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CHARACTERIZATION OF THE NULL ENERGY
CONDITION VIA DISPLACEMENT CONVEXITY OF
ENTROPY

CHRISTIAN KETTERER

ABSTRACT. We characterize the null energy condition for an (n + 1)-
dimensional, time-oriented Lorentzian manifold in terms of convexity of
the relative (n — 1)-Renyi entropy along displacement interpolations on
null hypersurfaces. More generally, we also consider Lorentzian man-
ifolds with a smooth weight function and introduce the Bakry-Emery
N-null energy condition that we characterize in terms of null displace-
ment convexity of the relative N-Renyi entropy. As application we then
revisit Hawking’s area monotonicity theorem for a black hole horizon
and the Penrose singularity theorem from the viewpoint of this charac-
terization and in the context of weighted Lorentzian manifolds.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Many classical theorems in general relativity rest on local geometric con-
straints for the underlying Lorentzian space-time. These local constraints
often have the form of lower bounds for curvature quanitities like the Ricci
tensor and via the Einstein equation they are interpreted as energy condi-
tions. Onme such condition is the null energy condition that requires non-
negativity of the Ricci tensor in direction of null vectors. The null energy
condition plays a crucial role in the Penrose singularity theorem about in-
completeness of null geodesics [Pen65] which forshadowed the existence of
black holes and in Hawking’s area monotonicity theorem [Haw72] which as-
serts that the area of cross-sections of a black hole horizon is non-decreasing
towards the future provided the horizon is future null complete.

In this article we present a characterization of the null energy condition
for a time-oriented Lorentzian manifold in terms of entropy convexity along
the future-directed geodesic null flow on null hypersurfaces.
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A null hypersurface # in a Lorentzian manifold (M"*!, g) is a submani-
fold of dimension n such that the metric g restricted to H degenerates. The
entropy is the relative (n — 1)-Renyi entropy

Su-a(ulvol) = = [ '~ dvoly

where p is a probability measure on M, voly is the degenerated volume of
the Lorentzian metric ¢ on H and p is the density of u in the Lebesgue
decomposition w.r.t. voly. A null flow on H consists of null geodesics that
foliate the hypersurface H. We say that a probability measure m on M x M
is a null coupling if there exists a null hypersurface H C M such that 7 is
concentrated on

Ry = {(z,y) € H*: I flow curve 7, s.t. y(s) =z, y(t) =y & = < y}.

For z,y € Ry let t € [0,1] — 7, 4(t) be the affine reparametrization of v, ,.
Two probability measures pug, 11 € P(H, voly) are called acausal if they are
supported on acausal submanifolds Sy and S;. Here P(H,voly) is the set
of voly-absolutely continuous probability measures concentrated on H. We
say that two acausal probability measures pg and p; are null connected if
there exists a null coupling 7 such that the marginal measures of 7 are pyg
and pq. If 1o and py are null connected, we define iy = (e;) 4 for ¢t € [0,1]
where e; : (2,y) = Jz,(t) is the evaluation map. We will call (p¢)se[o,1) null
displacement interpolation.

1.1. Statement of main result. Our main result is the following theorem.

Theorem 1.1. Let (M™*!,g) be a Lorentzian manifold. The null energy
condition holds if and only if for all po,u1 € P(M,voly) that are acausal
and null connected, it holds

(1) Sn—l(ﬂt’ VOI'H) < (1 — t)Sn_l(M()’ VOI'H) + tSn_l(,ul] VOI'H).

We also introduce a Bakry-Emery N-null energy condition for weighted
Lorentzian manifolds. We say (M, g,e~"") satisfies the Bakry-Emery N-null
condition for N >n — 1 if

(N' = n+ 1) (ric(v,v) + V2V (v,0)) > (VV,0)?
for any null vector v € TM and any N’ > N. We obtain the following.

Theorem 1.2. Let (M"* g, e7V) be a weighted Lorentzian manifold for
V € C*°(M). The Bakry-Emery N-null enery condition holds if and only if
for all po, p1 € P(M,myy) that are acausal and null connected, it holds

SN/(Mt’ mH) < (1 — t)SN/(M()’ mH) + tSN/(,U,ll mH) VN’ > N.
where my = e~V voly.

Theorem 1.1 and Theorem 1.2 are in the spirit of similar results for the
strong energy condition by R. McCann [McC20] and for the Einstein equa-
tion by A. Mondino and S. Suhr [MS22b] for which these authors proved
charactizations via entropy convexity on the space of probability measures
equipped with a Wasserstein distance derived from the time separation func-
tion. Such results are motivated by the desire to formulate local energy
conditions in a low regularity framework where the classical notion of Ricci
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curvature breaks down. In particular, this was the starting point for the
development of a synthetic definition of the strong energy condition via en-
tropy convexity [C'M20] in the framework of Lorentzian length spaces [[<S18]
(see also [Bra22, MS22a] for further developments). The characterization
of lower Ricci curvature bounds via entropy convexity on the Wasserstein
space of probability measures was first established for Riemannian manifolds
[CEMSO01, vRS05, OV00]. Optimal transport of probability measures that
are supported on submanifolds inside of a Riemannian manifold in relation
to curvature bounds has been studied in [IKM18].

At the moment it is not clear to us if, starting from our main results,
it is possible to define a synthetic null energy condition in the setting of
Lorentzian length spaces. Our characterization requires a good notion of
null hypersurface and null geodesic congruence to make sense in a more
general situation of possible lower regularity.

As application of our main results we revisit Hawking’s area monotonicity
theorem and the Penrose singularity theorem in the setting of weighted,
time-oriented Lorentzian manifolds that satisfy the Bakry-Emery N-null
energy condition. First we prove the following version of the monotonicity
theorem.

Theorem 1.3 (Hawking Monotonicity). Let (M"* g, eV be a weighted
space-time that satisfies the Bakry-Emery N -null energy condition for N >
n—1 and let H C M be a null hypersurface. Assume H is future null
complete. Let Y, 31 C M two acausal spacelike hypersurfaces. Define 3; N
H=25;,i=0,1, and assume Sy C J(S1). Then

mH(SO) S mH(Sl).

