

N
N
N

A S_Lag
N\ 47
AY

»
!
!
!
|
|
|
N
|
|
|
|
!
!
v
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
!
!
|
|
|
v

Figure 4: The initial conditions in Theorem 3.1 lead to trapped surface (S_sa 5) formation in the future of the
2,
H,, and H,,.
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Remark 3.2. According to the lack of |u|-decay for V(|1|?), it will be difficult to prove the
formation of trapped surfaces from the past null infinity u = us. More precisely, in Proposition
A.1, the terms involving V (]1h|?) have worse |u|-decay than the other terms. This blocks us from
integrating the Vs —transport equations from ue to w. However, the formation of trapped surfaces
in a finite region can be deduced similarly to [39].

Proof of Theorem 3.1. The proof in the particular case V' = 0 follows from Theorem 10.5 in [39].
Notice from Proposition A.1, (3.2) and (3.3) that the Ricci tensor Ric,, has the same regularity
and estimate as the case V = 0. It remains to treat the Klein-Gordon equation for . To this
end, we have from Proposition A.7

V() + 5 trx¥s = div — V/([9P)0 + Nal W,
Tl + L trxl = V() + Na[#],
V¥ + trx W = V(¥3) + N3[¥],

V() + 5 trxy = divl — V/(102)0 + Nilg],

with W3 defined by (A.7) and N3[U,], Ny[¥], N3[¥] and N4[¥3] denote the nonlinear terms
in the schematic form A - ¥ and I' - ¥, which are already estimated in [39]. Moreover, we have
from Proposition A.7

1
N3[W4] = 200y — ieUWy + 20 W + ded - ¥ — = tr xy U3 + ieFpy,

2
~ ~ . ~ . 1 — try . (F)
N4[\I]3] = 2&}\1]3 — ’LQU\I’3 + 277 . \P + 'LQA . ‘p - §tI'X\II4 - m —1¢ p¢
- - u

Hence, we have from (3.2) and (3.3) that
N3[¥4] = O(5a? + eda2),  Nj[¥s] = O(3a? +eda2),  V'(||2)p = O(m25az).

Thus, we have for m? « 1 that V'(|4)|?)% has better decay and regularity than the nonlinear
terms N3[W4] and Ny[W3] . Hence, the L?-flux estimate for the Bianchi pairs ((¥y4,0), ¥) and
(W, (¥3,0)) can be deduced as in Section 6.1 of [39]. This concludes the proof of Theorem
3.1. O

4 Transition region and barrier annulus

In this section, we first construct in Theorem 4.1 a transition region based on the short-pulse
region obtained in Section 3. Then, in Theorem 4.23, we construct a spacelike initial data set
by taking a constant-time slice in the region obtained in Theorem 4.1.

4.1 Transition region and fundamental norms

Throughout this section, we always assume® that u € [ug, —3] and u € [,1]. We define

V = V(my) = {(u',g’) € [uo,U] X [6vﬂ]}7 V* =V <_;’ 1> ’

The main goal of this section is to prove the following theorem.

3Recall that ug € [~2, —1] is a constant introduced in Theorem 3.1.
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Theorem 4.1. Consider the Einstein-Mazwell-Klein-Gordon system (3.1) under the gauge choice
U =0 and let ag > 0 be a sufficiently large constant. Fora > ag, 0 < § < a~? and ug € [-2, —1],

we denote
g0 :=a"' = da. (4.1)

Assume that initial data are prescribed on Hy,, v H satisfying the following conditions:

. Hé?;” is endowed with an outgoing geodesic foliation.

o The following assumption holds along HQS?)’(S) :

_1
IO

i+j<s+15

(672 (juol ¥)* (%, 8, wa)| <1 (42

LO(Sug,u)

o The following conditions hold along H&i’l):

=0, a=0 w=0  Fg=0 Wy=0 =0 (4.3)

o Minkowskian initial data along H,.
Then (3.1) admits a unique solution in {(u,u) € [uo, —%] x [0,1]} and the following estimates
hold in V:

<s+2
HW (avﬁapv Uaé)g) L2(Su7£) $ €0,

<sH3,7~— ~— ~ A o
HW o (trx, tr x, X, X, w,w, n, 1, ¢, log 2, b, ¢) L2(s )$Eo,

"W<s+3 <(F)57 (F)P> (F)O—v (F)ga \1147 ‘I’a \1137 ¢7 Ua Qa A) L2(Sua) < €0,

where ¢ denotes the induced metric of g on Sy, and
—~ 2 2
try :=trxy — —, try :=trxy + —, Ti=U— U
r

The following schematic notations I', R;, R, F; and F;. will be used frequently throughout
Section 4.

Definition 4.2. We introduce the following schematic notations:

R :={a, B, p, 0, B}, R, :={B, p, o, B, a},
P = {(ﬂﬁ, (), Flg ., \p}, F, = {(F>,o, Flg, F)g, W, Wy, A, Q}.
We also denote:
I:= {t?% trx, X X7 G ws w, IOgQ} vl F,
rW .= vS'r U {a, 8, p, 7, 8, a}.
Finally, we define fori =1
rl+1) . ngl“(i), Rl(z‘+1) _ VQRZ@, RU+D .= Wisg),
Fl(i+1) — WélFl(z‘), Fr(i+1) — W@Fr@-

We now introduce the following fundamental norms:
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1. We define the following L?-flux norms of the matter fields:

s+4
—supz (u,u) + F;(u,u)),
Vi 1=0
where, for all i € N, we denote
Fi(u,u) HF HLQ(HT(;S,M)), Fi(u,u) HF HLZ(ﬂi‘O’“))'

2. We define the following L?> flux norms of the curvature components:

s+3
—supz (u,u) + R, (u,u)) .
Vi =0
where, for all i € N, we denote
Riu, ) = [ R o o, Ry(u,w) = [BY] o grtuom-

3. We define the following L?(S, ) norms of the geometric quantities:

s+3

) —supZD u,u), where O;(u,u) ||I‘()HL2 VieN.
Vi i=0

- (0.1) | prluo=2),
4. We define the following norms on Hy, " U H :

s+4 s+4
(o) := sup Z Fi(ug,u) + sup Z}" (u,9),
uel8,1] ;= ueluo,— 3] =0
s+3 s+3
Do) := sup Z Oi(ug,u) + sup Z 9;(u,9),
u€[5 l] ue[uO,_%] i=0
s+3 s+3
R(o) := sup Z Ri(up,u) + sup Z R, (u,d).
u€ls,1] ;2 ueluo,—1]i=0

4.2 Main intermediate results

Throughout Section 4, we define

€ :=¢gom

N

which measures the size of bootstrap bounds. Note that we have €% « m?e? « €3 « &2.

Theorem 4.3. Under the assumptions of Theorem 4.1. Assume, in addition, that
O <eg, R < e, T<e.

Then, we have
O0) < €o, R < <o, T(0) < €o-

Theorem 4.3 is proved in Section 4.4. The estimates for o and X on H follow from their
transport equations in the direction e3. The smallness of all other quantities on H 5 follow directly
from Theorem 3.1. On the other hand, all quantities on H,,, can be estimated by integrating
their equations along H,, and combining them with (4.3).
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Theorem 4.4. Under the assumptions of Theorem 4.1 and assuming, in addition, that
D(O) < €0, m(O) < o, ‘3:(0) < €0, O < &, R <e, T<e.

Then, we have
T < €0-

Theorem 4.4 is proved in Section 4.6. The proof is based on the energy estimates for the
Maxwell equations and wave equations. The method used here can also be considered as the
rP—weighted estimates used in |21, 37, 38| in the particular case p = 0.

Theorem 4.5. Under the assumptions of Theorem 4.1. Assume, in addition, that
O <, Roy<eo, T se, O<e  RW<e, Tge

Then, we have
R < £€0-

Note that ¥ < ¢ implies the control of all components of the energy-momentum tensor.
Then, the proof of Theorem 4.5 is largely analogous to Section 4.6 of [40], which applies the
energy estimates for the Bianchi equations.

Theorem 4.6. Under the assumptions of Theorem 4.1. Assume, in addition, that
D(o) < €o, 9{(0) < €o, T(o) < €0, O <e, R < eo, T < eo.

Then, we have
D S £0-

The proof of Theorem 4.6 is largely analogous to Section 4.7 of [40], which is conducted by
integrating the null structure equations, the Bianchi equations, the Maxwell equations, and the
wave equations along the outgoing and incoming null cones.

4.3 Bootstrap assumptions and first consequences

In the rest of Section 4, we always make the following bootstrap assumptions:
O <e, R <e, T<e. (4.4)
The following consequences of (4.4) will be used frequently throughout this paper.
Lemma 4.7. We have the following estimates:
T 2s, ) S €
Moreover, I' can be written as I' = 'y + I, where I'; and I, satisfy
Ly

Hf%&) <€, HF£8+4) I

ﬂ((;uo,u) S E.
Proof. It follows directly from (4.4) and Definition 4.2. O

Lemma 4.8. Let X and F satisfy the outgoing transport equation
VX + Xotrx X = F,
where \g = 0. We have the following transport estimate:
U
X525, € ¥ Lio(s, 0+ | IPos, il

Proof. See Lemma 4.1.5 in [25] and Lemma 6.1 in [38]. O
Proposition 4.9. We have the following schematic commutator formulas:

Q4] =T oY + 70,

[OY5,r¥] =T -7y + W,

Proof. It follows directly from Lemma A.2 and Definition 4.2. O
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4.4 Estimates for characteristic initial data

In this section, we prove Theorem 4.3.

