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NONEXISTENCE OF SOLUTIONS TO THE COUPLED GENERALIZED
JANG EQUATION/ZERO DIVERGENCE SYSTEM

JAROSLAW S. JARACZ

ABSTRACT. In [5], Bray and Khuri proposed coupling the generalized Jang equation to several
different auxiliary equations. The solutions to these coupled systems would then imply the
Penrose inequality. One of these involves coupling the generalized Jang equation to div(¢q) =
0, as this would guarantee the non-negativity of the scalar curvature in the Jang surface.
This coupled system of equations has not received much attention, and we investigate it’s
solvability. We prove that there exists a spherically symmetric initial data set for the Einstein
equations for which there do not exist smooth radial solutions to the system having the
appropriate asymptotics for application to the Penrose inequality.

1. INTRODUCTION AND STATEMENT OF RESULTS

1.1. The Penrose Conjecture. The Penrose inequality has been one of the most famous
open conjectures in mathematical general relativity. Conjectured by Roger Penrose in the
1970’s using a heuristic argument based on the established view point of gravitational collapse
[18], it relates the total mass m of a spacetime to the surface area A of a black hole in the

spacetime via the inequality
[ A
m >4 —. (1.1)
167

A special case, known as the Riemannian Penrose inequality, was proven in the late 1990’s
for an asymptotically flat initial data set (M, g) by Huisken and Illmanen using a weak version
of the inverse mean curvature flow (IMCF) [12], and independently by Hubert Bray using a
conformal flow of metrics [3]. In these cases, the black hole is represented by a minimal surface
and the initial data set must have non-negative scalar curvature R > 0 (or to satisfy some
assumptions which imply this condition). The m in these cases is given by the ADM energy.
For the definitions of the ADM energy and ADM mass, see (2:2)) and (2.4)).

The Penrose inequality for a general asymptotically flat initial data set (M, g, k) where k is
the extrinsic curvature remains an open problem. It had previously been proven in the case
of spherical symmetry where m is given by the ADM energy, assuming the so-called dominant
energy condition and where the black hole is mathematically represented by an outermost
future or past apparent horizon [11], with a different proof further establishing rigidity for the
inequality given in [4] using a Jang equation approach. The inequality has been extended to
include charge and angular momentum and proven under certain conditions, but all of these
require some kind of non-negativity for the scalar curvature. See for example [8,14,16,[17].

A popular mathematically precise formulation of the Penrose conjecture is the following:
1
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Conjecture (Penrose Inequality). Let (M, g, k) be an asymptotically flat initial data set sat-
isfying appropriate fall-off conditions and the dominant energy condition with boundary OM
consisting of an outermost apparent horizon, with possibly multiple components. Let N be any
component of the boundary and let A = Ain(N) denote the outermost minimal area enclosure

of the component N. Then
A
E >4 — 1.2
aour > [ o (1.2

Here apparent horizons play the roles of black holes. There is also a formulation where the
ADM energy is replaced by the ADM mass. We mention that under weaker energy conditions
the Penrose inequality does not hold. One of the key ingredients for the Penrose inequality is
the black hole are law, which holds under the weaker assumption of the weak energy condition.
However, in this setting there exists a counter-example satisfying all the assumptions of the
above conjecture, with the dominant energy condtion replaced by the weak energy condition,
see [15].

where Eapy is the ADM energy.

1.2. The Generalized Jang Equation. Here and for the remainder of the paper, given
some arbitrary function f, we write

amif = aif = fi

for the partial derivatives. Also, if f = f(r) is a function of a single variable, we write " = f,
when convenient.

The Jang equation was proposed by Jang in [13] and was successfully used by Schoen and
Yau in [20] to prove the positive energy theorem assuming the dominant energy condition.
The idea of the proof was to solve the Jang equation which would give a hypersurface X in
the product manifold (M x R, g+ dt?) as the graph of a certain function f and, after a further
conformal deformation, this surface would have positive scalar curvature and the same ADM
energy as the original data set. One could then apply the positive energy theorem which had
been proven in the case of positive scalar curvature [19)].

One might hope that having established the Riemannian Penrose inequality the same ap-
proach could be used. However, it was pointed out that the original Jang equation was not
suited for this, for a variety of reasons, but nevertheless it remained a tantalizing idea. Hence,
in [5], Bray and Khuri proposed a modification of the Jang equation, presented below. The
original Jang equation is just the special case of ¢ = 1.