Then we introduce the notion of Bakry-Emery future converging for a
codimension 2 submanifold S in a weighted Lorentzian manifold (M, g,e~")
(Definition 4.7) and we prove the following version of the Penrose Singularity
Theorem for a weighted space-time.

Theorem 1.4. Let (M,g, e*V) be a weighted, time-oriented Lorentzian
manifold that is globally hyperbolic. Assume there exists a mnon-compact
Cauchy hypersurface ¥ C M, M contains a Bakry-Emery future converging,
compact, oriented codimension two submanifold S and the Bakry-Emery N -
null energy condition for N > n—1 holds. Then M is future null incomplete.

The rest of this article is structured as follows.

In Section 2 we will briefly recall important notions about smooth, time-
orientied Lorentzian manifolds and null hypersurfaces. We will define the
Ricci and the Bakry-Emery Ricci tensor and the corresponding null energy
conditions. We also introduce the degenerated volume and the correspond-
ing relative Renyi entropy.

In Section 3 we define the notion of null coupling, null connectedness and
null displacement interpolation. We prove that null displacement interpola-
tions are induced by maps. Then, we prove that the null energy condition
is necessary and sufficient for null displacement convexity for the Renyi en-
tropy along null hyupersurfaces.
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In Section 4 we present consequences that we can derive directly from the
null displacement convexity. This includes the Hawking area monotonicity
and a corollary that leads to the Penrose singularity theorem.
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2. PRELIMINARIES

2.1. Lorentzian manifolds. A space-time is a smooth, connected, time-
oriented Lorentzian manifold (M,g) with dimy; = n + 1. The signature
of M is (—,+,...,+). We also write g = (-,-). A vector v € T, M is
timelike, spacelike, causal or null if (v,v) is negative, positive, non-positive
or 0, respectively. A C' curve v : I — M is then timelike, spacelike,
causal or null if 7/(¢) is so for every ¢t € I. For x,y € M we write z < y
if there exists a future directed causal curve from z to y and + < y if
there exists a future directed timelike curve from x to y. For A C M
let JT(A) == {y € M : 3o € Ast. z < y} be the causal future of A
and similarly, let J=(A) := {y € M : 3z € As.t. y < z} be the causal
past. A is called achronal (acausal) if no timelike (causal) curve intersects
A twice. An achronal hypersurface ¥ is a Cauchy hypersurface if every
inextendible timelike curve intersects 3 exactly once. A space-time (M, g)
which possesses a Cauchy hypersurface, is called globally hyperbolic.

2.2. Bakry-Emery Ricci curvature.

Definition 2.1. The Ricci tensor of (M, g) is (0, 2)-tensor defined as
n

ric(v, w) = trace [z — R(v, 2)w| = Z(R(v, eiw,e;)

i=0
where v,w € T, M for € M and eg,eq,...,e, an orthonormal basis of
T:M w.r.t. gg. If [(v,0)] =1, one can pick an orthonormal basis e, ..., e,
such that v = e; for some j € {0,...,n} and hence

n

ric(v,v) = Z (R(v,€;)v, e;).
Jj#1=0
If v is null, there exist orthonormal vectors €j, ..., el € v such that

n

ric(v,v) = Z(R(U, ej)w, €;)

=2
[O'N83, Proof of Lemma 8.9].
Given V € C*°(M) the Bakry-Emery Ricci tensor is

ric+V2V =: ricV .
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Given N € [N + 1,00) and K € R the weighted space-time (M, g,e™")
satisfies the timelike Bakry-Emery N-Ricci curvature condition if

(N' —n + 1)(xic (v,v) — K(v,0)) > (VV,0)?

for any timelike vector v € TM and VN’ > N. In particular, if N =n + 1,
it follows that V is constant along any timelike curve. A characterization of
the timelike Bakry-Emery N-Ricci curvature condition in term of entropy
displacement convexity was given in [McC20, MS22b].

Definition 2.2. Let N € [n—1,00). We say (M, g,e”") satisfies the Bakry-
Emery N-null condition if

(N' —n + 1) ric¥ (v,v) > (VV,0)?

for any null vector v € TM and any N’ > N.

If N =n—1, it follows that V is constant along any lightlike curve. Hence
(VV,v) = VV2(v,v) = 0 for every null vector v and the condition reduces
to the null energy condition

ric(v,v) > 0 for any null vector v € T'M.

2.3. Null hypersurfaces. A null hypersurface H in M is an embedded C?
submanifold of codimension one such that the pull-back metric of g on H
is degenerated. There exists a non-vanishing C! future-directed, null vector
field K € T'(TH) such that K} = T,H for all # € H. The flow curves
of K are null geodesics and one says that H is null geodesically generated
(ruled). A flow curve admits an affine reparametrization. More precisely,
let v, : (o, ) — H be the flow curve of K with 7,(0) = z. There exists a
reparametrization ¢ : (a,b) — («, 8) of v, such that v, 0p(t) = exp, (tK(x)).
The vectorfield K is unique up to a positive factor. For further details about
the geometry on null hypersurface we refer to [CDGHO1, Appendix Al.

Ezample 2.3. Let S be a codimension 2 smooth hypersurface that is space-
like. Assume also that S is an oriented manifold. At any point x € S we
can pick two future-directed orthogonal null vectors L, and L,. Assume L,
projects to the exterior of S. We will call L, an outer null normal to S at x
and L, an inner null normal to S at . We choose a the map z € S — L, to
be smooth. For every x € S there exists a null geodesic v, (t) = exp,(tLy)
with 4,(0) and v,,(0) = L, and we consider the set C = [ J, g Imy, formed
by these geodesics. C is also called a null geodesic congruence. By replac-
ing L with L we also define C. A neighborhood H of S in C is a smooth
submanifold of codimension two and the vector field L extends to a smooth
vector field K on C via K(7v;(t)) = 7.(t). Then H is a null hypersurface.
Similarly there exists a corresponding null hypersurface H for C.

2.3.1. Volume. Let H C M be a null hypersurface. The Lorentzian metric
g induces a (n — 1)-form voly on H. If S C H is spacelike, codimension 2
C? submanifold, then voly(A4) = [ , dvoly, whenever A C S is measurable.
If Ve C®(M), we set my = e~ voly.

