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Abstract

In accordance with current models of the accelerating Universe as a spacetime with a pos-
itive cosmological constant, new results about a cosmological upper bound for the area of
stable marginally outer trapped surfaces are found taking into account angular momentum,
gravitational waves and matter. Compared to previous results which take into account only
some of the aforementioned variables, the bound is found to be tighter, giving a concrete

limit to the size of black holes especially relevant in the early Universe.

I. INTRODUCTION

According to observations of our Universe, there are two accelerating expansion phases, the
current phase and the very early stage. Such a Universe is approximately described as a spacetime
with a positive cosmological constant. Considering the Einstein equation with a positive cosmo-
logical constant, the simplest solution is the de Sitter spacetime. Therefore, we can obtain useful
insight into our Universe by examining the characteristics of asymptotically de Sitter spacetimes.
One interesting result is the presence of an upper bound for the area of event horizons. This
is consistent with the intuitive feature that black holes should be smaller than the cosmological
horizon, as we can see for the Schwarzschild-de Sitter solution. There are several works showing
the existence of a cosmological upper bound for the area of an apparent horizon or so, in general
spacetimes/axisymmetric spacetimes HQ] (See section 4.4 in Ref. H] for a review). In some of
these the contribution from charge and angular momentum was also considered.

In this paper, taking into account the contribution from every relevant variable we can think of,
with the exception of charge, we re-examine the cosmological bound for the area of stable marginally
outer trapped surface (stable MOTS) |10] in realistic spacetimes with a positive cosmological
constant. The analysis is quasi-local, that is, the asymptotic behavior of spacetime is not required
to be imposed. We can justify the omission of contribution from charge by the fact that it is
unlikely that charged black holes exist in our neutral Universe , ], so this simplifies our setup.

This paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II we present the setup and some basic concepts. In

Sec. III we derive the cosmological upper bounds for the sizes of black holes in spacetimes with
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a cosmological constant. Finally, we give a summary and discussion. The derivation of the key

equation of the main result is presented separately in the appendix.

II. SETUP AND BASICS

Let us consider a compact 2-surface (S, hyp) in a three-dimensional spacelike hypersurface (X,
dap) in a four-dimensional spacetime (M, gq). Denoting the future-directed unit normal vector to
Y in M by n® and the outward-directed spacelike unit normal vector to S in ¥ by 7%, the metric

Jab is decomposed as
Jab = Pab + TaTh — NaTb = Gab — NaMb, (1)
and one can define the extrinsic curvatures of ¥ in M and S in ¥ as
Kap = 4545V ena (2)
and
keah = hShiV o, (3)

respectively, where V, is the covariant derivative with respect to g.,. We decompose K, as

Kap = K(pyralh + Kab + VaTh + UpTa, (4)
where
Ky = Kaprr?, (5)
Kb = hChiK o (6)
and
Vg = RSP K. (7)

After some manipulation, we obtain the derivative of 6, = k + k along the r®-direction B, Iﬂ]

(See Appendix for the full derivation)
1 1 1
Va0, = —§9+ab91" — 593 + 04 (K +8) + §<2>R + DV =V, V& — Gk, (8)
where Gy, is the four-dimensional Einstein tensor,

e—l—ab = Kab + Kap, (9)



Va :=vq — Dy In g, (10)

k* :=n*+r? (11)

and D, is the covariant derivative with respect to hg,. ¢ is the lapse function for the radial
direction so that qgravarb = —D¢lny. Note that k% is a future-directed null vector and V¢ is
spacelike vector tangent to S. Since 6, = h®Vgk, = h®0, 4 holds, 6, is the outgoing null

expansion rate associated with the null vector £%.

III. COSMOLOGICAL UPPER BOUND FOR AREA OF STABLE MOTS

Following Ref. ], the stable marginally outer trapped surface (stable MOTS) is defined as a

compact 2-surface S satisfying !
Oils=0 and r"Vabi+|s > 0. (12)

Then, taking the integral of Eq. (8) over S and using the Einstein equation Gup = 87T, — Agap
with a positive cosmological constant A, we have

1

: /S D RJA > A + /S ViV + 87(p1 + pagw)] dA, (13)
where A is the area of the stable MOTS S, py := Tppk®n® = Tppn®n® + Thpr®n® and P+gw is defined
by

| -
8T P4 gw = §9+ab91b - g(nabnab + kapk®) + Rapk®. (14)