Given an initial data set (M, g, k), one looks for the hypersurface ¥, referred to as the Jang
surface, given by the graph ¢t = f(z) inside the warped product space (M x R, g+ ¢*dt?). One
then looks for a surface satisfying the equation, called the generalized Jang equation

HZ - TTzK =0 (]_3)

where Hy, is the mean curvature of > and Try K denotes the trace of K over X. Here K is
a nontrivial extension of the initial data. Letting 0, = 0; for 1 < ¢ < 3 and 0,4« = 0;, the
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extension is given by
K(az,a]) :K(ﬁj,&) :k<a],al) fOI‘ 1 S’l,j S 3
K(@Z,at):K(at,az):O for 1§Z§3
¢*9(VI, Vo)
K(0,0) =
D= T

where 2,7 = 1,2, 3 are local coordinates on M. In local coordinates, the generalized Jang
equation takes the form

(gij - ¢2fifj ) QSV”f + gbzfj + ¢]fz — k.|l =0 (1 5)
1+ ¢V [ 1+ ¢?|Vf[? ! |

(1.4)

where f7 = g% f;.
The tangent vectors to Y are given by

Xi=0; + fi0;
and hence the induced metric on X is given by

g=g+¢%df*. (1.6)
The inverse metric is given by
_ij _ ij P f' 1
9" =9" - —5=T
L+ @2V f[?
The unit normal to X is given by

Vf—¢%0

VoIV

where V denotes the covariant derivative with respect to the g metric.
We denote by A the second fundamental form of ¥ in M x R and by div the divergence
operator with respect to g. We also define the 1-forms ¢ and w by

of, L p
JitaNE T it NI

where K|y is the restriction of K to 3. One then has the following key formula for the scalar
curvature of (X, g):

N =

(Aij — (K2)ij) (1.8)

R=2(u—J(w) +|A~K|s] +2|q]* — 207 div(¢q). (1.9)

This is known as the generalized Schoen-Yau identity, see [4,5]. In the case where R > 0, the
Riemannian Penrose inequaltity can be applied to the Jang surface.
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1.3. The coupled system and the main theorem. Assuming the dominant energy condi-
tion, all the terms in (9] are non-negative, except possibly the last one. This then naturally
leads to the coupled system of equations

(gij— P2 fifI ) ¢Vijf+¢ifj+¢jfi_k, -0
1+ VP 1+ VP !

(1.10)
div(¢q) = 0.

Sine g depends on f and ¢, this is a system of two equations in those two unknown functions.
In addition, even though the second equation turns out to be third order in f, for a fixed
smooth f it can be viewed as a degenerate second order elliptic equation in ¢, which gives
some hope that the system might be solvable. As discussed in [9], for application to the
Penrose inequality one needs ¢ > 0 outside of the boundary, with ¢ potentially vanishing at
the boundary. However, we have the following theorem.

Theorem 1.1. There exists a smooth, spherically symmetric, assymptotically flat initial data
set (M, g, k) satisfying the dominant energy condition and with boundary consisting of a com-
pact outermost apparent horizon for which (LI0) does not possess any smooth radial solutions
with ¢ > 0 outside of the boundary, and with the appropriate asymptotics for application to
the Penrose inequality.

Now, this leaves open the highly unlikely possibility that there exist non-radial solutions to
(LIQ) for the spherically symmetric initial data set given in Theorem [Tl This is unlikely as
symmetries make solving differential equations easier, and hence if ([LI0]) possessed solutions
with the appropriate properties, at least some of them should be radial, which the above
shows is impossible. Nevertheless, since the equations are non-linear proving this is non-
trivial. Hence, we formulate this as a conjecture, which we expect to resolve in a future

paper.

Conjecture. If a spherically symmetric initial data set (M, g, k) possesses solutions to (10
with the appropriate asymptotics for application to the Penrose inequality, at least some of
them must be radial. Hence the initial data set of Theorem [11] possesses no such solutions,
and thus this approach cannot be used to prove the Penrose inequality.

We also mention that (LI0) was recently investigated in the case where div(¢q) was lin-
earized. In this case, under some very restrictive assumptions on the initial data, solutions
were shown to exist, though of course this doesn’t prove the Penrose inequality in general [22].

Our paper grew out of attempting to solve (LI0) in the general case. The aim of Theorem
[LIl and of the above conjecture is to settle whether or not this is a viable approach to the
Penrose inequality, so that researchers do not waste precious resources on a hopeless approach.