A probability measure p € P(M) is called my-absolutely continous if
i = pdmy for a measurable function p : M — [0,00). The set of my-
absolutely continuous measures is P(M, my).
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2.3.2. Relative entropy. The relative N-Renyi entropy w.r.t. my of a prob-
ability p € P(M) is defined as

_ 1
p= pdmy +p° = Sy (pmy) = —/,01 N dmy

where pd my +p° is the Lebesgue decomposition of p. Basic properties of Sy
1
are Sy(pu|my) <0 with 7 =7 if p L my and Sy (p|ps) > — my(supp p)N.

3. PROOF OF THE MAIN RESULTS
3.1. Null couplings.

Definition 3.1. Let (M, g) be a space-time and H C M a null hypersurface
with tangent vector field K that generates a geodesic null flow. We define a
transport relation Ry on H by

Ry = {(z,y) € H* : I flow curve y of K s.t. v(s) ==, y(t) =y & = <y}

Let x,y € Ry, 7‘[5715}’ =: 7,y the flow curve that connects x and y, and let
Ve : 10,1] = H its affine reparametrization. Let G(H) be the collection of
all affine parametrized flow curves 7 : [0,1] — H, and for 3° # 3! € G we
define
doo(7,7") = sup dg(3°(), 7' (£)-
te[0,1]
This induces a topology on G(H).

A probability measure 7 € P(M?) is called a null coupling if there exists
a null hypersurface H such that suppm C R;. By measurable selection
we can define a measurable map Y : (z,y) — G(H) m-almost everywhere
such that Y(z,y) = 4 if and only if 4(0) = x and 4(1) = y. We call the
pushforward Y47 = II dynamical (null) coupling. If e; : G(H) — H, then
we call py = (er)»I1,t € [0,1], null displacement interpolation.

Let (Mt)te[o,l] be a null displacement interpolation. For p;-almost every
x € H there exists a unique 4%, € G(H) such that 4% (t) = z. Then we also
have the pi-almost everywhere defined map A; : © — .. One can check
that (At)#,ut =1I.

We call a probability measures p acausal if there is a space-like acausal
C? submanifold ¥ such that y is concentrated in .

We call two acausal probability measures pg and @1 null connected if there
exists a coupling m between pg and pq that is null. In particular, it holds
suppu; C HN3;, ¢ = 0,1, for a null hypersurface H and two spacelike,
acausal submanifolds > and >4.

Lemma 3.2. A null coupling m between acausal probability measures g
and p1 as above is induced by a C* map T : U — H where U C Sy open
such that supppg C U. More precisely, there exists v € C*(U) such that
T'(x) = exp,(r(z)K(z)) and (idsupp(uo)> T)#t0. We call T transport map.

Proof. 1. Since ¥p is acausal, for every x € 3 there exists a most one
y € 31 such that (z,y) € Ry. Moreover, by existence of a null coupling
w for pp-almost every z there exists at least one such y € ;. Hence y
is the unique intersection of v, with ;. So we set pgp-almost everywhere
x+— y =: T(x), and for m-almost every (z,y) it holds T'(z) = y.
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2. Let @ : Sy x (0,w) — H be the map given by ®(z,t) = exp,(tK(z)). We
note that for every (z,t) € Sp x (0, 00) there is exactly one inextendible flow
curve 7, of K in ‘H up to reparametrization passing through ®(x,t) since K.
Hence ®(z,t) = 7, 0 (t) for a regular reparametrization ¢. Hence, Lemma
4.15 in [CDGHOL] says that there are no focal points along t € (0,w) —
®(z,t). Consequently D® ;4 : Ty (S x (0,00)) = Ty )M is injective.

3. If y € Sy with ®(x,t) = y for x € Sy, we can find an open set O x (t —
6,t +6) 3 (w,t) in Sp x (0,00) such that ®|py (15445 is a diffeomorphism.
Since fore every z € O the curve ®(x,t) meets S; at most once and since
®(O x (t —6,t +0)) NSy is open in S, we can choose O small enough
such that for every y € O there exists a unique s € (¢t — d,t + 0) such that
®(y,s) € S1. Then the implicite function theorem implies existence of a C!
function g : O — (t — d,t 4 0) such that

exp,(9(z)K(x)) = ®(z,g9(z)) € S1 Ve e O C Sy.

Since T(x) is already the unique intersection point of the flow curve 7, with
S1, we have T(z) = exp(g(z)K(z)) for all z € suppuo N O. Hence, the
map T is the restriction of the C* map T : z € U +— exp,(r(z)K(x)) with
r:U — (0,00) for U C Sy open. O

Ezample 3.3. Consider a space-time (M, g) and let X, ¥; C M be spacelike,
acausal submanifolds and let S; = H N %; such that Sp € J~(S7). Since
31 is acausal, for every x € Sy there exists at most one y € Sy such that
J7(y) © z. Then, exactly as in the proof of the previous lemma we can
construct a C* map T : Sy — S; of the form T(z) = exp,(K(z)). In
particular, if voly(Sy) < oo (for the definition of voly see Section 2.3.1
below), we can define pg = m voly |s, and g1 = (T') g p0. Then po and
w1 are null connected.

Remark 3.4. The proposition implies that exp, (tK (z)) = Va1 (2) (1) =2 V()
where K (z) = r(z)K(x) and Yoy = L(,T(x)). Weset T, : U — H
via Ty(z) = exp,(tK(z)) = A,(t). In particular, we have for the induced
null displacement interpolation that p; = (7})4po. Let w, > 0 such that
Y2([0,wz)) € H and let b € [0,w,). For x € U and v € T,U the vector-
field ¢ € [0,b] — (DT}),v satisfies the Jacobi equation with DTyv = v and
4 DT, v = V,K(z). Since, by Lemma 4.15 in [CDGHO1], there are no
focal points along 7, (t) unless there is an endpoint of v, in H, DT; v is
not lightlike for any v € T,.Sy. (Since H? is C? submanifold and K a non-
vanishing C! vectorfield on H, there are no endpoints in H.) Hence T; is
a C! diffeomorphism with 73(Sp) = S; spacelike and acausal. In particular
gls, is non-degenerated.