_1
Proposition 4.10. We have the following estimates on ﬂ((sw), 2):

<s+3 T T A A ~
h ) 9 ) Y 7t 7t ) ) ) ) ) ) ) 71 Q7 b7 ) s )
HW (Bpaég X, trx, X, X, w, w, 1,1, ¢, log Q, b, ¢ L, S0

<s+3
HW<3+ ((F)@(F)p’ Py, ()3, Wy, Wy, 95, U, A) P S0
<s+2 -

< €p-
HW @ L2(Suw) <0

Proof. As a consequence of Theorem 3.1 and (4.1), we have

vam (p, o, B, e, trx, trx, X, w, 1,7, ¢, log Q, b, 5) H < €0,
P (Bus) (4.5)
HWSSH ((F)p’ (P, (F3, 9, W, Q) s S
It remains to estimate ¥, w, 3, ()8, 0y, A and a on ﬂ((suo’f%). We have from their ¥5-equations
and (4.5)
VY= R, B AL s
Recall that we have®
=0, Pg=0, w=0, Wy=0, =0, [VB<er on Sy,
Thus, we obtain by integrating them along H:
[P R b B )| L s o 1P (16)
Finally, we have from Proposition A.4 and (4.6)
HW?,VSHQO& s <z
Integrating it along H s and applying (4.3), we infer
HW<S+206 s <o
This concludes the proof of Proposition 4.10. O
Proposition 4.11. We have the following estimates on H&g’l):
‘0<s+3 (B,p, o, B, trx, trx, X, w, C)‘ < <o,
‘0§s+3 ((F)[% (Fg, <F>§7 W, U3, U, A)‘ < €o, 47
where we denote 0 := {V4, V3, V}.
Proof. Recall that we have on Hq(f;’l)
=0, Wg=0, a=0, W;=0, ¥=0, w=0 7=-C
Proceeding as in Chapter 2 of [7]|, we obtain (4.7) as stated. O

Combining Propositions 4.10 and 4.11, this concludes the proof of Theorem 4.3.

“The estimate for 8 follows from (A.6) and the initial assumptions (4.2) and (4.3).
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4.5 General Bianchi pairs

Definition 4.12. For tensor fields defined on a 2—sphere S, we denote by sy := s¢(S) the set
of pairs of scalar functions, s1 := §1(S) the set of 1-forms and s9 := s59(S) the set of symmetric
traceless 2—tensors.

The following lemma provides the general structure of Bianchi pairs.
Lemma 4.13. Let a(y), a(z) be real numbers. Then, we have the following properties:

1 If Yy ) € 81 and P9y, hoy € S0 satisfying

*

V3(T/J(1)) +aq) trx?/)u = - 1(1/1 ) h( 1)»
V() + a@ trx ey = di(va)) + he).

Then, the pair (Y1), (2)) satisfies

(4.8)

Div (|t Pes) + Div(|t o) [*es)
+(2a¢1) — 1) tr x| + (2a2) — 1) tr x|y (4.9)
=2div (¢ - ) + 20y - hay + 20 - hey + T (V) + [Ye)l?) -

2. If ¥ ) € 80 and P (9), hoy € 51 satisfying
Vs(¥ay) + aq) trx vy = di(de)) + hay, (4.10)
Ya(¥) + a@) trx ¥e) = —d1 (Ya)) + hey-
Then, the pair (Y1), (2)) satisfies
Div(|¢)|%es) + Div(|y2)|es)
+(2a1) — D) tr x|Y)® + (2a2) — 1) tr x|th) |
=2div (1) - Y2)) + 2001) - by + 20 - hy + T ([ + 1) ?) -
Proof. Tt follows by taking p = 0 and k = 1 in Lemma 4.2 of [37]. O

Remark 4.14. Note that the Bianchi equations can be written as systems of equations of type
(4.8) and (4.10). In particular

e the Bianchi pair (58, (Fp, Flg)) satisfies (4.8) with k = 1,

o the Bianchi pair ((‘Fp, —Flo), (F)B)) satisfies (4.10) with k = 1,
e the Bianchi pair ((U4,0), W) satisfies (4.10) with k = 1,

e the Bianchi pair (¥, (Us,0)) satisfies (4.8) with k = 1.

Proposition 4.15. Let (Y1),1(2)) be a Bianchi pair that satisfies (4.8) or (4.10). Then, we
have the following properties:

e [n the case 1 —2a(;) = 0 and 2a3) — 1 = 0, we have

W(l)HLQ owy + e HL2(H<uo )

< lva HLQ agw) T [ HLQ(H(uo )

+ L 1Yy - hayl + 1Y@ - byl + 1T ([0 |* + v ) -
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e [n the case 1 —2a(;) < 0 and 2a3) — 1 = 0, we have

lba “LQ oy e HL2 (o)

< [va HL2 @) T Hl/J(z)HL2 o)

+ L [y ? + [y - byl + 1) - byl + ITT ([ P + ) ?) -

Proof. It follows by integrating (4.8) or (4.10) in V and applying Stokes’ theorem, see Proposition
5.7 of [38]. O
Definition 4.16. We define the weighted angular derivatives § as follows:
U = rdyU, Y U € s9, 3¢ = rdi&, VYV Ees, 3f=rdif, ¥V feso.
We denote for any tensor h € s, k=0,1,2,
RO = h, K .= (h,Bh, ..., #'h).
The following theorem provides a unified treatment of all the nonlinear error terms.

Theorem 4.17. We have the following estimates:
J |F(s+3)||1-1(s+3)| <e? j |F(s+3)||F||F(s+3)| <&
A% A%

Proof. We have

f ’F(S+3)HF(S+3)| gf |1—\l(s+3)|2_|_ |F£S+3)|2
Vv

J J S+3)\2du +f J £S+3 | du/
(5 u) (uo u)

U
SJ 2du’ —i—f 2du <€
uQ é

as stated. The second estimate follows from the fact that |I'| < e. This concludes the proof of
Theorem 4.17. O

4.6 Estimates for matter fields

Proposition 4.18. We have the following estimate:

s+3 s 3
et A < 0.

LQ(Hl(L&LL)) L2 H(UO U))

Proof. We have from Proposition A.7
1 1
V3 (Uy4) + 5trx\114 — 2wy +ieUWy = divl +2n - U +ded - W — EtrX\Ilg
+ieDpp — V([0 ),
1 ~ n+mn . - (F)
Vil + 5 trx W + X W = V(0a) + —5=Va + iedWy — e3¢,
Denoting

Uy =1 e (r1), (4.11)
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we obtain

“ 1 - ~ “
V3(Wq) + 5 XV — 200y + el Vy = AV + 2 W +ied -0+ ieEpyp — V(|92

1 2 1 2

~ 1 ~ ]
Vs + o trx Wy = divy — V'(|)*) +T - T,

Vil + 1trxslv — V(0y) +T-T.

Hence, we obtain

Applying Proposition 4.9, we have for i < s + 3
i 1 i /i s s
Vs@'0,) + 5 trx(3'0,) = div(@' W) + m?pt3) 4 0.0,
Vi3'P) + - trx(if W) = V(@' W) + T - TE,

Applying Proposition 4.15 and Theorem 4.17, we infer

3 (s+3) 12 (s+3))2
H\Il4s HL2(H1(,46YH)) + H\r HLQ(ESO:U))

T (s+3 +3
S I, i, + 12

L2y

_|_f m2|1—w(5+3)”r(8+3)’ + ’F(s+3)HFHF(S+3)’
Vv
< 6(2) +m?e? + &% < 63.
Combining with (4.11), we obtain
+3

|¢| $ €0, |‘1/}(S+3)HL2(H7(J5&)) S €0, ”\IIA(LS )HLQ(HSS’!)) S £0-
This concludes the proof of Proposition 4.18.
Proposition 4.19. We have the following estimate:

+3 3
D), 1TV, o, S €0
L2(HY) L2(H,, )

Proof. We have from Proposition A.7
1
Vol + L trxlh = V() 7T,

V(W) + 3 trxls = divi + T -1 = VV([yf)y

Applying Proposition 4.9, we have for i < s + 3
V(@' ‘1’) ftr X(Qf \IJ) = d,{v(if Ug)+T- F(s+3)
Vi@ Ws) + 5 trx(3'0s) = V) +m?pl 0.0+,

Applying Proposition 4.15 and Theorem 4.17, we infer

(s+3) 2 (s+3)
gt HLQ ey + |wf HL2 (o)

+3) (s+3
S P i, + 195

<6 +m2e? + &3 <53

2 (g0 f m2|F(S+3)HF(S+3)’+’F(s+3)HFHF(S+3)’
L H v

This concludes the proof of Proposition 4.19.
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Proposition 4.20. We have the following estimates:

[P v, + 10 D) o, S <o, (412)
”((F)p7 (F)J) HLQ(H}L&’E)) + "(F)é(s+3) HLQ(ESO’M) < €o.
Proof. We have from Proposition A.5
V g + = trx( = —dy(Fp, Flo) + T -T,
V. (Fp, )—I—trx(( )p, Flo) = d, )3 +T - T.
Applying Proposition 4.9, we have for i < s+ 3
7 1 s
V(@ (F)B) §trX(¢ B) = de@‘ ( &) o))+ T I +3)
Vi@ (“p, Fo)) + trx(@ (o, o)) = V(' F)ﬁ) + DT,
Applying Proposition 4.15 and Theorem 4.17, we deduce
IR, ) + 1D, I,
SIPBEIE, oy + 1O O I,y + [ THIDITC)
< 50 +e8 < 5%,
which implies (4.12). Next, we have from Propositions A.5 and 4.9 that for i < s + 3
V5@ (o, —Fo)) + tr x (@ (Fp, —Fo)) = —dy (3" )8) + T - 1+9),
7 1 7 % S
W4(¢ ( F:Oa _(F)U)) + 5 tI‘X(ﬁ ((F)p7 - FU)) = d?(a ((F)pa _(F)U)) +1- F( +3)'
Applying Proposition 4.15 and Theorem 4.17, we infer
107, o), s + OB,
< [(Pp, Do) o+2) ||L2(H<5 w) + 1B, o, f (D, )| [P )| r )
Sei+ f J o, Fo)|2du’ + &% < €2,
H(uo u)
where we used (4.12) at the last step. This concludes the proof of Proposition 4.20. O

Proposition 4.21. We have the followmg estimate:

Proof. We have from Proposition A.6

Differentiating it by if and applying Proposition 4.9, we infer for ¢ < s + 3
W4(¢’U) = E)p) 4 . 7l+3)
Vi@ A) + *trx(if A) = )T TEr,
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Hence, we infer from Lemma 4.8, Proposition 4.20 and Theorem 4.17

@A, < 1L A HLQ(H(% )

<50+J J P)p)s+3) 200! + et < 2.
5.u)
ug H<

This concludes the proof of Proposition 4.21. O

f |(F5(F )s+3’ —I—’F 1-\8-&-3)’

Combining Propositions 4.18-4.21, this concludes the proof of Theorem 4.4.

4.7 Proof of Theorem 4.1

We now use Theorems 4.3-4.6 to prove Theorem 4.1.

Definition 4.22. For any us € [uo, —%], let W(uy) be the set of spacetimes V (uy, 1) associated
with a double null foliation (u,w) in which we have the following bounds:

T<e, R <e, O <e. (4.13)
We also denote by U the set of values uy such that R(uy) # .

The assumptions of Theorems 4.1 and 4.3 imply that
T+ R + 90 =

Combining with the local existence theorem in [33], we deduce that (4.13) holds if u, is suffi-
ciently close to ug. So, we have U # . Define u, as the supremum of the set &. Applying
Theorems 4.4-4.6 in the region V (uy, 1) one by one, we obtain

iga), %S&o, 9] SE(). (4.14)

By a standard continuity argument, we have that u, = —3 and (4.14) holds in V(—1,1). This
concludes the proof of Theorem 4.1.
4.8 Short-pulse annulus and barrier annulus

Theorem 4.23. For any s € N, there exists a sufficiently large ag > 0. For any a > ag and
0 < d < a2, there exists a spacelike initial data (3, g, k, E, B,, ¢, A, ®) solving (1.1), endowed
with a radial r—foliation for r € (0, %), which satisfies the following properties:

1. We have
(gvkanBawa¢) = (6 0 0707(]’0) in 81—25)

(g~ k. BB 0)l 5 ) S0 (4.15)
2. The charges of (g,k, E, B) satisfy for r € (1, %)
Qapuml(g,k); 0B, Qel(g, E); 0B,] = O(a™"),  Qp[(g, B);B,] =0

The spacelike initial data (X, g, k, E, B) is denoted by (3.4, 95,0, k6.0, Es.a: Bs,a), or simply (9, a).
Moreover, the annulus B% \E is called the barrier annulus , and B1\Bi_25 is called the short-

pulse annulus.
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short-pulse annulus Barrier annulus

S—1+26,0

Minkowski

Figure 5: constant-time slice (X4, 95.a; k5,0, 5,0, Bs.a)-
Proof. As an immediate consequence of Theorems 3.1 and 4.1, the spacetime obtained in The-
orem 4.1 satisfies the following properties:
e [t coincides with the Minkowski spacetime for u < 0.

e In the region {(u,u) € [up, —3] x [0,4]}, we have

try, trx| Sa l. (4.16)

e In the region {(u,g) € [uo, —%] x [0, 1]}, we have
(g —n¢,F)lcs Sa™'. (4.17)

We now take

)
UDZ—Z“F(s,

and we consider the following time-constant slice:
Yi={u+u=—-1+26},

see Figure 5 for a geometric illustration. Taking r := u — u, we obtain a radial foliation on X
for r € (0, %) Notice that ¥ coincides with a constant-time slice of Minkowski spacetime for
r < 1—20. Finally, we see from (4.17) that (4.15) holds. This concludes the proof of Theorem
4.23. O

5 Main gluing arguments

The goal of this section is to develop a gluing scheme for the full EMKG system adapted to our
construction. By the localization of the Klein-Gordon field achieved in Section 5.3, the main
gluing region is purely electrovacuum, and the EMKG constraints reduce exactly to the Einstein-
Maxwell (EM) constraints. This reduction allows us to adapt the obstruction-free gluing method
of [34], originally designed for the vacuum case, to the electrovacuum setting. In Section 5.4, we
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show that within this regime, the Maxwell equations glue linearly, with electromagnetic charges
as the only compatibility conditions, while the Einstein sector glues obstruction-free as in [34].
In Section 5.6, we formulate and prove the resulting abstract EM gluing theorem. Its application
to glue the inner barrier annulus of Theorem 4.23 with the outer charged Brill-Lindquist data
(2.6) will be carried out later in Section 6.

5.1 Schematic EMKG constraint equations

We begin by recalling the constraint equations for the EMKG system in schematic form.
Lemma 5.1. We introduce (indices are raised or lowered by e)

hij = gij — 5z'j — 51']' tre(g — 6), T3 = kij — 5@']‘ tI‘e k’,

A : A A 5.1
¢l .= E74/det g, B7 .= Bly/det g. (5:1)
Then, the inverse transformation formulas are given by
1 1
gij = (52‘]‘ + hz‘j — 551] tre b, kij = Tj — §5U tre m,
o p—2
Vdetg’ y/det g
Proof. Straightforward verification. O
Proposition 5.2. The EMKG constraint equations (2.1) around the trivial data
(g7kaE7B71/}7¢7 A7 (I)) = (6707070)0)070)7
take the following schematic form:
ala]h’zj ZM(h,W,E,B,¢,¢,A,¢), 87,772] ZN](h,W,E,B,’QZJ,Qb,A,@), (5 2)
azél = L(hﬂ% ¢7 @)7 az%z = 07 -

where M, N and L take the schematic form
M(h,m,E,B,v,$,A,®) := Mgy (h, 7w, E,B) + Mgg(h, $,¢, A, ®),
N?(h, 7, E, B, ¢, A, ®) := Np (b, 7, E, B) + Ny (h, 6,1, A, ®),
Lh,¢,0,®) =09+ -9,
with’
Mgy (h,7,E,B) =h-0*h+0h-0h+n-m+E-E+B-B,
Mga(h, ¢, ¢, A, @) =0¢ -0+ 0Y - Y- A+ A-A+¢- o+ Y- O+ -0,
N (h, 7, E,B) = (h-dn)) + (0h-m)! + (E - B,
Ny, 6, A, @) = (90 - 0 + (04 - B + (-0 - A + (-9 - A- @),
In the remainder of this paper, we always denote 4—tuple X for EM data

X = (h,m, & B), (5.3)
and P for the principal parts of EMKG/EM constraints and N for the nonlinear parts
5Z§]h” M(h77T7E7Bv/l/}7¢7A7®)
= L 8i7rij N L N%h,Tr,E,B,@Z),gb,A,‘P)
P(X) T alez ) N(X>¢a¢aA7(I)) T L(h,iﬂ,(ﬁ, @) (54)
0;B" 0

Then, the schematic form of the EMKG constraint equations (5.2) becomes
P(X)=N(X,¢,6,A4,).

SHere, - denotes the appropriate contraction of tensor fields.
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5.2 Analytic setup: Bogovskii/conic operators and conservation laws

We introduce the analytic tools used in the gluing construction. Bogovskii-type and conic
operators invert the divergence operators in (5.2) while preserving annular support, and the
accompanying flux identities control the variation of the ADM and electromagnetic charges
under the EM constraints.

5.2.1 Bogovskii-type and conic operators

We now state the main tool for inverting the operator on the L.H.S. of (5.2) while preserving
the annular support property.