The tilde stands for the traceless part, i. e. 9~+ab = 01ap — (1/2)04+ hgp. Note that p,gy is positive
definite. The last expression in the right-hand side of Eq. (I4]) can be seen as a summation of the
energy density and flux of gravitational waves as well as in py. Now, assuming that the dominant
energy condition holds, that is p; > 0, one can see that the right-hand side of Eq. (I3]) is non-
negative. From the Gauss-Bonnet theorem, this shows us that the topology of a stable MOTS is
a 2-sphere 2, that is, fS () RdA = 8. Thus, Eq. ([@3]) gives us

4 1
A< 2 [ VAV 4 87(ps + prgw)] dA. (15)
A A

! In Refs. E, ] the concept of future trapping horizon was proposed instead, with the direction of the derivative
in the second condition taken to be past-directed outgoing null.

2 Even for cases with a non-positive cosmological constant, Eq. (I3) holds. Then, if the integration in the right-hand
side of Eq. (I3) is large enough that the right-hand side is positive, the topology of a stable MOTS is also shown
to be a 2-sphere.



This can be regarded as a generalization of the result obtained by Gibbons for stable minimal

surfaces [4]. A minor arrangement gives us
/ (VVa + 87 (p4+ + prew)] dA < 41 — AA. (16)
S

Bearing the cosmological setup in mind, one may define the surface-averaged total density p ot

as

1
Prtot = 1 / PrtotdA, (17)
S

where pitor := p4 + p4gw. Then, Eq. (IH) is simplified as

47 1
A< — — — [ V*V,dA, 18
A A Js 18)
where
A+ = A + 877/5—1—1:01:- (19)

From the definition, V¢ includes the contribution from the angular momentum. Indeed, v® in V¢
is approximately expressed as v* = h®r¢Ky. = —h®n°Vyr, ~ ) g1, and non-trivial gy, appears
when spacetimes have a rotation, where ¢, r and ¢ are the time, radial and angular coordinates.
Thus, one can see how the size of stable MOTS is limited by the presence of gravitational waves,
matter, and angular momentum 3.

As an application to the event horizon of a slowly rotating Kerr-de Sitter spacetime, we can
evaluate the second term in the right-hand side of Eq. (I8]). The metric of the Kerr-de Sitter
spacetime is

ds? = —% (dt _ “Si’f 0d¢>2 P P XSiIfH (adt _rta d¢>2, (20)
¢ X p A

p
where ¢ = (r2+a?)(1—Ar?/3)—2mr, p?> = r?+a®cos?0, A = 1+ Aa?/3 and x = 1+ (A/3)a? cos? 6.

a is the Kerr parameter and m is the mass parameter. The unit normal vector r® to the horizon

in the t =const. slice is
(dr)a (21)
and then one can read ¢ as

(22)

3 Even for cases with a non-positive cosmological constant, the result here is true if A, is positive.



At the leading order, the components of V, are given by

a? cos O sin 0

r2

Vyp=—0plnp = P = 0(a?) (23)
and
v, = §K¢r = 30 26 4 0(ad). (24)

Note that the f-component of V, does not contribute to the evaluation at the leading order.

Integrating over the event horizon, we have

2
V,VedA = 247 (‘”Zf) +0(ah). (25)
Su TH

Notice that at the leading order there is no dependence on the cosmological constant. Although
we can compute higher order terms of a, the expression would be rather complicated and it would
be difficult to discern a physical or geometrical meaning. Nevertheless, since (rjlq /24) [ Sp V. VedA
gives us the angular momentum (am)? at the leading order, the above observation may prompt us

to define the surface-averaged angular momentum as

2
(8wJ)? = A—/V“VadA. (26)
67 S

Then, Eq. ([I8]) gives us

6m(87J)? 4w
2207 <

A =m S

(27)

Due to the presence of the angular momentum, the area A has a lower bound too. A minor

rearrangement of Eq. (1) gives us

(87J)? < §A2 (1 - j—; > : (28)

This is similar to the inequality for the Komar angular momentum Jg in axisymmetric spacetimes

i

(8mJg)* < A? (1 - %A) (1 - %A) : (29)

Note however that J does not coincide with the Komar angular momentum Jx, even for axisym-

metric spacetimes. Indeed, one can show the following inequality [16, [17]

7 < <@)4J2, (30)

4 In Ref. [16], (87.J)? := (A2/67) Js v*vadA was used. Note that v® is in the integrand, not V.



where R is defined by g

4 . i a
RY = =— /Sqw dA (31)

with ¢ the axisymmetric Killing vector. We used the fact that [ V?¢,dA = [;v*¢,dA. For
the Kerr-de Sitter spacetime, Jx = am/X\ (for example, see Ref. E]) Then, one can see that

Ji = J 4+ O(a?) for small a cases.