Remark 3.5. This setup is also meaningful in a more general context. A
general null hypersurface H is a topological codimension 1 submanifold that
is the union of null geodesics. The concept of transport relation and null
coupling are defined analogously. A measure p is acausal if it is supported
on a n — l-rectifiable subset that is acausal. The definition of  and the map
T is the same and by [CDGHO1] T and r are Lipschitz continuous.



8 CHRISTIAN KETTERER

3.2. The null energy condition implies null displacement convexity.
Let po, 11 € P(M, my;) be acausal and null connected and let (u)¢cp,1) be
the induced null displacement interpolation. Each p; is supported on the
set T;(U) C S; where S; is the image of Sy under T} : U — H.

Lemma 3.6. p; € P(M,my) Vt € (0,1).
Proof. Let N C S; with mg,(N) = 0. T is a C! diffeomorphism and hence

T, 'is a C'. Tt follows (T;)~*(N) has 0 measure w.r.t. voly. Let II be the
dynamical null coupling and 7 = (eq, ;) #II. Then

pue(N) = 7(So, N) = (1)~ (N), N) < 7((T) " (N), Se) = ko((T) T (V).
Hence py(N) = 0 and p; is my absolutely continuous. U
Lemma 3.7. Let uy = p,my. Then

eVl py(Ty(z)) det DTy(z) = po(z)e™V @),

Proof. Let W C Sy be an measurable and arbitrary. Sy and S; are equipped
with the restricted metric g. Then

po(W) = pe(Ty(W)) = /T(W) dput

= / e_vptdvolq.[ = / e_VOTfpt o Ty det DTyd voly

where we used the area formula for the map T} : So — S;. Since W was
arbitrary, the claim follows. O

We denote the densities of u; w.r.t. my with ps.

Theorem 3.8. Let (M, g) be a smooth, time-oriented, (n + 1)-dimensional
Lorentzian manifold. Let po, p1 € P(M) be acasual and null connected. Let
(tt)eefo,1) be corresponding null displacement interpolation.

(1) If the null energy condition holds and po,p1 € P(M,voly), then it
follows that t € [0,1] — S, —1(u¢| voly) is convew.

(2) If the weighted Lorentzian manifold (M,g,e~"") satisfies the Bakry-
Emery N-null energy condition for N > n—1 and pg, p1 € P(M,my),
then it holds that t € [0,1] — Sn/ (| my) VN' > N. is convex.

Proof. Let K(x) = r(z)K(z),z € U C Sp, the vector field given by Lemma
3.2 and let T} (x) = exp, (tK(z)) = A4(t). The family of maps

t€[0,1] = Ax(t) := DTy(x)

from TSy to T, (®) S; satisfies the Jacobi equation
(2) Ay + R(Az,7,)7, =0
with A,(0)v = v and A’,(0)v = V, K where R is the curvature tensor.

We define

t€[0,1] = Uy(t) = AL() A" Ts, (1)t = ToopH

and check that it satifies the Riccatti equation

UL() = AL AT (1) — AL AT (DAL AT (1) = —R( A0, — UX(E).
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This equation is also known as the Optical Equation [CDGHO1].
Let E1(t),..., En_1(t) € Ty, ()S: be the solutions of the linear equation
BNy B =0, Ei(0)=e;
for an orthonormal Basis eq,...,¢e,_1 of T,,Sg. The map P; : T%(t)’H —
T, (#)St 1s the linear projection.
Claim. Eq(t),. .., E,—1(t) is an orthonormal basis of T5, ;)S;.
Proof of the claim We observe

< i(t), Ej (1)) = (Eé(t),Ej(t» +(Ei(t), Ej(t)) = 0.
Hence (E;(t ) ;(t)) is constant along 7.
The trace of U (t) restricted to T, () St is then
n—1 n—1
trUa(t) = D_(Eilt), Us(DEi()) = Y (B, PU (D) Ei(0)).
i=1 i=1

Claim. The derivative P; is a linear map from T5, wH — T, ¢ Sit.
Proof of the claim. P/ : Ty, " — 15,1 H is a linear map. Note that

Ey(t),..., En1(t),7,(t) = En(t)
is an orthogonal basis of T5 H and (P E;(t), E;(t)) = (Ei(t), E;(t)) for
i,7 =1,...,n. Therefore

0= GUPE).E0) = ((H7) BOE) g€ 0.0}

This proves the claim. A
Claim. tr(Uy)" = tr(UL).
Proof of the claim. We compute
(E;,U.E;) = (E;, PULE;)
= (B}, PU,E;) + (E;, P'U,E;) + (E;, PULE;) + (E;, PU, PE;)
= (E;, PULE;).
Summing w.r.t. ¢ =1,...,n — 1 yields the claim. A

Hence taking the trace of the optical equation we obtain
tr(Us)' + tr(Uz) + trR( 73) 7, = 0

where trR(, 3,70 = S0 (R(E: 7474 B) = ric(3,4,) > 0 and the last
inequality follows from the null energy condition.

Claim. Fix to. Ux(to) is a self-adjoint operator on T5_ (;0)St,-
Proof of Claim. Note that U,(t) = A’ (t)A;(t) and A,(tg + s)z = J(s)
satisfies the Jacobi equation with J(0) = v € T5, Sy, where vA;(ty) = 2
and J'(0) = w € T, (4,yH. By standard Riemannian calculus we can write

0 N
J(5) = | expago(sK 0a(e))

where a : (—e, €) — H is C? and satisfies a(0) = 7,(to) =: y, &/(0) = v and
K is a C' vectorfield on H in a neighborhood of y such that K (0) = 7. (to)
and V,K(y) = w. Hence, Uy(to)v = Al(to)z = J'(0) = w = V,K(y).
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Since K is also a normal vectorfield, this is the null Weingarten map of H
in y = 5(to). Hence Uy,(to) is self-adjoint. A

By an application of the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality it follows

tr(U7) >

1
— 1tr(UgU)Q.
Hence tr(U,) + L5 tr(U;)? < 0.