Lemma 5.3 (Bogovskii-type operators on annuli). There exist linear operators
S : CP(A)) — C®(Ay; Sym’R3),
T:CP(A;R3) — C™(Ap; Sym?R3),
P:CP (A1) —» CF (A R?),
such that:

1. Support property:
supp(S f), supp(Tf), supp(Pf) = Ar.

2. Right-invertibility property under compatibility conditions:

0:05(Sf)7 = f if [ 2y, w9, 23) da = 0,
Ay
Oi(TE)7 = £ if f.(1,8,¢e5,Y1,Ys, Y3) de =0,
Ai
a(Pf) = f if fda = 0.
Ai

8. For all s e R,
ISflas < W flms—2 |TE|as < |l |Pflas < | flms
4. The commutator estimates hold for all j =1,2,3

I0S, 01 f s < U fls2y T 0518 mrs < €y 1P, 051 f s < [ f [ ra-r-

Proof. Their existence, along with the stated support and mapping properties, follows from
Lemma 2.2 in [34] and the original construction of Bogovskii [4]. O

We now define the b—Sobolev space.
Definition 5.4. For s € N, the b-Sobolev space Hi(R3) is defined by the norm

[l gy = D @) ¥l e

k<s

We extend the definition to s € R by duality and interpolation. For 6 € R, we set Hlf’e =
(x)~*H;.
Given 0 € (0,7), w € S? and w € S?, we define the cones

Cw:{xeRS/gew}, Co(w) = {zeR?/ L(z,w) < 6}.

r
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Lemma 5.5. Letw = S? be a convex open subset and k € C*(S?) with {, k = 1 and supp k < w.
Then, there exist linear translation-invariant operators

Se: CF(Cw) — CP(Cu; Sym’R?),
T.: C*(Cy,; R?) — C®(C,; Sym?R?),
P.: CP(Cy,) — C*(Cu; R?),
satisfying the following properties:

1. Support property:
supp(Sef), supp(Tef), supp(Pef) < Cu;

2. Right-invertibility property:

Gdi(Se /)T =f, HTHY =8, G(Pef) = J:

3. Mapping properties: for all s € R and suitable weights,

1

”SCfHH;"S b HfHH;—Q"S"'Qv d < Ty
1
HTCfHH;,a < HfHHsﬂ,aﬂ, 0 < 3
1
1Pl < 1o s<1

Proof. These are the conic analogs of the Bogovskii-type operators, obtained by convolution with
homogeneous kernels adapted to C,,. Their existence, translation-invariance, support preserva-
tion, and the stated b—Sobolev mapping properties follow from Lemma 2.5 in [34]. See also the
construction in [36] and Proposition 7 in [35]. O

We introduce the shorthand notation

— —

S = (57 T, P, P)a Se = (ScaTmPcaPc), (55)

for the Bogovskii-type and conic-type operator families, respectively. Moreover, we define the
following product spaces:
XS = H®x H ' x H7! x H*71,
V= H® x Hs—l > Hs—l % Hs—l > Hs—l x HS_I,
X5 = Hi x Hy7 ' x Hi™' < Hy ™,
Vii=Hi x Hi7 P x H V< HS7 D x Hy U < HE
X;,E — HI;S,Z % Hi)s—l,ﬁ-‘rl % H§_1’€+1 « H§_17£+1.

Here X corresponds to the EM initial data X = (h, 7, €,98), while ) corresponds to the EMKG
initial data (X, v, ¢).

5.2.2 Conservation laws

We record flux identities that later yield the variation of the ADM charges Qapas and, under
the EM constraints, the conservation of the electromagnetic charges Qp, Qp. For 0 < rg < 71
and 7, defined in (2.3), we introduce

Xro,r1 (T) = Jjw (77r0 (7"/) — My (T/))dr/.
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Lemma 5.6. Let (g,k, E, B) and (h, 7, €,*B) be defined by (5.1). For any 0 < ro < r1, we have
fork,l=1,23:

1 . E
0.0 hY — _
f8r1\8r0 261&]}1 < ) ( > aBTl <Cl> aBTO
o | 2 = ); 0B, ] — ); 0By, ],
jBrl\Bm " <(Y2 l Jl 0
f 0N gy = (9. E, B);0B,,] - ( F) [(g, E, B); 0B,,.
B,y \Bry \0iD Qs

In terms of averaged charges, we have for k,l =1,2,3:

[rungan (1) as - (g) [0 A1~ (&) o A
fxm,n <E;’;;j> dz = (?f) [(g,k); A, ] — (?f) [(g: k)3 Aro],
[an) (S) @ = (§F) 0. B3] = (35 t0n B B )

Proof. Tt follows directly from (5.1), Definition 2.5 of Qapas, Qp, Qp and integration by parts.
In particular, these charges are conserved under linearized EMKG constraint equations around
Euclidean space. O

5.3 Construction of star shell and near-star annulus

We reduce the EMKG constraints to the pure EM constraints in the gluing region by localizing
the Klein-Gordon field inside the star region. The resulting electrovacuum annulus, constructed
in Theorem 5.9, will serve as the domain for the EM gluing.

To treat the electromagnetic potentials (A, ®) in the EMKG constraints (2.1), we now recall
the relevant 3—dimensional elliptic estimates.

Proposition 5.7. We have the following properties:

1. Let & be a 1-form on ¥ satisfying divg & = D(§) and curly & = C(§). Then, we have
[ 1wek = [ 10©P + 1D - rict €565
b b
2. Let ¢ be a scalar function on X satisfying Ag¢ = f. Then, we have
[ wop w0 < [ s
b b

Proof. See Lemma 4.4.1 and Proposition 4.2.2 in [8]. O

Proposition 5.8. Under the Coulomb gauge divy A := V; A" = 0, and the asymptotically flat
assumption lim|y (A, ®) = 0, the initial data set for the EMKG system satisfies (2.1) as well
as the following determined system for (A, ®):

div, A =0, curly A = B, Ag® = 23 (v19), lim (A,®) = 0. (5.6)

x| —c0

Proof. Tt follows directly from (2.1) and Proposition 5.7. O
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We are now ready to prove the following theorem, which constructs the star shell and the
near-star annulus.

~N ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~

(2.1) on Bs. Then, there exists an initial data set (§,k, E, B, ¢, A, @) that solves (2.1) on By
2

and satisfies the following properties:

1. We have

(9., E, B9, 0, 4,8) = (9.k, E, B,),, A, @) on Bs, (5.7)

~ ~ A~~~

3. The charges of (g, kE é) satisfy for r e (1,4):
oB

Qapm[(@,7); 08,1, Qe((3, E); 0B,] = O(a™"),  Qp[(3, B);9B,] = 0. (5.10)

The annulus Bg\l’)’% 1s called a star shell while the annulus Ay = B4\Z?Q 1s called a near-star
annulus, in which Klein-Gordon fields vanish. Moreover, the disk Bo is called the star region.

Proof. As an consequence of Theorem 4.23, we have
g~ e.k\ B, B,y sy ) S 07
We first freely extend (g,k, E, B,1, ¢)in to Bs so that
(g — ek, E, B, ¢, ¢)m“yg(34\gi) S¢, supp(¢, ¢) < Bo.

We now fix (¢, ¢) := (¥, @)in, so that (A, ®) is determined elliptically from (5.6), and we solve
for the EM variables via the fixed-point problem:

X = §(N(Xin + X,0,6,4,0) = P(Xin))  on Bi\Bs, (5.11)

where § = (S,T,P,P) s the Bogovskii operator. By Lemma 5.3, S preserves support in the
annulus, so the solution X is compactly supported in B4\B 3. By Banach’s fixed point theorem,

there exists a unique X € X%(B4\Bs) solving (5.11). Lettlng
2
Xm = Xin + )?
and writing (g, E, E’, E) for the variables corresponding to X = (%, T, (TE, %)m, the estimate (5.9)

follows from the EMKG constraint (2.1) and the smallness of the data. The charge estimates
(5.10) are consequences of Lemma 5.6. This completes the proof of Theorem 5.9. ]
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5.4 Gluing up to linear obstructions for EM constraints

Outside the inner annulus, the EMKG constraints reduce to the EM constraints. Under the
renormalization of Lemma 5.1,

¢! = \/det g E, B! = y/det g B,
the Maxwell equations become the linear divergence equations in Euclidean space,
0;€" =0, ;B =0,

so that only the total electromagnetic charges remain as compatibility conditions for the gluing.
In particular, as a corollary of Proposition 5.2, the EM constraint takes the following schematic
form:

Corollary 5.10. In the case (¢, ¢) = (0,0), the EM constraint equations (2.2) take the schematic
form

0;0;h" = Mpai(h, 7, E, B), o = Ni,(h,7, E, B),

, . (5.12)
0i¢ =0, 2Bt = 0.

We also denote NEM(X) = (MEM(X),NJ%M(X),O,O)T,

Thus, the Maxwell sector introduces no nonlinear obstructions, and the only obstructions to
be removed come from the gravitational variables (g, k), exactly as in the vacuum case of [34].
In this regime, the gluing theorem below is a direct EM extension of Theorem 1.3 in [34]. To
this end, we first state the following lemma.

Lemma 5.11. Let u,v be Schwartz functions on R3.

1. Let F be a C™ function with bounded derivatives. Then, we have for s > 0,

[F(uw) = F(0)|ms < [ulas-

2. Let F be a C* function with bounded derivatives. Then, we have for s > 0,

[F(u) = F)las < |u—vlas + [u—vlze(ulzs + [olas)-

3. For sg, s1, 82 such that sg + s1 + So = %, So + 1 + s2 = max{so, s1, S2} with at least one of
the inequalities being strict, we have

luvlg=s0 S ullers vl ez

Proof. See Section 2.8 in [3]. O

Theorem 5.12. Let s > 3, there exist e = ec(s) > 0 and M. = M(s) > 0 such that the
following holds. Let (§,k, E, B) € X*(As) be a solution to the EM constraint equations (2.2)
such that

(G- ek B, ) <e (5.13)

XS («116)

Define Q € R0 by Q = Qapml(g, fﬁ);AlG]. Let @ < R!9 be a bounded open set such that

Qe Q, By, (Q) € Q, (5.14)
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and consider an Q—admissible family of annular initial data sets {(9q, kg, Eq, Bg)}geo on A,
as in Definition 2.7, with fized electromagnetic charges (Qr,Qp) on Aig < A and Sobolev
reqularity s such that, for all Q, Q' € Q,
” (gQ -6 kQa EQ7 BQ)HXS(/TM) <6
(90 — 90k — hgrs Fo — Fars Ba — Ba)l gy < K1Q — Q. (5.15)

We also assume that the electromagnetic charges of (g, k,E, B) coincide with those of (9q, kg, Eq, BQ)
on A16, 1.€.