1.4. A closer look at the divergence term. Since ¢ is a 1-form, the divergence is in-
terpreted in the usual way of first raising the index to obtain a vector and then taking the
divergence. In abstract index notation we have

div(6q) = Va(05q)
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Recall, the formula for the divergence of a vector field with respect to the metric g in local
coordinates is given by

divg(V

1 k
) = mak <\/@V )

SO we can rewrite

div(¢q) =

O (\/l? cbg"”qz)

. (1.11)
ki of — (K5 |-
(\/ggbg \/W( ij (K| )U))

f
f

The components of A are given by

OV f + 6ifi + difi + " Om fif

A1+ @2V f?

where V;;f are the components of the second covariant derivative of f with respect to the g
metric. On the other hand, we have

Ay = <%XiN, Xj>§ -

(Kly)y = K(Xi, X;) = kij + " S fif;
L+ ¢*|V [
and so
Ay = (Kly),, = <6X¢N, Xj>~ _ OVt oifitéifi k.
! L+ ¢*|Vf[3

and therefore in local coordinates
1 o |V 910%™ [T (OV i f + dify + &5 fi)  /Nglo*d" [k

' T+ 2V BN

2. PROOF OF THEOREM [I.1]

Jiv(6q) = (1.12)

The initial data set we construct will be asymptotically flat and spherically symmetric. We
begin by giving the appropriate definitions, then looking at the generalized Jang equation in
spherical symmetry, coupling it to the zero divergence term, and analyzing the resulting ODE.
We then show that the solutions to this ODE yield a contradiction.

2.1. Asymptotic Flatness and the ADM Formalism. We consider an asymptotically flat
initial data set (M, g, k) where M is a 3-manifold, g a Riemannian metric, and k is a symmetric
2-tensor, the extrinsic curvature. See [2[7] for precise definitions. In each asymptotically flat
end g and k satisfy certain fall-off conditions such as

|D(gij — 6i5)| < Cr R R < Cr73 k| < Or2 | Trgk| < Or2 (2.1)
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for |A\| < 2 which are standard. Here, ¢ is the Euclidean metric, r = /22 4+ y? + 22 the stan-
dard Euclidean radius, D* is a derivative operator with respect to the Euclidean coordinates,
and A is a multi-index. We have

‘k‘2 = kijkij, TTgk = gijki]’

as usual.
For an asymptotically flat end, the ADM energy and ADM momentum are defined by
Eapn = rll}Igo]_G—ﬂ' Z/ Giji — gu,] v dS (2.2)

P, = lim —Z/ i — (Trgk)y;) dS, (2.3)

r—oo T

where S, are coordinate spheres of radius r and 7 is the outward unit normal [7]. One then
defines the ADM mass by

mapy =\ E4py — [P (2.4)

It is well known [2,[6] that with our fall-off conditions these quantities do not depend on the
choice of asymptotically flat coordinates.

2.2. Energy Conditions and Constraint Equations. For a full discussion of energy con-
ditions in a 3 + 1 spacetime (M, g) we refer the reader to [10,21]. The Einstein constraint
equations for an initial data set (M, g, k) are

167 = R+ (Tr.k)* — |k|?

A (2.5)
87TJZ' = V](k:ij - (Trgk)gij)

where R is the scalar curvature, V7 denotes covariant differentiation, ju is the mass-energy
density, and J; the components of the momentum density. Then the dominant energy condition
takes the form

i1l (2.6)

2.3. Null expansions and apparent horizons. Given a two dimensional surface S inside
M one can calculate the future (+) and past (-) null expansion at each point of the surface.
These are defined by

Qi =H S + TTskf
where Hg indicates the mean curvature of the surface, and Trgk indicates the trace of k
restricted to S calculated with respect to the induced metric. The null expansions measure

the convergence and divergence of past and future directed null geodesics. A future or past
apparent horizon is defined by

Qi:HsiTTsk:O

and this is a popular way of modeling black holes in initial data sets without knowning the
full development of the initial data.
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2.4. Asymptotically Flat Initial Data Sets in Spherical Symmetry. We take our man-
ifold to be

M =TR*\ B1(0) = {(r,0,¢) :r € [1,00),0 € (0,7),¢ € (0,27)} (2.7)
with general spherically symmetric metric
9= gu(r)dr* + p*(r)do* + p*(r) sin®(0)do” (2.8)
and spherically symmetric extrinsic curvature
k = giikadr® + kyp®d6? + kyp® sin®(0)do? (2.9)

where g11(r) > 0, p(r) > 0, and k, = k(r), ky = kp(r) are some arbitrary functions of r. We
assume the usual fall-off conditions

[k(r)ly < Cr2, [Trgk(r)] < Cr™%, [(gin = D)+ rlgn.(r)] < Cr,
p(r) = | +7lpe(r) = 1]+ 7%|pp(r)] < C

for some constant C' which simply say that the initial data set is asymptotically flat. It is also
easy to calculate Tryk in such coordinates and we find

Trok = k, + 2k,

(2.10)

The null expansions for a sphere S, of coordinate radius r are given by

0.(S,) = 0.(r _2<fprikb>

If the boundary OM = S; is an outermost (future or past or both) apparent horizon, then
Op(r) >0, r>1 (2.11)
and

Hg = 0++0 ) =2y/g! —>0 r > 1.