We set det(A;) = y,. It follows that (logy,) = tr(ALA;!) = tr(U,) and
therefore

Q (log )" + ——= ((log ) )? < 0

1
as well %y;{f*l < 0, or equivalently
1 1 1
yr () = (1 =t)ys " (0)+t  yr (1)
—— ——

=1 1
=(det DT (z)) "1

Equation (3) also follows from the Raychaudhuri equation. However for this
paper we gave a derivation of (3) that is closer to ideas in optimal transport.

We have iy = (T}) 410 with T;. Then, together with Lemma 3.7,

1— 1
Spn—1(pe| volyy) = —/pt "“tdvoly

1
= —/Pt "1 o Tidug

1 .
= —/ po "t (det DT}) »—1dpug

So
1 1 )

<—-(1-1) /Po "dpy — t/po "~ (det DT) "1 dpuq
= (1 = 1)Sn—1(po| my¢) + tSp—1(p1| myy).

This finishes the proof of (1).
Similarly, we can consider z,(t) = e~V°¥ ")y (1), Tt follows that

(log 2)/(t) = —(V2V]s, (03 (6), 3(8) + (log )" (1)
< —ric (3 (1), 3 (1)) (108 4a)')? — ~—

m(v 0 A (1), 75 (1))
<~ (g 22))?

-1

where we used ﬁ(f—i— mbz > % (a+b)? and the Bakry-Emery N-null

energy condition.
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1
Then we also have %zé\’ " < 0. Again using Lemma 3.7, it follows

1

- —t
Sy (e mag) = —/Pt Mdmy = —/Pt M o Thydpg

_1 1
= —/ oo N e~ (VeTt=V) ot DT dug
So

_ 1 _ 1 1
< —(1- t)/po N dpy — t/po N o= (VOTi=V) det DTN dprg

= (1 = )Sn+(po| mp;) + SN+ (pa| myy).
This finishes the proof of (2). O

3.3. Null displacement convexity implies the null energy condition.

Theorem 3.9.

(1) Let (M,g) be a (n+ 1)-dimensional, time-oriented Lorentzian man-
ifold. Assume for every null hypersurface H and for every ug, 1 €
P(M,voly) that are null connected via a null coupling m, it holds

Sn—1(pat| volz) < (1 —1)Sp—1(po| volz) + tSn—1(p1] volz)
where py 1s the induced null displacement interpolation.

Then (M, g) satisfies the null enery condition.

(2) Let (M,g,e”V) be a weighted, (n + 1)-dimensional, time-oriented
Lorentzian manifold and assume for every null hypersurface H and
for every po, p1 € P(M,my) that are null connected via a null cou-
pling 7, it holds VN’ > N >n — 1 that

Snr(pe| ma) < (1 —1)Sn(po| mag) + SN/ (p1 | my),
Then (M, g,e~") satisfies the Bakry-Emery N -null energy condition.

Proof. We argue by contradiction in both cases.

For (1) assume there exists a null vector v € TM and € > 0 such that
ric(v,v) < —6e < 0.

For (2) we set N’ = N. Assume there is a null vector v € T,,M with

(N —n+ 1) ric¥ (v,v) = (VV,0)? <0
and let € > 0 such that
1

N-n+1

1. Consider the exponential map exp, : U C T,M — M in p where U

is an open subset of T),M such that exp, is a diffeomorphismus. Let T :

R — (T, M, g,) an isometrie between the Minkowski space R7 ™ and the

tangent space at p. Hence ¢ := exp,, oZ : IT-YU) =:V — ¢(V) is a normal

coordinate map.

ricV (v, v) — (VV,0)? < —6¢ < 0.

We choose an orthonormal basis eg,eq,...,e, in R?Jrl with eg timelike
and eq,...,e, spacelike such that eg 4+ e; = ov for some o > 0. The vectors
€1, ... ,en span a spacelike linear subspace A’ = (e1,e9,...,€,) in R?Jrl that

is isometric to R™.
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In A’ ~ R™ we choose a codimension 1 submanifold S such that 0 € S
and such that the second fundamental form in 0 satisfies I, = A(:,-)gn-1
for A € R that we choose later.

We define ¥ = ¢(A’ N Bs(0)) and S = ¢(S N Bs(0)) where Bs(0) is
the ball w.r.t. the standard Euclidean metric for some ¢ > 0 such that
Bs(0) C Z71(U). X and S are spacelike submanifolds in M such that S C 3.

Let Ny : S — T be the smooth normal unit vectorfield of S as subman-
ifold in X, and let Ny : ¥ — T'M be the future pointing normal unit vector
field on ¥ in M such that we have D¢y(e1) = No(p) and Deg(eg) = N1(0).
Hence ov = Ny(p) + N1(p). We define N : S — T'M as No+ Ni|g. It follows
that N is a null vector field along S and

V,N =V,Ny Vv € T,S

since the covariant derivative of N at p in direction of vectors in 7},% van-
ishes. Here we use the properties of normal coordinates at the base point.
Hence, we also have
<VUN(p)7 U> - Hg(”? U)

where H? is the second fundamental form of S in the ambient space 2.

We can extend N : S — T'S to a smooth null vector field on ¥ that we de-
note as N. We define the map ® : £ x (—¢, ¢) — M via ®(z,t) = exp, (tN(z))
and the restriction ®|gy () = Y. We can compute the differential of ¥ in
(p,0) and see it is injective. Hence, we can choose a neighborhood O’ 1'%
of p in ¥ and ¢ such that ¥|p,(_s) is a diffeomorphism to its image where
O = SNO'. By the definition of the map ¥ the image V(O x (—4,0)) =: H
is a null hypersurface in M that contains O.

Because N(g) is a null vector in TH we also have that N(q) € T,H* for
g € S. Now, we extend N to a smooth, non-vanishing null vector field N
on a neighborhood of p € H in H. Therefore the second fundamental form
of H in p can be computed as (V,N(p),v) = I}/ (v,v) and so

(VN (p),v) =TI (v,v) = TI5 (v,v) = Av,v) Vv € S.