Qr = Qrl(90, Eq): Ais] = Qrl(4, E); Aue),
Qs = QBl(90, Bg); Ais] = Qs[(4, B); Aue).

Assume that (1 + K)e < e.. Then, the following holds:

(5.16)

1. Gluing. There exist (g,k, E, B) € X*(Ag) solving EM constraint equations (2.2) and
Q € Q such that ||(g — e, k, E, B)HXS(,ZH,) <6 |Q— Q| < M2, and

(gQ,kQ,EQ,BQ) m As,

(g,k,E,B)z o 9 o e .
(gvkaE7B) m ASQ'

In particular, electromagnetic charges are conserved:

Qrl(g, E); Ais] = Q. Qsl(g, B); Ais] = Q5.
2. Lipschitz continuity. The map (g, kE, B) — (g,k,E, B,Q) is Lipschitz as a map from
the subset of X* restricted by (5.13) and (5.14) into X x R1Y.

3. Persistence of regularity. Assume that (g, k,E,B) € X5t (As) and for each Q €0,
(90, kg, Eqg, Bq) is of Sobolev regularity s + m for m € N, then (g, k, E, B) € X7 (Aj4)
and

[(9 = ek, B, B) | yom(d,) S 10— €5y B B) | yam (4,09
+ H(QQ -6 kQ7EQ7BQ)HXS+m(fT16)‘

Proof. The proof of Theorem 5.12 is divided into 3 steps.

Step 1. Construction of the preliminary gluing profile X for each Q. Let x(x)
be a smooth radial cutoff equal to 0 for |z| < 16 and 1 for |z| > 32. We form the following
interpolating ansatz:

Xo = (1-x)Xq +xX, (5.17)

where X¢g = (99, kg, Eq, Bg) and X = (g,k,E,B) are defined in (5.3). Certainly, X ¢ would
not solve (5.12). The goal is, therefore, to find a correction )Z'Q, supported in A;g, and a suitable
choice of Q) € Q such that

X = YQ + )Z'Q

becomes a genuine solution of (5.12). Plugging this into the constraint yields

PXo=-PXo+ Npy(X), (5.18)
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where P is the principal (linear) part as in (5.4) and Ngj is the nonlinear part of the EM
constraint, as in Corollary 5.10. Applying the Bogovskii-type operator S from (5.5) formally
leads to the fixed-point map

~

XQZg(NQ(XQ)) ZS:(—P‘YQ%-NEM(YQ%—XQ)), (5.19)

where NQ = (]\7@, NQ, EQ, IN(Q)T denotes the right-hand side of (5.18). By Lemma 5.3, however,
Sisa right-inverse only on the subspace of data satisfying the finite-dimensional compatibility
(orthogonality) conditions. Thus (5.19) should be viewed as a relazed fixed-point problem: for
a given () we can solve it precisely when NQ(XQ) meets those conditions. In Step 3 we will
choose ) so that the compatibility conditions hold, thereby making (5.19) solvable and turning
)N(Q into a genuine correction.

Step 2. Finding the candidate X for each Q. For each Q € Q, let X € X with

%= { X/ 1Xqlas(a) < Mz}

We denote
ﬁQ = —]SYQ + NEM(YQ).
As an immediate consequence of (5.17) and Lemma 5.11, we have

supp(Fg) < Asg, | Follzs—2(a,) S &
Noticing that

Nq — Fg = Npu(Xq + Xo) — Nem(Xq),
we have from (5.17) and Lemma 5.11

supp(Ng — F) < Aws,  [No — Folme—2(a,) S Mee”.

Moreover, we have for Q, Q' € O

INg = Norlir-2ai0) < €18 = Kol care)-

Applying Lemma 5.3, we deduce that the operator Si in (5.19) is a contraction on X. Hence, by
Banach’s fixed point theorem, there exists a unique XQ e X solving (5.19). At this stage XQ
is only a candidate correction, since the compatibility conditions are not yet enforced. These
will be used later to determine the correct ). Finally, by varying ) and repeating the same
argument, one verifies that the map Q — )Z'Q € X%(As6) is locally Lipschitz.

Step 3. Finding the correct ). In order for )N(Q to solve the EM constraint (and not
merely the relaxed fixed point equation), the compatibility conditions from Lemma 5.3 must be
satisfied. These conditions pick out the correct value of Q). Thus, it remains to find @) € Q such
that
J]\AJJQ . (1,:1:1,562,3:3)de =0,
JNQ : (517527537}71’}727?3)de = 07 (52())

J(EQ, Kq) dx =0,
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which ensures that XQ satisfies Statement 2 of Lemma 5.3. Applying Lemma 5.6, we obtain for
1=1,2,3:

J;MQ (;z> dr = — Lﬁ Xs,32(" ) 3 0j h (;) dx + JNI xg,gg(r)%MEM(h,w, E,B) (;l) dz
- (&)t ko) = (&) 6. s
+ Lﬁ X8,32(T)%MEM(}L7 7, E,B) (;l> da.

Next, we recall from (5.12)
2i0;h¢ = Mpar(hq,7g, Eq, Bg).

Multiplying it by xs16(r) and integrating it by parts, we obtain from Lemma 5.6

(&) Lo kayids) = (& ) Lo Aval + [

Similarly, we have

(&) 160401 = () 1600 Al + [, xasatrrfatearth 2.2 (1) o

Combining the above identities, we deduce

f;MQ (L) dr = (3) [(90:kqQ); Ate] — <(I;]l> L9, I;);Ald " <g[[§22]]§l> ’

where n[@] denotes the nonlinear terms. Similarly, we have for k,l =1,2,3

JNQ ( >dx = (ﬁf) [(90,kq); As] — (ﬁf) [(3,k); Arg] + (2[{%};) _

We also have

Lo 4, — (Qe [(90: Eq» Ba) As] — (37 ) [(9, B, B); Asg].
f K (QB Qs

Thus, we have from (5.16) that

1 1
X8,16(r)§MEM(hQ7 ﬂ'Q, EQ, BQ) <SUZ) da:.

16

J(EQ, Kg) dx = 0.
Moreover, the first two identities in (5.20) reduce to the following fixed-point problem:

Q=Q+nl[Q]. (5.21)

It follows from Banach’s fixed point theorem that there exists a unique @ € Q satisfying (5.21).
The Lipschitz dependence and persistence of regularity properties can be deduced similarly to
Theorem 1.3 in [34]. This concludes the proof of Theorem 5.12. O

5.5 Extension procedures

We prepare the data for gluing through two extension steps. The outer extension propagates
the exterior EM data (the Brill-Lindquist family from Section 2.4) inward to the annulus Ay =
Bss\Bs. The inner extension propagates the near-star annulus from Theorem 4.23 outward up
to Bs, with a conic correction Bg U Cy(wp), while keeping the Klein-Gordon field compactly
supported in By. The actual gluing will then take place in the intermediate annulus Ajg =

832\8716.
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5.5.1 Extension of outer solutions

Lemma 5.13. Let (g,k, E, B)ou € X*(As2) solve (2.2). If [(g — e, k, E, B)out| xs(45,) 5 suffi-
ciently small, there exists (5,%, E‘,é)out € XS(.Zlm) that solves (2.2) and satisfies

(gak’a’EiE)out = (gakyE;B)out m ./432,

o
=

(g — E E)outHXs(le) S g—ek, B, B)outHXS(Asz)a
Q&[G E)out; Ars] = Qe[(g, E)out; Asa],
Qa[(F, B)out; Ais] = Qal(g, B)out; Asa)-

Proof. We first freely extend (g,k, E, B)ou to X*(Bgs) with control over the norm. Let Si, :=
(S, T, P, P) be the Bogovskii type operator on B3y, which satisfies the properties in Lemma 5.3.
We then consider the following fixed point problem:

)2 = gin(NEM(Xout + )?) - ﬁ(Xout))-
By the Banach fixed point theorem, there exists a unique solution Xex (Bs2). Defining

Xout := Xout + X,

and let (§,%,E‘, E’)out be the solution corresponding to Xou: = (E,%, @,%)out. Moreover, the
conservation of electric and magnetic charges follows directly from the facts that divy £ = 0 and
divy B = 0. This concludes the proof of Lemma 5.13. O

5.5.2 Extension of inner solutions

Lemma 5.14. Let ¢ € [—1, —%], 0 >0 and wy € S?, there exists a solution operator Sy for P
defined in (5.4), i.e. PSput = 1, with the following mapping property:

Sout + (Hy %) (A1 L Cylwp)) — (A7), (As U Ca(wo)).