2.5. The Generalized Jang Equation in Spherlcal Symmetry. For any ¢ > 0, defining

o\ gt fr
o(r) — _ 2.12
(7) T gl (2.12)

the generalized Jang equation takes the form

o, +2 (\/T% - k;) - — D)k + /g1 — >% _o. (213)

See equation (7) in [4]. Using the fact that Tryk = k, + 2k, we can also write this as

Vg, + 2\/911&2) + 0%k, — Trok + /g v(1 — vZ)% =0 (2.14)
p

We can calculate a few useful quantities in terms of v. We have

gu=gu+&f =gu(1+6°¢" f2) =gn <ﬁ)
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and
922 = Go2 = P, gas = Gas = p sin’*(0), gy =gi; =0, i#J.
SO
g =9gu (1 _IUQ) dr? + p*(r)d6* + p*(r) sin®(0)dg?*
and
91= 7 |_g|UQ. (2.15)

Notice that for v to yield a smooth f, one needs

-1 <o(r) <1

2.6. The zero divergence term in spherical symmetry. In spherical symmetry one has
¢2 = g3 = 0 and

v T
Q= —2\/ﬁm (\/ gll%v - kb)

(see Appendix C of [4]) and raising the index using g we have

¢ =" =—2v/g'M (\/ gy - k‘b) -
p

So the zero divergence condition is

dinton) = —=or (Vigloa') =0

which we can rewrite as

0. (V1g))od" + V1glera' + V1glar = 0 (2.16)
or

o ¢ g
We remark that we have to be a bit careful here. To apply the argument to the Penrose
inequality, we need ¢(r) > 0 for r > 1. Also, |g| > 0 automatically for —1 < v < 1. However,

to obtain (2.I7), we need to divide by ¢'. But, [2I0) can hold if ¢, = 0. We will see how to
handle this possibility later on.

¢ _ a4 _ %/l (2.17)
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We calculate:

¢ _o/a v O (ViTEe—h)
e =
q' gt v (\/ﬁ%v—ko
(g™ v, Vg o (Va"s)  am

=Yy v +
g v (\/gllp—prv — kb) (\/gn%rv — k;b) (\/gl”’?rv — kb)

(1, VS o,/ | 0 (V"%) o, (k)
B 5+ Mpey — ot gt! * Mery, — L v Torgy _ Jr )
(Vorzo—k) (Vomev—h)  (Vomzv—k)

Also
ar<\/E) B o (1 —1;2)71/2\/ﬂ> - d, ((1 —v2)’1/2\/ﬁp2 sin(@))

(
gl (=) 2 lgl (=) 2 /Gp?sin(0)
_ o (A=) o) e
B T R
v v 8r(\/g?)+2&
Vit P

The primary terms we want to focus on are the terms containing v,. Thus we can write

o [ v 1. Vo=

ol E i Ve 1) v —F (2.18)
o (Vas) o, () o
(\/ﬁp_prv - kb) v — .

where we used the fact that

where

F =

0 (vou) | O (V')
VI Vgl
Substituting (2.18)) into (2.14) we obtain

Or v 1 Ve
Vv, +2v/ g1 v + 0%k — Trgk — v/ gtto(1 — v?) s+ —+ £ v+ F| =0
P 1—-v v ( /gll%vfkb)

or, after a bit of algebra,

g (v —1)

) v + 2\/g11&v + 0%k, — Tryk — +/g"o(1 —v*)F = 0.
p

(2.19)

(\/ﬁ%v_kb
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The basic problem with this equation is that if (v? —1) < 0, as is needed for smooth solutions,
the coefficient of v, has the wrong sign.

2.7. Construction of the spherically symmetric initial data set. We want our spher-
ically symmetric initial data set to be asymptotically flat, satisfy the dominant energy con-
dition, and have the boundary consist of an outermost apparent horizon. To do this, we use
methods similar to those of [15].
To simplify things, we let p(r) = r, so our metric has the form
g = h(r)dr® + r*d6* + r*sin(0)d¢* (2.20)
where we let g;; = h and
k = hkodr® 4 kyr?d6? 4 kyr? sin?(0)de?*. (2.21)

In such a metric we can explicitly calculate J;. We find that J, = J3 =0 and

1 k, —k

J, = o (&(ka) +2-— b _ 8T(Trgk:))
1 k, — ky
=3 (&(ka) +2 " — Op(kq + 2k:b))

1 (ka—hs
_E< - —@(k:b)).