Remark 3.10. Let us make a few comments at this point. If K is a non-
vanishing, smooth null vector field along H, the null Weingarten map is
defined as Vy K mod K = b(X) where X is the equivalence class of space-
like vector X modulo K. If K = fK is another such null vector field for
a smooth function f, then VoK = fV,K mod K. Hence the Weingarten
map b is a tensor field and depends at a given point p € H only on the
value of K at p. The null second fundamental form of H is then defined as
ﬁ;\_l/[(Y, Y) = (VxK,Y) =1} (X,Y) for X,V spacelike. This is consistent
with the above.

We set X, = ®(2 x {r}) as well as S, = ¥(S x {r}) for r > 0 small.
Y, and S, are space-like. A transport relation is given by Ry = {(z,y) €
H?2:x € Sy € ¥(x,r) = exp,(rN(z))}. Now we choose jg supported in
S and consider g1 = (V(-,7))%. The coupling 7 = (idg, U(-, 7))o is a
null coupling between pg and . Let u; be the induced null displacement
interpolation. We also set v4(t) = ¥(g,t). Then 4,(0) = v. A transport
map 7 like in Lemma is given by ¥(,r)|y for any open subset U C S that

contains the support of pg. Moreover K = rN. We assume pu, is supported
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in By,(p) C U where B, (p) is a geodesic ball w.r.t. the induced intrinsic
distance of g on S.
Repeating the calculation as in Theorem 3.8 we obtain

tr(Uy) + tr(U2) + rice(7,7,) =0 Yo € U
where U, = AL A7 and A, (t) = (DT})|s, t € [0,1], with AL (0)w = VK =
7V N. Hence (A7 (0)w,w) = (Uy(0)w, w) = rA(w,w). Here w € T},S.

2. First we prove (1). For this we choose A = 0. Recall v,(0) = v.
By continuity of ric and (x,t) — 7. (t) we can choose r and 7 such that

ric(v,(t),7,(t)) < —5e <0 Vz € B,(p)Vt € [0,1].

By continuity of (x,t) — U,(t) we can choose 1 and r small enough to obtain

e > trU2(t) &

(4, (1))? > .

n—1

Then we compute
1
tr(U,) = —tr(U?) — rice (7., 7L) > —e + 5e > 4e > i (trU, (£))? + 3e.
n J—
Hence, setting y,(t) = det A, (t) we get

1
(log yz)"(t) + m((log ye) (£))* > 0 Va € By(p)
and therefore

1\
()™7)" >0 va € By().
It follows
1 1 1
(Y2) =1 () < (1 = 1)(ya) " 7(0) + t(ya) "7 (1) Va € By(p).
Here we used that strict positivity of the second derivative is sufficient for

strict convexity.
We can proceed as in the end of the proof of Theorem 3.8 and obtain

Sn—1(pe| mzg) > (1 —1)Sp—1(po| myy) + £S5 —1(p1| myy).

This contradicts null displacement convexity.

3. Finally we treat (2).
For this we choose A = —g—— n+1 (VV(p),v) = —x— n+1<VV( ), N(p)). In

—N= n+1(VV( ), K(p)) since rN(p) = K(p)

Provided 7 > 0 and r > 0 are small enough, by continuity of ric¥ and
(z,t) — v, (t) we have

particular rA =

1

(1) ricV (7L (), 7L (t)) — m(VV, v, (t))* < —be Yz € By(p) Vt € [0,1]

and by continuity of (z,t) — A, (t) and (z,t) — (VV(z),~.(t)) we have
) [t1Uz(t) = (V0 ya(t),7(1))| < C Vo € By(p) vt € [0,1]
for some constant C' > 0.
Now we choose € < mln{Qj\é ,N(N n) , N} and since (x,t) — U,(t) and
(x,t) = (VV(x),7L(t)) are continuous, we can choose 7 and 7 even smaller
such that
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(3) trUZ(t) < trUZ(0) + €/,

(4) trUL(0) — trU,(¢)] < €

(5) (VV(p),v) = (VV(2), 7 (1)] <&
Vo € By(p) vt € [0, 1] where, again,
(n—1)r2X\? = trU2(0) = (trU,(0))* and (N —n+1)rA = —(VV(p), K (p)).
With this we compute first, using (1) and (3),

tr(UﬂC)/ - (V © 'Ya:)// - —tI‘(UQ) - I“IC (’Yma 7:1:)

(0= 1PN = e (VY 05(0), () e = (4

n —

Z_

Next we use

1 N-n\? 1 1
(6)N(a+b)2+L<b—a ”> = a4 b2,

N(N —n) n n N —n
and obtain
() © — < (0= DrA = (VV 03 (1),7(0)))?
_ N(N”_ T (TV e(t)3(0) + (N —n+ 1)rA)? + e
2 S U0 — (T 00 0) £ = S (P e
<e
= (6T,(0) ~ (¥ 0540, % (1))’
— = (U (1) — {V 0 5(0),24(0)) & — () +3¢
~ N——
S%Ce/<e <e
— (trUq(t) — (Vo 'y$)'(t))2 +e
Consequently

tr(Uz) — (Vo) + % (tar(t) — (Vo ’yx)’(t))Q > 0.

and if we set trU, — V oy, = z;, it follows

N
<(zx)ﬁ> > 0.
Exactly as before it follows

SN (pe| mag) > (1= ¢)Sn (ol mpy) + £Sn (pa| myy)
that is a contradiction. O
Definition 3.11. A weighted space-time (M"*!, g,e~") satisfies the syn-
thetic N-null energy condition for some N > n — 1 if for every null hyper-

surface H and for every pg,pu; € P(M,my) that are null connected via a
null coupling 7, it holds

SN’(,U't‘ mH) (1 - t)SN/(/Lo‘ mH) + tSN’(Ml’ mH) VN/ >N

where p; is the corresponding null displacement interpolation.
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3.4. Localisation.