Proof. The proof is conducted by applying the conic operators defined in (5.5), which is largely
analogous to Step 1 in the proof of Lemma 5.8 in [34]. O

Lemma 5.15. Let (g,k, E, B)i, be an initial data set on Ag solving (2.2) and satisfying
(g — ek, E, B)in|xsay) <6

where € is a constant small enough. Let 6 € [—1, —%], 0 > 0 and let wy € S®. Then, there exists
(ﬁ,E,E, E)m that solves (2.2) and satisfies the following properties:

1. We have
(G, k, E, B)in = (9,5, B, B)in  on As,
k

2. The following estimate holds:

|G — 7. B Blin] o < e (5.22)

3. The charges of (5,%,5, E)zn satisfy for r € (4,8):

|QADM[( G, k)in; 0B:] — Qapm[(g, k)in; 0Ba]| <
[(57 E)zna aBT] - QE[(ga )ma oB ] = (5'23)
Qs[(7, B)in: 0B,] — Qp(g, B)in; 0B4] =
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Proof. We freely extend (g,k, E, B)i, to A4 so that
H(g — ek, F, B)Zn‘|XS(A4) Se€
we consider the following fixed point problem:
X = Sout(Npm(Xin + X) — P(Xin))  on Ay U Cp(wy),

where S,.; denotes the solution operator in Lemma 5.14. By Banach’s fixed point theorem,
there exists a unique solution X e x; ’Z(A4 U Cy(wyp))- Deﬁmng Xin = Xin + X and letting
(ﬁ,E,EN],E)m be the solution corresponding to X, = (h 7, €, ‘B)m, we deduce immediately
(5.22). Finally, (5.23) follows directly from Lemma 5.6 and the fact that divy £ = divy B = 0.
This concludes the proof of Lemma 5.15. O

5.6 Main gluing theorem

Combining the reductions of Sections 5.3 and 5.4, we obtain the abstract gluing result for the EM
constraints. In the electrovacuum region produced by the localization of the Klein-Gordon field,
the Maxwell sector glues linearly, with the electromagnetic charges as the only compatibility
conditions, while the Einstein sector glues obstruction-free as in [34]. This theorem provides
the EM component of the full EMKG gluing scheme developed in this section, tailored to the
boson-star setting where the Klein-Gordon field is compactly supported and the exterior is
electrovacuum.
We first recall the multi-bump construction of [34| with prescribed ADM charges.

Proposition 5.16. Let § € [~1,—1] and 6 € (0, %), we define

ClO = Cy(E1) L Cy(—&1) U Co(Er) L Cy(—2) U Cp(Es) L Co(—83).

Given s > 3 and T > 1, there exist e, := e,(s,I') > 0 and p, = pp(s,T) such that the following
holds. Consider

E

/E? — [P|?

For each Q € Ur, there exists (gg"mp’r, kg“mp;r) e O®(R3) solving vacuum constraint equations
such that

Up = {QER”’/E> [P, <or, E<d, [C+|]] <ubE}.

supp(gg“mp’r —e, kaump;F) - C’éﬁ) N Bg,

. (5.24)
Qapm (g™ ky™h); Are] = Q.

Moreover, we have

bump; bump;D
H (gQump — €, kQump >HH;’5><H§_1’5+1 $ \/E,

. 1
bump;I' 5 bump;I"
l0g ( kg )HHg‘*‘Sng‘*l"‘“ §ﬁ»

H( bump;I’ —e, k%ump;f‘) < E,

HHbs,SxH;—l,(s-#l(BTG)

b H HA
Ha ( ump ,kQump )HH5’5><H571!6+1(BT6) ~

A

1.

Proof. See Proposition 5.7 in [34]. O

We are now ready to state and prove the following gluing Theorem, which extends Theorem
1.7 of [34] to the EM constraints (2.2).
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Theorem 5.17. Given s > 3 and I' > 1, there exist €, = €,(s,I') > 0, po = pio(s,I) >

0, and C, = Cyu(s,I') > 0 such that the following holds. Let (g,k,F,B)i € X%(A2) and
(9,k,E, B)out € X*(As2) be solutions to the EM constraint equations (2.2). We define AQ =
(AE,AP,AC,AJ) e R'Y by

AQ = Qapm[(9; k)out; As2) — Qapnm[(g: k)ins A2], (5.25)
and assume that
AE > |AP], (5.26)
AE
<T, (5.27)
V/(AE)? — |AP|?
AE < €2, (5.28)
|AC| + |AJ| < u,AE, (5.29)
QEl(9, E)out: Az2] = QE[(9, E)in; A2], (5.30)
QB[(g?B>0ut§A32] = QB[(Q,B)m;AQ], (531)
and
[(g — e, k, E, B)m|\§(S(A2) +[(g — e, k, EyB)outHg('S(A32) < o AE. (5.32)
Then, there exists (g, k, E, B) € X*(Bgs\Ba) solving (2.2) such that
(gakanB):(g7kaEaB)in on AQ,
(gvkaEaB):(g,kaEaB)OUt on A32a
and
(g — ek, E, B)Hiswm\@ < C,AE. (5.33)

Proof. Fix —1 < ¢ < —% and 6 € (0, %)- Let
Ur(AE) = {AQ’ € up/ %AE < E(AQ) < 2AE} .

Given AQ' € Ur(AE), by Proposition 5.16, there exist six-bump initial data (ggump;rfe, kg”np;r)

to the vacuum constraint equations, supported in Cém\b’ig. By Lemma 5.15, given any wq € S,
there exists (7, k, E, E)m € X;“S extending (g, k, E, B);, and satisfying

(g_ 67E7Ea§)in = BS U C@(OJ()).

Taking wp € S? such that
ciBs) (N (c Bs) =
(Cy"\ B)H( o(wo) U Bs) = &,
we then define, for any AQ' € Up(AE)

(9—e.k, B, B)aq = (§— €.k, E, B)in + (g — €, k,0,0) 457",

which extends (g, k, E, B);, and solves (2.2). We have from Lemma 5.6, (5.24) and (5.32)
Qapu(9, k) ag; Ais] = Qapar[(g, )N Arg] + Qapar[ (G, k)in; Aie]
Q

= AQ' + Qapm[(9: k)in; A2l + (9 — €, k, B, B)inl %5 55 (5.34)
= AQ" + Qapum(g; k)in; A2] + Or (1o AE).
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We also have from (5.24)

Qupml(9,k)ag; Ae] — Qapml(g, k)agr; Ais] = AQ" — AQ".

In particular, the following map is bi-Lipschitz:

T : Ur(AE) — R,
AQ" — Qapum[(9,k)ag:; Ase]-

Next, by Lemma 5.13, there exists (g, %,E,é)out on Ag extending (g, k, E, B)oy: and solving
(2.2). Again, we have from Lemma 5.

Qv [T, K)out; A16] = Qanar[(g, k)out; As2] + [ (g — e, k, E, B)out || o)
= Qapm[(9, k)out; Az2] + Or (. AE).
Thus, we infer from (5.34), (5.25) and (5.35)
T(AQ") = Qapml[(9, k) ag; Ais)
= AQ" + Qapm[(9, k)in; A2] + Or (. AE)
= AQI - AQ + QADM[(g) k)out; -ASZ] + OF(MOAE)
= Qapm[(F: B)out; Ass] + AQ" — AQ + Or(1,AE).

(5.35)

~

Noticing that T(AQ) = Qapam[ (7, k)out; A16] + Or (e AE), choosing p, even smaller depending
on up and I', we have, from the inverse function theorem, that T'(Ur) covers a ball of radius

~

Or(u,AE) around QADM[@N, k)out; A16]. By inverting T', we obtain a Q—admissible family of
annular initial data sets on Ajg satisfying (5.14)—(5.15) with

1
e = Or (1 (AE)?), K = Or(1).
Recalling that divy ' = div, B = 0 holds on B5, we have

QE,B[(ga Ea B)AQ’7 Alﬁ] = QE,B[(gv Ea B)?,na AZ]
= Qg,Bl(9, E, B)out; Az2]
= Qp,5[(7, E, B)ous; Au.

For €, small enough, applying Theorem 5.12 with (g, k E, B) = (5,%, E, E)Out, we obtain that
there exists a solution of (2.2) such that

(9,k, E,B)ag  in As,

(9. k., E,B) =1 _~ ~ «
(g7k7E)B)Out in A32'

Recalling that (g, k, E, B)a¢ is an extension of (g, k, E, B);,, while (g, E, E, E)om is an extension
of (g, k, E, B)out, this concludes the proof of Theorem 5.17. O

6 Construction of Cauchy initial data

The goal of this section is to prove the following theorem, which establishes the existence of the
desired Cauchy initial data.
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Theorem 6.1. Let N € N and s > 3. Let (9p1,0, Epr,0) be a charged Brill-Lindquist metric

defined by
N4\ M;—Q
I I 1 —Qr
=[1 - v 1 kpr =
9BL ( +1§_1 2|x—c1|> ( + § 2|x—c1|> BL =0,

1 +ZN Mi+Qr
EBL = —Vg In ( I=1 20 cl' , BBL = 07

N M=
L+20- 1 2[x— CI|

where {M7}Y_, and {c;}}_, satisfy the small-mass and large-separation condition (2.8). Then,
there exists a suitable choice of {Q}Y_, and a 2N —parameter {(31,ar)}}_, family of initial data
sets (3,9, k, E, B;1, ¢, A, @), which are solutions of (2.1) and satisfy the following properties:

1. For any I € {1,2,..., N}, we have

(gakaEv B) = (gBL,O,EBL’O) on 652(CI)7
(g7 k? E7 B) = (951,a17k51,a[7 E517a17 Bé],aj) on B% (CI)\Bl(CI)7
(gukaE7 B) = (6707 070) on 61—251((:[)7

where (2,9, k, E,B)s, o, are the spacelike initial data constructed in Theorem 4.25 for
parameter (O1,ay).