We want k;, to be compactly supported. This is extremely useful because when k, = 0
and p(r) = r, the equation (2.I9) simplifies greatly. Let ®(r) be a smooth cut-off function
satisfying:

1 o 1<r<2
®(r) = { smooth, decreasing : 2<r<3.
0 oor>3
Define | /5
h = g (20— 2l) (2.22)
and
ky == —®(r). (2.23)

From this point forward, when we write k,, k;, we mean the functions given by these definitions.
Now, this choice of k, might seem extremely perplexing at first. However, it is chosen so that

/ (=%, (r))dr = sin(r) | (2.24)

675

as can be easily checked, which becomes extremely useful in the calculations (2.36) and (Z.37).

Also 1
al < 7 (2.25)
Notice, with these definitions we have

Trok = ko + 2k,
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and
Trok =k, 1 2>3.
With the above k,, k; define

k, — k
U(r) = = L 0, (k)
and notice |U(r)| < 1/r® for r > 3. Then
g 1 1
2 — AT T = 11 — 2
|J|g g JzJ] g JlJl h167T2

and so

11

J|, = ——=|U]|.

7l = ==l
Next, take some fixed smooth function V' (r) > 0 defined for » > 1 with V(r) > |U(r)| and
V(r) =1/r* for r > 4 which is possible by (2.25). Then

11
———V >1J
47T \/E = | ‘g
Next we need to find an h which will satisfy the dominant energy condition. In spherical
symmetry we have
167 = R+ (Trgk)® — k|2 = R+ (ko + 2ky)* — (K2 + 2k7)
= R+ 4k.ky + 2k},

Notice, since k; is supported on the interval [1, 3] so is 4k.ky, + 2k7. Now, take some fixed

smooth function W (r) defined for r > 1 with W (r) > |4k.k, + 2k2| and compactly supported
n [1,4). We need 167y > 167|.J|,. Therefore we can take:

4V (r)

R(r)=W(r
(r) (r) + i
since then
v s AV s AV AU
167 = W(r) + NIG) + 4koky, + 2k, > ) > o 167|J|,.
Now, define

k. = €k
so that k,. = €k, and k. = €kp. In this case
Troke = €Trok, |J|y =€|J|g,  Akackpe + 2Ky = €*(dkaky + 2k7)
and so if we had a metric g, with the prescribed scalar curvature

R(r) = €W (r) + % (2.26)

then (M, g., k.) would satisfy the dominant energy condition.
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For a metric of the form (2.20)) the scalar curvature is given by
_20/(r) 2 2

" rh2(r)  r2h(r) N r2
(see equation (2.10) in [I5] and the equation before (20) in [4]) which we can rearrange to
obtain

R(r)

h h® 1
h =——— 4+ —Rrh® 2.27
r T + 2 " ( )
Substituting (2.26]) we obtain
, _ho B 1, 2 3/2
h :———4—56 rWh* + 2erVh>'“. (2.28)
r r

It turns out that for sufficiently small € > 0 this ordinary differential equation can be solved
for any initial condition h(1) > 0.

Proposition 2.1. There exists some € > 0 such that ([2.28)) has a smooth solution h(r) for
any h(1) > 0. Moreover

\h(r) = 1| + 7|h.(r)| < Cr* (2.29)
for some constant C' depending on h(1).

The proof is an application of some basic methods of ordinary differential equations. How-
ever, written out in full detail it becomes quite lengthy. Thus, in order to not interrupt the
flow of the paper, we relegate it to Appendix[Al To finish constructing our initial data set, we
must now pick the correct initial condition for h(1) at the boundary, and then take the region
exterior to the outermost apparent horizon.

Proposition 2.2. Let (M, g., kc) be an initial data set with M given by (2Z71), k. = ek where k
is given by (2.21)) with k, and ky, given by (2.22)) and (2.23)) respectively, and g. given by (2.20)
with h(r) being the solution given in Proposition 21 with h(1) = (1/€)*. Then (M, g., k.) is
an asymptotically flat initial data set satisfying the dominant energy condition, containing no
compact past apparent horizons, and with OM being a compact future apparent horizon.

Proof. We have already proven all the statements, by construction, except for the last two.
Due to asymptotic flatness, there always exists an outermost future and an outermost past
apparent horizon. These are unique, and possibly empty, and with possibly several components
[1]. However, due to the uniqueness and spherical symmetry, these must consist of some
coordinate spheres S,. Notice, for (2.20), the mean curvature of a coordinate sphere is

since h(r) > 0. Also

Qi(Sr) = Qi(r) = 2 2

+ 2]{3(,5 r)=-——F]F—7—
r+/h(r) ") r+/h(r)
but since k, < 0 then 6_(r) > 0 and so there is no outermost compact past horizon, and hence
no compact past horizons whatsoever.