Proposition 3.12. Consider a weighted, time-oriented Lorentzian manifold
(M"Y g, e™V). Then the synthetic N-null energy condition for N >n — 1
holds if and only if for every null hypersurface H and for every g, u1 €
P(M,my) that are acausal and null connected one has ¥Vt € [0, 1] that

4) py N(v) = (L =1)py ¥ () +tp, ¥ (m1) for L-almost every v € G(H)

where py is the density of the my-absolutely continuous part of the measures
e of the corresponding null displacement interpolation.

Proof. By Holder’s inequality it is possible to replace N in (4) with N’ > N.
Integrating (4) w.r.t. the dynamical null coupling IT that comes from 7 yields

Snt(pe|my) < (1 —1)Sn(pol my) + tSn+ (1| my) YN' > N.

Let us now assume the synthetic N-null energy condition. Let (p¢)e(o,1]
be a null displacement interpolation between two acausal measures g, 1 €
P(H,my) supported on Sy and Sy. ju is induced by a C! diffeomorphism
T, : So — H and T;(Sy) = S is a spacelike C'' submanifold. We fix 7 € [0, 1]
and x € S;, and we define

['={7€G(H):7(t) € Bs(x) C 57}
where Bj(z) is the ball of radius 6 > 0 in S;. Assume II(I') > 0 and set
I = ﬁl‘[hﬂ. In particular p-(Bs(z)) = I(T).(er) £II" = 1 is still a null

displacement interpolation that is induced by the same family of maps T;.
Moroever, for B C Sy
1 1 1 1

pi(B) =10'(e; 1 (B)) = mﬂlr(efl(B)) < = (e (B)) = m#t(B)-

Hence p) < ﬁpt and pl = ﬁ pt|Bs(z)- The synthetic N-null energy con-
dition yields

> [ =00 (e0 0 Arlw) + ) F (ex 0 Ar(a)] it (2)

> H(I’)J\lf’_l/B " [(1 —t)py N (eg o Ar(z)) + t,ol_%(el o AT(x)):| dp-(x)

where the first inequality follows from Jensen’s inequality. Now let z be
a density point of the measure pu; w.r.t. my and also a density point of
1

T _L
(1—1t)py ¥ (eg o Ar(z)) +tpy ¥ (er o Ar(x)) =: F(z) wr.t. pr. Here we use
that F(x) is in L'(u,). We divide the previous inequality by ,uT(B(;(x))%.
Then we take 6 | 0. It follows
L —L _L
o (@) = (1= 1) ¥ (e0 0 As(e)) +tp7 ¥ (e 0 Ar(2)

for p,-almost every = € S;. Since II = (A;)4pr, our claim follows. O
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4. APPLICATIONS

4.1. Hawking area monotonicity.

Definition 4.1. Let H be a null hypersurface and let K : H — TH be
the normal C* null vector field as in Subsection 2.3. We call H future null
complete, if exp, (tK(z)) € H for all t € [0,00) and for all x € H.

The Lorentzian manifold (M, g) is called future null complete if exp(tv)
is defined for all ¢ € [0, 00) for every future-directed null vector.

Remark 4.2. Let ‘H be future null complete and S C H an acausal spacelike
submanifold. Let K be a C! null vectorfield along S. Then T}, : S — H
with T}(z) = exp, (tK (z)) is a C* diffeomorphism for all ¢ € [0,00) and for
a probability measure p on S, (T})xp = p is a probability measure on S;
for all ¢ € [0, 00).

Theorem 4.3 (Hawking Monotonicity). Let (M"*, g,e™") be a weighted
space-time that satisfies the Bakry-Emery N-null energy condition for N >
n—1 and let H C M be a null hypersurface. Assume H is future null
complete. Let Yg,%1 C M two acausal spacelike hypersurfaces. Define 3; N
H=25;,i=0,1, and assume Sy C J~(S1). Then

my(S0) < my(S1).
Proof. Assume there exist Sy and S; such that

m’H(SQ) > mH(Sl).

By Example 3.3 there exists a map 1" : Sp — S given by T'(z) = exp, (K (z))
for a C! null vector field along Sy. Since H is future complete, the family
of maps Ty(z) = exp,(tK(x)) are C' diffeomorphisms for all ¢ € (0,00)
[CDGHOI, Lemma 4.15] and T3(Sp) = S; are spacelike and acausal hyper-
surfaces in H of codimension 2 in M.

Let N’ > N. We define py = m myy |s, and (T;)4po =: pe. It follows
that

€
—Snr(pol may) = myp(S0) ™
and by Jensen inequality also

L

1
— SN (1 my) < my(supp p1) ™ < mg(S1)3 .
Hence
—Snr(po| my) > —Snr(p1| myy).

Now, pick to > 1 and let TT(:U) = exp, (TtoK (z)) and define v, := (TT)#(,uO)

for 7 € [0,1]. For 71 = & we have v, = p1.

to
It follows

—Sn/(pol my) > —Snr(vry | myy)
> —(1 — 71)Sn/ (o] myy) — 718N (V1| myy).

For tg > 1 large enough we have a contradiction. O
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4.2. Penrose singularity theorem.

Definition 4.4. Let (M"*! g, e7") be a weighted space-time and let H C
M be a null hypersurface. Let ¥ C M be a acausal spacelike hypersurface
and we set XNH = S. For every p € S there exists a geodesic ball B, (p) C S
w.r.t. g|s and a null vectorfield K : Sy — TH such that z € Sy — Ti(x) =
exp, (K (x)) is a C! diffeomorphism for ¢ € (0,t,) for some t, > 0.

We say S is future converging in H if for every p € S and T; defined as
before there exists 7 > 0 and €(p) € (0,1) s.t.

let log my (T3 (Bs(p)))|t=0 < —€(p) <0

for any ¢ € (0,7).

Lemma 4.5. Let (M"* g, e™") be a weighted space-time and let H C M
be a null hypersurface. Let % C M be a acausal spacelike hypersurface.
YXNH =S is future converging in H if and only if

Hy i =H+(VV,K) > 0.
We call HV, i the weighted mean curvature in direction of K.

Proof. By the area formula we have

my (Ty(Bs(p))) = / e~ VoI @) det DT, (x)d voly (z:).
Bs(p)
Differentiating this formula at ¢t = 0 yields

Gl s = [

d| Vo)
—| et det DTy (x)d voly (x
Bjs(p) dt‘t:O t( ) ( )

_ /B » <tr%|t:0DTt(x) _ (VV(Q:),K(Q:))) dmy(z).