2. The Klein-Gordon fields are supported in the star region:
supp(v, ¢) < U Ba(cr).

3. For any I € {1,2,...,N}, the following estimate holds:

I(g — ek, E, B)| < M. (6.1)

s(Bsa(er)\Bi(er))

4. For any I € {1,2,...,N}, a trapped surface will form in D¥(By(cy)), the future domain
of dependence of Bi(cy).

5. The Cauchy data (X, g,k) are free of trapped surfaces.
6. For any I € {1,2,...,N}, the coordinate ball Bgs(cy) is free of MOTS.
See Figure 1 for a geometric illustration of the Cauchy data in the particular case N = 3.

Proof. The idea of the proof is to perform surgery for the charged Brill-Lindquist metric (¢5r,, 0, Epr,0)
near {c;}¥_;. More precisely, we apply Theorem 5.17 to patch the constant-time slices ¥(&7, ar)
constructed in Theorem 4.23 near the poles {c;}}¥_,. The proof is divided into 3 steps.

Step 1. Gluing construction of Cauchy data. Fix I e {1,2,--- N}, we denote
(g, k,E, B)out = (gBL7 0,EBL, 0)

Let (z!,22,2%) be a coordinate system centered at c¢;. We have from Corollary 2.11

E[(g,k)out; Az2(cr)] = 87TM1 + O(MiM + Md; )
Pi[(g,k)out; As2(cr)] =
Cil(g, k)out; As2(cr)] = O(MIM + Md; Y, 6.2)
Ji[(g, k)out; As2(cr)] = 0,
QE[(9, E)out; Asa(cr)] = 47Qr + O(Q M + Md; 1),
QB[(g, B)out; As2(cr)] = 0.



Next, let ¥(d7,ar) be the constant-time slice constructed in Theorem 4.23. We denote

~ A~ A~ A~~~ A~

(g7k7E7B7w7¢7A7 q))’LTL = (§7k7EaBuw7¢vAa q))
constructed from 3(d7,ar) as in Theorem 5.9. As an immediate consequence of (5.10), we have

Qapm[(g:k)in; A2(cr)] = O(a; ),
QE[(g, E)in; Az(cr)] = Olar ),
QB[(g, B)in; A2(cr)] = 0.

Thus, we obtain

AE = E[(9, k)out; As2(c1)] — E[(g, k)in; A2(cr)]

1, 1 (6.3)
=8rM;+ OM;M + Md;” +a; ) ~ M,
where we used the facts that M « 1, dI_1 & My and al_l &« M7y. We also have
(AP,AC,AJ) = O(MM + Md; " +a;h). (6.4)

As an immediate consequence of (6.3) and (6.4), we infer

AE » |AP|, AE « 1, |AC| + |AJ| « AE.

These imply that the conditions (5.26)—(5.29) in Theorem 5.17 hold. Next, we have from (6.2)

Qe[(9, B)out; Ass(er)] = 47Qr + F(Qu, -+ Qn),
Qz[(9, B)in; Ba(cr)] = FO(Q1, -+ Qn),

with F,,+ and F}, are functions of {Ql}ﬁvzl that satisfy:

FONQ1 - Qn) = 0QiM + MdpY),  F(Qu-Qw) = Olarh).
By the implicit function theorem, there exists a suitable choice of {Q I}?le such that
Qz[(9, E)out; As2(cr)| = Qr[(9, E)in; A2(cr)].
Moreover, we have trivially
Qz[(9, B)out; As2(cr)] = 0 = Qg[(9, B)in; A2(cr)].
We also have from (5.9) and (2.11)

H(g - e7k’E7 B)’WLHXS(.AQ(CI)) $ a[—l’ H(g - €7k7E7 B)OutHXS(_Agg(cI)) $ MI-
Thus, we obtain for aI_I LK Mp«1
H(g - €>k7E7 B)in”g\’s(/b(c])) + H(g - €,k,E, B)OUtH%(S(AgQ(CI)) S af_2 + MI2 « M] = AE»

which implies that (5.33) in Theorem 5.17 holds. Thus, for any I € {1,2,--- N}, all the
conditions in Theorem 5.17 hold near ¢y, we have from Theorem 5.17 that there exists a solution
of (2.1) satisfies the properties 1-3 of Theorem 6.1.

Step 2. Formation of multiple trapped surfaces. For any I € {1,2,..., N}, the ball
Bi(cr) is obtained from the evolution of the characteristic initial data of EMKG system in
Theorem 3.1. Noticing that the future domain of dependence D (B (cy)) is causally independent
of Bf(cy), we have from Theorem 3.1 that a trapped surface will form in D" (B;(cy)). Hence,
N trapped surfaces will form, respectively, in D¥(By(cy)) for I € {1,2,..., N}, which yields
property 4 in Theorem 6.1.

45



Step 3. Free of trapped surfaces. Fix [ € {1,...,N}. By the Sobolev control (6.1) in
annulus Bgy(cr)\Bi(cy),

2
H(g - €7k)||HS><H571(864(C[)\m) < MI>

hence for s > 3, along the radial foliation r = |x|,
MM, g6 - %’ <MY2  on 0B.(cr), V1<r<6d
For M « 1, this implies
try6 >0.03>0 on dB(cr), V1<r<64 (6.5)
In the short-pulse region and Minkowski region, we have by (4.16) and a; » 1,
trgf =trx —trx>1 on 0B;(c;), VO<r<L (6.6)
Combining (6.5) and (6.6),
trg6 > 0.03>0 on dB,(cr), 0 <7 <64 (6.7)

Let S < Bga(cr) be a compact, embedded smooth 2-surface, and denote by B, (cr) the innermost
ball centered at ¢y containing S. Then S and S, := 0B,¢(cr) are tangent at some p, and by a
standard mean curvature comparison,

tI‘g 05(])) = trg QSTS (p)
Using (6.7) and |k| < MY? « 1,
trg(ag - kg)(p) > 0.02 > 0,

so S is neither trapped nor marginally trapped. It remains to rule out trapped surfaces in the
exterior region Yo 1= U?[:l BS,(cr). If S < ¥ satisfies S nXeqr # F, then for some p € SN 3¥eqs
we have k = 0, and hence

trg(—0 — k) trg(6 — k) (p) = —(try 0)*(p) <0,

which contradicts (2.12). Thus, no trapped surface intersects ¥¢,;. This proves Properties 5
and 6 of Theorem 6.1. Combined with Steps 1-3, this completes the proof of Theorem 6.1. [

A Double null foliation

We consider a double null foliation of M by two future-increasing optical functions w, u satisfying
g(grad u, grad u) = g(grad u, grad u) = 0.

The level sets H, := {u = const} and H, := {u = const} are outgoing and ingoing null
hypersurfaces, and their intersections

Suu = Hyn H, (A.1)
are spacelike 2-spheres. Set L := —gradu, L := — grad u, and define the lapse 2 > 0 by

g(LvL) = _29_2‘
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The normalized null pairs are
eq := QL, eg = QL, N := Qey, N := Qes.

On each Sy, choose a local orthonormal frame (e1,e2) so that (eq, ez, e3,e4) is a null frame
(with ea € {e1, e2}). The induced Riemannian metric on S, is ¢, with Levi-Civita connection

A

V. Using (u,u) together with local coordinates z* on S, satisfying es(z?) = 0, the metric

takes the double null form
g = —20%(du® du + du ® du) + ¢ , ,(dz”* — b du) @ (da” — bPdu),
with
N =0, +D, N = 0y, b:=0b404.
A.1 Ricci coefficients and Weyl components

We recall the null decomposition of the Ricci coefficients and Weyl components of the null frame
(e1, €2, €3,¢e4) as follows:

1
xap =8(Vaes,ep), x5 =8(Vaes, ep), €A = §g(V464,€A),
1 1 1
§4= §g(V363,€A), w = Zg(V4e4,€3), w= Zg(V3€3,€4),
1 1 1
nA = ig(v364a€A)7 QA = §g(V463,€A), CA = §g(VA64a€3)a
and
1 1
aAB = W(6A764363764)7 BA = §W(€A,€4,€3,€4), P = Zw(e3a€4a€3764)a
1
aaBp = W(€A7€3763)63)7 éA = §W(€A,€3,€3,64), g = E*W(e37€4763764)7

where *W denotes the Hodge dual of the Weyl tensor W. The null second fundamental forms
X, X are further decomposed into their traces tr xy and try, and their traceless parts X and X:

5AB

1 1
_ 5AB S 1 .7 S 1
trx = 06""xap, Xap:=Xxap— j0aptrx,  try: Xap' Xap'=Xap~ 504BTX-

We define the horizontal covariant operator Y as follows:
VY :i=VxY — %X(X’ Y)es — %X(X,Y)eg.
We also define ¥,X and V35X to be the horizontal projections:
VX = VX — %g(X, Ves)eq — %g(X7 Veq)es,
ViX := V3X — %g(X, Vses)es — %g(X, Vseq)ey.

A tensor field ¢ defined on M is called tangent to .S if it is a priori defined on the spacetime M
and all possible contractions of ¢ with either e3 or e4 are zero. We use V3¢ and Y ¢ to denote
the projection to Sy, of the usual derivatives V3¢ and V4¢.