+ 2¢ky(r)
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Also, with our choice of k(1) we have

2 2
0,.(1) = —2P(1) = ——=—-2¢=0
h(1) (1/€)?
so indeed S; = OM is a compact future apparent horizon. O

Now, S7 might not be an outermost future apparent horizon. However, as mentioned, there
is always an outermost future apparent horizon, and due to the spherical symmetry is some
sphere of coordinate radius ry. Therefore if we take the region exterior to this horizon, we
have the following:

Proposition 2.3. Let S,, denote the outermost apparent horizon of (M, g., k.) of Proposition
22 Let M. = {r > ro} C M. Then (M, g.k.) is an asymptotically flat initial data set
satisfying the dominant energy condition with boundary consisting of an outermost compact
future apparent horizon, and containing no other compact apparent horizons.

2.8. Appropriate Asymptotics for v(r). In order to apply the Riemannian Penrose in-
equality in the Jang surface to conclude that the Penrose inequality holds for the original
data set, the ADM energies of (M, g, k) and (M, g) must be the same. This means that v(r)
must have certain asymptotics at infinity.

If we write h(r) = 141 (r), after a tedious calculation, the ADM energy of the metric (2.20)
is given by

roy(r)

EA = lim - .
bM r—oo 2 /h<T)
This formula can also be verified by taking the limit of the Hawking mass which is asymptotic
to the ADM energy in the case of asymptotic flatness, giving

lim My(S,) = lim 5] <1 L H2d5r) — lim ~ <1 — L)

r—00 roso V16w \© 167 s, r—o0 2 h(r)

1
i D (1 ) = 220
r—o0 2 h(r) r—oo 2 h(r)
In the asymptotically flat case where lim, ., h(r) = 1 both of these formulas yield the same
limit, as they should.

Therefore, if we look at the metric of the Jang surface, where h = h+ ¢?f? = 1+ + @2 fr?,
we need

lim ¢*(r)f*(r) =0 (2.30)

s
r—00

to ensure asymptotic flatness. Moreover

- T () + () fRr) T 23 2
Apy = lim — = lim —(¢(r r)fo(r
3 o 2\ /1+4(r) + ¢ (r) f2(r) oo W)
r¢?(r) f2(r)

= Eipy + lim
r—00 2
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and so to have the ADM energies match up we need
C
2 2
P < o
for some € > 0, or using (Z.12]) and (2.30) we need

C

2.9. Proof of Theorem 1.1l

Proof. We will take the initial data set (M, g., k.) of Proposition and show that there are
no smooth solutions f = f(r) and ¢ = ¢(r) > 0 for r € (ry,00) to the system (LI0) having
the asymptotics (2.31]) for v(r). The proof is by contradiction.

Suppose smooth solutions f(r) and ¢(r) with ¢(r) > 0 solving (ILI0) with v(r) satisfying
(23T) exist for (M., g, ke). Let us consider the solutions on the interval [4, c0) since

kye(r) =0, Tryko(r) = eky(r) for r>4

which makes the analysis considerably easier.
First, notice that v(r) # 0 on [4, c0). For substituting v(r) = 0 into (2.14)) yields

€kg =Try ke =0, r>4

which is false by construction. Thus, we can take some point s; € [4,00) where v(s;) # 0.
Without loss of generality, we can assume v(s;) > 0. Now, let I = [sq1,s,) C [s1,00) be the
maximal interval on which v(r) > 0. Suppose s. < oo so that v(s.) = 0. In that case, (218
must hold for r € [s, s,). Moreover, since r > 4, the equations simplify considerably.

We have
o,(h2r 1) 2
po )2 (2.32)
and so
Oy 20, VU, O (h=12p=1) 2

o) v 1—2 h=1/2p=1 r

and therefore integrating
1
In(¢) = —21In(v) + 5 In(1 —v?) = In(R"%71) — 2In(r) 4+ C,
hyv/1 —v?
:1n<—rf2 5 z ) + O
r2v

and so

Vh(r)y/1 = v(r)

rv?(r) ’

o(r) = Cs

for some Cy > 0. But since

r € [s1, S«)

lim v(r) =v(ss) =0
r—S.

then
lim ¢(r) = oo

r—Sy
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contradicting the assumed smoothness of ¢(r). The same argument works if we assume v(s1) <
0.