Moreover
d ~ n—1 ~
or g | o PTt(@) = rDK (z) = ;<Vei[( (2).e:) = —H(x)
for alle € Bs(p) where ey,...,e,—1 is an orthonormal bases in 7,5 and

H(x) is the mean curvature of S in direction of K at x.
Hence

0> —e(p) 2 - logmu(Tu(Bs(p)li=o

d
- g T B

1 ~
- my (Bs(p)) /B(S(p) (_H(x) B (VV(m),K(x») dmy(x).

If 6 | 0, it follows
(5) H(p) + (VV(p), K(p)) > 0.
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If we assume (5), then for every p € S we find n > 0 and €(p) > 0, such
that

H(z) + (VV(z),K(z)) > e(p) for z € Bs(p) and for all § € (0,7).

With the previous computations we see that S is future convergin in H. [

Remark 4.6. The definition of future converging for a codimension two sub-
manifold S in a Lorentzian manifold (M,g) is that (H,v) > 0 for every
future directed null vector v normal to S [O'N83, Chapter 14]. Here H is
the mean curvature vector of S. Hence, (H(p), K (p)) = H(p), p € S, and
future converging implies future converging in .

For a weighted space-time we make the following definition.

Definition 4.7. Let (M,g,e”" vol;) be a weighted Lorentzian manifold.
We call a codimension two submanifold S C M Bakry-Emery future con-
verging (or Bakry-Emery trapped) if

(H,v) +(VV,v) >0
for every future-directed normal null vector at S.

Our definition of future converging in H is motivated by related definitions
of lower mean curvature bounds for the boundary of subsets in metric mea-
sure spaces that satisfy a synthetic Ricci curvature bound or for measured
Lorentzian length spaces (see [Ket20, Ket21, BIKNW20, CN22, CM20]).

Corollary 4.8. Consider a weighted space-time (M, g,e™") that satisfies
the synthetic N-null energy condition and let H be a null hypersurface. Let
> C M be an acausal spacelike hypersurfaces and define XNH = S. Assume
S is future converging in H. Then H is not future null complete.

Proof. For p € S we choose 7 > 0 and K as in Definition 4.4. We argue
by contradiction. Assume H is future complete. It follows that T;(z) =
exp, (tK(x)),2 € By(p), is a C! diffecomorphism for all ¢ € (0,00). We
define pg = ﬁ myy | gy(py and iy = (T;)ppo. Since H is future complete, it
follows, similarly as in the Hawking Monotonicity Theorem, that

Sn(pol myg) = Sne(pn| may).
for all N’ > N. Then it follows with the synthetic null energy condition

0> —(N' — 1) my(Bs(p)) ¥ e(p)
> hr?fonf% <mH(TTB5(p))ﬁ — m?—L(Bé(P))#)

> —SN/(I/1|H17.[) + SN/(I/0|H17.[) > 0.

This is a contradiction. We can refine our analysis as follows.

Let p € S and > 0 and K as above such that T}(z) = exp, (tK(z)),z €
By (p), is a C! diffeomorphism for all ¢ € (0,¢,) and for some ¢, > 0. We
define pg = ﬁ my |y (p) for 0 € (0,m) and py = (1) po-

Recall that area formula implies

(T3 (By(p)) = /

Bs(p)

det DTre™V°Ttdvoly = / Po dmy .
Bs(p) Pt Tt
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Hence future converging in H yields

1d
dt lt=0

> my (B 1/ ‘
# (Bs(p)) Bslo dttOPtOTt

—e(p) > my(Bs(p))~ my (T3 (Bs(p))

myy .

and with ¢ | 0 one gets

Po(p)

0> )2 g, s = gl
> —elp) 2 _dttoptoTt( T dt

log(pt o Ty(p)) ™

Since t — (pr o Ty(p))~ v s concave, we have ¢, < ( y by Riccatti compar-
ison. U

Now, we will prove a Penrose Singularity theorem for the Bakry-Emery
null energy condition.

Theorem 4.9. Let (M,g, e*V) be a weighted, time-oriented Lorentzian
manifold that is globally hyperbolic. Assume there exists a mnon-compact
Cauchy hypersurface ¥ C M, M contains a Bakry-Emery future converging,
compact, oriented codimension two submanifold S and the Bakry-Emery N -
null energy condition for N > n—1 holds. Then M is future null incomplete.

Proof. Let C, C, H, H, L and L as in Example 2.3. By the Bakry-Emery
future converging condition for S and since S is compact, we have that

HV,LZ€>0, HV,LZE>0-

We define the map T;(x) = exp,(tL(z)) on S. Assume now that (M,g) is
future null complete. Then it follows that for a fixed € S exp, (tL(x)) =
vz(t) is defined on [0, 00).

Let p € S and define pg = m my |B5(p) Let t, > 0 such that T; is
a diffeomorphism on Bs(p) for all t € (0,¢,) and p := (T})xpt0-

Let ps be the density of y; w.r.t. my. By the previous proof we have that
t, € (0, %) Hence, there is a focal point 7 before % For ¢t > % > 7 there
exists a time-like geodesic from S to 7, (¢) and therefore v, (t) ¢ dJ+(S).

It follows that 9J1(S) is a closed and bounded, hence compact, subset of
CuC.

From here we can follow the proof of the classical Penrose Singularity
Theorem. Let us outline the argument.

In view of the time-orientability of (M, g), there is a global timelike vector
field T" whose integral curves are timelike, foliate M and intersect the Cauchy
hypersurface ¥ exactly once. Since JT(S) is a future set, the topological
boundary 9J*(S) is an achronal (n — 1)-dimensional Lipschitz submanifold
without boundary. Hence, every integral curve of T' intersects 9J7(S) at
most once. The projection P of J7(S) to the Cauchy Hypersurface ¥ along
the flow lines of T is continuous and bijective. Since dJ7(S) is compact,
P is a homeomorphism. This is contradiction, since ¥ was assumed to be
non-compact. U
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