The following identities hold for a double null foliation:

1 1 1
WlOgQ = 5(7] +ﬁ)7 w = —§W4(10g9), w = —§W3(10g9),
n=C+VlgQ,  n=-(+VlgQ, £=¢=0.

(A.2)

see for example (6) in [26].
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A.2 Null components of matter fields
Let F be the Faraday tensor. We define the following null decomposition of F:
1 1

Fpa:=Flea,er), ", :=Fleayes), ©p:= §F(63,64)7 Flor = §*F(€3,64)~ (A.3)
In particular, F(ea,ep) = —¢, B(F Jo. Moreover, there exists an electromagnetic potential A
that satisfies F = dA. In terms of null components, this reads

V,U'AV - VI/A/L = FH’V'
We denote the components of the electromagnetic potential A as follows:
U:=A4=A(eq), U:= A3 = A(e3), Ap = Ap = Alep). (A.4)

Moreover, we define ¥ as the gauge covariant derivative D of the complex scalar field 1) and
the following null components of W:

Uy = e3p +ielU, U3 = eqp +ieU, Vi =Vp+icdApy.

A.3 Riccl curvature and Schouten tensor

We define the following Schouten tensor S and Cotton tensor J:

. 1 1
S/uz = Rlc/uz - ég;va J)\,LLI/ = §(Vus)\1/ - VVS)\[J,)' <A5)

Proposition A.1. We have the following expressions for the null components of Ricci curvature
and scalar curvature:

Ricap = 2R(V4¥}) — 2 ((F)5®(F)§> g TYan ((F)p2 +Fo? + V(W‘Q)) ’
Ricas = 2R(W 4 0]) — 29pFB 4 2e* (g |

Ricay = 2R(Y 4 0)) + 23,4 4+ 2Pl (Flg

Ricss = 2|03)% + 2|F)8)2,

Ricyy = 2R(U30)) + 2002 1 2062 — 2V (Jyp)?),

Ricy = 2|04 + 2|FBP2,

R = —2R(T30)) + 2]¥)? + 4V ([y]).
The null components of the Schouten tensor S,,, can be computed similarly.

Proof. See Lemmas 4.12 and 4.13 in [39]. O

A.4 Commutation identities

We recall the following commutation formulae.

Lemma A.2. Let Uy, .. 4, be an S-tangent k-covariant tensor on (M,g). Then

k

[V, V5lUA;..a, = =BV eUara, + ) Qa0 — XBon,, + Ea,0"Bp)Uar.c..a,
i=1
k

[QW?)? WB]UAL..Ak = _QXBCWCUAL--AIC + 2 Q(XAZ'B ne — XBC na; + ¢Ai0*éB)UA1---C--.Ak7
=1

k
[QV 3, QV4)UA, .4, = 49V pUa,...a, + 29° Z(ﬂAi ne = n, N0+ €a,00)UaA Ay

i=1

Proof. 1t is a direct consequence of Lemma 7.3.3 in [8] and (A.2). O
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A.5 Einstein-Maxwell-Klein-Gordon equations

We collect here the system of equations for the Ricci coefficients, electromagnetic components,
and curvature components obtained as a consequence of the EMKG system (3.1).

A.5.1 Null structure equations

Proposition A.3. We have the following null structure equations:

V477 = —X'(ﬁ—ﬂ) - B - %Szu
Van = —x(ﬂ—n)+é—%$3,
VX + (trx)X = —2wx — o,

1 .
Vatrx + f(trx)z —lle — 2wtrx — Su4,

2
Vsx + (trx)X = —2wX —
1 ~
Vjtrx + 5(“&)2 = —|}|* — 2wtrx — Sss,

—_

~ 1 ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ S
W4x+E(trx)xzW®Q+2wx—ftrxx+ﬂ®g+ 8,

=N

~ 1 ~ A~ R R ~ ~
Vix + §(trx)x = V®n + 2wX — = trx X + n®n + B,

[\)

1 ~ o~ ,
Vatryx + i(trx)trxz 2wtry +2p — X - X + 2divy + 2[n|* + TrS,
1 ~ ~ ,
Vstrx + §(trx)trx =2wtrx +2p— X - X + 2divy + 2|n|* + TrS,
where we denote

(83)4 := S34, (B4)4 := Sua, S 45 = SaB, TrS := g"”’S,,.

and 8 denotes the traceless part of 8. We also have the Codazzi equations:

s o~ 1 ~ 1 1
divy = SVtrx —¢- <x— trx) — B+ 584,
2 2 2
1 ) 1 (A.6)
d/fvgz §Wt1‘X+C' ()A(— 2trx) + B+ §$3,
the torsion equation:
1
cilrln = —cyfrlg =0 — 5)2 A X,
and the Gauss equation:
1. 1
K= ——trytry+ X X—p+ itrS.
Moreover, we have
3 1 1 1 1
Vaw = 20w + 2 = = 2 =n) - (n+0) = gln+nl* + 5p+ 5 (tr$ — TrS),
3 1 1 1 1
Vsw = 20w + 20 —nl* + Z(n—mn) - (n+n) — Zln+n> + Sp+ S (tr § — TrS).
4 4 8 2 4
Proof. See Proposition 2.13 in [39]. O
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A.5.2 Bianchi equations
Proposition A.4. We have the following Bianchi equations:

1 N R R N ~
Via + g trxa= V®B + dwa — 3(Xp + *Xo) + (¢ + 4B + Ju,

VB + 2trx B = diva — 2w + (2C+ 1) - o = Jse4,
ViB+trxB=Yp+*Vo+2wB+2X-8+3np+*n0) + Jsu,

3 . 1. 1
V4p+§trxp=d/fVﬁ—5X~a+é~5+2ﬂ-ﬁ—§J434,

3 R 1
W4U+§trxa= —CI/fﬂﬂ%—*X'*Q—C‘*5_2ﬂ'*ﬁ—§*=]434a

ol =

3 . - 1
Vsp+gtrxp=—divB— SR a+ (8- 8- 5 Jas,

3 1. 1
Va0 + itrxa = —alrlB + §X'*Q—C'*§—2U'*ﬁ+ §*J343,
ViB+trxB=—-Yp+*Vo+2wf+2X-6—3(np—"n0) — Jy3,

V3B +2trx 8= —diva—2wB + (2¢ — 1) - & + J3a3,
1 . R R . ~
Vo + 5 trya = —W@ﬁ + dwa — 3(xp — *Xo) + (¢ — 4n)®B + J3,
where we denote
A~ 1 ~ 1
(Ja)ap := Japa + Jpas — 5Jusa g s (J3)ap := Japs + Jpas — 5 Ja3 § 4.
*Jaza = (Japs — Jpaa)¢*?, *Jaas i= (Japs — Jpas)¢”,
(Srer)a = Drav,
with Jy, the Cotton tensor defined by (A.5).
Proof. See Section 2.3.4 in [14]. O

A.5.3 Maxwell equations and Electromagnetic potential equations
Recall F = dA for the electromagnetic potential A, with null components given in (A.3) and
(A.4).
Proposition A.5. The Mazwell equations take the following form:
Wg(F)B+%trx 18 = —di (Fp, Fo) + 208 + 20pn — 2oy
+x- " - 2e%(wﬂ),
Va(p. Do) + 10 x(Pp, Do) = D5 + (1 + ) - (78, 775) + 2¢(3 (). 0),
V3(Fp. = o) + trx((F Do) = =0 — (= ¢) - (8. *F)p) — 2¢((¥}). 0),
A B+1trx 18 = di(Fp, =Fo) + 2w — 2py — 2oy

+x- B~ 22%(1/1\11T).
Proof. See Proposition 2.21 in [39]. O

Proposition A.6. Let U, U and A be defined in (A.4). Under the gauge choice U = 0, the null
components of F can be expressed in terms of the null components of A as follows:

1
Dp = —5Vall +wU + (n—n) - 4, o = —cylrl4,

F)ﬁ:—%A—%trxA—fc-A, %:W—%,A—%try&—gmg(—cm).
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Proof. See Corollary 2.24 in [39). O

A.5.4 Klein-Gordon equations

Proposition A.7. Under the gauge choice U = 0, we have the following equations:
1 1
Vi (Ty) + itrx\h — 2wy +ieUWy = divl +2n - U +ded - W — 5‘51")(\1/3
+ieDpyp — V' ([,
1 ~ n+n . - (F)
VW + itI“X‘I’ +X-0 = V(Py) + 5 =Wy + ie AWy —ie" By,
1 ~ , n+n . . (F)
Vsl + 5 trxW + X - W +ieU¥ = V(¥3) + —5= Vs +iedy —ic B0,
1 1
Y74(\Ifg) + itrxllfg — 2wWs3 = div + 2n - U+ ded- W — §trX\IJ4

— iy — V(|9 )y,
cfrlW = —ied A W — ie(F)mp.

We also have

~ + 1~ 1 — ~
Vsl +trxd + %W+ ieU¥ = V() + g+ Strx¥ + ey — e,

~ 1 ~ ~ 1 — t
Va(Ts) + = trx¥s — 20F5 = div W + 2 W +ied - W — ~try Ty — - 4p
2 ui g X 20[u]
— ey — V' (|9*),

where we denote

W3 = |u| es(|ult) + ieU. (A.7)
Proof. The derivation is identical to Proposition 2.25 in [39], except that the potential contri-
bution V'(|4|?)9 is kept throughout the computation. O
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