Therefore, we can assume we are on some interval [s1,00) C [4,00) where v(r) # 0. First
we assume v(r) > 0 on [s1,00). In that case, ¢'(r) # 0 and v(r) must satisfy (2.19) on [s;, 00).
In this case, (ZI9) becomes

L ) : N X A
\/E(v l)vr+r\/ﬁv+€k‘av €ka \/Ev(l U)( h—1/2p—1 +T =0

which we can further simplify to get

1, 2 , 1 o (1 h
(- vt ek — kg — ——v(1—0?) (==L} —0.
Vi e o ek = ek = ”)<r o) =°

We can then put the equation in the form

1 2 1 h\ v
— = e~ + = | —= + €k, = 0. 2.33
\/Ev <T<1_U2> r+2h)\/ﬁ+€ 0 (2.33)

Next, to make things easier, we let

in which case
1
v, = Vhi, + 5h—l/zh,@

which upon substituting gives

2 1
5— [—= 2 )G +ek, = 0. 9.34
0 (r(l—hfﬂ) T)v—l—e 0 (2.34)

Now, if lim,_,, v(r) # 0 then the solution does not have appropriate asymptotics for applica-
tion to the Penrose inequality. Hence, we can assume lim,_,, v(r) = 0 and since lim,_,, h(r) =
1 we also have lim,_,,, 9(r) = 0. Thus, we can take some interval [sy,00) C [s1,00) such that

2 1 09

— > f > So. 2.35
r(1 — ho?) PO r e (2:35)

Now take some s3 > s, such that

sm(:g) <0
53
and consider the initial value problem
9
w, — O—M +ek, =0
1.
w(s3) = 5“(53)



16 JAROSLAW S. JARACZ

The solution can be explicitly calculated using the method of integrating factors to be

w(r) = r’? 22233 + /SS(—ES_O'gka(S))dS]
_ 09 [(s3) | esin(r)  esin(s) (2.36)
| 2599 615 653 '
oo esin(r)
=77 | P+ 65 ]

for r > s3, where, since v(s3) > 0 and sin(s3)/s3 < 0, we have P > 0 is a positive constant.
Notice, this calculation is precisely why we defined k, in (Z.22]) the way we did. Also notice
we have

Al =ee

because P > 0.
> s3. Notice, 9(s3) > w(s3). Now let § > s3 be the
B. At such a point we must have

=
o,
=3
=
-+
=
o)
-+
(o4
—~
=
SN—
V
[S
3
SN—
g
=
=

7,(5) < w,(3)

Notice, since we are assuming v(r) > 0 on [s1,00) then necessarily § > 0. Therefore, the
following inequality holds:

~ o 2 _1 — ek (5 @ — ¢k (8) =w. (8
56) = (s~ 3) - ) > = eha(5) = 1,9

due to (235) which is a contradiction. Therefore, o(r) > w(r) for r > s3 and so v(r) >
Vh(r)w(r) for r > s3. Therefore

lim v(r) = oo
T—00
contradicting the assumption lim, . v(r) = 0. Thus, assuming v(r) > 0 on [s1,00) yields a
contradiction to the necessary asymptotics of (2.37]).
So finally, we are left with the case v(r) < 0 on [s;,00). By the same arguments, we can
assume we are on the interval [sy, 00) where (2.35) holds. Now take some s, > so such that

sm(534) -0
S4
and consider the initial value problem
0.9
w, — —w + €k, =0
r

1

W(sy) = 51}(54).
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Therefore
wr) =00 [ 550+ [ e Ohoas
L <24 S4
o [t et
=0 [+ S|

for r > s, where, since v(s4) < 0 and sin(s4)/s; > 0, we have N < 0 is a negative constant.
Therefore we have

lim w(r) = —o0
r—00

because N < 0.
We claim that o(r) < w(r) for r > s4. Notice, 0(s4) < W(s4). Now let § > s4 be the
5) =

smallest r > s, where w(5) = 0(§ ) 7. At such a point we must have

0r(8) = W, (3)
Notice, since we are assuming v(r) < 0 on [s1,00) then necessarily v < 0. Therefore, the
following inequality holds:

2 1 0.9
0,(5) = — = |7 —€ka(3) < —y — €ko(3) = w, (5
)= (s atgry 1)1 < O =
since multiplying (235) by v < 0 reverses the inequality sign This is again a contradiction

and therefore, 9(r) < w(r) for r > s4 and so v(r) < \/h(r)w(r) for r > s4. Therefore

}fgov@“) -

contradicting the assumption lim, . v(r) = 0. Thus, assuming v(r) < 0 on [s1,00) yields a
contradiction to the necessary asymptotics of (2.37]).