IV. SUMMARY AND DISCUSSION

When one thinks of gravitational collapse of matter spreading over the cosmological horizon,
a part of the matter of the outside region of the cosmological horizon does not collapse due to
the cosmological expansion. Then, one can expect that the size of a black hole is smaller than
that of the Universe, and we aim to show this. In particular, we derive a new inequality for the
area of stable MOTS, such that the size of a black hole is limited by the presence of matter,
gravitational waves and angular momentum. A main application of this consequence is to give
certain considerations to the population and features of primordial black holes formed in the very
early stage of our Universe. When one considers standard cosmology, the surface-averaged density
(plus flux) g = (1/A) [ T,yn?kd A is composed of a homogeneous-isotropic part and cosmological
perturbations, and the latter imply only tiny effects at the second order for the inequality. However,
in non-linear events such as the black hole formation, the argument would be drastically changed.
Note that even if A =0, we would still have a cosmological upper bound for stable MOTS due to
the presence of a non-zero py in the expanding Universe, so that Ay ~ 87p, in standard cosmology
as expected (See Ref. @] for a similar argument).

One may be interested in higher dimensional cases. For the n-dimensional cases, Eq. (3]

becomes

1
5/ n=DRJA > AA +/ VoV + 87 (ps + pigw) dA. (32)
S S

This inequality does hold regardless of dimensions and the sign of the cosmological constant. For
n = 3, we can evaluate the left-hand side from the Gauss Bonnet theorem, that is, |, S (n—DRJA =
8m(1 — g), where g is the number of genus. However, for n > 4, the Gauss-Bonnet theorem does
not work, and thus the value and sign of the left-hand side cannot be fixed. It gives us an obstacle

to show the upper bound for the area of the stable MOTS in higher dimensions.

5 Considering the inverse mean curvature flow for the spacelike hypersurface ¥, one can show that R, > R4 for the
oblate cases and R4 < R4 for the prolate cases HE] Only for the spherically symmetric case Ry = R4 holds.



There are a few remaining issues. Equations (I5) and (@) do not depend on the area-averaged
quantities, which we introduce as a simplification. In reality, the exact physical meaning of the
surface integral of V%V, is unclear, although it can be definitely said that it includes the contribu-
tion from the angular momentum or a three-dimensional vector-type quantity. Furthermore, it is
interesting to look at its variance for the evolution sequence of stable MOTSs. In the final phase
of black hole formation, spacetime approaches a vacuum and stationary state near the black hole,
and then the stable MOTS coincides with the cross section of the event horizon. This means that
the second part of the integrand in Eq. (IH]) decreases with evolution, but the first term does not
and will be dominate in the integrand because of the existence of a possible angular momentum.

In future studies, it would be nice to address these features.

Acknowledgments

T. S. and K. I. are supported by Grant-Aid for Scientific Research from the Ministry of Educa-
tion, Science, Sports and Culture of Japan (Nos. 17H01091, JP21H05182 JP21H05189). T. S. is
also supported by JSPS Grants-in-Aid for Scientific Research (C) (JP21K03551). K. L. is also
supported by JSPS Grants-in-Aid for Scientific Research (B) (JP20H01902) and JSPS Bilateral
Joint Research Projects (JSPS-DST collaboration) (JPJSBP120227705).

Appendix A: Sketch of derivation of Eq. (8

Here, we briefly describe the derivation of Eq. (g]).
From the Codazzi equation, qubcnc = DyK 2 — D,K, we have
Rapn®r® = r*DyK) —r*Dy K
= —kypr®™ + Kk + Dav® + 20Dy Inp — 1 Dy, (A1)

where D, is the covariant derivative with respect to g,;. From the definition of the three dimensional

Riemann tensor, ) Ryr%rt gives us

Dok = —kapk™ — G Ryror? — oD%
Looaw 12 1 L3 12
= —§k’abk‘ —51’{7 +§ R—§ R—(,D D @, (A2)

where, in the second line, we used the double traced Gauss equation for S in 3.

Using the double trace of the Gauss equation for ¥ in M, we have

1
Gan'n® = 3 <<3>R — K K® + K2) . (A3)



Using Eqs. (AT) and (A2), we can compute r*D,(k + ), and then, eliminating ) R via Eq. (A3),
we can derive Eq. (8]).
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