Therefore, all the possibilities lead to contradictions, hence we conclude there are no smooth
v(r) and ¢(r) with the appropriate asymptotics (and hence no smooth f(r) and ¢(r) with
the appropriate asymptotics) for application to the Penrose inequality solving (LI0) for the
initial data set (M., g, k.) of Proposition (2.3)). O

APPENDIX A. PROOF OF PROPOSITION [2.1]

Proof. Since W (r) > 0 is compactly supported and V(r) > 0 is smooth with V(r) = 1/r? for
r > 4, there exists some constant C; > 0 such that

i

rd’ = gt

W(r) <

for r > 1. Next, choose an € so small that
1, 1

—eC) 4 2eCy < —

26 1+ 2eC 10

Next, let
By =1+ max{h(1),10}.
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We claim that this constant acts as an upper barrier for the solution. Since h(1) > 0, (2.28)
has a smooth solution on some maximal interval [1,7*). Let s € [1,7*) be the smallest value
of r at which h(r) = B;. Then, since the solution starts out smaller than B;, we must have
h'(s) > 0. However at r = s we have

1
h'(s)=— ——+ 562TWBf + QETVBf/Q

Bl B% 1 2 Cl 2 Cl 3/2
P A U R e

Bi B 11, 11

IA
|
|

<—=-—= — Dy — Dy
r r 1073 1073
B, B% 11 11,

< ———=4+_—_-B —-B

—r r +10r 1+10T !

B 8B,
=—|(1-—)<0
r < 10 )
yielding a contradiction. Hence, h(r) < By for all r € [1,7%).
Similarly, we can construct a positive lower barrier. Let

1
By = 5 min{h(1),1/10} > 0.

Let s € [1,7*) be the smallest value of r at which h(r) = By. Then, since the solution starts
out larger than By, we must have h'(s) < 0. However at r = s we have

B B2 1
W(s)=——=224 §€2TWBS +2erVBY?
r r
B B2 B
BB By gy
r r r

yielding a contradiction. Hence h(r) > By for all r € [1,7*).

Thus we have 0 < By < h(r) < Bj for all r € [1,r*) which implies that r* = co. Since
h(r) > 0, we can iteratively take as many derivatives of h as we want and we conclude they
are all continuous, so h(r) is smooth.

Next, we need to obtain the desired asymptotics. Notice, if h(rg) = 1 for some rq, then
h(r) > 1 for all » > ry since h = 1 implies A’ > 0. Let us suppose then that we are on some

interval [r§,00) with A(r) > 1. Consider ([2.28) for » > 4. Then the differential equation
simplifies to

2
2
ot 2 (A1)
r r 73

We can assume rj > 4.
On this interval, we can write h(r) = 1+ t¢(r) with ¢ > 0. Then (A.I) can be written as
2
2
R A RS (A.2)

r r r3
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Let ¢(r5) = B > 0. Consider the initial value problem

, w QEBfﬂ
+ 3
r r
w(ry) =28

where By is the upper bound for h obtained earlier. We claim that w(r) > (r) for all
r € [r§,00). As before, let s > r{ be the smallest value of s where w(s) = ¢(s) = B. Since
initially w(r) is larger, at s we must have w'(s) < ¢/(s). But

B B? 2 B 2B}
! = - - — - 1 B 3/2 - : = '
V=2 - < 2 B )
since 1 + B = h(s) < By and so w(r) > 1(r) for r € [rj, c0).
Now, the solution for w(r) can be written down explicitly using the method of integrating

factors as
1 " 2¢B3? C
w = — [26 —|—/ €Dy ds < ~2
T T,

52 r

*
0

which gives
Gy

0 <(r) < .

(A.3)

for r > ;.
Otherwise, we have h(r) < 1 for all r € [1,00). In that case we again write h(r) = 1+ ¢ (r)
with —1 < 9(r) < 0. Let ¢(1) = C. Consider the initial value problem

= —% . “7 (A.4)
u(1) = %(c _). (A.5)

Notice, since —1 < C < 0, we have u(1) < ¢(1) and —1 < u(1) < 0. We claim 9 (r) > u(r) for
all 7 > 1. Again, at the first value s where u(s) = ¢(s) = B we’d have u/(s) > ¢/(s). But at
such a point we have

B B? B B? 1

u(s)=————<—-—"———+ §€2SW(S)(1 + B)? +2esV (s)(1 + B)*? = ¢/ (s)

s s s s
since V(r) > 0, giving a contradiction. Thus, 1(r) > u(r) for r > 1. The differential equation
(A.4) is separable. It is easy to see that if —1 < u(1) < 0 then —1 < u(r) < 0 in which case
the solution can be found explicitly to be

Cs Cs

S > _ 73
u(r) Cs+r — r

for some C'5 > 0. Therefore

- % <u(r) <y(r) <0. (A.6)
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Putting together (A.3) and (A.6]) gives

Cy
()l = lh(r) =1 < —. (A7)
Since 1)’ = I/, substituting (A.7) into ([A.2]), we get
Cs
W) < < (A8
for r > 4. Putting together (A7) and (A.g)) yields (2.29) for some constant C'. O
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